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Chapter 1

Introduction, examples and notation

1.1 Scope and results

The spectral and scattering theory for the quantum mechanical one-body problem
at zero energy is a well studied subject. The classical theory [JK, JN1, JN2] involves
a real potential V (x) on R3 fastly decaying at least like O(|x|−ρ) for some ρ > 2.
The slowly decaying case for which the decay rate ρ ∈ (0, 2) requires additional
conditions, roughly sign conditions [Ya1, Ya2, Na, FS, DS1, DS2]. The critical case
is defined by V (x) ≈ C|x|−2, possibly with angular dependence, and the results
depend on the coupling constant [Wa5, SW]. The obtained results for the above
models are highly model and case sensitive and include possible existence of zero
energy bound and/or resonance states as well as zero energy asymptotics of the
resolvent and scattering matrix quantities (like scattering phase shifts). Thresholds
of an N -body Schrödinger operator are eigenvalues of the sub-Hamiltonians. There
exists much less literature on threshold spectral analysis for the N -body problem.
We only mention [Wa2] on the resolvent expansion in a special case of the lowest
threshold which is the bottom of the essential spectrum.

The goal of the present work is to present a systematic study of spectral and
scattering theory for the quantum mechanical N -body problem at any negative two-
cluster threshold λ0, i.e., λ0 is an eigenvalue of (possibly several) sub-Hamiltonians
associated with two-cluster decomposition, but not of those with three or more
clusters. These restrictions on the nature of the considered threshold exclude the
presence of the Efimov effect there. So for example for the (dynamical nuclei physics)
3-body problem, the threshold zero is excluded from our analysis, while all other
thresholds for this model are negative of two-cluster type. (We shall later in this
chapter give precise definitions.) Philosophically, the two-cluster threshold prob-
lem is amenable to simplification in terms of an effective one-body problem by the
Feshbach-Grushin dimension reduction method. This is indeed realized in [Wa2] for
fastly decaying pair potentials for the case of the lowest threshold λ0 = Σ2 (assumed
non-multiple). However in the present work we extend the framework considerably,
so that it covers the usual atom physics models (see Subsections 1.2.1 and 1.3.1) for
which the slowly decaying nature of the Coulomb pair potentials requires refined
analysis. Also we include the cases where the two-cluster threshold λ0 > Σ2 as well
as multiple two-cluster and degenerate eigenvalue cases, which also call for refined
analysis, in particular micro-local analysis.

1



2 Chapter 1. Introduction, examples and notation

One main ingredient which enables us to attain the goal of spectral analysis at
any two-cluster threshold is the Mourre’s estimate for the Hamiltonian with one
threshold removed. For a given two-cluster threshold λ0, the restriction of the total
Hamiltonian onto the orthogonal complement of the associated spectral subspace is a
non-local N -body Hamiltonian for which λ0 is no longer a threshold. We essentially
prove the Mourre’s estimate at λ0 for this reduced Hamiltonian and deduce the
limiting absorption principles and micro-local resolvent estimates. The limiting
absorption principles are used to construct an appropriate Grushin problem such
that we can reduce the two-cluster problem to an effective one-body problem near
an arbitrary two-cluster threshold.

To be more concrete let us now consider the dynamical nuclei physics model
from Subsection 1.2.1 (see (1.13)) and assume that the particle dimension n = 3.
Let a two-cluster decompostion a = (C1, C2) of N particles be given. We then write
the full Hamiltonian as

H = H1 ⊗ 1⊗ 1 + 1⊗H2 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ 1⊗ p2a + Ia

where Hk, k = 1, 2, are cluster-Hamiltonians (defined like for H in their center of
mass frames), p2a is the inter-cluster kinetic energy Hamiltonian and Ia is the inter-
cluster potential. Suppose λa = λ0 is an eigenvalue of the sub-Hamiltonian Ha =
H1 ⊗ 1+ 1⊗H2 (λ0 being of two-cluster type, see (1.27)). Picking a corresponding
orthonormal basis ϕa1, . . . ϕ

a
m ∈ ker(Ha−λ0) ⊂ L2(Xa), m = ma, the effective inter-

cluster potential is the m×m matrix-valued function in the relative position variable
of the two clusters, viz. R = R1 − R2,

V (R)kl := 〈ϕak, Iaϕal 〉L2(Xa) = Q1Q2δkl|R|−1 +Qkl(R̂)|R|−2 +O
(
|R|−3

)
. (1.1)

Here Q1 and Q2 are the total charge of the particles in the clusters C1 and C2,
respectively, and δkl is the Kronecker symbol. In addition we denote by Qa the
matrix-valued homogeneous potential

(
Qkl

)
and R̂ = R/|R|. Let P a denote the

orthogonal (rank m) projection onto ker(Ha−λ0) in L2(Xa). Then obviously Πa =
P a ⊗ 1 projects onto the span of functions of the form ϕa ⊗ fa, ϕa ∈ ker(Ha − λ0),
in L2(X).

In terms of (1.1) a relevant classification reads:

Case 1 (slowly decaying case) Q1Q2 6= 0.

Case 2 (critically decaying case) Q1Q2 = 0 and the function Qa 6= 0.

Case 3 (fastly decaying case) Q1Q2 = 0 and the function Qa = 0.

In general λ0 might be a multiple two-cluster threshold, which might suggest
that we group the set of thresholds a for which λ0 ∈ σpp(H

a), say denoted by Ã,
into Ã = A1 ∪ A2 ∪ A3 specified as follows.

A1: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,
i.e. Q1Q2 < 0.

A2: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,
i.e. Q1Q2 > 0.
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A3: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|xa|−2), i.e. Q1Q2 = 0.

Clearly the elements of A1 ∪ A2 are classified as Case 1, while the elements of A3

are classified either as Case 2 or Case 3. This motivates the splitting A3 = Acd
3 ∪Afd

3

by specifying

Acd
3 = {a ∈ A3|Qa 6= 0} and Afd

3 = {a ∈ A3|Qa = 0}

corresponding to Case 2 and Case 3, respectively.
For any a ∈ A3 there are computable numbers sa ≥ 1 and da ∈ N0 determined

by spectral properties of the vector-valued Schrödinger operator on the unit-sphere
S2 with the matrix-valued potential Qa (see Section 4.3) such that in terms of
standard weighted L2-space and weighted Sobolov-space notation (see Subsection
1.4.1 for definitions), referring here to our most general result (see Section 4.3):

Theorem 1.1. For any two-cluster threshold λ0:

1) The space of locally H1 solutions to (H − λ0)u = 0 in

∑

a∈A1

ΠaL2
−3/4 +

∑

a∈A2

ΠaL2
(−3/2)+ +

∑

a∈A3

ΠaL2
(−min{3/2, sa})+ + L2

−1/2, (1.2a)

say denoted by E , has finite dimension.

2) If A3 = ∅, then E ⊂ H1
∞.

3) The dimension of the space of resonance states

nres = dim
(
E/ ker(H − λ0)|H1

)
≤
∑

a∈A3

da.

4) The numbers sa = 3/2 and da = ma for any a ∈ Afd
3 . In particular if Acd

3 = ∅,
then (1.2a) simplifies as

∑

a∈A1

ΠaL2
−3/4 +

∑

a∈A2∪Afd
3

ΠaL2
(−3/2)+ + L2

−1/2, (1.2b)

and 3) reads

nres ≤
∑

a∈Afd
3

ma.

One may view Theorem 1.1 as a version of the well-known Rellich theorem
for non-threshold energies [AIIS, Theorem 1.4] (see also Theorem 3.12) although
the above analogue at a two-cluster threshold is considerably more complex. For
example the analogue of (1.2a) and (1.2b) in the continuous spectrum away from
thresholds reads L2

−1/2, and we note that for almost all (probably valid for all) such
energies the space of generalized eigenfunctions in L2

−1/2−ǫ (for any ǫ > 0) has infinite

dimension [Sk6]. In comparison in the context of Theorem 1.1 with Ã = A1 = {a}
we show that the space of generalized eigenfunctions at λ0 in ΠaL2

−3/4−ǫ + L2
−1/2−ǫ

is infinitely dimensional (see Theorem 6.13 2)).
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The proof of Theorem 1.1 is complicated, in fact we give a full proof only under
the two technical conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b) (not to be elaborated on in this
introduction), treating the general case in a somewhat sketchy fashion.

One of the threshold phenomena indicated by Theorem 1.1 is the possible exis-
tence of resonance states combined freely with the possible existence of L2 eigenfunc-
tions at the two-cluster threshold λ0. This is completely analogous to the situation
for the one-body problem for fastly decaying potentials [JK] (exhibiting a somewhat
similar sophisticated Rellich theorem at zero energy), giving rise to the classification
into a Regular Case (where λ0 is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of H) and
Exceptional Cases 1,2 and 3 (see Subsection 5.1.1.1). The resolvent asymptotics
at zero energy for the one-body problem is determined by this classification. It is
a separate issue for us to obtain similar resolvent asymptotics at λ0 in the present
framework. However our analysis is not complete, mainly due to lack of strong decay
of Coulombic potentials hampering the analysis. Of course the Regular Case is the
easiest case and we shall actually treat this with Ã = A1 ∪ A2 ∪ Afd

3 (see Theorem
5.43). For the Exceptional Cases 1 and 3 (defined by the presence of a resonance)
we show the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Exceptional point of 1st or 3rd kind). Let λ0 be any two-cluster
threshold for which nres ≥ 1, i.e. λ0 is a resonance of H. Suppose the technical
conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b) (referred to above),

ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some t > 3/2, (1.3)

where ΠH is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H − λ0) (i.e. the eigenprojection if
λ0 is an eigenvalue of H and zero otherwise), and suppose

Ã = A2 ∪ Afd
3 . (1.4)

Then the following asymptotics hold for R(λ0 + z) = (H − λ0 + z)−1 as an operator
from H−1

s to H1
−s, s > 1, for z → 0 in Z± = {Re z ≥ 0, ± Im z > 0} and for some

ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +
i√
z

nres∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (1.5)

Here {u1, . . . , unres} ⊂ H1
(−1/2)− is a basis of resonance states of H being independent

of the choice of the sign of Z±.

Among the appearing conditions (1.3) is the ‘unpleasant one’. It is an implicit
(possibly redundant) condition appearing as an artifact of our methods. If λ0 is
exceptional point of 1st kind, (1.3) is obviously fulfilled since then ΠH = 0. Our
Theorem 5.43 as well the above Theorem 1.2 require explicitly Acd

3 = ∅.
Under a spectral condition for certain elements of Acd

3 (those for which (1.8)
in Subsection 1.1.1 is violated) oscillatory behaviour of the resolvent near the two-
cluster threshold is expected. This is expected thanks to arguments of [SW].
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1.1.1 Applications to threshold scattering

Here we briefly outline our main applications in Chapter 6. One of our results
concerns the following generalization of a result from [DS1, DS2] (see also [Fr]).

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that λ0 = Σ2 is a two-cluster threshold, the technical con-
ditions (4.68a) and (4.68b),

Ã = A1, (1.6)

and suppose the Regular Case (i.e. that λ0 is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance

of H). Let C denote the set of scattering channels α = (a, λ0, ϕα) with a ∈ Ã (note
that λ0 is a simple eigenvalue of Ha). For α, β ∈ C the element of the scattering
matrix Sβα(λ) (modelled after [DS1, DS2]) is well-defined for λ slightly above λ0
and possessing a strong limit as λ → (λ0)+. Moreover the singular support of the
limiting element Sβα(λ0) fulfills

sing suppSβα(λ0)

{
⊂ {(ω, ω′) | ω · ω′ = −1} for α = β,

= ∅ for α 6= β.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 may be considered as an extension of the one used
in [DS1, DS2] to obtain a similar ‘semi-classical’ result on the scattering matrix
Scou(E) for the one-body problem with an attractive Coulomb potential. See also
[Va1, Va2] for N -body scattering matrices in the short-range case.

Another result under (1.6) concerns the difference

Sαα(λ)− Scou(λ− λ0); λ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ].

Under conditions, in particular including the non-multiple property #Ã = 1 (pri-
marily used to simplify the presentation) however covering the case where the two-
cluster threshold λ0 > Σ2, we show that this difference is a ‘partial smoothing
operator’ (see Theorem 6.10 and Remark 6.11 3)). Yet another result is a character-
ization of the limiting element Sαα(λ0) given by asymptotics in terms of appropriate
‘channel quasi-modes’ (see Theorem 6.13 2)).

This leads to another subject of interest, more precisely non-transmission at λ0.
This is a ‘geometric concept’ amounting to the feature

‖1− Sαα(λ)
∗Sαα(λ)‖ → 0 for λ→ (λ0)+. (1.7)

We derive a formula under (1.6) (see Corollary 6.15) indicating that transmission
does occur in this case if λ0 > Σ2 (see also Remarks 6.16 and 6.29 4)).

In contrast to the attractive slowly decaying case we do prove non-transmission
in the following three cases (assuming as above in all cases the non-multiple property
#Ã = 1):

I) Effective repulsive Coulombic case, i.e. Ã = A2.

II) Ia(x
a = 0) = 0, ‘above the Hardy limit’ and λ0 be regular.

III) Ia(x
a = 0) = 0 and ‘fastly decaying case’, i.e. Ã = Afd

3 , and λ0 be ‘maximally
exceptional of 1st kind’.
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A special case of II) is that Ã = Afd
3 and λ0 neither be an eigenvalue nor a resonance.

The notions in II) and III) are in general given as follows (see also Section 6.3). The
phrase ‘above the Hardy limit’ refers to a spectral property of the vector-valued
Schrödinger operator on the unit-sphere S2 with the matrix-valued potential Qa

(writing Ã = {a}), more precisely

inf σ
(
−∆θ +Qa(θ)

)
> −1/4. (1.8)

For III) the potential Qa = 0 and ‘maximally exceptional of 1st kind’ refers to
Exceptional Case 1 and the condition nres = ma = dimker(Ha − λ0). We note for
comparison that if ma > 1 and nres = {1, . . . , ma− 1} then indeed transmission can
occur for λ0 be exceptional of 1st kind (see Subsection 6.3.4).

The last subject of interest concerns total cross-sections for atom-ion scattering.
It is an observed phenomenon at the very beginning of the quantum mechanics that
when there is no dipole moment for the atom, the total cross-sections are finite. A
mathematical proof for this physics folklore is given in [JKW]. The operator under
consideration is a special case of the dynamical nuclei physics model from Subsection
1.2.1 with the particle dimension n = 3. Assume λ0 = Σ2 is a two-cluster threshold,
the technical conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b), (1.3) and Ã = Afd

3 . It is known from
[JKW] that for any channel α = (a, λ0, ϕα), a ∈ Ã, and any incident direction
ω ∈ S2,

the total cross-section σα(λ, ω)

is finite for non-threshold λ’s above λ0. In the present work we derive bounds and
asymptotics of this quantity as λ→ (λ0)+ (see Section 6.4). The result depends on
whether λ0 is regular or exceptional of 2nd kind (yielding bounded asymptotics, see
Theorem 6.33) or if λ0 is of 1st or 3rd kind (yielding (λ − λ0)

−1 type unbounded
asymptotics, see Theorem 6.34). Our proof relies on the derivation of Theorem 1.2.

1.2 Many-body Schrödinger operators

Let H denote the many-body Schrödinger operator obtained by the removal of the
center of mass from the total Hamiltonian

H̃ = −
N∑

j=1

1

2mj

∆xj +
∑

1≤i<j≤N
Vij(xi − xj), xj ∈ Rn, (1.9)

where xj and mj denote the position and mass of the j’th particle. The pair po-
tentials Vij are assumed to be real and relatively compact with respect to −∆ in
L2(Rn), and they satisfy for some ρ > 0 the condition

|Vij(y)| ≤ Cij|y|−ρ for y ∈ Rn with |y| > R,

for some R > 0. However we shall need some extra regularity. It is convenient to
use the following condition.

Condition 1.4. There exists ρ > 0 such that for all pair potentials Vij there is a
splitting Vij = V

(1)
ij + V

(2)
ij , where
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(1) V (1)
ij is smooth and

∂αy V
(1)
ij (y) = O

(
|y|−ρ−|α|). (1.10)

(2) V (2)
ij is compactly supported and

V
(2)
ij (−∆+ 1)−1 is compact on L2(Rn

y ). (1.11)

The Hamiltonian H is regarded as a self-adjoint operator on L2(X), where X is
the n(N − 1) dimensional real vector space X :=

{∑N
j=1mjxj = 0

}
. Let A denote

the set of all cluster decompositions of the N -particle system. The notation amax and
amin refers to the 1-cluster and N -cluster decompositions, respectively. Let for a ∈ A
the notation #a denote the number of clusters in a. For i, j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, i < j, we
denote by (ij) the (N − 1)-cluster decomposition given by letting C = {i, j} form a
cluster and all other particles l /∈ C form 1-particle clusters. We write (ij) ⊂ a if i
and j belong to the same cluster in a. More general, we write b ⊂ a if each cluster
of b is a subset of a cluster of a. If a is a k-cluster decomposition, a = (C1, . . . , Ck),
we let

X
a =

{
x ∈ X |

∑

l∈Cj

mlxl = 0, j = 1, . . . , k
}
= X

C1 ⊕ · · · ⊕X
Ck ,

and
Xa =

{
x ∈ X | xi = xj if i, j ∈ Cm for some m ∈ {1, . . . , k}

}
.

Note that a ⊂ b ⇔ X
a ⊂ X

b. Moreover X
a and Xa give an orthogonal decomposi-

tion for X equipped with the quadratic form

q(x) =
∑

j

2mj |xj|2, x ∈ X.

For x ∈ X, we have the corresponding orthogonal decomposition: x = xa + xa with
xa = πax ∈ X

a and xa = πax ∈ Xa.
With this notation, the many-body Schrödinger operator H introduced above

can be written in the form
H = H0 + V

where H0 = p2 is (minus) the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the Euclidean space
(X, q) and V = V (x) =

∑
a=(ij)∈A Va(x

a) with Va(xa) = Vij(xi−xj) for the (N −1)-
cluster decomposition a = (ij). More precisely, for example,

x(12) =
(

m2

m1+m2
(x1 − x2),− m1

m1+m2
(x1 − x2), 0, . . . , 0

)
.

We note the following geometric properties for N ≥ 3: For all a, b ∈ A with
#a = 2, #b = N − 1 and b 6⊂ a

ran
(
πbπa

)
= ran πb, (1.12a)

πb : Xa → X
b is bijective. (1.12b)
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1.2.1 Principal example, dynamical nuclei

Consider a system of N particles interacting by Coulomb forces. The Hamiltonian
then reads

H = −
N∑

j=1

1

2mj
∆xj +

∑

1≤i<j≤N
qiqj |xi − xj |−1, xj ∈ Rn, n ≥ 3, (1.13)

where xj , mj and qj denote the position, mass and charge of the j’th particle,
respectively. H is regarded as a self-adjoint operator in L2(X) (with mass center
removed).

Let us consider a two-cluster decomposition a = (C1, C2). For convenience as-
sume C1 = {1, . . . , J} and C2 = {J + 1, . . . , N}. We can write

H = H1 ⊗ 1⊗ 1 + 1⊗H2 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ 1⊗ p2a + Ia

where Hk, k = 1, 2, are cluster-Hamiltonians (defined similarly in their center of
mass frames) and

Ia =
∑

i∈C1, j∈C2

qiqj |xi − xj |−1.

To expand Ia we let for k = 1, 2

Qk =
∑

j∈Ck

qj, Mk =
∑

j∈Ck

mj ,

Rk = Rk(x) =
∑

j∈Ck

mj

Mk
xj , Q̃k = Q̃k(x

Ck) =
∑

j∈Ck

qj(xj − Rk),

M =M1 +M2, R = R1 − R2,

and we decompose for all x ∈ X

x = xC1 + xC2 + xa,

xC1 = (x1 −R1, . . . , xJ −R1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ X
C1,

xC2 = (0, . . . , 0, xJ+1 − R2, . . . , xN −R2) ∈ X
C2,

xa =
(
M2

M
R, . . . , M2

M
R,−M1

M
R, . . . ,−M1

M
R
)
∈ Xa.

Note that indeed the center of charge Q̃k is a function of xCk .
Consequently we can expand for i ∈ C1 and j ∈ C2

|xi − xj |−1 = |R|−1 − R
|R|3 ·

(
(xi −R1)− (xj −R2)

)
+O

(
|R|−3

)
|xa|2.

This is in the regime |R| → ∞ and |xi −R1|+ |xj − R2| ≤ 1
2
|R|.

Whence in turn we obtain for |R| → ∞

Ia = Q1Q2|R|−1 + R
|R|3 ·

(
Q1Q̃2(x

C2)−Q2Q̃1(x
C1)
)
+O

(
|R|−3

)
|xa|2, (1.14)

which leads to various cases. We use the notation ϕk, k = 1, 2, to denote a cluster
bound state (for the cluster Hamiltonian Hk) and 〈·, ·〉k to denote the corresponding
cluster inner product. The effective potential

V (R) := 〈ϕ1 ⊗ ϕ2, Iaϕ
1 ⊗ ϕ2〉L2(Xa).
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Case 1 V ≈ |R|−1: Q1Q2 6= 0.

Case 2 V ≈ |R|−2:

Subcase 2a Q1 6= 0, Q2 = 0 and 〈ϕ2, Q̃2ϕ
2〉2 6= 0.

Subcase 2b Q2 6= 0, Q1 = 0 and 〈ϕ1, Q̃1ϕ
1〉1 6= 0.

Case 3 V = O
(
|R|−3

)
:

Subcase 3a Q1 = Q2 = 0.

Subcase 3b Q1 6= 0, Q2 = 0 and 〈ϕ2, Q̃2ϕ
2〉2 = 0.

Subcase 3c Q2 6= 0, Q1 = 0 and 〈ϕ1, Q̃1ϕ
1〉1 = 0.

Note that for Subcases 2a, 3a and 3b, assuming sufficient decay of the cluster
bound states, the effective potential

V (R) = 〈ϕ1 ⊗ ϕ2, Iaϕ
1 ⊗ ϕ2〉L2(Xa) = Q1

R
|R|3 · 〈ϕ2, Q̃2ϕ

2〉2 +O
(
|R|−3

)
. (1.15)

Whence indeed V ≈ |R|−2 at infinity in Subcase 2a, while indeed V = O
(
|R|−3

)

for Subcases 3a and 3b. We can argue similarly for Subcases 2b and 3c. Note also
that |R|−2 is the critical decay rate for threshold analysis, cf. [SW]. Case 1 is the
slowly decaying case. In Case 1 the potential V ≈ |R|−1, and V is said to be slowly
decaying. For Q1Q2 < 0 and Q1Q2 > 0 the one-body results of [FS] and [Na, Ya2]
will be useful, respectively. In Case 3 the effective potential is said to be fastly
decaying and other one-body results/techniques will be useful, cf. for example [JK].
Case 2 (the critical case) is different and rather ‘rich’.

A detailed analysis of the structure of a class of generalized eigenfunctions at a
two-cluster threshold, possibly a multiple and/or a non-simple two-cluster threshold,
will be carried out for physical models in Section 4.3. (See (1.27) for the definition
of a ‘two-cluster threshold’.)

From the derivation it follows that it could happen that the second term O
(
|R|−3

)

of (1.15) actual has homogeneity −3 at infinity. For example this happens for Sub-
case 3a exactly when the moments R̃1 := 〈ϕ1, Q̃1ϕ

1〉1 6= 0 and R̃2 := 〈ϕ2, Q̃2ϕ
2〉2 6= 0

due to the computation for this case

O
(
|R|−3

)
= |R|−5

(
|R|2R̃1 · R̃2 − 3(R · R̃1)(R · R̃2)

)
+O

(
|R|−4

)

If certain ‘moments’ vanish for Subcases 3a and 3b the order of the second term
of (1.15) is of the form O

(
|R|−4

)
, cf. [JKW, Appendix A]. In Chapter 5 we shall

obtain leading order resolvent expansions for Case 3 without distinguishing between
whether the homogeneous −3 term vanishes or not. In Section 6.4 we shall study
a case, where in fact the effective potential is (at least) of order O

(
|R|−4

)
. In the

same section an explicit calculation of the Hamiltonian is given in terms of so-called
clustered atomic coordinates.

Strictly speaking the distinction between Cases 2 and 3 as defined above makes
best sense for a simple two-cluster threshold and we will not use this classification
in the non-simple case. Rather in the general possibly non-simple case one needs
the following (slightly) different definition, see Section 4.3 for further details. Let
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λa be a non-threshold eigenvalue of the sub-Hamiltonian Ha = H1 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ H2

(more precisely, we will need λa ∈ T2, see (1.27)). Picking an orthonormal basis
ϕa1, . . . ϕ

a
m ∈ L2(Xa), m = ma (being one or possibly bigger), in the range of the

corresponding eigenprojection, the effective potential is the m × m-matrix-valued
function in the variable R = R1 −R2

V (R)kl := 〈ϕak, Iaϕal 〉L2(Xa) = Q1Q2δkl|R|−1 +Qkl(R̂)|R|−2 +O
(
|R|−3

)
. (1.16)

Here δkl is the Kronecker symbol and R̂ = R/|R|. In terms of (1.16) the more
general (and correct) classification reads:

Case 1 Q1Q2 6= 0.

Case 2 Q1Q2 = 0 and the matrix-valued function Qa =
(
Qkl

)
6= 0.

Case 3 Q1Q2 = 0 and the matrix-valued function Qa =
(
Qkl

)
= 0.

1.3 N-body Schrödinger operators with infinite

mass nuclei

In the case of M ≥ 1 infinite mass nuclei located at Rm ∈ Rn, m = 1, . . . ,M , the
Hamiltonian reads

H = −
N∑

j=1

1

2mj
∆xj +

∑

1≤i<j≤N
Vij(xi − xj) +

∑

1≤j≤N, 1≤m≤M
V ncl
jm (xj −Rm), (1.17)

where we impose similar conditions on V ncl
jm as for Vij in Condition 1.4. The one-body

problem N = 1 is included in (1.17) (the middle term is absent in that case). The
configuration space reads X = RnN , and we use the metric q as before. The ‘electron-
electron’ interaction Vij(xi − xj) takes as before the form Va(x

a) where xa = πax,
a = (ij), is the orthogonal projection of x onto an n-dimensional subspace. Similarly
the ‘electron-nuclei’ interaction

∑
1≤m≤M V ncl

jm (xj−Rm) takes the form Va(x
a) where

again xa = πax, a = a(j), is the orthogonal projection of x onto an n-dimensional
subspace (let xa = (0, . . . , 0, xj, 0, . . . , 0), i.e. all other coordinates than the j’th are
put equal to zero). Rather than using the cluster decompositions to label a family
of ‘subspaces of internal motion’ {Xa} similar to those considered in Section 1.2 we
prefer henceforth to appeal to abstract labeling. Precisely we consider the smallest
finite family {Xa | a ∈ A} of subspaces of X which is stable under addition and
which contains {0} and the n-dimensional subspaces discussed above. See Section
1.4, and see [DG, Section 5.1] for a discussion of the abstract N -body problem. On
the other hand there is a concrete description of the index set A and this family
{Xa | a ∈ A} which can be useful to have in mind: Consider a = (C1, . . . , Cp) where
the sets Cq are disjoint subsets of {1, . . . , N}. For p ≥ 2 and q < p we have #Cq ≥ 2
and we let X

Cq = {x ∈ X | xj = 0 if j /∈ Cq and
∑

i∈Cq
mixi = 0}. Either similarly

X
Cp = {x ∈ X | xj = 0 if j /∈ Cp and

∑
i∈Cp

mixi = 0} (in that case we have
#Cp ≥ 2) or X

Cp = {x ∈ X | xj = 0 if j /∈ Cp}. In both cases let correspondingly
X
a = X

C1 ⊕ · · · ⊕X
Cp. Moreover we supplement by writing X

amin = {0} where, for
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example, amin := ∅. This is a concrete labeling of the family of subspaces of internal
motion.

The ordering of subspaces yields an ordering of the abstract set of indices A,
by definition a ⊂ b ⇔ X

a ⊂ X
b. We denote X = X

amax and X
a + X

b = X
a∪b.

The orthogonal complement of Xa is denoted by Xa. To have a uniform language
we refer to the indices a ∈ A as ‘cluster decompositions’. The length of a chain
of cluster decompositions a1 ( · · · ( ak is the number k. This chain is said to
connect a = a1 and b = ak. The maximal length of all chains connecting a given
a ∈ A \ {amax} and amax is denoted by #a. We define #amax = 1 and note that
#amin = N + 1. We say a ∈ A is k-cluster if #a = k.

We note the following geometric properties for N ≥ 2: For all a, b ∈ A with
#a = 2, #b = N and b 6⊂ a

ran
(
πbπa

)
= {0} or ran

(
πbπa

)
= ran πb, (1.18a)

πb : Xa → X
b is bijective. (1.18b)

1.3.1 Principal example, fixed nuclei

Consider a system of N n-dimensional particles, n ≥ 3, interacting by Coulomb
forces. The Hamiltonian (1.17) then reads

H = −
N∑

j=1

1

2mj
∆xj+

∑

1≤i<j≤N
qiqj|xi−xj |−1+

∑

1≤j≤N, 1≤m≤M,

qjq
ncl
m |xj−Rm|−1, (1.19)

where xj , mj and qj denote the position, mass and charge of the j’th ‘electron’, and
Rm and qnclm are the position and charge of the m’th ‘nucleus’.

Consider the two-cluster decomposition a = (C), C = {1, . . . , N − 1}, meaning
X
a = {x = (x1, . . . , xN) ∈ X = RnN | xN = 0}. Letting R = xN we write

H = H1⊗1+1⊗p2R+ Ia where H1 is the cluster-Hamiltonian (i.e. the Hamiltonian
for the first N − 1 electrons) and

Ia =
∑

1≤i≤N−1

qiqN |xi − R|−1 +
∑

1≤m≤M,

qNq
ncl
m |R− Rm|−1.

Introducing

Q =
∑

1≤j≤N−1

qj +
∑

1≤m≤M
qnclm ,

Q̃ = Q̃(xa) =
∑

1≤j≤N−1

qjxj ,

Q̃ncl =
∑

1≤m≤M
qnclm Rm,

the asymptotics of Ia for |R| → ∞ reads

Ia = qNQ|R|−1 + qN
R

|R|3 ·
(
Q̃(xa) + Q̃ncl

)
+O

(
|R|−3

)(
1 + |xa|2

)
. (1.20)
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For the expectation in a cluster bound state ϕ = ϕa(xa) with sufficient decay we
consequently obtain the asymptotics for |R| → ∞

〈ϕ, Iaϕ〉L2(Xa) = qNQ|R|−1 + qN
R

|R|3 ·
(
〈ϕ, Q̃ϕ〉L2(Xa) + Q̃ncl

)
+O

(
|R|−3

)
. (1.21)

This leads to various cases.

Case 1 qNQ 6= 0.

Case 2 qN〈ϕ, Q̃ϕ〉L2(Xa) 6= −qN Q̃ncl and Q = 0.

Case 3 qN = 0, or qN 6= 0, Q = 0 and 〈ϕ, Q̃ϕ〉L2(Xa) = −Q̃ncl.

Case 1 is the slowly decaying case, Case 2 is the critical case and Case 3 is the
fastly decaying case. Strictly speaking this classification makes best sense for ϕ
being unique, i.e. for the simple case; in the non-simple case one needs a slightly
different terminology, see Subsection 1.2.1 and Section 4.3.

1.4 Generalized N-body Schrödinger operators

Motivated by Sections 1.2 and 1.3 we discuss the abstract N -body problem, cf. [DG,
Section 5.1]. Let X 6= {0} be a real finite dimensional vector space with an inner
product q. We consider a finite family {Xa | a ∈ A} of subspaces of Xa ⊂ X which
is stable under addition and which contains {0} and X. The ordering of subspaces
yields an ordering of the abstract set of indices A, a ⊂ b ⇔ X

a ⊂ X
b. We denote

{0} = X
amin, X = X

amax and X
a +X

b = X
a∪b. The orthogonal complement of Xa

is denoted by Xa. We refer to the indices a ∈ A as ‘cluster decompositions’. The
length of a chain of cluster decompositions a1 ( · · · ( ak is the number k. This chain
is said to connect a = a1 and b = ak. The maximal length of all chains connecting a
given a ∈ A\{amax} and amax is denoted by #a. We define #amax = 1 and denoting
#amin = N + 1 we say the family {Xa | a ∈ A} is of N -body type. Note that for
the setup of Sections 1.2 and 1.3 these examples are of (N − 1)-body type and of
N -body type, respectively. This terminology might appear slightly misleading for
Section 1.2. Henceforth we shall treat the generalized N -body framework only. This
would consequently apply to the many-body framework of Section 1.2 with N there
replaced by N + 1. A cluster decomposition a is said to be k-cluster if #a = k.

Given the above uniform setup of structure of ‘internal subspaces’ we can in-
troduce corresponding generalized Schrödinger operators. Let −∆a = (pa)2 and
−∆a = p2a denote (minus) the Laplacians on L2(Xa) and L2(Xa), respectively.
Here pa = πap and pa = πap denote the internal (i.e. ‘within clusters’) and the
inter-cluster components of the momentum operator p = −i∇, respectively. For all
a ∈ A′ := A \ {amin}, we introduce

Ha = −∆a + V a(xa), V a(xa) =
∑

b⊂a
Vb(x

b), Ha = Ha −∆a, Ia(x) =
∑

b6⊂a
Vb(x

b),

where the potentials fulfill the condition below. We define Hamin = 0 on L2(Xamin) =
C and H = Hamax on L2(X).
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Condition 1.5. There exists ρ > 0 such that for all a ∈ A′ there is given a function
Va : X

a → R with a splitting Va = V
(1)
a + V

(2)
a , where

(1) V (1)
a is smooth and

∂αy V
(1)
a (y) = O

(
|y|−ρ−|α|). (1.22)

(2) V (2)
a is compactly supported and

V (2)
a (−∆y + 1)−1 is compact on L2(RdimX

a

y ). (1.23)

Condition 1.5 will be imposed throughout this work. To treat local singularities we
shall impose an additional condition, depending on an a ∈ A from a given context.
The condition is fulfilled for the models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3, cf. (1.12a), (1.12b),
(1.18a) and (1.18b).

Consider for a given a ∈ A with #a = 2 the following properties for b 6⊂ a:

ran
(
πbπa

)
= {0} or ran

(
πbπa

)
= ran πb, (1.24a)

πb : Xa → X
b is onto. (1.24b)

We note that the map in (1.24b) is necessarily injective, and hence bijective if (1.24b)
is fulfilled, see (2.20).

Condition 1.6. For all b 6⊂ a for which the conditions (1.24a) and (1.24b) are not
fulfilled, the singular part V (2)

b = 0 and hence Vb = V
(1)
b ∈ C∞(Xb).

If T is a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space the subsets of C,

σ(T ), σd(T ), σess(T ) and σpp(T )

refer to the spectrum, the discrete spectrum, the essential spectrum and the set of
eigenvalues of T , respectively.

The operator Ha is the sub-Hamiltonian associated with the cluster decomposi-
tion a and Ia is the sum of all inter-cluster interactions. The detailed expression of
Ha depends on the choice of coordinates on X

a. Let

T = T (H) = ∪a∈A,#a≥2 σpp(H
a)

be the set of thresholds of H . The HVZ theorem [RS, Theorem XIII.17] gives the
bottom of the essential spectrum Σ2 := inf σess(H) of H by the formula

Σ2 = min
a∈A\{amax}

inf σ(Ha) = min
a∈A,#a=2

inf σ(Ha). (1.25)

If N ≥ 2 we also introduce

Σ3 := min
a∈A,#a≥3

inf σ(Ha). (1.26)

Under Condition 1.5 it is known that non-threshold bound states decay exponen-
tially [FH]. It is also well known [FH] and [Pe] that under rather general conditions
generalized Schrödinger operators do not have positive eigenvalues and that the
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negative eigenvalues can at most accumulate at the thresholds from below, see also
[AIIS].

The goal of the present work is to obtain spectral and scattering properties of
H near a general two-cluster threshold λ0 ≤ 0, i.e.

λ0 ∈ T2 := T \ ∪a∈A,#a≥3 σpp(H
a). (1.27)

Note that λ0 = 0 for N = 1, while λ0 < 0 for N ≥ 2. Note also that λ0 6= Σ3 for
N ≥ 2 and that λ0 > Σ3 could occur for N ≥ 3. Since the case N = 1 has been
treated extensively in the literature we assume throughout our work that N ≥ 2
and therefore λ0 < 0. The special case for N ≥ 2 when λ0 is equal to Σ2 and is
given as the eigenvalue of a unique two-cluster sub-Hamiltonian is studied in [Wa2]
for fastly decaying potentials, meaning ρ > 2 or bigger.

1.4.1 Spaces and notation

For given Banach (or Fréchet) spaces X and Y , the space of linear continuous
operators T : X → Y is denoted by L(X, Y ), and we abbreviate L(X) = L(X,X).

Let Hk
s , k, s ∈ R, be the weighted Sobolev space on X (or possibly Xa for any

a ∈ A′) equipped with the norm

‖u‖k,s :=
(∫ ∣∣〈x〉s(1−∆)k/2u

∣∣2dx
)1/2

, where 〈x〉 := (1 + |x|2)1/2.

The space H−k
−s can be identified as the dual space of Hk

s with the usual L2 inner
product used as ‘pairing’. Let L(k, s; k′, s′) = L(Hk

s , H
k′

s′ ). It will be convenient
to regard H as an operator in L(2, 0; 0, 0) or as an operator in L(1, 0;−1, 0). We
abbreviate Hk = Hk

0 , L2
s = H0

s , and Hk
∞ = ∩s∈RHk

s , H
k
−∞ = ∪s∈RHk

s , L
2
∞ = ∩s∈R L2

s

and L2
−∞ = ∪s∈R L2

s. Introduce also Hk
t+ = ∪s>tHk

s , H
k
t− = ∩s<tHk

s , L
2
t+ = ∪s>tL2

s

and L2
t− = ∩s<tL2

s for any k, t ∈ R.
We shall also use weighted Sobolev spaces of Cm-valued functions/distributions

on X indicated by similar notation, for example Hk = Hk(X;Cm). For any complex
Hilbert spaces H1 and H1 we use the notation C

(
H1,H2

)
⊂ L

(
H1,H2

)
for the space

of compact operators T : H1 → H2. By standard Sobolev embedding theory, for all
k1 > k2 and s1 > s2 the operator Hk1

s1
∋ f → f ∈ Hk2

s2
is compact. Let H1

loc denote
the set of locally H1 functions, more precisely the set of v ∈ L2

−∞ for which ϕv ∈ H1

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c .

Consider balls B(R) = {x ∈ X| |x| < R}, R ≥ 1, and the characteristic functions

F0 = F
(
B(R0)

)
and Fν+1 = F

(
B(Rν+1) \B(Rν)

)
, Rν = 2ν , ν ∈ N0 := N ∪ {0},

where F (M) denotes the sharp characteristic function of a subset M ⊂ X. We
introduce the Besov spaces Bs = Bs(X) and B∗

s = B∗
s(X) =

(
Bs(X)

)∗
, s > 0, as

follows.

Bs = {ψ ∈ L2
loc | ‖ψ‖Bs <∞}, ‖ψ‖Bs =

∞∑

ν=0

Rs
ν‖Fνψ‖L2,

B∗
s = {ψ ∈ L2

loc | ‖ψ‖B∗
s
<∞}, ‖ψ‖B∗

s
= sup

ν≥0
R−s
ν ‖Fνψ‖L2,
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respectively. (Note that indeed B∗
s is the dual space of Bs.) We define B∗

s,0 to be the
closure of L2 in B∗

s . Note that

u ∈ B∗
s ⇔ u ∈ L2

loc and sup
R≥1

R−s‖F
(
B(R)

)
u‖L2 <∞,

and that

u ∈ B∗
s,0 ⇔ u ∈ L2

loc and lim
R→∞

R−s‖F
(
B(R)

)
u‖L2 = 0.

Note the following relations between the standard weighted L2 spaces and the
Besov spaces:

∀s1 > s > 0 : L2
s1

( Bs ( L2
s ( L2 ( L2

−s ( B∗
s,0 ( B∗

s ( L2
−s1. (1.28)

We introduce for any R ≥ 1

χR(t) = χ(t/R) for a real-valued χ ∈ C∞(R) : χ(t) =

{
1 for t ≤ 4/3
0 for t ≥ 5/3

,

(1.29)

and χ̄R = 1− χR. We assume −χ′ ≥ 0 and that
√−χ′ ∈ C∞.





Chapter 2

Reduction to a one-body problem

In this chapter we show that the spectral analysis of a generalized N -body operator
near a two-cluster threshold can be reduced to the analysis of a one-body operator
with a non-linear spectral parameter. This is under Condition 1.5. Of course such
reduction would not be needed for the one-body problem, however we recall that
throughout our work we impose the condition N ≥ 2.

The idea of the reduction goes as follows. For a given two-cluster threshold
λ0 < 0, denote by F the closed subspace in L2(X) ‘spanned by’ bound states of
all possible two-cluster sub-Hamiltonians with eigenvalue λ0. (For a precise defini-
tion/representation in a special case see (2.15) and the discussion there.) Let Π be
the orthogonal projection from L2(X) onto F , Π′ = 1 − Π and H ′ = Π′HΠ′. We
study a Grushin problem for an operator of the form

H(z) =

(
H − z S

S∗ 0

)
on L2(X)⊕H, (2.1)

where the space H is some auxiliary one-body type space, S : H → L2(X) is an
appropriately defined operator whose range coincides with F , i.e. the range of the
projection Π, and S∗ is the adjoint of S. The choice of H and S may vary according
to various situations and is to make H(z) invertible for z near λ0 and Im z 6= 0. If
this is realized, we set

H(z)−1 =

(
E(z) E+(z)

E−(z) EH(z)

)
. (2.2)

Then the resolvent R(z) = (H − z)−1 is represented as

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z). (2.3)

The operator H(z)−1 can be computed in terms of the reduced resolvent R′(z) =
(H ′ − z)−1Π′. If R′(z) has some good properties near λ0, the spectral analysis of
H near λ0 is then reduced to the analysis of EH(z)

−1 on H. EH(z) is a one-body
operator with a non-linear dependence on the spectral parameter z. For example to
obtain a resolvent expansion, one can then try to use known methods for one-body
operators to study the asymptotics of EH(z)

−1 as z → λ0, Im z > 0.

17



18 Chapter 2. Reduction to a one-body problem

Below we shall only give detailed analysis in some situations. In fact, the reductions
given below are only useful in the case λ0 6∈ σpp(H

′). The case λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′) can be

treated by adding an additional finite dimensional space, as done in [Wa2, Section 4]
for the lowest threshold. Before we go into details on various concrete cases we study
the reduction scheme from a more general point of view. As we will see afterwards,
the abstract scheme can be applied to these cases.

2.1 An abstract reduction scheme

In this section we shall describe an abstract reduction scheme that will be used
many times.

Abstract framework Suppose H and G are given Hilbert spaces and that F is
a closed subspace of G. Suppose S : H → F ⊂ G is a bi-continuous isomorphism
(i.e. S is linear, one-to-one, onto F and as a map from H to F bi-continuous).
Let Π denote the orthogonal projection in G onto F , and let Π′ = 1 − Π. Suppose
H is a self-adjoint operator on G with Π : D(H) → D(H), and that Π′HΠ and
ΠHΠ′ (initially defined on the domain D(H) of H) extend to bounded operators
on G. Define H ′ = Π′HΠ′ with domain D(H ′) = D(H) ∩ ran(Π′) = Π′ D(H) and
HΠ = ΠHΠ with domain D(HΠ) = D(H) ∩ ran(Π) = ΠD(H). Then H ′ and HΠ

are self-adjoint on Π′G and F , respectively (see the proof of Lemma 2.8 3)). Let
R′(z) = (H ′ − z)−1Π′ for Im z 6= 0.

Introduce for all z ∈ C with Im z 6= 0

E(z) = R′(z), (2.4a)

E+(z) = S −R′(z)HS, (2.4b)

E−(z) = S∗ − S∗HR′(z), (2.4c)

EH(z) = S∗(z −H +HR′(z)H
)
S. (2.4d)

Obviously E(z) ∈ L(G), E+(z) ∈ L(H,G) and E−(z) ∈ L(G,H). Also note that
S∗HS = S∗HΠS is self-adjoint and consequently that the operator EH(z) of (2.4d)
is a closed operator on H with domain given by S−1D(HΠ).

Proposition 2.1. Under the above conditions, for Im z 6= 0:

1) EH(z)
∗ = EH(z̄).

2) EH(z) is an invertible operator on H obeying

ImEH(z)

Im z
≥ S∗S. (2.5)

3)
R(z) = E(z)−E+(z)EH(z)

−1E−(z). (2.6)

Proof. The identity 1) is trivial due to the self-adjointness property stated before
the proposition.
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The inequality (2.5) follows from the identity

ImEH(z) = Im z S∗(1 +HR′(z)∗R′(z)H
)
S. (2.7)

The invertibility property of 2) follows from a standard numerical range argument
combining 1) and (2.5).

Finally the identity (2.6) follows by an elementary calculation outlined here:
Apply H − z from the left on the right-hand side of the identity and write for the
first term of (2.6)

HΠ′ = Π′H ′Π′ +ΠHΠ′. (2.8)

The result is the expression Π′+ΠHR′(z). For the second term of (2.6) we substitute
the expression (2.4b) and use again (2.8) (to deal with the second term of (2.4b)).
We see that by applying H − z to the second term of (2.6) we obtain an operator
taking values in F . Consequently we may insert Π = (S∗)−1S∗ to the left and
then combine the factor S∗ with the given calculated expression. This gives a
factor EH(z)EH(z)

−1 which of course can be omitted on H = ranE−(z). Then by
substituting the expression (2.4c) we conclude that the contribution from the second
term of (2.6) is Π− ΠHR′(z). Hence the result of applying H − z from the left on
the right-hand side of (2.6) is

(
Π′ +ΠHR′(z)

)
+
(
Π− ΠHR′(z)

)
= 1,

which coincides with the result of applying H− z from the left on the left-hand side
of the identity.

Remark 2.2. There is an alternative approach for deriving the formula (2.6) based
on a certain abstract Grushin problem. For a review of this method we may refer
to [SZ], but for sake of completeness of presentation we outline this alternative
approach here, cf. the beginning of this chapter:

We consider a Grushin problem for an operator of the form

H(z) =

(
H − z S

S∗ 0

)
on G ⊕H. (2.9)

To simplify the notation, we denote still by (SS∗)−1 = (SS∗)−1Π the extension of
(SS∗)−1 to G by setting (SS∗)−1 = 0 on F⊥.

The invertibility of SS∗ on F allows us to show that H(z) is invertible on G⊕H.
In fact, one can explicitly compute its inverse. Let T := (SS∗)−1S, and let Q(z)
and B(z) be defined by

Q(z) =

(
R′(z) T
T ∗ T ∗(z −H)T

)
and B(z) =

(
ΠHR′(z) Π′HT

0 0

)
.

Then one has, at least formally,

H(z)Q(z) = 1 +B(z).

Since B(z)3 = 0 the operator 1 + B(z) is invertible and therefore H(z) has a right
inverse. Similarly, one can show that H(z) has a left inverse. Consequently H(z)
should be invertible with inverse

H(z)−1 = Q(z)(1 − B(z) +B(z)2). (2.10)
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Write H(z)−1 in the form

H(z)−1 =

(
Ẽ(z) Ẽ+(z)

Ẽ−(z) ẼH(z)

)
. (2.11)

We have the formulas

Ẽ(z) = R′(z), (2.12a)

Ẽ+(z) = T −R′(z)HT, (2.12b)

Ẽ−(z) = T ∗ − T ∗HR′(z), (2.12c)

ẼH(z) = T ∗(z −H +HR′(z)H
)
T, (2.12d)

and
R(z) = Ẽ(z)− Ẽ+(z)ẼH(z)

−1Ẽ−(z). (2.13)

Now (2.6) follows from (2.13) and the identity

T = (SS∗)−1S = S(S∗S)−1. (2.14)

Remark 2.3. Suppose λ0 /∈ σ(H ′) so that the operators in (2.12a)–(2.12d) have
limits when taking z → λ = λ0 ∈ R. Then we learn from the identities

Ẽ−(λ)(H − λ) ⊂ −ẼH(λ)S
∗,

SẼH(λ) ⊂ −(H − λ)Ẽ+(λ),

that

S∗ : ker(H − λ) → ker ẼH(λ),

Ẽ+(λ) : ker ẼH(λ) → ker(H − λ),

respectively.
Combined with the identities

Ẽ+(λ)S
∗ ⊃ 1− Ẽ(λ)(H − λ),

S∗Ẽ+(λ) = 1,

we then conclude that in fact

Ẽ+(λ)S
∗ = 1 on ker(H − λ),

S∗Ẽ+(λ) = 1 on ker ẼH(λ),

i.e. S∗ : ker(H − λ) → ker ẼH(λ) is a linear isomorphism.
Whence, cf. (2.14), T ∗ : ker(H − λ) → kerEH(λ) is a linear isomorphism

with inverse E+(λ) : kerEH(λ) → ker(H − λ). We shall refer to the vector f =
T ∗φ ∈ kerEH(λ) as the eigentransform of a given φ ∈ ker(H−λ), and the equation
φ = E+(λ)f as the inversion formula for the eigentransform of φ. The Hilbert space
setting discussed here is in our application an L2 setting which will have extensions
to Besov space settings and settings where λ0 ∈ σ(H ′), that are incompatible with
the framework discussed here. These concrete extensions will be studied in Chapter
4.
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2.2 Non-multiple two-cluster threshold case

Assume in this section that λ0 < 0 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the
following sense:

Condition 2.4. There exists a unique a0 ∈ A \ {amax} such that λ0 ∈ σpp(H
a0).

This cluster decomposition is a two-cluster decomposition, i.e. #a0 = 2. Condition
1.6 is fulfilled for a = a0.

Note that we do not here impose that λ0 ∈ σd(H
a0). Nevertheless λ0 is not

a threshold for the Hamiltonian Ha0, and consequently the corresponding bound
states have exponential decay, cf. [FH, AIIS]. Note that the multiplicity of λ0 as
an eigenvalue of Ha0, say m, can be arbitrary. The simplest case is λ0 = Σ2 (under
Condition 2.4 necessarily m = 1 in this case), and it is studied in [Wa2] for fastly
decaying potentials. For λ0 > Σ2, we can use the same idea to reduce H to a
one-body type operator with a non-linear spectral parameter, although additional
complications arise, in particular for λ0 > Σ3.

Let {ϕ1, . . . , ϕm} be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace of Ha0 associated with
λ0. Let Π be the projection in G := L2(X) defined by

Πg =

m∑

j=1

ϕj ⊗ 〈ϕj, g〉L2(Xa0 ), g ∈ G. (2.15)

Let Π′ = 1 − Π and H ′ = Π′HΠ′. Note that H ′ is self-adjoint with domain
D(H ′) = D(H) ∩ ran Π′ = Π′ D(H). In fact Ha0 is reduced by Π′ (‘reduced’ in
the sense of [Ka, Subsection V.3.9]) implying in particular that H ′

a0
= Π′Ha0Π

′ is
self-adjoint. Since I ′a0 = Π′Ia0Π

′ is infinitesimally small relatively to H ′
a0 it follows

from [RS, Theorem X.12] that indeed H ′ is self-adjoint. For Im z 6= 0 we set

R′(z) = (H ′ − z)−1Π′.

Let I0 = Ia0 and abbreviate similarly p0 = pa0 . Since we have imposed Condition
1.6 with a = a0 we can use a ‘free factor’ (|pa0 |2 + 1)−1 (from Π) to conclude that

Π′I0Π ∈ L
(
G
)
. (2.16)

Let H = Ha0 := L2(Xa0 ;C
m), H2

a0
:= H2(Xa0 ;C

m) ⊂ Ha0 and the operator S :
H → G be defined by

S : f = (f1, . . . , fm) → Sf =

m∑

j=1

Sjfj =

m∑

j=1

ϕj(x
a0)fj(xa0). (2.17)

Obviously S : H2
a0

→ H2(X) and the (L2) adjoint S∗ : H2 → H2
a0

. Since S in this
case is isometric the formulas (2.4a)–(2.4d) and (2.12a)–(2.12d) coincide. They read
(in terms of the identity matrix 1m of size m)

E(z) = R′(z), (2.18a)

E+(z) = (1−R′(z)I0)S, (2.18b)

E−(z) = S∗(1− I0R
′(z)), (2.18c)

EH(z) = (z − λ0)− (|p0|21m + S∗I0S − S∗I0R
′(z)I0S), (2.18d)
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which can be used in combination with (2.6), i.e.

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z). (2.19)

We examine in the following some basic properties of EH(z). Note that S∗Ia0S is
a matrix-valued potential. Let us first split I0 = I

(1)
0 +I

(2)
0 = I

(1)
a0 +I

(2)
a0 in agreement

with the splitting of Condition 1.5 and look at the contribution from I
(1)
0 . Recalling

the elementary geometric property

Xa ∩Xb = {0} if #a = 2 and b 6⊂ a, (2.20)

guaranteeing that πb : Xa0 → X
b is injective for all b 6⊂ a0, we obtain by a Taylor

expansion that the leading term has a scalar leading form. More precisely we obtain
by a zero’th order Taylor expansion, by using (2.50a) (stated below) and by using
the polynomial decay of the bound states ϕj that

S∗
i I

(1)
0 Sj = I

(1)
0 (0 + y)δij +O(|y|−ρ−1) for |y| → ∞; i, j ≤ m. (2.21a)

Here the variable y = xa0 can be thought of as a vector in Rn, abbreviating here
and henceforth dimXa0 = n. We claim the following analogue of (2.21a) for I(2)0 :

S∗
i I

(2)
0 Sj − I

(2)
0 (0 + y)δij ∈ C

(
H2
s (Xa0), L

2
t (Xa0)

)
for all s, t ∈ R. (2.21b)

To prove (2.21b) it suffices to consider the contribution from V
(2)
b for any b 6⊂ a0

under the conditions (1.24a) and (1.24b), in fact with the second condition of (1.24a)
fulfilled. Due to (1.24b) the restriction V

(2)
b (= V

(2)
b (y)) ∈ C

(
H2
s (Xa0), L

2
t (Xa0)

)
. It

is compactly supported, possibly with singularities. On the other hand S∗
i V

(2)
b Sj is

a bounded potential due to the second condition of (1.24a), and it remains to show
that this potential decays faster than any negative power 〈y〉−s. By the compact
support property we can pick R > 1 such that

F (|πb · | > R)S∗
i V

(2)
b Sj = S∗

i F
(
|πby| > R

)
F
(
|πbxa0 | ≥ 1

2
|πby|

)
V

(2)
b Sj .

By the polynomial decay of the cluster bound states the right-hand side has arbitrary
power decay too, showing the desired decay and therefore (2.21b).

We conclude from (2.21a) and (2.21b) that

S∗
i I0Sj − I

(1)
0 (0 + y)δij ∈ C

(
H2
s (Xa0), L

2
t (Xa0)

)
for s, t ∈ R, t < ρ+ 1 + s,

S∗
i I0Sj − I

(1)
0 (0 + y)δij ∈ L

(
H2
s (Xa0), L

2
ρ+1+s(Xa0)

)
for s ∈ R.

(2.22)

It remains to examine the term S∗I0R
′(z)I0S in (2.18d). Note that the two

factors of I0 freely can be changed to ΠI0Π
′ and Π′I0Π, respectively. We can then

conveniently implement the following improvements of (2.16):

ΠI0Π
′, Π′I0Π ∈ L

(
L2
s(X), L2

ρ+1+s(X)
)

for all s ∈ R. (2.23)

For these bounds it suffices to consider Π′I0Π. The contribution from I
(1)
0 is treated

by a Taylor expansion as in (2.21a) (and by (2.50a)). The contribution from I
(2)
0
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is treated by using a ‘free factor’ (|pa0 |2 + 1)−1 (as for (2.16)) as well as using the
above proof of (2.21b).

We conclude the following representation of the operator EH(z):

EH(z) +
(
p20 + I

(1)
0 (πa0 ·) + λ0 − z

)
1m = Ṽ − 〈y〉−ρ−1K̃(z)〈y〉−ρ−1;

Ṽ = O
(
〈y〉−ρ−1

)
, K̃(z) = O

(
〈y〉0

)
;

here the meaning of the O(·) notation is given more precisely by (2.22) and (2.23),
respectively. Note that Ṽ is multiplicative matrix-valued, while K̃ ∈ L(H) is non-
multiplicative with a z-dependence through the appearance of the factor R′(z).
Note also that 〈y〉ρI(1)0 (y) is bounded. Although the above discussion is based on
a natural operator interpretation of EH(z) we shall prefer to use the corresponding
form interpretation (see Remark 2.13 for details in a different but similar context).

The representation formula (2.19) is valid for any z with Im z 6= 0, but for our
purposes it is only useful if one has good properties of R′(z) for z near λ0. When
λ0 is the lowest threshold, the essential spectrum of H ′ is shifted to the right and
the representation (2.19) can be used in the case λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H ′,
cf. [Wa2, Lemma 2.1] (see Lemma 2.10 for an extension). With this assumption,
the reduced resolvent R′(z) is holomorphic in a small neighbourhood of λ0, and so
are E+(z), EH(z) and E−(z). Moreover in this case R′(z) has uniform bounds in
weighted L2 spaces (see (2.56) for a similar assertion for the multiple case). This
is helpful in the study of asymptotic expansions of EH(z)

−1 at λ0 and therefore in
turn (by (2.19)) for expansions of R(z) near λ0 (see Section 5.1.2 for the multiple
case). In the case λ0 happens to be an eigenvalue of H ′ another reduction is needed.

If λ0 > Σ2, λ0 is in the essential spectrum of H ′. Under Conditions 1.5 and
2.4 we shall show in Chapter 3 that a limiting absorption principle and microlocal
resolvent estimates hold for R′(z) with z near λ0 provided λ0 is not an eigenvalue
of H ′. This leads in this case to an extension of the ‘eigentransform’ discussed in
Remark 2.3 (see Chapter 4), and then in turn (2.19) can again be used to analyse the
resolvent of H near the threshold λ0 (see Section 5.1.3). The analysis for λ0 > Σ2 is
more complicated than for λ0 = Σ2 in that, some more refined mapping properties
of R′(z) near λ0 are needed, causing in particular some ‘loss of weight’.

2.3 Multiple two-cluster threshold, F1 ∩ F2 = {0}
Consider now the case where there exist at least two two-cluster decompositions
such that the two-cluster threshold λ0(< 0) is an eigenvalue of the corresponding
sub-Hamiltonians. To simplify the presentation, let us only consider in detail the
case where λ0 is double occurring without eigenvalue multiplicity:

Condition 2.5. There exist unique a1, a2 ∈ A \ {amax}, a1 6= a2, such that
λ0 ∈ σpp(H

aj), j = 1, 2. The cluster decompositions a1 and a2 are two-cluster
decompositions, i.e. #a1 = #a2 = 2, and Condition 1.6 is fulfilled for both of them.
The number λ0 is a simple eigenvalue for both of the operators Ha1 and Ha2.

Denote

X
j = X

aj , Xj = Xaj and nj = dimX
j

for j = 1, 2,
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and similarly for elements x of Xaj and Xaj , viz. x = xj ⊕ xj . Let ϕj denote the
corresponding (real) normalized eigenvector of Haj , j = 1, 2. Let

Fj = {g = ϕj(x
j)fj(xj) | fj ∈ L2(Rnj

xj
)}, j = 1, 2.

Note that Fj is a closed subspace of G := L2(X). Let Π be the orthogonal projection
in G onto F , which by definition is the closure of F1 +F2 in G. Let H = L2(X1)⊕
L2(X2).

To construct an associated Grushin problem we need to distinguish between two
cases: a) F1 ∩ F2 = {0} and b) F1 ∩ F2 6= {0}. Here we shall impose the condition
a), i.e.

F1 + F2 = F1 ⊕ F2. (2.24)

We believe that this condition is always fulfilled for the finite mass many-body
operators of Section 1.2, however we do not have a proof. A case where it fails for
the infinite mass many-body operators of Section 1.3 will be discussed in Section
2.5. Moreover the general case of b) will be studied there.

Let S = (S1, S2) : H → G be defined by Sf = S1f1 + S2f2 for f = (f1, f2) and
with

Sj : L
2(Xj) → G, fj → Sjfj = ϕj(x

j)⊗ fj(xj),

S∗
j : G → L2(Xj), f → S∗

j f = 〈ϕj, f〉j; j = 1, 2.
(2.25)

Here 〈., .〉j denotes the scalar product in L2(Xj); the notation 〈·, ·〉 will be used to
denote the scalar product in G. One has

S∗S = 1 +

(
0 s12

s21 0

)
on H = L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2),

where sij ∈ L
(
L2(Xj), L

2(Xi)
)
, i 6= j, are given by

sijfj = 〈ϕi, ϕj ⊗ fj〉i.
In the proof of Proposition 2.7 stated below we shall use that sij ∈ C

(
L2(Xj), L

2(Xi)
)
,

i 6= j. This property is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. For all r, t ∈ R

sij ∈ L
(
L2
r(Xj), H

2
t (Xi)

)
∩ L

(
H−2
r (Xj), L

2
t (Xi)

)
.

Proof. Note that (2.20) implies that

ran(πbπ
a) = ran(πb) if #b = 2 and a 6⊂ b. (2.26)

We apply (2.26) to a = ai and b = aj and do integration by parts (or alternatively
change variables) obtaining that

sij ∈ L
(
L2(Xj), H

2(Xi)
)
.

Whence for |α| ≤ 2 we have a formula for ∂αxisij involving partial derivatives ∂βϕk,
k = 1, 2 and |β| ≤ 2. By using this formula, polynomial decay of ∂βϕk and the
bound

|xi|+ |xj| ≥ c|x|
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(the latter is a consequence of (2.20)) we obtain that indeed

sij ∈ L
(
L2
r(Xj), H

2
t (Xi)

)
.

Since sij = s∗ji also
sij ∈ L

(
H−2
r (Xj), L

2
t (Xi)

)
.

Proposition 2.7. Suppose (2.24). Then

1) F = F1 ⊕ F2 (i.e. F1 + F2 is closed).

2) S∗ = 0 on F⊥ and S∗ : F → H is a bi-continuous isomorphism. Similarly
S : H → F is a bi-continuous isomorphism, and therefore SS∗ : F → F is
invertible on F . One has

S∗(SS∗)−1S = 1 on H. (2.27)

3) S∗S is invertible on H and

S(S∗S)−1S∗ = Π on G. (2.28)

Proof. 1). For f ∈ F1 + F2, one has for some fj ∈ L2(Xj),

f = ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2.

Since F1∩F2 = {0}, this decomposition is unique. We claim thatN(f) = ‖f1‖+‖f2‖
defines a norm on F1+F2 which is equivalent with the norm of G. Clearly, one has

‖f‖ ≤ N(f).

Conversely, we want to show the existence of a constant C > 0 such that N(f) ≤
C‖f‖ on F1 + F2. If this is not true, there would be a sequence gn ∈ F1 +F2 such
that ‖gn‖ < 1/n and N(gn) = 1. Write gn as

gn = ϕ1 ⊗ f1,n + ϕ2 ⊗ f2,n

with ‖f1,n‖ + ‖f2,n‖ = 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that {fk,n}
converges weakly to fk in L2(Xk) as n→ ∞. Then, one has

f1,n = 〈ϕ1, gn〉1 − s12f2,n = O(n−1)− s12f2,n,

f2,n = 〈ϕ2, gn〉2 − s21f1,n = O(n−1)− s21f1,n.

Substituting the second equation into the first one, we obtain that

f1,n = O(n−1) +K1f1,n, K1 = s12s21.

Since f1,n is weakly convergent and K1 is compact, K1f1,n is strongly convergent.
This implies that f1,n converges to some f1 in L2(X1). Similarly one shows that f2,n
converges to some f2 in L2(X2). Since gn → 0, this implies

ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2 = 0, ‖f1‖+ ‖f2‖ = 1,
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which is impossible since F1 ∩F2 = {0}. This proves the equivalence of the norms.
It follows that F1 + F2 is closed.

2). Let S̃ : H → F act as S, i.e. S̃f = Sf for f ∈ H. By the equivalence of norms

shown above we see that S̃ is a bi-continuous isomorphism. Clearly S∗ = 0 on F⊥.
On the other hand we can identify (S∗)|F as the adjoint of the map S̃, i.e. (S̃)∗,
which is a bi-continuous isomorphism (since S̃ is). In particular SS∗ is invertible on
F . As for the last part of 2) we note that P := S∗(SS∗)−1S is bijective on H and
that it is also a projection, P 2 = P . Therefore P = 1, showing (2.27).

3). The invertibility of S∗S on H follows from 2). Letting Q = S(S∗S)−1S∗, we
note

Q2 = Q, Q∗ = Q, ran(Q) = ran(S) = F ,
showing Q = Π.

Put Π′ = 1 − Π and H ′ = Π′HΠ′ with domain D(H ′) = D(H) ∩ ran(Π′) =
Π′ D(H). We show below that indeed Π′ preserves D(H) and that H ′ is self-adjoint.
Let Πj = SjS

∗
j and Π′

j = 1 − Πj; j = 1, 2. We recall that Condition 1.6 is imposed
for a = a1 and a = a2. As in (2.16) we record that

Π′
jIjΠj ∈ L(G); j = 1, 2. (2.29)

Here and henceforth we abbreviate Ij(x) = Iaj (x); j = 1, 2.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose (2.24). Then

1) The operators
Π− SS∗ ∈ L

(
G, H2(X)

)
. (2.30)

2) Π preserves D(H), and Π′HΠ and ΠHΠ′ (initially defined on D(H)) extend
to bounded operators on G.

3) H ′ is self-adjoint.

Proof. 1). We shall use the identities

Π = S(S∗S)−1S∗ = SS∗ + S
(
S∗S)−1 − 1

)
S∗, (2.31a)

(S∗S)−1 − 1 = −
(

0 s12

s21 0

)
+

(
0 s12

s21 0

)
(S∗S)−1

(
0 s12

s21 0

)
, (2.31b)

which follow from Proposition 2.7 and the general identity

(A + 1)−1 − 1 = −A(A + 1)−1 = −A + A(A+ 1)−1A,

respectively. The statement (2.30) follows from Lemma 2.6, (2.31a) and (2.31b).

2). Writing SS∗ = Π1 + Π2 it suffices (due to 1)) to show that Πj preserves
D(H) and that Π′HΠj extends to a bounded operator on G (note that boundedness
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of ΠHΠ′ follows from boundedness of Π′HΠ). Since Πj reduces Haj clearly Πj

preserves D(H) = D(Haj ), and since Π′HΠj = Π′Π′
jIajΠj ∈ L(G), cf. (2.29), we

are done.

3). Take g ∈ D
(
(H ′)∗

)
⊂ Π′G. The functional Π′D(H) ∋ f → 〈g,H ′Π′f〉 extends

to a bounded functional, so by (2)) also D(H) ∋ f → 〈g,Hf〉 extends to a bounded
functional. This shows that g ∈ D(H∗) = D(H). Whence g ∈ D(H ′).

Some parts of the previous lemma can be generalized as follows.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose (2.24). Then

1) For all r, t ∈ R

Π− SS∗ ∈ L
(
L2
r(X), H2

t (X)
)
∩ L
(
H−2
r (X), L2

t (X)
)
.

2) For all t ∈ R there exist extensions

〈x〉ρ+1Π′HΠ, 〈x〉ρ+1ΠHΠ′ ∈ L
(
L2
t (X)

)
.

Proof. For 1) we mimic the proof of Lemma 2.8. For 2) it suffices (seen by using
1)) to show that

〈x〉ρ+1
(
Π′
j −Πi

)
IjΠj , 〈x〉ρ+1ΠjIj

(
Π′
j − Πi

)
∈ L

(
L2
t (X)

)
; i 6= j.

Next we implement (1.24a) of Condition 1.6. We obtain, cf. Lemma 2.6 and (2.23),

∀r, t ∈ R : ΠiIjΠj, ΠjIjΠi ∈ L
(
L2
r(X), L2

t (X)
)
(i 6= j),

〈x〉ρ+1Π′
jIjΠj, 〈x〉ρ+1ΠjIjΠ

′
j ∈ L

(
L2
t (X)

)
.

(2.32)

2.3.1 F1 ∩ F2 = {0}; the case λ0 = Σ2 and λ0 /∈ σpp(H
′)

The case λ0 = Σ2 is simpler and there are better mapping properties of various
operators compared to the case λ0 > Σ2. Consequently we pay special attention to
the former case. We shall show the following extension of [Wa2, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.10. Suppose Condition 2.5 with λ0 = Σ2 and (2.24). Then there exists
ǫ0 > 0 such that the essential spectrum of H ′ = Π′HΠ′ satisfies

σess(H
′) ⊂ [λ0 + ǫ0,∞). (2.33)

Proof. Note
λ0 = Σ2 < inf σ(Hb), for b 6∈ {a1, a2, amax}. (2.34)

In particular we have
λ0 = min σd(H

aj ).
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We introduce a auxiliary Hamiltonians (with inter-cluster momenta pj = paj )

H̆ = H ′ + p21Π1 + p22Π2,

H̃ = H − λ0
(
Π1 +Π2

)
;

D(H̆) = D(H̃) = D(H).

(2.35a)

These operators differ by H-compact terms:

H̆ = H̃ −K1 +K2; (2.35b)

K1 = ΠHΠ′ +Π′HΠ+ Π1I1Π1 +Π2I2Π2,

K2 = Π1HΠ1 +Π2HΠ2 −ΠHΠ.

Note that the first and second terms of K1 are H-compact due to Lemma 2.9. The
relative compactness of the third and fourth terms of K1 follows from rewriting
ΠjIjΠj = ϕj ⊗ S∗

j IjSj〈ϕj| and then invoking the complete analogue of (2.22). As
for K2 we can also use Lemma 2.9 first by replacing the factors of Π in the third
term by SS∗ = Π1 + Π2 and then expanding into four terms. We are left with
considering the sum of cross terms

Π1HΠ2 +Π2HΠ1.

By writing

Π1HΠ2 = Π1I1Π2 +Ha1Π1Π2,

Π1Π2 = ϕ1 ⊗ s12〈ϕ2|,
(2.36)

and then using (2.32) and Lemma 2.6, we conclude that the term Π1HΠ2 is H-
compact. We can argue similarly for the term Π2HΠ1 and then conclude that also
K2 is H-compact.

Next, it follows from the very definition (2.35a) that F reduces H̆ . Whence
σess (H

′) ⊂ σess (H̆), and consequently it suffices to show (2.33) with H ′ replaced by
H̆ and hence in turn with H ′ replaced by H̃ (by the compactness shown above).

Consider a family of smooth non-negative functions {jb|b ∈ A,#b = 2} on X

obeying that for some c > 0:
∑

#b=2

jb(x)
2 = 1, (2.37a)

|xa|jb(x) ≥ c|x|jb(x) for a 6⊂ b and |x| ≥ 1, (2.37b)

|∂αjb(x)| ≤ Cα〈x〉−|α| for all α ∈ NdimX

0 . (2.37c)

We have, using this family of functions,

H =
∑

#a=2

jaHaja +
∑

#a=2

Iaj
2
a −

∑

#a=2

|∇ja|2 =
∑

#a=2

jaHaja +K, (2.38)

where K is H-compact.
For a 6= aj, j = 1, 2, it follows from (2.34) that inf σ(Ha) = inf σ(Ha) ≥ λ0 + ǫ′0

for some ǫ′0 > 0. Therefore,
∑

#a=2,a6=aj ,j=1,2

jaHaja ≥ (λ0 + ǫ′0)
∑

#a=2,a6=aj ,j=1,2

j2a. (2.39)
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Since λ0 is the lowest eigenvalue of Haj , j = 1, 2, there exists ǫ1 > 0 such that

Π′
jHajΠ

′
j ≥ (λ0 + ǫ1)Π

′
j.

Hence for a = aj , j = 1, 2, we obtain (assuming in the last step that λ0 + ǫ1 ≤ 0
and using that p2j ≥ 0)

jajHajjaj ≥ (λ0 + ǫ1)jajΠ
′
jjaj + jajHajΠjjaj

≥ (λ0 + ǫ1)j
2
aj
+ λ0jajΠjjaj . (2.40)

It is a consequence of (2.37a) and (2.37b) that the operator Πjj
2
aj

− Πj is H-
compact. Using (2.37c) it follows by a Taylor expansion that [jaj ,Πj ]〈x〉 is bounded
(cf. (3.42)). We conclude that also

K ′
j := λ0

(
jajΠjjaj −Πj

)
is H-compact. (2.41)

We write (2.40) as

jajHajjaj − λ0Πj ≥ (λ0 + ǫ1)j
2
aj
+K ′

j , j = 1, 2. (2.42)

Let ǫ0 = min{ǫ′0, ǫ1}. We then deduce from (2.37a), (2.38), (2.39) and (2.42)
that

H̃ ≥ (λ0 + ǫ0) + K̃, (2.43)

where K̃ = K +K ′
1 +K ′

2.
Since K̃ is H̃-compact it follows from (2.43) and Weyl’s theorem [RS, Theorem

XIII.14] that
σess(H̃) ⊂ [λ0 + ǫ0,∞).

Remark 2.11. By appropriately enlarging the projection Π as to include the span
of all threshold eigenstates corresponding to thresholds λa ∈ [Σ2,Σ3 − ǫ0) for any
given ǫ0 > 0, one can make sure that σess(H ′) ⊂ [Σ3 − ǫ0,∞). Here H ′ = Π′HΠ′ as
before, and the proof is essentially the same as the one of Lemma 2.10. This trick of
‘subtracting’ all low-energy 2-cluster channels is limited to energies below Σ3. We
prefer for simplicity of presentation to treat two-cluster thresholds λ0 > Σ2 on an
equal footing not distinguishing between the cases λ0 ∈ (Σ2,Σ3) and λ0 > Σ3. In
fact our results would be the same anyway for the two cases.

Assume from this point that

λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H ′. (2.44)

By Lemma 2.10 we can then chose δ > 0 such that σ(H ′)∩ {|z−λ0| ≤ δ} = ∅. Due
to Proposition 2.1

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z), (2.45)

where the quantities (2.4a)–(2.4d) in this case are analytic in {|z − λ0| < δ}.
Let us analyse the form of EH(z). For f ∈ F , f = ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2 and we can

write
Hf = λ0f + (p21 + I1)(ϕ1 ⊗ f1) + (p22 + I2)(ϕ2 ⊗ f2),
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recalling pj = paj and Ij = Iaj , j = 1, 2. Therefore, for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2}

S∗
k(H − z)Sk = p2k + λ0 − z +Wk(xk), (2.46a)

S∗
i (H − z)Sj = šij(z) +Wij , (2.46b)

S∗
iHR

′(z)HSj = −Kij(z), (2.46c)

where

šij(z) = 〈ϕi, ϕj ⊗ (p2j + λ0 − z)·〉i, (2.47a)

Wij = 〈ϕi, Ijϕj ⊗ ·〉i, (2.47b)

Wk(·) = Wkk = 〈ϕk, Ikϕk〉k(·), (2.47c)

Kij(z) = −〈ϕi, IiR′(z)Ij(ϕj ⊗ ·)〉i. (2.47d)

Introducing H2 = H2(X1)⊕H2(X2) this yields the following expression for the
operator EH(z) : H2 → H.

EH(z) = z − λ0

−
(

−∆x1 +W1(x1) +K11(z) š12(z) +W12 +K12(z)
š21(z) +W21 +K21(z) −∆x2 +W2(x2) +K22(z)

)
. (2.48)

Clearly šij(z) = sij(λ0 − z + p2j) for i 6= j, and therefore Lemma 2.6 yields that
šij(z) for i 6= j is bounded and in fact polynomially decreasing (uniformly in z
near λ0). Here and henceforth an operator bij : L2(Xj) → L2(Xi) is said to be
polynomially decreasing if for all r, t ∈ R

bij ∈ C
(
H2
r (Xj), L

2
t (Xi)

)
∩ C
(
L2
r(Xj), H

−2
t (Xi)

)
.

We note that also the operators W12 and W21 are polynomially decreasing. An
operator B on H is said to be polynomially decreasing if its entries bij : L2(Xj) →
L2(Xi) are polynomially decreasing.

We claim that also K12(z) and K21(z) are polynomially decreasing, in fact uni-
formly in z near λ0. To see this it suffices (by symmetry) to consider K12(z), and
it suffices to show that K12(z) ∈ L

(
L2
−s(X2), L

2
s(X1)

)
for any s ≥ 0. So let us fix

s ≥ 0. A small consideration using the argument for (2.16) and the polynomial
decay of the cluster bound states shows, that it suffices to check that

〈x1〉−2s〈x〉sR′(z)〈x〉s〈x2〉−2s is uniformly bounded near λ0. (2.49)

Recall that {z||z − λ0| ≤ δ} is included in the resolvent set of H ′ for a small δ > 0,
cf. (2.44). We also record the following elementary estimates,

〈x+ y〉t ≤ 2|t|/2〈x〉|t|〈y〉t, (2.50a)

〈x〉 ≤ C(〈x1〉+ 〈x2〉) ≤ 2C〈x1〉〈x2〉. (2.50b)

In turn, by interpolation and by using (2.50b), the assertion (2.49) is a consequence
of

〈x2〉tR′(z)〈x2〉−t and 〈x1〉−tR′(z)〈x1〉t are uniformly bounded; t = 2s. (2.51)
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We bound the first expression only. Representing, using notation of the proof of
Lemma 2.10,

R′(z) = R̆(z)Π′, R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1, (2.52)

we first bound 〈x2〉tR̆(z)〈x2〉−t. Whence we want to bound 〈κx2〉tR̆(z)〈κx2〉−t with
κ = 1, for which it suffices to bound this quantity for any small κ > 0. We show
such bound uniformly in z near λ0. As in the proof of Lemma 2.10

H̆ = H − λ0(Π1 +Π2)−K1 +K2. (2.53)

Letting H̆κ,t = 〈κx2〉tH̆〈κx2〉−t we obtain from (2.53) that

H̆κ,t = H̆ +O(κ)(H̆ − i).

For example, seen by using Taylor expansion and (2.50a),

〈κx2〉tΠ1〈κx2〉−t − Π1 = [〈κπ2x〉t − 〈κπ2x1〉t,Π1]〈κx2〉−t

= κO
(
〈κπ2x1〉t−1

)
〈κx1〉−t

= O(κ).

(2.54)

We can treat the terms K1 and K2 similarly. Therefore

(
H̆κ,t − z

)
R̆(z) = 1 +O(κ)(H̆ − i)R̆(z)

is invertible for |z − λ0| ≤ δ and for small κ > 0. This shows that (H̆κ,t − z)−1 is
uniformly bounded accomplishing our first goal. The second goal, cf. (2.52), is to
bound 〈x2〉tΠ′〈x2〉−t, but indeed 〈x2〉tΠ〈x2〉−t is bounded due to Lemma 2.9 1) and
(2.54). Consequently we have justified (2.51) and therefore shown that K12(z) is
polynomially decreasing uniformly near λ0.

One can somewhat similarly show that

〈xj〉ρ1Kjj(z)〈xj〉ρ2 is uniformly bounded for on L2(Xj) for ρ1+ρ2 ≤ 2ρ+2. (2.55)

In fact we can use a refinement of (2.16) related to (2.23) and Lemma 2.9 2). Note
here the Taylor expansion I(1)j (x) = I

(1)
j (xj)+O(〈xj〉ρ+2)〈xj〉−ρ−1, cf. (2.50a), which

in turn leads to the following bounds for all s ∈ R and for ρ′ ∈ {ρ1, ρ2},

Πj〈xj〉ρ
′

IjΠ
′, Π′Ij〈xj〉ρ

′

Πj ∈ L
(
L2
s(X), L2

ρ−ρ′+1+s(X)
)
.

We deduce (2.55) by combining these bounds with the following consequence of
(2.50a) and (2.51),

〈x〉sR̆(z)Π′〈x〉−s is bounded for all s ∈ R (uniformly near λ0). (2.56)

Due to the above discussion and (2.22) we finally obtain a simplified version of
(2.48):
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Proposition 2.12. Suppose Condition 2.5 with λ0 = Σ2, (2.24) and (2.44). As a
bounded operator EH(z) : H2 → H one then has

EH(z) ≡ z − λ0 −
(

−∆x1 +W1(x1) +K11(z) 0

0 −∆x2 +W2(x2) +K22(z)

)
, (2.57)

where “≡” means the equality modulo a polynomially decreasing term which depends
holomorphically on z near λ0. We have

Wj(xj)− I
(1)
j (xj) ∈ L

(
H2
s (Xj), L

2
ρ+1+s(Xj)

)
for s ∈ R, (2.58a)

Wj(xj)− I
(1)
j (xj) ∈ C

(
H2
s (Xj), L

2
t (Xj)

)
for s ∈ R, t < ρ+ 1 + s, (2.58b)

Kjj(z) ∈ L
(
L2
s(Xj), L

2
2ρ+2+s(Xj)

)
for s ∈ R. (2.58c)

Moreover the operator Kjj(z) depends holomorphically on z, and the potential Wj

is p2j -compact with the singularities of located in a bounded set.

Remark 2.13. We shall prefer a version of Proposition 2.12 based on forms rather
than operators, although this is not essential. Thus we consider EH(z) as an operator
EH(z) : H

1(X1)⊕H1(X2) → H−1(X1)⊕H−1(X2). Now an operator bij : L2(Xj) →
L2(Xi) is said to be polynomially decreasing if for all r, t ∈ R

bij ∈ C
(
H1
r (Xj), H

−1
t (Xi)

)
.

Also we note that the expansion (2.58a) should be given the interpretation of being
in the space L

(
H1
s (Xj), H

−1
ρ+1+s(Xj)

)
, s ∈ R, rather than in the stated space (and

similarly for (2.58b)). Note for comparison that I(1)j (xj) ∈ L
(
L2
s(Xj), L

2
ρ+s(Xj)

)
,

s ∈ R. With these modifications (2.57) still holds. Moreover it is easy to show by
a resolvent equation that the null space kerEH(λ0) is independent on whether the
operator or the form interpretation of EH(λ0) is used.

2.4 The case λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′)

We discuss briefly the modifications needed in the previous two sections to treat the
case λ0 ∈ σpp(H

′).

2.4.1 λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′); non-multiple case

For simplicity we assume m = 1 in the setting of Section 2.2. The corresponding
eigenfunction is denoted by ϕ (rather than ϕ1), and we shall use the notation 〈ϕ|·〉0 =
〈ϕ, ·〉0 = 〈ϕ, ·〉L2(Xa0 ). We follow [Wa2] assuming for simplicity that λ0 is a simple
eigenvalue of H ′ and introduce a corresponding normalized eigenfunction ψ, (H ′ −
λ0)ψ = 0. Let I0 = Ia0 .

Now H = L2(Xa0)⊕ C, and S : H → G = L2(X) is given by

S(f, c) = ϕ⊗ f + cψ.

We let the orthogonal projection SS∗ onto the range of this new S be denoted by
1−Π′′ (for the S in Section 2.2 the projection is denoted by 1−Π′), and we introduce
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H ′′ = Π′′HΠ′′ on the Hilbert space Π′′G. By construction λ0 is not an eigenvalue of
H ′′. Using (2.4a)–(2.4d) as before we obtain (2.19) now with

−EH(z) = −S∗(z −H +HR′′(z)H
)
S

=

( (
λ0 − z + p2a0 + 〈ϕ|I0|ϕ⊗ ·〉0 − 〈ϕ|I0R′′(z)I0|ϕ⊗ ·〉0

)
〈ϕ, I0ψ〉0

〈I0ψ, ϕ⊗ ·〉 λ0 − z

)
.

Let

H̃ = H − λ0Π, Π = ϕ⊗ 〈ϕ|·〉0,
H̆ = H̃ − K̆;

K̆ = ΠI0 + I0Π− ΠI0Π + λ0|ψ〉〈ψ|.
(2.59a)

Note that K̆ is H-compact. This construction is motivated by the following direct
sum decomposition.

H̆ = H ′′ + p2a0Π; H
′′ = Π′′HΠ′′. (2.59b)

The basic structure of resolvents is given as follows.

R′′(z) = R̆(z)− (p2a0 − z)−1Π− z−1|ψ〉〈ψ|,
R′′(z) = Π′′R̆(z)Π′′ = Π′′R̆(z) = R̆(z)Π′′; R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1.

(2.59c)

We shall prove that ψ ∈ H2
∞(X) (see Theorem 3.12), which in turn implies ‘good’

properties of R̆(z) and Π′′ near λ0 (see Remark 3.21).

2.4.2 λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′); multiple case

We adapt the setting of Section 2.3 in the case (2.44) of Subsection 2.3.1 is not
fulfilled and without imposing the condition λ0 = Σ2 as in that subsection. In
particular (2.24) is satisfied.

Assume for simplicity that λ0 is a simple eigenvalue of H ′. We introduce a
corresponding normalized eigenfunction (H ′ − λ0)ψ = 0. Now H = L2(X1) ⊕
L2(X2)⊕ C, and S : H → G = L2(X) is given by

S(f1, f2, c) = ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2 + cψ.

We introduce Π′′ in terms of this S as in the previous subsection and let again
H ′′ = Π′′HΠ′′. Note that Π′′ = 1−Π− |ψ〉〈ψ| = Π′ − |ψ〉〈ψ| where Π is given as in
Section 2.3. We obtain (2.19) now with

EH(z) = S∗(z −H +HR′′(z)H
)
S),

and this operator has a similar representation as in the previous subsection, now
by a 3× 3-block representation (eij)i,j≤3 rather than a 2× 2-block representation as
given there. Here (eij)i,j≤2 is given as in Proposition 2.12 (with R′(z) replaced by
R′′(z)), e33 = z − λ0, ei3 = −〈ϕi, Iiψ〉i and e3i = e∗i3 = 〈e3i|; i = 1, 2. The analogue
of (2.35a) reads

H̆ = H ′′ + p21Π1 + p22Π2,

H̃ = H − λ0
(
Π1 +Π2

)
;

D(H̆) = D(H̃) = D(H).

(2.60a)
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These operators differ by H-compact terms, cf. (2.35b):

H̆ = H̃ −K1 +K2; (2.60b)

K1 = ΠHΠ′ +Π′HΠ+ Π1I1Π1 +Π2I2Π2 + λ0|ψ〉〈ψ|,
K2 = Π1HΠ1 +Π2HΠ2 −ΠHΠ.

The basic structure of resolvents is given as follows.

R′′(z) = R̆(z)− (p21Π1 + p22Π2 − z)−1Π− z−1|ψ〉〈ψ|,
R′′(z) = Π′′R̆(z)Π′′ = Π′′R̆(z) = R̆(z)Π′′; R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1.

(2.60c)

Again we have good decay properties of ψ, cf. Theorem 3.12 and Remark 3.20,
which in turn yields good properties of R̆(z) near λ0, cf. Remark 3.21.

2.5 Multiple two-cluster case, F1 ∩ F2 6= {0}
It may happen that the condition (2.24) is not satisfied. We start out by presenting
an example (the only one we know). It is given by an atomic type 2-body Schrödinger
operator with a third particle of infinite mass fixed at the origin (fitting into the
framework of N -body case of Section 1.3):

H =
2∑

j=1

(−∆xj + Vj(x
j)) + V12(x

1 − x2), (2.61)

where xj ∈ Rn. Here x = (x1, x2) is used as global coordinates on R2n. Let λ0 be
the lowest threshold of H . Assume that this threshold is double and is attained by
the lowest eigenvalue of Hj

Hj = −∆xj + Vj(x
j), j = 1, 2.

In this case, the condition (2.24) is not satisfied. In fact, let ϕj(xj) be the eigen-
function of Hj associated with λ0. Then clearly one has

F1 ∩ F2 = span{ϕ1(x
1)ϕ2(x

2)}.

2.5.1 F1 ∩ F2 6= {0}; a general approach

We discuss a method which is easy to generalize to the case of an arbitrary multi-
plicity of the two-cluster threshold λ0.

We define

H =
{
f ∈ L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2) | f ⊥ ker S∗S

}
, (2.62)

where the components of this S = (Si) are given by (2.25). Due to Lemma 2.6 the
space ker S∗S is finite dimensional consisting of vectors with components inH2

∞(Xj).
By assumption dim(ker S∗S) ≥ 1. Clearly S : H → F = F1 + F2 ⊂ G = L2(X) is
a continuous isomorphism. Arguing by contradiction as in the proof of Proposition
2.7 we deduce that in fact S : H → F is bi-continuous. In particular F is closed
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in G, and we let correspondingly Π, Π′, H ′ and R′(z) be given (as in Section 2.1).
If we consider S as a map from the bigger space L2(X1) ⊕ L2(X2) (as in (2.62))
the notation S∗g, g ∈ G, may seem ambiguous. However this is in fact not the case
since then S∗g ⊥ kerS∗S, so S∗g ∈ H. For this reason the conclusion of Lemmas
2.8 and 2.9 are still valid and the formula (2.48) applies again.

As before we would like to use (2.48) in a neighbourhood of λ0. Let us here
assume that λ0 = Σ2 and (2.44). Then of course we can let z = λ0 in (2.48) and ob-
tain formulas as in Proposition 2.12 and Remark 2.13. We consider correspondingly
the operator EH(λ0) either as an operator mapping

(
H2(X1)⊕H2(X2)

)
∩ H → H

or as an operator mapping

(
H1(X1)⊕H1(X2)

)
∩H → {f ∈ H−1(X1)⊕H−1(X2) | f ⊥ kerS∗S}.

If λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′) we need to modify the construction of S and EH(λ0). This is

doable along the lines of Subsection 2.4.2. Finally letting P0 denote the orthogonal
projection onto kerS∗S in L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2) it is convenient to study EH(λ0) + P0

on L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2) (rather than EH(λ0) on H). This is because we have a ‘good
parametrix’ of diag(h1, h2) on L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2).

In Section 4.3 we shall see what the above ideas amount to in the setting of the
models of physics introduced in Chapter 1. This will be a general treatment not
assuming λ0 = Σ2.





Chapter 3

Spectral analysis of H ′ near λ0

In the bulk of this chapter we impose Conditions 1.5 and 2.4. We shall prove
various N -body resolvent estimates for the operator H ′ appearing in the Grushin
method (or more prescisely for the operator H̆ defined below). The analysis overlaps
[AIIS], in particular it is based on an appropriate Mourre estimate. Sharing the
spirit of [AIIS] our procedure avoids in any other sense the ‘classical Mourre theory’
[Mo, Je, JMP, Wa1]. The multiple two-cluster case can be treated in a similar way,
although it is notationally more complicated, see Remarks 3.20–3.22.

Recall from Section 2.2 the notation I0 = Ia0 and p0 = pa0 . We introduce the
following modifications of H (note the similarity with (2.35a) and (2.35b)),

H̃ = H − λ0Π,

H̆ = H̃ − K̆;

K̆ = ΠI0 + I0Π−ΠI0Π.

(3.1a)

Note that K̆ is H-compact. This construction is motivated by the following direct
sum decomposition.

H̆ = H ′ + p20Π; H
′ = Π′HΠ′. (3.1b)

The basic structure for resolvents is given as follows.

R′(z) = R̆(z)− (p20 − z)−1Π,

R′(z) = Π′R̆(z)Π′ = Π′R̆(z) = R̆(z)Π′; R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1.
(3.2a)

Note that (3.2a) yields ‘good estimates’ of R′(z) near λ0 provided we can show
‘good estimates’ of R̆(z) near λ0. The goal of this chapter is to prove the latter, which
more or less correspond to (3.79) and Corollary 3.19, stated as follows: Suppose
λ0 /∈ σpp(H̆). Then there exists the strong weak-star limits

s-w⋆-lim
ǫ→0+

R̆(λ0 ± iǫ) = R̆(λ0 ± i0) ∈ L(B1/2(X),B∗
1/2(X)), (3.2b)

and if R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f for a given f ∈ L2
s for some s > 1/2, then

R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f ∈ L2
s−1. (3.2c)

37
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We shall prove a Mourre estimate for H̆ near λ0 and show that λ0 cannot be an
accumulating point of eigenvalues of H̆ (which are the same as those of H ′). If λ0 is
not an eigenvalue, the limiting absorption principle and some microlocal estimates
hold for the resolvent of H̆ near λ0. If λ0 is an eigenvalue of H̆ , the associated
eigenfunctions are polynomially decaying. We don’t assume that λ0 < Σ3.

The case of a multiple two-cluster threshold can be treated similarly and will
not be discussed in detail. See Remark 3.20 for a discussion and see (4.37a)–(4.37c)
for results similar to (3.2a)–(3.2c).

3.1 Mourre estimate

We shall use the vector field constructed by Graf [Gr] and the associated family
of conjugate operators, cf. [Sk1]–[Sk3] and [IS1]. This vector field satisfies the
following properties, cf. [Sk3, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 3.1. There exist on X a smooth vector field ω̃ with symmetric derivative ω̃∗
and a partition of unity {q̃a} indexed by a ∈ A and consisting of smooth functions,
0 ≤ q̃a ≤ 1, such that for some positive constants r1 and r2

(1) ω̃∗(x) ≥
∑

a πaq̃a.

(2) ω̃a(x) = 0 if |xa| < r1.

(3) |xb| > r1 on supp(q̃a) if b 6⊂ a.

(4) |xa| < r2 on supp(q̃a).

(5) For all α ∈ NdimX

0 and k ∈ N0 there exist C ∈ R:

|∂αx q̃a|+ |∂αx (x · ∇)k
(
ω̃(x)− x

)
| ≤ C.

For each a ∈ A there is a similar vector field, denoted by ω̃a, and from the
construction of these vector fields there is a relationship we are going to use (see
[Sk2, Appendix A] for a proof for the model of Section 1.2.1, see also [Sk6, Section
5]).

For any δ > 0 there exists R̃ = R̃(δ) > 1 such that for all a ∈ A

ω̃(x) = xa + ω̃a(xa) for all x ∈ Y, (3.3)

Y = Ya,δ,R̃ := {x ∈ X | |x| > R̃, |xb| > δ|x| if b 6⊂ a}.

Considering rescaled vector fields ω̃aR(x) := Rω̃(xa/R), R ≥ 1, obviously a conse-
quence of (3.3) is the analogous result for the rescaled fields,

ω̃R(x) = xa + ω̃aR(x
a) for all x ∈ Ya,δ,RR̃, R ≥ 1. (3.4)

Now, proceeding as in [Sk3], we introduce

AR = 1
2

(
ω̃R(x) · p+ p · ω̃R(x)

)
, R ≥ 1,
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and a function d : R → R by

d(λ) =

{
infτ∈T (λ)(λ− τ), T (λ) := T ∩ ]−∞, λ] 6= ∅,
1, T (λ) = ∅. (3.5)

These devices enter into the following Mourre estimate (we refer to [PSS] for another
N -body Mourre estimate). We refer to [Sk3, Corollary 4.5] noting that all inputs
needed for the proof are stated in Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. For all λ ∈ R and ǫ > 0 the exists R0 ≥ 1 such that for all R ≥ R0

there is a neighbourhood V of λ and a compact operator K on L2 such that

f(H)i[H,AR]f(H) ≥ f(H){2d(λ)− ǫ−K}f(H) for all real f ∈ C∞
c (V). (3.6)

We can write ω̃ = ∇r2/2 for some positive smooth function r with r2 − x2

bounded, cf. [De3].
A basic ingredient of our procedure is the operator

B = 1
2

(
ω(x) · p+ p · ω(x)

)
∈ L(H1, L2), (3.7)

where ω = ωR = ω̃R/rR, rR(x) = Rr( x
R
). Note that ω̃R = ∇r2R/2, and whence that

ωR = ∇rR. We shall suppress the dependence of the parameter R (which eventually
is taken as a large number, depending on λ). In particular we shall slightly abuse
the notation writing for example r rather than the rescaled version rR. Using the
notation D for the Heisenberg derivative i[H, ·] we note the computations 2B = Dr,
A = r1/2Br1/2 and (formally)

DB = r−1/2
(
DA− 2B2

)
r−1/2 +O(r−3). (3.8)

Here the function

O(r−3) = 1
2
ω · (∇2r)ω/r2 = r−3v(x),

where v belongs to the algebra F = F(X) of smooth functions on X obeying

∀α ∈ NdimX

0 ∀k ∈ N0 : |∂αx (x · ∇)kv(x)| ≤ Cα,k.

Note also that the function r2−x2 ∈ F . Obviously F(X) ⊃ F(Xa) for any a 6= amin.
The exact computation of DA reads

DA = 2pω̃∗
(
x
R

)
p−

(
4R2

)−1(△(∇ · ω̃)
)(

x
R

)
− Rω̃

(
x
R

)
· ∇V. (3.9)

In particular

DA = i[H,A] =
∑

|α≤2

vαp
α; vα ∈ F ,

which make sense as a bounded form on H1 = Q(H). Although we define DA by
(3.9), it can be computed as a strong limit,

i[H,A] = s-lim
t→0

t−1
(
HeitA − eitAH

)
∈ L(H1, H−1). (3.10)
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Similarly the formal commutator in (3.8) can be computed as a strong limit in
L(H1, H−1),

DB = s-lim
t→0

t−1
(
HeitB − eitBH

)

= r−1/2
(
DA− 2B2

)
r−1/2 + r−3v

=
∑

|α|≤2

r−1vαp
α; vα ∈ F .

(3.11)

The assertions (3.10) and (3.11) are standard results, which follow from mapping
properties of the involved groups and the fact that the formal commutators are
bounded forms on H1.

We will need modifications of A and B in terms of a parameter κ. This parameter
is needed to control certain multiple commutators. Let

Bκ,R = B(κ2B2 + 1)−1, A = Aκ,R = r1/2Bκ,Rr
1/2; κ ∈ [0, 1]. (3.12)

We may consider H̃ defined in (3.1a) as a ‘generalized’ N -body Schrödinger
operator. The set of thresholds of H̃, say denoted by T̃ , coincides with the set T
of thresholds of H except for having one less point. This exception follows from the
identity

σpp
(
H̃a0

)
=
(
σpp
(
Ha0

)
\ {λ0}

)
∪ {0}; H̃a0 := Ha0 − λ0Π.

Note in particular that it follows that λ0 6∈ T̃ . On the other hand there is no simple
relationship between the eigenvalues of H̃ and those of H . A similar ‘subtraction’
of a genuine eigenprojection P of H was employed in [AHS] in which case indeed
a similar relation between σpp

(
H − λ0P

)
and σpp

(
H
)

hold. Let in the following

d̃ : R → R refer to the (lower) distance function defined by replacing T → T̃ in
(3.5). Note that d̃(λ0) > 0.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose Conditions 1.5 and 2.4. Let Aκ,R and H̆ be given by
(3.12) and (3.1a), respectively.

For all λ ∈ R and ǫ > 0 there exist R0 ≥ 1 and κ0 ∈ (0, 1] such for all R ≥ R0,
there exist a neighbourhood U of λ and a compact operator K on L2:

f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ,R]f(H̆)

≥ f(H̆){2d̃(λ)− ǫ−K}f(H̆) for all κ ∈ [0, κ0] and real f ∈ C∞
c (U).

(3.13)

The meaning of the appearing commutator will be explained in Subsection 3.1.1.
However for κ = 0 there is an alternative interpretation to be elaborated on now.
We claim that we can use (3.13) at λ = λ0 and for κ = 0 to conclude, that there
are at most a finite number of eigenvalues for H ′ in a neighbourhood of λ0. To see
this it suffices to show that the commutator in (3.13), interpretated as the formal
commutator, can be computed as a strong limit

i[H̆, AR] = s-lim
t→0

t−1
(
H̆eitAR − eitARH̆

)
∈ L(H2, H−2). (3.14)

Writing H̆ = H − T , T := λ0Π + K̆, the part of (3.14) related to H is justified by
(3.10). For the part related to the second term it suffices to show that the form, say
a priori defined on C∞

c (X), extends as follows.
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Lemma 3.4. The form iadAR
(T ) := i[T,AR] extends to a bounded form on H2.

More generally iadAR
(T ) ∈ L(H2, H−1) ∩ L(H1, H−2).

Proof. Write the form as

i[λ0Π+ ΠI0 + I0Π−ΠI0Π, AR] = T1 + · · ·+ T4.

We know that [I0, AR] ∈ F ⊂ L(L2). Let us only consider the contribution [Π, AR]I0
(from T2) and only show that [Π, AR]I0 ∈ L(H2, H−1). For that it suffices to show
that [Π, AR] ∈ L(L2, H−1).

Let 1 = χ1 + χ2 be a partition of unity on X given as follows. We demand that
for some (small) σ > 0 and all qR ≥ 1:

(1) χ1 ∈ C∞(X) and for all α ∈ NdimX

0 there exists C ∈ R:

|〈x〉|α|∂αxχ1(x)| ≤ C.

(2) χ1(x) = 1 for x ∈ {|x| ≥ 2 qR, |xa0 | ≤ σ|x|} and

suppχ1 ⊂ {|x| > qR, |xa0 | < 2σ|x|} ⊂ X \ ∪b6⊂a0Xb.

Note that (2) implies, referring here to notation of (3.3) where δ = δ(σ) > 0 is taken
sufficiently small (independently of qR),

suppχ1 ⊂ Ya0,δ, qR. (3.15)

We write

i[Π, AR] = (χ1 + χ2)i[Π, AR](χ1 + χ2) = χ1i[Π, AR]χ1 + S. (3.16)

Now for all sufficiently big values of qR (viz. qR ≥ RR̃ = RR̃(δ)) we obtain by
combining (3.4) and (3.15) that

ω̃R(x) = xa0 + ω̃a0R (xa0) for all x ∈ suppχ1. (3.17)

The above construction can be done in an explicit way (including an explicit de-
pendence of parameter R): Let us here and henceforth fix qR = RR̃(δ) and choose
χ1(x) = χ̄ qR(|x|)Θ(x/|x|) with χ̄ qR specified in (1.29) and for a suitable real-valued
smooth function Θ. We record the following improvement of (1).

(1)’ For all α ∈ NdimX

0 and k ∈ N there exists C ∈ R such that for all R ≥ 1:

|〈x〉|α|∂αxχ1(x)|+
∣∣〈x〉|α|∂αx

(
〈x〉k

〈xa0 〉k χ̄2 qR(|x|)χ2(x)
)∣∣ ≤ C.

Since the operator AR is a local operator the first term in (3.16) simplifies due
to (3.17) as

χ1i[Π, AR]χ1 = χ1i[Π, A
a0
R ]χ1 = iχ1

(
ΠAa0R − Aa0R Π

)
χ1 ∈ L(L2). (3.18)

Now let us look at the term S in (3.16). It is given by

S = χ2i[Π, AR] + χ1i[Π, AR]χ2. (3.19)
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The two terms are treated similarly, so let us only elaborate on the first term. We
write

AR = rRBR − i
2
|(∇r)(x/R)|2,

and then

χ2[Π, AR] = χ2ΠAR − χ2ARΠ

= K1BR − BRK2 − iK3;

K1 = χ2ΠrR,

K2 = rRχ2Π,

K3 =
1
2
χ2Π |(∇r)(x/R)|2 + 1

2
χ2|(∇r)(x/R)|2Π+

(
ω̃R · ∇χ2

)
Π.

(3.20)

Noting, cf. (1)’, that

K1, K2 ∈ L(H−1) ∩ L(L2), K3 ∈ L(L2) and BR ∈ L(L2, H−1), (3.21)

we are done.

Remark 3.5. It follows from the technique of the proof that the second order com-
mutator ad2

AR
(T ) ∈ L(H2, H−2) (and possibly no better for singular potentials).

This suffices for the limiting absorption principle at λ0, cf. [PSS]. However higher
commutators do not exist and we need refined micro-local estimates, which usually
require multiple commutators. (In particular we need bounds with weights in po-
sition space.) Using the κ-distortions of AR and BR will allow us to treat multiple
commutators. Note for example that for κ > 0 the above proof yields, at least
formally, the improved result adAκ,R

(T ) ∈ L(H1, H−1). We introduce a calculus of
the κ-distortion of B which will be a major object to study. This is done in Section
3.2, and we give a number of applications of Proposition 3.3 and this calculus in
Section 3.3.

3.1.1 Proof of Proposition 3.3

Introduce for ε > 0 the operators

Xε = Xε,R = r/(1 + εr), Aε,κ,R = X1/2
ε Bκ,RX

1/2
ε ; κ ∈ [0, 1]. (3.22)

Note that Aε,κ,R ∈ L(H2, H1). Whence i[H,Aε,κ,R] is a well-defined form on H2.
We define the commutators i[H,Aκ,R], i[H̃, Aκ,R] and i[H̆, Aκ,R] as strong weak-star
limits in L(H2, H−2) in the following way. For technical reasons to be explained
after the definitions, this works for small enough values of κ only. Let for each of
the operators H# = H, H̃ or H̆

i[H#, Aκ,R] = s-w⋆-lim
ε→0+

i[H#, Aε,κ,R]. (3.23)

It is easy to see that for κ = 0, these limiting forms exist and coincide with our
previous computations, cf. (3.14) and Lemma 3.4. The case of κ > 0 requires an
elaboration to be given in Lemma 3.6.
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An immediate virtue of (3.23) is the validity of the virial theorem. Thus for
example, (3.23) combined with Proposition 3.3 yields that eigenvalues of H̆ cannot
accumulate at λ0. Note that this assertion does not require λ0 = Σ2 for which case
in fact λ0 /∈ σess(H̆), cf. [Wa2, Lemma 2.1] or the proof of Lemma 2.10. Proposition
3.3 will be a crucial tool for us only for λ0 > Σ2. At the level of proofs, the reader
will see similarities of the proofs of Lemma 2.10 and Proposition 3.3.

We are going to use that for κ > 0

Bκ,R = 1
2κ

(
(κB + i)−1 + (κB − i)−1

)
. (3.24)

Note that it follows from Mourre theory, [Mo], that (κB± i)−1 preserve H2 provided
κ is small enough. We need a uniform bound in κ and R. Thus, more precisely,
we claim that there exists κ′0 ∈ (0, 1] such that for all κ ∈ [0, κ′0] and all R ≥ 1 the
space H2 is preserved, and in fact

sup
R≥1, κ≤κ′0

‖(κB ± i)−1‖L(H2) <∞. (3.25a)

We may take this constant as κ′0 = min{(2C)−1, 1}, where

C = sup
R≥1

‖[H0, B](H0 + 1)−1‖L(L2) <∞. (3.25b)

Note that the R-dependence of B is through ωR(x) = (∇r)(x/R), which is bounded
along with all derivatives. Whence the above finiteness claims hold. We also note
that for any R ≥ 1

s-lim
κ→0

(κB ± i)−1 = ∓i in L(H2). (3.25c)

Clearly there are similar properties as (3.25a) and (3.25c) with H2 replaced by
L2
s for any s ≥ 0. For (3.25a) in that case, κ′0 can be an arbitrary positive number

(it does not need to be small); see the beginning of the proof of Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 3.6. The limits i[H#, Aκ,R], with H# = H, H̃ or H̆, are well-defined
bounded form on H2 for κ ∈ [0, κ′0]. More generally i[H#, Aκ,R] ∈ L(H2, H−1) ∩
L(H1, H−2).

Moreover for each of the above three forms

∃C > 0 ∀R ≥ 1 ∀κ ∈ [0, κ′0] :
∥∥i[H#, Aκ,R]− i[H#, AR]

∥∥
L(H2,H−2)

≤ Cκ. (3.26)

Proof. We need to examine the case κ > 0. We start by examining the quantity
i[H,Aκ,R].

We calculate using (3.11), (3.24) and (3.25a)

i
[
H,Aε,κ,R

]

= iX1/2
ε

[
H,Bκ,R

]
X1/2
ε + 2Re

(
i
[
H,X1/2

ε

]
Bκ,RX

1/2
ε

)

= −1
2

∑

±
X1/2
ε (κB ± i)−1i

[
H,B

]
(κB ± i)−1X1/2

ε + 2Re
(
Re
(
X−1/2
ε (∇Xε) · p

)
Bκ,RX

1/2
ε

)

= −1
2

∑

|α|≤2,±
X1/2
ε (κB ± i)−1)r−1vαp

α(κB ± i)−1X1/2
ε

+ 2Re
(
r−1/4(1 + εr)−3/4BR(1 + εr)−3/4r−1/4Bκ,RX

1/2
ε

)
; vα ∈ F .
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We can let ε → 0, yielding the existence of the desired limit in the H2-form sense.
The result is

i
[
H,Aκ,R

]
= −1

2

∑

|α|≤2,±
r1/2(κB ± i)−1)r−1vαp

α(κB ± i)−1r1/2

+ 2Re
(
r−1/4BRr

−1/4Bκ,Rr
1/2
)
; vα ∈ F .

This expression is obviously in L(H2, H−1) ∩ L(H1, H−2) (in fact in L(H1, H−1) in
this case).

Next we move multiplication operators to the middle as to become sandwiched
by (κB ± i)−1. Thereby we pick up errors of order O(κ) in L(H2, H−2) uniformly
in R ≥ 1, cf. (3.25a) and the remark after (3.25c). This means that we only have
to consider

−1
2

∑

±
(κB ± i)−1i

[
H,A

]
(κB ± i)−1, (3.27)

where i
[
H,A

]
is given by (3.9). But

(κB ± i)−1 ± i = ±iκ(κB ± i)−1B, (3.28)

which give an extra error O(κ) in L(H2, H−2) when removing the factors (κB± i)−1

in (3.27) one by one. This proves (3.26) in the case H# = H .
For the commutators i[H̆, Aκ,R] and i[H̆, Aκ,R] we proceed similarly and by using

in addition the proof of Lemma 3.4. Note that in the case of H# = H̆ the topology
in (3.26) is the strongest Sobolev space topology we can use for singular potentials
by this method, cf. Remark 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. For all λ ∈ R and ǫ > 0 there exist R0 ≥ 1 such for all R ≥ R0, there
exist a neighbourhood V of λ and a compact operator K̃ on L2:

f(H̃)i[H̃, AR]f(H̃)

≥ f(H̃){2d̃(λ)− ǫ− K̃}f(H̃) for all real f ∈ C∞
c (V).

(3.29)

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

I . We note that for any product P1 · · ·Pm of factors Pl given either as Pl = 〈xa0〉
or Pl = Aa0R we have

P1 · · ·PmΠ ∈ L
(
L2(Xa0)

)
. (3.30)

In fact since 〈xa0〉m(Ha0 + i)mΠ ∈ L
(
L2(Xa0)

)
the result follows from the property

P1 · · ·Pm(Ha0 + i)−m〈xa0〉−m ∈ L
(
L2(Xa0)

)
,

which in turn follows from repeated commutation and the propertyAa0R 〈xa0〉−1(Ha0+
i)−1 ∈ L

(
L2(Xa0)

)
.

II . There is a complete analogue of Lemma 3.2 with the triple
(
H, i[H,AR], d

)

replaced by
(
H̃, i[H,AR], d̃

)
. It reads conveniently as follows.
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For all λ ∈ R and ǫ > 0 there exists R0 ≥ 1 such for all R ≥ R0, there exist a
bounded neighbourhood V of λ and a compact operator K̃1 on L2:

f(H̃)i[H,AR]f(H̃)

≥ f(H̃){2d̃(λ)− ǫ/2− K̃1}f(H̃) for all real f ∈ C∞
c (V).

(3.31)

This statement follows by mimicking the proofs of [Sk3, Corollaries 4.2 and 4.5].
One comment is due since the ‘potential’ Π is not local: Expanding the operator
T (δ′) appearing in [Sk3, (4.16)] one ‘new term’ is given by T := [Π, jb]; here jb is a
partition function with similar properties as the ones in (2.37a)–(2.37c). We need
to show that T is H̃-compact. If a0 6⊂ b indeed Πjb and jbΠ, and hence also T , are
H-compact, cf. Step I. If on the other hand a0 ⊂ b we have a0 = b and we can write
T = −∑d6=b[Π, jd]. Since for any such term we have a0 6⊂ d the previous argument
yields that [Π, jd] is H-compact.

III . Recalling the definition (3.1a) it remains to show the following estimate in
terms of the set V = V(R) from (3.31).

There exists a compact operator K̃2 = K̃2(R) such that

1V(H̃)i[−λ0Π, AR]1V(H̃) ≥ −ǫ/2 − K̃2. (3.32)

Clearly the combination of (3.31) and (3.32) yields (3.29) with this neighbour-
hood V and with K̃ = K̃1 + K̃2. To show (3.32) we decompose as in the proof of
Lemma 3.4 writing

i
[
Π, A

]
= (χ1 + χ2)i

[
Π, A

]
(χ1 + χ2) = χ1i

[
Π, Aa0R

]
χ1 + S.

Since

‖ΠAa0R − Aa0R Π‖ → 0 for R → ∞,

cf. Lemma 3.1(2) and Step I, the first term conforms with (3.32).
It remains to consider S, which is given by (3.19). We decompose as in (3.20)

(treating again only the first term of S). The operators K1, K2 and K3 are not
only bounded (as stated in (3.21)) but also 〈p〉-compact. Since V is bounded (3.32)
follows.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let λ ∈ R and ǫ > 0 be given. We need to specify R0 ≥ 1,
κ0 ∈ (0, κ′0] and for R ≥ R0 a neighbourhood U(R) of λ and a compact K(R) such
that (3.13) holds.

I . First we use Lemma 3.7 to obtain the statement (3.29) with the factors of
f(H̃) replaced by the factors of f(H̆). More precisely we use the statement with
ǫ replaced by ǫ/2 allowing us to pick corresponding R0 ≥ 1 and for R ≥ R0 a
neighbourhood V(R) of λ and a compact K̃(R) such that (3.29) holds. Now take
for any such set V(R) any smaller neighbourhood of λ, denoted by U(R), with
compact closure contained in the interior of V(R). We can pick a real function
f̃ ∈ C∞

c (V(R)) such that f̃ = 1 on U(R) and then estimate as follows. Note that



46 Chapter 3. Spectral analysis of H ′ near λ0

K̆0 = K̆0(R) :=
(
H0 + 1

)(
f̃(H̆) − f̃(H̃)

)
is compact (cf. (3.37) given below) and

that i[H̃, AR] ∈ L(H2, H−2) (cf. Lemma 3.4). Writing then

K̆1 :=f̃(H̆)i[H̃, AR]f̃(H̆)− f̃(H̃)i[H̃, AR]f̃(H̃)

=K̆∗
0 T̆ + T̃ ∗K̆0;

T̆ =
(
H0 + 1

)−1
i[H̃, AR]f̃(H̆),

T̃ =
(
H0 + 1

)−1
i[H̃, AR]f̃(H̃),

we conclude that K̆1 is compact. Note also that

K̆2(R) :=
(
2d̃(λ)− ǫ/2

)(
f̃(H̆)2 − f̃(H̃)2

)

is compact.
In conclusion we take R0 ≥ 1, U(R) as described above and

K̆3(R) := f̃(H̃)K̃f̃(H̃)− K̆1 + K̆2; R ≥ R0,

yielding

f(H̆)i[H̃, AR]f(H̆)

≥ f(H̆){2d̃(λ)− ǫ/2 − K̆3}f(H̆) for all real f ∈ C∞
c (U(R)).

II . We note that

K̆4(R) := 1U(R)(H̆)i[K̆, AR]1U(R)(H̆) is compact.

We subtract these terms in the previous estimate, yielding

f(H̆)i[H̆, AR]f(H̆)

≥ f(H̆){2d̃(λ)− ǫ/2−K}f(H̆) for all real f ∈ C∞
c (U(R)),

where K = K(R) = K̆3 + K̆4.

III . We invoke (3.26), estimating

1U(R)(H̆)
(
i[H̆, Aκ,R]− i[H̆, AR]

)
1U(R)(H̆) ≥ −ǫ/2,

for all small enough κ. In combination with the previous estimate this estimate
yields (3.13).

3.2 Multiple commutators and calculus

It is convenient to introduce a concept of ‘order’ for certain classes of linear operators
T on L2, cf. [GIS]. It is based on the following elementary result, cf. Lemma 3.9.

∀κ ∈ (0, 1], ∀R ≥ 1 : Bκ,RL
2
∞ ⊂ L2

∞. (3.33)

For operators S, T on L2 we define (formally) multiple commutators by

ad0
S(T ) = T and adkS(T ) = [adk−1

S (T ), S] for k ∈ N.

Let X be multiplication by r = rR on L2, and recall that κ′0 ∈ (0, 1] is introduced
in the discussion of (3.25a) and (3.25b).
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Definition 3.8. Let R ≥ 1 be given. An operator T on L2 is of κ-order t ∈ R if

(1) D(T ),D(T ∗) ⊃ L2
∞,

(2) T and T ∗ leave L2
∞ invariant,

(3) ∀κ ∈ (0, κ′0] ∀s ∈ R ∀k ∈ N0 : Xs−k−tadkBκ,R
(T )X−s ∈ L(L2).

For any operator T of κ-order t the adjoint T ∗ also has κ-order t, and we write
T, T ∗ = Oκ(X

t). The class of such operators is denoted by Oκ(X
t). It is readily seen

that X t = Oκ(X
t), cf. (3.39) and (3.40) stated below. This is related to the fact

that adkB(X
k) ∈ F for k ∈ N, where the algebra F is introduced in the discussion

of (3.8). By the Leipniz rule, if S and T are of κ-order s and t, respectively,
then ST is of order s + t. We do not keep track of neither the κ- nor the R-
dependence, however it is important for our applications of the above concept of
‘order’ that κ = 0 is not included in (3). We abbreviate R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1 and
Rκ(z) = (Bκ − z)−1 = (Bκ,R − z)−1.

Lemma 3.9. Let R ≥ 1 be given big enough. Then for any f ∈ C∞
c (R), g ∈ C∞(R),

v ∈ F , |α| ≤ 2, z ∈ C \R and polynomials P1, P2 in Aa0 and the components of xa0

and pa0, such that the total number of components of pa0 is at most two for P1 as
well as for P2, the operators

g(Bκ), v, P1ΠP2, I0(p
2 + 1)−1, pαR̆(z), I0ΠR̆(z), f(H̆) ∈ Oκ(X

0). (3.34)

Proof. We prove the bounds one by one. For simplicity of presentation the above
list is not stated as complete as possible. In the proof we will see that a certain
algebra B̆ ⊂ Oκ(X

0); this algebra contains a few operators not listed above for
which the assertion that they are contained in Oκ(X

0) will also be useful later.
By repeated commutation we obtain for the regularization Xε of (3.22) that for

any s ≥ 0, ε > 0 and z ∈ C \ R

Xs
ε (B − z)−1 =

[s]∑

k=0

(−1)k(B − z)−k−1adkB(X
s
ε )

+ (−1)[s]+1(B − z)−[s]−1ad
[s]+1
B (Xs

ε )(B − z)−1.

(3.35)

We multiply by X−s from the right and take ε → 0 observing that the resulting
right-hand side is explicitly in L(L2). Note that the operator ad

[s]+1
B (Xs) ∈ F ,

and therefore it is a bounded multiplication operator. We can argue similarly for
s < 0. In particular we conclude (3.33) (using (3.24)) as well as a boundedness
result remarked before Lemma 3.6. In fact it follows that

(κB ± i)−1 ∈ Oκ(X
0). (3.36)

g(Bκ); 1st proof . In terms of an almost analytic extension g̃ of a given g ∈ C∞
c (R)

(‘absorbed’ in a measure µ = µg and writing z = u+ iv)

g(B) = 1
π

∫

C

(
∂̄g̃
)
(z)(B − z)−1dudv =

∫

C

(B − z)−1dµ(z). (3.37)
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Let for any t ∈ R

Gt = {g ∈ C∞(R)| ∀k ∈ N0 : |g(k)(x)| ≤ Ck〈x〉t−k}. (3.38)

It is well-known that (3.37) is valid in fact for g ∈ Gt with t < 0 (for any self-adjoint
operator B).

Now for any given g ∈ C∞(R) we write g(Bκ) = gκ(B)+ g(0) with gκ ∈ G−1. By
using (3.37) for gκ we conclude by using (3.35) with ε = 0 (and its adjoint version)
that g(Bκ) = gκ(B) + g(0) ∈ Oκ(X

0).

g(Bκ); 2nd proof . Since Bκ,R is bounded we can write g(Bκ,R) = f(Bκ,R) for some
f ∈ C∞

c (R) and then apply (3.37). For s ≥ 0 (treating only this case in (3)) we
expand as in (3.35)

XsRκ(z) =

[s]∑

k=0

(−1)kRκ(z)
k+1adkBκ

(Xs) + (−1)[s]+1Rκ(z)
[s]+1ad

[s]+1
Bκ

(Xs)Rκ(z).

It suffices to show that

adkBκ
(Xs)Xk−s, k = 0, . . . , [s], and ad

[s]+1
Bκ

(Xs) are bounded. (3.39)

Using (3.24) and (3.36) we compute for k = 1, . . . , [s] + 1

adkBκ
(Xs) =

∑

σ=(σ1,...,σk)∈{−1,1}k
TσvσX

s−kTσ;

Tσ =
k∏

j=1

(κB + σj i)
−1, vσ ∈ F .

(3.40)

Clearly this shows that ad[s]+1
Bκ

(Xs) is bounded. For k ≤ [s] we obtain the first part
of (3.39) by using that Xs−kTσX

k−s is bounded, cf. (3.36). Consequently we are
done.

v. We compute similarly (using the same notation)

adkBκ
(v) =

∑

σ∈{−1,1}k
TσvσX

−kTσ.

We conclude that v ∈ Oκ(X
0) using again (3.36).

P1ΠP2. We let T be of the form T = P1ΠP2 and compute

adBκ(T ) = −
∑

σ∈{−1,1}
(κB + σi)−1[T,B](κB + σi)−1,

i[T,B] = r−1/2i[T,A]r−1/2 + 2Re
(
i
[
T, r−1/2

]
Ar−1/2

)

= ir−1/2χ1

(
TAa0 − Aa0T

)
χ1r

−1/2 + T1 + T2 + T3;

T1 = r−1/2χ2i[T, r
1/2Br1/2]r−1/2,

T2 = r−1/2χ1i[T, r
1/2Br1/2]χ2r

−1/2,

T3 = 2Re
(
i
[
T, r−1/2

]
r1/2B

)
.
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We need to compute higher order commutators as well, so we need to iterate
this computation. We will demonstrate a self-similar structure which will allow us
to control higher order commutators. To this end we introduce the graded algebra
B =

∑
k∈N0

Bk, where Bk is given by linear combinations of any products of

X−s (s ∈ R), v ∈ F , (κB ± i)−1, T, P α
σ , (P

α
σ )

∗; P α
σ := pαTσ(p

2 + 1)−1 (|α| ≤ 2).

Here T is any operator of the form T = P1ΠP2 and Tσ is given by the last equation
of (3.40) for k ∈ N while Tσ := I for k = 0, and for any such product the total sum
of appearing exponents s ∈ R is given by k. We claim that

∀S ∈ Bk : adBκ(S) ∈ Bk+1. (3.41)

From this property it follows that adkBκ
(S) ∈ Bk for any S ∈ B0 (in particular for

T ), and we readily see that the powers of X can be redistributed as we want, i.e.
we obtain that B ⊂ Oκ(X

0), in particular T ∈ Oκ(X
0) follows.

To show (3.41) it suffices to consider k = 0 and then in turn only the operator
T = P1ΠP2 ∈ B0. So we consider the above computation of the commutator with
Bκ. The first term is clearly in B1 since TAa0 and Aa0T have the same form as T
and the two outer factors of r−1/2 together provides us with the extra factor X−1

required for the class B1.
For the term T1 and T2 we also ‘undo’ the commutation. Whence

−iT1 = r−1/2χ2Tr
1/2B −Bχ2r

1/2Tr−1/2 + [B, χ2]r
1/2Tr−1/2.

We use (3.28) to combine the factors of B with the factors of (κB + σi)−1. The
remaining terms can for any s ∈ R be written as X−sv1 qTv2X

−s, where v1, v2 ∈ F
and qT has the same form as T (cf. (1)’ in the proof of Lemma 3.4). In particular
we get the extra factor X−1 by choosing s = 1/2. We can argue similarly for T2.

For the term T3 we note the following general formula. Let g ∈ Gt for any t ∈ R

and consider the commutation formula for the composition g(r),

i
[
Π, g(r)

]
= Πh(x)− h(x)Π,

h(x) = i

∫ 1

0

dt g′(r(txa + xa))

∫ t

0

xa · (∇2r)
(
(sxa + xa)

)
xa ds.

(3.42)

Here we used two zero’th order Taylor expansions, the fact that [Π, g(r(xa))] = 0
and the property ∇r

(
xa
)
· xa = 0, cf. Lemma 3.1(2).

Applied to g(r) = r−1/2 we conclude that

i
[
T, r−1/2

]
= Th(x)− h(x)T, (3.43)

with h given by (3.42). We can write h = 〈xa0〉7/2r−3/2v, where v ∈ F .
This representation can be refined using the formula

r∇2r = ∇2r2/2− |∇r〉〈∇r| ∈ F . (3.44)

In fact it follows from (3.42) and (3.44) that (3.43) holds with

h = 〈xa0〉9/2r−5/2v, where v ∈ F . (3.45)
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Thus intuitively the commutator is two inverse powers of X better. Obviously this
is a general property for commutation by g(r) for g ∈ Gt, and this comes in handy
later, see the proof of Lemma 3.10. In any case by the appearance of at least one
extra power of X−1 and (3.28) we see that also T3 contributes by a term in B1.

For an application in the next step of the proof let us note that

S1 := (p2 + 1)Π(p2 + 1)−1 ∈ B0 and S2 := (p2 + 1)[Π, Bκ](p
2 + 1)−1 ∈ B1. (3.46)

Obviously S1 ∈ B0, and therefore the second assertion follows from (3.41) and

S2 = [S1, Bκ]− [p2, Bκ](p
2 + 1)−1S1 + S1[p

2, Bκ](p
2 + 1)−1 ∈ B1.

I0(p
2 + 1)−1 and pαTσ1,...,σj R̆(z), p

αTσ1,...,σjΠR̆(z); |α| ≤ 2, j ∈ N0. We add these
operators as well as the adjoint expressions to the list of generators of algebra B
and denote the corresponding algebra by B̆ =

∑
k∈N0

B̆k, where as before the total

sum of appearing exponents s ∈ R in any term of an element of B̆k is given by k.
We claim that

∀S ∈ B̆k : adBκ(S) ∈ B̆k+1. (3.47)

From this property it follows that adkBκ
(S) ∈ B̆k for any S ∈ B̆0 (in particular for

the enlisted operators and their adjoint expressions), and again we can redistribute
the powers of X as we want. Whence we obtain that B̆ ⊂ Oκ(X

0), in particular
the fourth, fifth and sixth operators listed in (3.34) are all in Oκ(X

0) as claimed.
In conclusion it suffices to show (3.47), and therefore in turn (3.47) with k = 0. As
for the first term we note that [I0, B] ∈ X−1F . Whence it suffices to consider the
other terms. For the second term S = pαTσ1,...,σjR̆(z) = pαTσR̆(z) we compute

[S,Bκ] = [pα, Bκ]TσR̆(z)− pαTσR̆(z)[H̆, Bκ]R̆(z)

= T1 + T2 + T3 + T4;

T1 = −
∑

σ′∈{−1,1}
(κB + σ′i)−1[pα, B]Tσ1,...,σj ,σ′R̆(z),

T2 = −pαTσR̆(z)[H,Bκ]R̆(z),

T3 = λ0p
αTσR̆(z)[Π, Bκ]R̆(z),

T4 = pαTσR̆(z)[K̆, Bκ]R̆(z).

Since [pα, B] ∈ X−1
∑

|β|≤2 vβp
β where vβ ∈ F , the operator T1 ∈ B̆1. Thanks to

(3.11) we conclude that also T2 ∈ B̆1. Since Π ∈ B0 and therefore [Π, Bκ] ∈ B1 (due
to (3.41)) also T3 ∈ B̆1. For T4 we combine the facts that

I0(p
2 + 1)−1, (p2 + 1)R̆(z) ∈ B̆0

and (3.46). Thus, for example (with S2 given in (3.46))

[I0Π, Bκ]R̆(z)− [I0, Bκ]ΠR̆(z) =
(
I0(p

2 + 1)−1
)
S2

(
(p2 + 1)R̆(z)

)
∈ B̆1.

Clearly the second term to the left is in B̆1 too, completing our treatment of one of
the three terms of K̆. This argument also works for the other terms of K̆.
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Finally for the third term S = pαTσΠR̆(z) we write

S = P α
σ S1

(
(p2 + 1)R̆(z)

)
.

Since P α
σ , S1 ∈ B0, cf. (3.46), [P α

σ S1, Bκ] ∈ B1 ⊂ B̆1, and since [(p2+1)R̆(z), Bκ] ∈ B̆1

(as proved above), it follows that indeed [S,Bκ] ∈ B̆1 as we want.

f(H̆). We use (3.37) with B replaced by H̆. We have proven that R(z) = Oκ(X
0)

for any fixed non-real z. Whence we can compute any number of commutators
with Bκ, redistribute powers of X as we want, and then estimate to see that indeed
f(H̆) ∈ Oκ(X

0). Note that the bounds ‖R̆(z)m‖ ≤ | Im z|−m come in naturally
estimating integrals like (3.37) and in fact appear ‘harmless’ in combination with
the appearing measure µ.

3.2.1 Computing a commutator

We are interested in computing commutators i[H̆, P ] where P in all relevant cases
has the form

P = f(H̆)h(r)g(Bκ)h(r)f(H̆); f ∈ C∞
c (R), h, g ∈ C∞(R), real-valued.

(We suppress the dependence of R.) Let f̌(λ) = λf̃(λ) for any real-valued f̃ ∈
C∞

c (R) chosen such that f̃ = 1 on the support of f . Let qH = f̌(H̆) and denote the
corresponding Heisenberg derivative i[ qH, ·] by qD, in particular i[ qH,P ] = qDP . We
are interested in specific choices of h and g, and for those choices P has a κ-order,
say 2t. More precisely we impose the condition h ∈ Gt, cf. (3.38), and conclude that
the composed function h(r) has κ-order t, so that indeed P has a κ-order 2t (note
that due to Lemma 3.9 the κ-order of g(Bκ) and qH are zero). This implies that the
commutator qDP has order 2t, possibly (and indeed) smaller. We need to compute
the order more exactly along with the leading order term.

Lemma 3.10. Let R ≥ 1 be given big enough and suppose h ∈ Gt. Then

qDP − L1 − L2 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−2);

L1 = 4f(H̆) Re
(
(κ2B2 + 1)h′(r)Bκg(Bκ)h(r)

)
f(H̆),

L2 = f(H̆)h(r) Re
(
g′(Bκ)qDBκ

)
h(r)f(H̆).

(3.48a)

The operators L1, L2 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−1), so in particular qDP ∈ Oκ(X

2t−1).
Suppose in addition that g′ ≥ 0 and that (g′)1/2 ∈ C∞. Then L2 can be re-

placed by any of the following expressions L3, L4, L5 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−1) for which Com =

f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆) is defined in agreement with Lemma 3.6.

L3 = h(r)
√
g′(Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Bκ]f(H̆)

√
g′(Bκ)h(r), (3.48b)

L4 = h(r)
√
g′(Bκ)X

−1/2ComX−1/2
√
g′(Bκ)h(r)

− 2h(r)
√
g′(Bκ)X

−1/2f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)X−1/2

√
g′(Bκ)h(r),

(3.48c)

L5 = h(r)X−1/2
√
g′(Bκ)Com

√
g′(Bκ)X

−1/2h(r)

− 2h(r)X−1/2
√
g′(Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2

κf(H̆)
√
g′(Bκ)X

−1/2h(r).
(3.48d)
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Proof. We write

qDP = L′
1 + L′

2;

L′
1 = 2f(H̆) Re

((
qDh(r)

)
g(Bκ)h(r)

)
f(H̆),

L′
2 = f(H̆)h(r)

(
qDg(Bκ)

)
h(r)f(H̆).

(3.49)

By (3.37)

qDh(r) = −
∫

C

R̆(z)i[H̆, h(r)]R̆(z)dµf̌ (z); (3.50a)

i[H̆, h(r)] = 2Re
(
h′(r)B

)
− λ0i[Π, h(r)]− i[K̆, h(r)]. (3.50b)

We insert (3.50b) into (3.50a) obtaining then three terms, say T1, T2, T3. We can
write (seen by commutation)

T1 = 2f̌ ′(H̆)h′(r)B +Oκ(X
t−2) ∈ Oκ(X

t−1).

The terms T2 and T3 are treated using (3.42) and (3.44) and Lemma 3.9 (cf. the
proof of discussion after (3.44)) to obtain

T2, T3 ∈ Oκ(X
t−2).

Next we insert the resulting formula

qDh = 2f̌ ′(H̆)h′(r)B +Oκ(X
t−2) ∈ Oκ(X

t−1) (3.51)

into the expression L′
1, and we see that L′

1 = L1 +Oκ(X
2t−2) (note that f f̌ ′ = f).

Clearly L1 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−1).

As for L′
2 we can assume that g ∈ C∞

c (R) (since Bκ is bounded we can truncate
g outside σ(Bκ)) and use (3.37) again

qDg(Bκ) = −
∫

C

Rκ(z)
(

qDBκ

)
Rκ(z)dµg(z)

= g′(Bκ)qDBκ +

∫

C

Rκ(z)
2[qDBκ, Bκ]Rκ(z)dµg(z)

= g′(Bκ)qDBκ +Oκ(X
−2) ∈ Oκ(X

−1);

(3.52)

for the last identity we used Lemma 3.9 (and its proof). Obviously the first term to
the right can be replaced by its real part. We conclude that L′

2 = L2 +Oκ(X
2t−2).

Whence L′
1 +L′

2 = L1 +L2 +Oκ(X
2t−2), showing (3.48a). Clearly L2 ∈ Oκ(X

2t−1).
Next to show that L3 − L2 ∈ Oκ(X

2t−2) under the extra conditions on g we
first note that the truncation of g outside σ(Bκ), to make it compactly supported,
obviously applies to (g′)1/2 as well making again (3.37) applicable. Whence we can
symmetrize L2, so that it suffices to show that

L̄2 − L̄3 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−2);

L̄2 = f(H̆)h(r)
√
g′(Bκ)

(
qDBκ

)√
g′(Bκ)h(r)f(H̆),

L̄3 = h(r)
√
g′(Bκ)f(H̆)

(
qDBκ

)
f(H̆)

√
g′(Bκ)h(r).

(3.53)
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(Note that L3 = L̄3.) Using (3.51) and (3.52) with f̌ replaced by f we see that

[f(H̆), h(r)] ∈ Oκ(X
t−1), [f(H̆),

√
g′(Bκ)] ∈ Oκ(X

−1),

which shows (3.53). By this proof we see that L3 ∈ Oκ(X
2t−1). Alternatively

we may easily check the latter property directly. (We can verify similarly that
L4, L5 ∈ Oκ(X

2t−1).)
To show that L4 − L3 ∈ Oκ(X

2t−2) it suffices to show that

X1/2f(H̆)i[H̆, Bκ]f(H̆)X1/2 − f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)

+ 2f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆) ∈ Oκ(X

−1).
(3.54)

For the first term we substitute

i[H̆, Bκ] = i[H,Bκ]− λ0i[Π, Bκ]− i[K̆, Bκ].

As we saw in the last part of the proof of Lemma 3.9 each of these commutators
contributes by an operator in B̆ ⊂ Oκ(X

0). This remains valid if we replace the
term by

f(H̆)X1/2i[H̆, Bκ]X
1/2f(H̆),

and indeed the error (given by commuting the factors of X1/2 and f(H̆)) contributes
by an operator in Oκ(X

−1). On the other hand

f(H̆)
(
X1/2i[H̆, Bκ]X

1/2 − i[H̆, Aκ] + 2(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κ

)
f(H̆)

= f(H̆)
(
− 2Re

(
i[H̆,X1/2]BκX

1/2
)
+ 2(κ2B2 + 1)B2

κ

)
f(H̆)

= f(H̆)
(
− Re

(
X−1/22BBκX

1/2
)
+ 2(κ2B2 + 1)B2

κ

)
f(H̆) +Oκ(X

−1)

∈ Oκ(X
−1).

Thus (3.54) is proven.
Noting that Com ∈ Oκ(X

0) and
[√

g′(Bκ), X
−1/2

]
∈ Oκ(X

−3/2) it follows that
L5 − L4 ∈ Oκ(X

2t−2), which finishes the proof.

Remark 3.11. The formula (3.52) is an example of the following general com-
mutator expansion formula for operators in Oκ(X

t), cf. [GIS]. Thus for given
S ∈ Oκ(X

t), t ∈ R, g ∈ C∞
c (R) and K ≥ 1

[S, g(Bκ)]

=−
∫

C

Rκ(z)adBκ(S)Rκ(z)dµg(z)

=

K∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

k!
g(k)(Bκ)ad

k
Bκ
(S) +R(K);

R(K) = (−1)K+1

∫

C

Rκ(z)
K+1adK+1

Bκ
(S)Rκ(z)dµg(z) ∈ Oκ(X

t−K−1).

(3.55)

We will need better control of the error terms of Lemma 3.10 in the application in
Subsection 3.3.3. Here we explain a procedure for establishing this. As noted before



54 Chapter 3. Spectral analysis of H ′ near λ0

the function g in the first part of the lemma may be taken compactly supported as
required for (3.55). A principal goal is to refine the right-hand side of the statement

qDP − L1 − L5 = (L′
1 − L1) + (L′

2 − L5) ∈ Oκ(X
2t−2).

Due to (3.51) we can write

L′
1 = 4f(H̆) Re

(
h′(r)Bg(Bκ)h(r)

)
f(H̆)

+ f(H̆) Re
(
Oκ(X

t−2)g(Bκ)h(r)
)
f(H̆)

= L1 + f(H̆) Re
(
Oκ(X

t−2)g(Bκ)h(r)
)
f(H̆).

(3.56)

For L′
2 we apply (3.55) to S = f̌(H̆), yielding (for K ≥ 2)

L′
2 = f(H̆)h(r)

(
qDg(Bκ)

)
h(r)f(H̆)

= i

K∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

k!
f(H̆)h(r)g(k)(Bκ)ad

k
Bκ
(f̌(H̆))h(r)f(H̆) +Oκ(X

2t−K−1)

= f(H̆)h(r)g′(Bκ)
(

qDBκ

)
f(H̆))h(r)f(H̆) +

K∑

k=2

Sk +Oκ(X
2t−K−1).

(3.57)

The terms Sk ∈ Oκ(X
2t−k), and they have an explicit form suitable for the induction

argument of Subsection 3.3.3. A consequence of (3.57) is the refined formula

L′
2 = L2 +

K∑

k=2

Re(Sk) +Oκ(X
2t−K−1). (3.58)

3.2.1.1 Smooth sign function

In some of our applications of Lemma 3.10 the function g will be a ‘smooth sign
function’ ζǫ, cf. [AIIS]. It is constructed in terms of a cut-off function ηǫ ∈ C∞(R)
with special properties: The parameter ǫ > 0 is considered small, and we define
ηǫ(b) = 1

ǫ
η( b

ǫ
), where η′(b) > 0 for |b| < 1, η(b) = 0 for b ≤ −1 and η(b) = 1 for

b ≥ 1. We can choose η such that η′ is even,
√
η,
√
η′ ∈ C∞(R) and for some c > 0

η′(b) ≥ c η(b) for b ∈ (−1, 1/2]. (3.59)

The optimal choice of such c is not important for us since we will only need (3.59)
in the following disguised form: For any c̃ > 0 and all ǫ small enough (ǫ2 ≤ 2

3
cc̃

suffices)

( ǫ
2
− b)ηǫ(b) ≤ c̃ η′ǫ(b) for all b ∈ R. (3.60a)

Note also that since η′ǫ is even

1 = ǫηǫ(b) + ǫηǫ(−b). (3.60b)

Let ζǫ(b) = ηǫ(b)− ηǫ(−b).



3.3. Positive commutator estimates 55

3.3 Positive commutator estimates

We shall prove properties of possibly existing eigenfunctions of H̆ at λ0. In the
case where they dont exist we shall prove various resolvent estimates of H̆ near λ0.
Our analysis is based on Lemma 3.10 and positive commutator methods of [IS2],
[AIIS] and [GIS]. For convenience we abbreviate in this section the Besov spaces
with index s = 1/2 as B := B1/2, B∗ := B∗

1/2 B∗
0 := B∗

1/2,0. (Note however that the
same notation is used with a slightly different meaning in Subsection 3.3.2.)

3.3.1 A Rellich type theorem

As a first application we show the following result, largely mimicking [IS2].

Theorem 3.12. Every generalized eigenfunction in B∗
0 of H̆ at λ0, or at any suffi-

ciently nearby real λ′0, is in L2
∞.

Proof. We shall use the Mourre estimate (3.13) with λ = λ0, say with the positive
number ǫ = d̃(λ0) and R = R0 ≥ 1 fixed sufficiently big. In agreement with
the statement κ0 > 0 is fixed too (small), and we can freely use the estimate for
κ ∈ (0, κ0] and for a fixed (small) neighbourhood U of λ0 and a fixed compact
K. Whence we have freedom to choose κ > 0 very small whenever conveniently
in the proof (note that U and K do not depend on κ). Now suppose φ ∈ B∗

0 and
(H̆−λ′0)φ = 0 with |λ0−λ′0| small, then we can write φ = f(H)φ where f ∈ C∞

c (U),
f(λ′0) = 1 and f is real.

Let yε(r) = 1
1+εr

and xε(r) = ryε(r) for ε ∈ [0, 1], and let Xε and Yε be the
operators of multiplication by xε and yε, respectively (this notation is consistent
with (3.22)). These quantities are henceforth used with R = R0 only. We note that
X := X0 agrees with the notation used in Section 3.2 and that Xε = XYε. Note
also that ∇xε(r) = y2εω, whence for example i[H,Xε] = 2YεBYε.

It is convenient to introduce the following terminology for families (Tε)0<ε≤1 ⊂
Oκ(X

t) of operators on L2, t ∈ R. We say (Tε) is uniformly of κ-order t if

∀κ ∈ (0, κ′0] ∀s ∈ R ∀k ∈ N0 : sup
ε∈(0,1]

‖Xs−k−tadkBκ,R0
(Tε)X

−s‖ <∞.

We shall allow ourselves to write Tε = Ounf(X
t) and Tε ∈ Ounf(X

t) to symbolize
that the operator Tε is member of a family of operators (Tε) which is uniformly of
κ-order t. If (Sε) and (Tε) are uniformly of κ-order s and t, respectively, then (SεTε)
is uniformly of κ-order s + t.

I . We show that φ ∈ L2
−1/2. Fix any δ ∈ (0, 1/2). We shall consider the ‘propaga-

tion observable’

Pε = f(H̆)Xδ
ε ζǫ(Bκ)X

δ
εf(H̆), ε ∈ (0, 1].

Clearly Pε ∈ Ounf(X
2δ). The positive parameter ǫ used here will be fixed shortly,

small enough. Note that Xε and Pε are bounded due to the appearance of the
factor yε. Eventually this factor will be removed by letting ε → 0. More precisely
we shall demonstrate some ‘essential positivity’ of i[H̆, Pε] persisting in the ε → 0
limit. For any n ∈ N the function φn = χn(r)φ ∈ H1 (cf. the notation (1.29)),
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(H̆ − λ′0)φn = [H̆, χn]φ and whence the expectation (we use in general the notation
〈T 〉φ = 〈φ, Tφ〉)

〈i[H̆, Pε]〉φn = −2Re〈i[H̆, χn]Pεχn〉φ. (3.61a)

Since φ ∈ B∗
0 the term to the right vanishes as n→ ∞. Writing H̆ = H−λ0Π−K̆ this

claim is obvious for the contribution from H . For the other terms the commutator
is effectively of order X−2, cf. (3.42) and the subsequent discussion, whence their
contributions vanish too as n→ ∞. It remains to study the left-hand side of (3.61a)
in this limit.

Let Sε = Y 2
ε X

δ−1
ε

(
∈ Ounf(X

δ−1)
)

and θǫ =
√
η′ǫ. We compute using Lemma 3.10

〈i[H̆, Pε]〉φn = 〈qDPε〉φn = 〈L1 + L5 +Ounf(X
2δ−2)〉φn ;

L1 = 4δf(H̆) Re
(
(κ2B2 + 1)SεBκζε(Bκ)X

δ
ε

)
f(H̆),

X1/2X−δ
ε L5X

−δ
ε X1/2 = θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)

+ θǫ(−Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)θǫ(−Bκ)

− 2θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)

− 2θǫ(−Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)θǫ(−Bκ).

Noting the essential positivity of the term containing the factor κ2B2 we obtain
after symmetrizing

L1 ≥ 4δf(H̆)YεX
δ−1/2
ε Bκζε(Bκ)X

δ−1/2
ε Yεf(H̆) +Ounf(X

2δ−2). (3.61b)

Using the Mourre estimate of the form discussed in the beginning of the proof and
factors of f̃(H̆) (the latter can be inserted for free to bound κ2B2), we can estimate
for κ > 0 sufficiently small

L5 ≥ Xδ
εX

−1/2θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)
(
d̃(λ0)−K

)
f(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)X

−1/2Xδ
ε

+Xδ
εX

−1/2θǫ(−Bκ)f(H̆)
(
d̃(λ0)−K

)
f(H̆)θǫ(−Bκ)X

−1/2Xδ
ε

− 4ǫ2f(H̆)Xδ
εX

−1/2
(
η′ǫ(Bκ) + η′ǫ(−Bκ)

)
X−1/2Xδ

εf(H̆) +Ounf(X
2δ−2).

We shall require that ǫ > 0 is so small that 8ǫ2 < d̃(λ0), implying d̃(λ0)− 4ǫ2 >

d̃(λ0)/2. We shall use (3.60a) with c̃ = d̃(λ0)
8δ

and any possibly smaller ǫ, henceforth
considered fixed. Now we fix a big m ∈ N such that (with this ǫ)

d̃(λ0)− 4ǫ2 − ‖K − χmKχm‖ ≥ d̃(λ0)/2,

and note that the contribution from the operator χmKχm is in Ounf(X
2δ−2).

Then we estimate

L5 ≥ 2−1d̃(λ0)f(H̆)Xδ
εX

−1/2
(
η′ǫ(Bκ) + η′ǫ(−Bκ)

)
X−1/2Xδ

εf(H̆) +Ounf(X
2δ−2)

≥ 4δc̃f(H̆)YεX
δ−1/2
ε

(
η′ǫ(Bκ) + η′ǫ(−Bκ)

)
Xδ−1/2
ε Yεf(H̆) +Ounf(X

2δ−2).

We conclude the following lower bound by combining this bound with (3.61b)
and by using (3.60a) and (3.60b),

L1 + L5 ≥ 2δǫf(H̆)YεX
δ−1/2
ε

(
ηǫ(Bκ) + ηǫ(−Bκ)

)
Xε

δ−1/2Yεf(H̆) +Ounf(X
2δ−2)

= 2δf(H̆)X2δ−1
ε Y 2

ε f(H̆) +Ounf(X
2δ−2).
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Whence we obtain from these arguments the uniform bound

‖Xδ−1/2
ε Yεφ‖2 = lim

n→∞
‖Xδ−1/2

ε Yεf(H̆)φn‖2 ≤ C‖Xδ−1φ‖2. (3.62)

By letting ε→ 0 in (3.62) it follows that φ ∈ L2
δ−1/2 ⊂ L2

−1/2.

II . We show that φ ∈ L2
∞ by a bootstrap argument. So suppose we have shown

that φ ∈ L2
(m−1)/2−1/2 for an m ∈ N. We did show this for m = 0 in Step I. Then

we come to the conclusion that φ ∈ L2
m/2−1/2 by repeating the previous procedure

using now the observable

P = Pε = f(H̆)Xm/2
ε ζǫ(Bk)X

m/2
ε f(H̆), ε > 0,

leading to the bound

‖YεXm/2−1/2
ε φ‖2 = lim

n→∞
‖YεXm/2−1/2

ε f(H̆)φn‖2 ≤ C‖X(m−1)/2−1/2φ‖2. (3.63)

By letting ε→ 0 we deduce that φ ∈ L2
m/2−1/2.

3.3.2 LAP bound

We show a Besov space limiting absorption principle bound, largely mimicking
[AIIS].

Theorem 3.13. Suppose λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H̆. Then there exist a neigh-
bourhood I ⊂ R of λ0 and C > 0 such that for all for z ∈ C \ R with Re z ∈ I and
all ψ ∈ B

‖R̆(z)ψ‖B∗ ≤ C‖ψ‖B. (3.64)

To prove this bound we shall use the following weight-functions parametrized by
ν ∈ N0 and defined on R+

Θ = Θν(r) = 1−
(
1 + r/2ν

)−1
.

Noting the formula for derivatives

Θ(k) = (−1)k−1k!2−kν
(
1 + r/2ν

)−1−k
; k ≥ 1,

we obtain the bounds

0 < Θ ≤ min{1, r/2ν},
0 < (−1)k−1Θ(k) ≤ k(−1)kr−1Θ(k−1) ≤ k!r−kΘ; k ≥ 2.

(3.65)

Below we will consider the composition Θ = Θν(rR) given in terms of the pa-
rameter R appearing in Proposition 3.3. In fact we shall apply Proposition 3.3 in
essentially the same way as done in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.12, in
particular for R = R0 only. Since λ0 /∈ σpp(H̆) we can now take K = 0 and therefore
replace 2d̃(λ0)−ǫ−K by d̃(λ0) in (3.13). More precisely we use the Mourre estimate
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(3.13) with ǫ = d̃(λ0)/2 > 0 and R = R0 ≥ 1 fixed sufficiently big. In agreement
with this assertion, κ0 > 0 is fixed too (small, in particular κ0 ≤ κ′0), and we can
freely use the estimate for κ ∈ (0, κ0], for a fixed (small) open neighbourhood U of
λ0 and in fact with K = 0, leaving us with the lower bound d̃(λ0) as claimed above.
By the virial theorem σpp(H̆)∩U = ∅. We fix a compact neighbourhood I ⊂ U of λ0
such that there are no nonzero generalized eigenfunctions of H̆ in B∗

0 at any point of
I, which is doable thanks to Theorem 3.12. As we will see this I works in Theorem
3.13. Choose a real-valued f ∈ C∞

c (U) such that f = 1 on a neighbourhood of I.
Below we use the notation B and B∗ for the Besov spaces given in terms of rR0

(rather than in terms of |x| as before), the latter written for short r = rR0 . Of
course the spaces B = B(r) and B(|x|) coincide and similarly for the adjoint spaces
(allowing us to change the meaning of the notation in (3.64)). We could use X for
multiplication by r as in the previous subsection, however we find it more convenient
to use the notation r only, even though mostly it will be the operator of multiplica-
tion by r. We will assign the notation Ounf(r

t) a different meaning (although very
related) than Ounf(X

t) used in the previous subsection. More precisely we introduce
the following terminology for families (Tν)ν∈N0 of operators on L2.

We say (Tν) ⊂ Oκ(X
t) is uniformly of κ-order t (for t ∈ R) if

∀κ ∈ (0, κ′0] ∀s ∈ R ∀k ∈ N0 :

sup
ν∈N0

‖rs−k−tadkBκ,R0
(Tν)r

−s‖+ sup
ν∈N0

2ν/2‖rs−k−t−1/2adkBκ,R0
(Tν)r

−s‖ <∞.

For the elements Tν in such a family (Tν) we write Tν = Ounf(r
t) and Tν ∈ Ounf(r

t).
Note that for example Θ1/2, considered as the composed function Θ

1/2
ν (r(·)), is

uniformly of κ-order 0, cf. (3.65). If Tν ∈ Ounf(r
t) and S is any of the opera-

tors listed in Lemma 3.9 (with R = R0), then (STν) and (TνS) are also uniformly
of κ-order t. More generally for any Tν ∈ Ounf(r

t) and S ∈ Oκ(X
s) the opera-

tors STν , TνS ∈ Ounf(r
s+t). Similarly, if Sν ∈ Ounf(r

s) and Tν ∈ Ounf(r
t) then

SνTν , TνSν ∈ Ounf(r
s+t).

Lemma 3.14. There exists C > 0 and such that for all z ∈ C \ R with Re z ∈ I
and for all ν ∈ N0 and ψ ∈ B

‖Θ′1/2φ‖2 ≤ C
(
‖φ‖B∗‖ψ‖B + ‖ψ‖2B + 2−ν/2‖r−3/4φ‖2

)
, (3.66a)

‖φ‖2B∗ ≤ C
(
‖ψ‖2B + ‖r−3/4φ‖2

)
; (3.66b)

here Θ = Θν(r(·)) and φ = R̆(z)ψ.

Proof. The bound (3.66b) follows from (3.66a) by taking supremum over ν ≥ 0. So
it suffices to show (3.66a).

We consider Pν = f(H̆)Θ1/2ζǫ(Bκ)Θ
1/2f(H̆), where Bκ and ζǫ are given as in the

previous subsection and f is the function introduced above. Note that Pν = Ounf(r
0).

As before we have the freedom to choose κ > 0 sufficiently small, and again also the
parameter ǫ > 0 will be fixed sufficiently small.
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Let θǫ =
√
η′ǫ. We compute using Lemma 3.10

〈i[H̆, Pν ]〉φ = 〈qDPν〉φ = 〈L1 + L5 +Ounf(r
−2)〉φ;

L1 = 2f(H̆) Re
(
(κ2B2 + 1) Θ′

Θ1/2Bκζǫ(Bκ)Θ
1/2
)
f(H̆),

r1/2Θ−1/2L5Θ
−1/2r1/2 = θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)

+ θǫ(−Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)θǫ(−Bκ)

− 2θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)

− 2θǫ(−Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)θǫ(−Bκ).

Noting the essential positivity of the term containing the factor κ2B2 we obtain
after symmetrizing

L1 ≥ 2f(H̆)Θ′1/2Bκζε(Bκ)Θ
′1/2f(H̆) +Ounf(r

−2). (3.67)

Using the Mourre estimate of the form discussed in the beginning of the proof and
factors of f̃(H̆) (the latter can be inserted for free to bound κ2B2), we can estimate
for κ > 0 sufficiently small

L5 ≥ (d̃(λ0)− 4ǫ2)f(H̆)Θ1/2r−1/2
(
η′ǫ(Bκ) + η′ǫ(−Bκ)

)
r−1/2Θ1/2f(H̆) +Ounf(r

−2).

We shall require that ǫ > 0 is so small that 8ǫ2 < d̃(λ0), implying d̃(λ0) −
4ǫ2 ≥ d̃(λ0)/2. We shall use (3.60a) with c̃ = d̃(λ0)/4 and any possibly smaller ǫ,
henceforth considered fixed. Thus by combining the above bound with (3.67) and
using the bound rΘ′ ≤ Θ we finally obtain the following lower bound

L1 + L5 ≥ ǫf(H̆)Θ′1/2(ηǫ(Bκ) + ηǫ(−Bκ)
)
Θ′1/2f(H̆) +Ounf(r

−2)

= f(H̆)Θ′f(H̆) +Ounf(r
−2).

Note also the trivial bound 〈Θ′〉(1−f(H̆))φ ≤ C‖ψ‖2B (using that Re z ∈ I) leading
finally to the bound

‖Θ′1/2φ‖2 ≤ 2〈i[H̆, Pν]〉φ + C
(
2−ν/2‖r−3/4φ‖2 + ‖ψ‖2B

)
. (3.68)

On the other hand

〈i[H̆, Pν ]〉φ = i〈ψ, Pνφ〉 − i〈Pνφ, ψ〉+ 2(Im z)〈Pν〉φ
≤ 2‖Pν‖L(B)‖ψ‖B‖φ‖B∗ + 2‖Pν‖|Im 〈H̆ − z〉φ|
≤ 2(‖Pν‖L(B) + ‖Pν‖)‖ψ‖B‖φ‖B∗

≤ C‖φ‖B∗‖ψ‖B.

(3.69)

The combination of (3.68) and (3.69) yields (3.66a).

Proof of Theorem 3.13. Let I be given as in Lemma 3.14. Suppose by contradiction
that zn → λ′0 ∈ I, ‖ψn‖B → 0 and ‖φn‖B∗ = 1 where φn = R̆(zn)ψn (here B and
B∗ are defined in terms of r = rR0). Fix s ∈ (1/2, 3/4). We can assume that there
exists w⋆-limn→∞ φn =: φ ∈ L2

−s. By local compactness and an energy estimate we
easily see (using the notation (1.29) and χm = χm(r)) that

∀m ∈ N : lim
n→∞

χmφn = χmφ in H1.
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Moreover by (3.66a)

∃C > 0 ∀m ∈ N ∀ν ∈ N0 : ‖Θ′1/2χmφ‖2 = lim
n→∞

‖Θ′1/2χmφn‖2 ≤ C2−ν/2.

From this bound we learn that φ ∈ B∗
0, and since also (H̆ − λ′0)φ = 0 we

obtain that φ = 0 (cf. Theorem 3.12). By local compactness it then follows that
limn→∞ φn = φ = 0 in L2

−3/4, and by (3.66b) we then deduce that limn→∞‖φn‖2B∗ = 0

contradicting the assumption that ‖φn‖B∗ = 1 for all n.

3.3.3 Microlocal bounds and LAP

We prove microlocal bounds of the resolvent R̆(z), largely mimicking [GIS] and
[AIIS]. As in [GIS] we then obtain similar bounds of powers of the resolvent, and
this implies LAP (the limiting absorption principle) for H̆ near λ0.

We assume λ0 /∈ σpp(H̆). Since we are not going to need the sharpest version of
these microlocal bounds which use the optimal constant in Proposition 3.3 we will
simplify the presentation and proceed exactly as in the beginning of the previous
subsection, not to be repeated. (The sharper version is given by replacing the
constant d̃(λ0)/2 in Lemma 3.15 by any positive number less than d̃(λ0).) With
the given neighbourhood I ∋ λ0 we define I± = {z| Re z ∈ I, ± Im z > 0} and
IC = I+ ∪ I−.

We start by showing a version of the first step of an induction procedure of
[GIS], cf. [AIIS]. Let for all σ > 0 the notation Gσ− and Gσ+ signify the classes of real
functions g ∈ C∞(R) with support in (−∞, σ) and (−σ,∞), respectively.

Lemma 3.15. Under the above conditions let σ̃ > 0 be given by σ̃2 = d̃(λ0)/2 and
let σ ∈ (0, σ̃). There exists κ̌0 ∈ (0, κ0] such that the following bounds hold for any
χ(±· < σ) ∈ Gσ± and t ∈ (0, 1/2).

∀κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] ∃C > 0 ∀z ∈ I± : ‖χ(±Bκ < σ)R̆(z)‖L(L2
1−t,L

2
−t)

≤ C. (3.70)

Proof. Let t ∈ (0, 1/2) and δ = 1/2 − t. Let z ∈ I+, ψ ∈ L2
1−t and φ = R̆(z)ψ (we

only consider I+). We introduce for ǫ > 0 (and with R = R0) the following operator
P of κ-order 2δ,

P = f(H̆)Xδgǫ(Bκ)X
δf(H̆); gǫ(b) = −(σ + 2ǫ− b)2δη2ǫ (σ − b). (3.71)

We compute

1
2
(σ + 2ǫ− b)2tg′ǫ(b) = δη2ǫ (σ − b) + (σ + 2ǫ− b)(ηǫη

′
ǫ)(σ − b), (3.72)

and noting that g′ǫ ≥ 0 and (g′ǫ)
1/2 ∈ C∞ we see that all of Lemma 3.10 applies.

Letting θǫ =
√
g′ǫ we read off

〈i[H̆, P ]〉φ = 〈qDP 〉φ = 〈L1 + L5 +Oκ(X
2δ−2)〉φ;

L1 = 4δf(H̆) Re
(
(κ2B2 + 1))Xδ−1Bκg(Bκ)X

δ
)
f(H̆),

X tL5X
t = θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)i[H̆, Aκ]f(H̆)θǫ(Bκ)

− 2θǫ(Bκ)f(H̆)(κ2B2 + 1)B2
κf(H̆)θǫ(Bκ).
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Letting T = (σ + 2ǫ− Bκ)
−tηǫ(σ − Bκ)X

−tf(H̆) we can estimate

L1 ≥ 4δf(H̆)X−tBκg(Bκ)X
−tf(H̆) +Oκ(X

2δ−2)

≥ 4δT ∗(B2
κ − (σ + ǫ)(σ + 2ǫ)

)
T +Oκ(X

2δ−2).

To bound L5 we first fix κ̌0 ∈ (0, κ0] such with C ′ = ‖f̃(H̆)B4f̃(H̆)‖ and with
an arbitrary sufficiently small ǫ′ > 0, the constant

c′ = d̃(λ0)− 2(σ + ǫ′)(σ + 2ǫ′)− 2κ̌20C
′ is positive. (3.73)

Then for all κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] and ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′] the second term on the right-hand side of
(3.72) contributes by a non-negative term and we obtain

L5 ≥ X−tf(H̆)
(
d̃(λ0)− 2κ2C ′ − 2B2

κ

)
g′(Bκ)f(H̆)X−t +Oκ(X

2δ−2)

≥ 2δT ∗(d̃(λ0)− 2κ2C ′ − 2B2
κ

)
T +Oκ(X

2δ−2).

Observing the cancellation of the terms containing B2
κ these bounds lead to the

lower bounds

qDP ≥ 2δT ∗(− 2(σ + ǫ)(σ + 2ǫ) + d̃(λ0)− 2κ2C ′)T +Oκ(X
2δ−2)

≥ 2δc′T ∗T +Oκ(X
2δ−2); κ ∈ (0, κ̌0], ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′].

(3.74)

Next, introducing S = ηǫ(σ−Bκ)X
−t and using the fact that Bκ is bounded we

obtain

‖Sf(H̆)φ‖ ≤ C1‖Tφ‖.

Using the notation ‖ · ‖s = ‖ · ‖L2
s

we also note that

‖S(1− f(H̆)φ‖ ≤ C2‖ψ‖δ−1/2.

We conclude that

‖Sφ‖2 ≤ C3

(
‖Tφ‖2 + ‖ψ‖2δ−1/2

)
.

By combining this bound with (3.74) we obtain

c‖Sφ‖2 ≤ 〈qDP 〉φ + C4

(
‖φ‖2δ−1 + ‖ψ‖2δ−1/2

)
; c = 2δc′/C3.

On the other hand for any ε > 0

〈qDP 〉φ = i〈ψ, Pφ〉 − i〈Pφ, ψ〉+ 2(Im z)〈P 〉φ
≤C
(
‖Sφ‖+ ‖φ‖δ−3/2

)
‖ψ‖δ+1/2

≤Cε
(
‖Sφ‖2 + ‖φ‖2δ−3/2

)
+ Cε−1‖ψ‖2δ+1/2.

We choose ε = c/(2C), yielding

c
2
‖Sφ‖2 ≤ C5

(
‖φ‖2δ−1 + ‖ψ‖2δ+1/2

)
.
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Finally we invoke Theorem 3.13 and conclude (after a commutation) that for all
κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] and ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′]

‖ηǫ(σ −Bκ)φ‖2δ−1/2 ≤ C6‖ψ‖2δ+1/2. (3.75)

This finishes the proof since for any given function χ = χ(· < σ), we can write
χ = ǫχηǫ(σ − ·) for a small enough ǫ and then for any κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] bound

‖χ(Bκ < σ)φ‖δ−1/2 ≤ C7‖ηǫ(σ − Bκ)φ‖δ−1/2 ≤ C8‖ψ‖δ+1/2.

Proposition 3.16. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.15 the same assertion holds
for arbitrary t < 1/2 (i.e. the constraint t > 0 of the lemma is removed).

Proof. Let Jm = 1
4

(
[2, 3) − m

)
; m ∈ N. We saw in the previous proof that κ̌0 =

κ̌0(σ) ∈ (0, κ0] chosen in agreement with (3.73) works for any given σ ∈ (0, σ̃), and
in particular we obtained (3.70) with t ∈ J1. We fix κ̌0 = κ̌0(σ) this way along with
the other positive constant ǫ′ = ǫ′(σ) of (3.73) and proceed to show by induction
the assertion q(m):

∀σ ∈ (0, σ̃) ∀t ∈ Jm ∀g ∈ Gσ± ∀κ ∈ (0, κ̌0(σ)] :

sup
z∈I±

‖g(Bκ)R̆(z)‖L(L2
1−t,L

2
−t)

<∞.

Since we have shown q(1) we can assume q(m− 1) for a given m ≥ 2 is known, and
then it remains to verify q(m).

Let t ∈ Jm and κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] be given, and introduce again δ = 1/2 − t. Let
z ∈ I+, ψ ∈ L2

1−t and φ = R̆(z)ψ (we consider only I+). We consider again (3.71)
for ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ′]. It suffices to show (3.75) for any such ǫ by the argument at the end
of the proof of Lemma 3.15. For that we use the same scheme of proof as before,
however since now possibly δ− 1 ≥ −1/2 we can not use Theorem 3.13 in the same
way. Rather we need to combine the commutator expansion formula (3.55) with
Lemma 3.10 which will allow us to use the induction hypothesis in combination
with Theorem 3.13. This is already discussed in Remark 3.11.

First we look at the contribution to qDP from L′
1 − L1 ∈ Oκ(X

2δ−2) of (3.56),
i.e. we look at

Q2δ−2 = f(H̆) Re
(
Oκ(X

δ−2)gǫ(Bκ)X
δ
)
f(H̆).

By commutator expansion we see that with ǧǫ = ηǫ(σ + 2ǫ− ·)
Q2δ−2 = ǧǫ(Bκ)Q2δ−2ǧǫ(Bκ) +Oκ(X

−2)

= ǧǫ(Bκ)X
−t−1/2Oκ(X

0)X−t−1/2ǧǫ(Bκ) +Oκ(X
−2).

(3.76)

Whence the induction hypothesis combined with Theorem 3.13 works upon taking
ǫ > 0 sufficiently small.

Next we look at the contribution to qDP from L′
2 − L5 ∈ Oκ(X

2δ−2). As in the
proof of Lemma 3.10 we split

L′
2 − L5 = (L′

2 − L2)− (L3 − L2)− (L4 − L3)− (L5 − L4) =
4∑

j=1

Tj ∈ Oκ(X
2δ−2).
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By (3.58) the term T1 can be represented as Q2δ−2 in (3.76), so we can argue in the
same way for this term. By inspection of the proof of Lemma 3.10 we see that there
are similar expansions for Tj ∈ Oκ(X

2δ−2), j = 2, 3, 4, which allows us to treat these
terms in the same way.

Finally using the auxiliary operators S and T of the proof of Lemma 3.15 we
can mimic the last part of the proof using again the localization argument above
to treat lower order terms, in particular various terms in Oκ(X

2δ−2). We obtain
q(m).

By the same method we can prove a two-sided estimate.

Proposition 3.17. Let σ̃ > 0 be given by σ̃2 = d̃(λ0)/2 and let σ ∈ (0, σ̃). There
exists κ̌0 > 0 such that the following bounds hold for any s > 0 and for any pair
g± ∈ Gσ± such that sup supp g− < inf supp g+.

∀κ ∈ (0, κ̌0] ∃C > 0 ∀z ∈ I+ : ‖g−(Bκ)R̆(z)g+(Bκ)‖L(L2
−s,L

2
s)
≤ C. (3.77)

As in [GIS] the assertions Theorem 3.13 and Propositions 3.16 and 3.17 combine
algebraically yielding bounds (including microlocal ones) of powers of the resolvent.
In particular the following bounds follow, which in turn implies LAP.

Theorem 3.18. Suppose λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H̆. Then

∀k ∈ N ∀s < 1/2 ∃C > 0 ∀z ∈ IC : ‖R̆(z)k‖L(L2
k−s,L

2
s−k)

≤ C. (3.78)

In particular for any t > 1/2 the limits R̆(λ ± i0) = limǫ→0+ R̆(λ ± iǫ) exist in
L(L2

t , L
2
−t) uniformly in λ ∈ I. Moreover there exists the strong weak-star limits

s-w⋆-lim
ǫ→0+

R̆(λ± iǫ) = R̆(λ± i0) ∈ L(B,B∗); λ ∈ I. (3.79)

We will need the following application, see (4.37c).

Corollary 3.19. Suppose λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H̆, s > 1/2 and that f ∈ L2
s is

given such that R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f . Then

R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f ∈ L2
s−1. (3.80)

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.16 and Theorem 3.18 by using a suit-
able decomposition 1 = g−(Bκ) + g+(Bκ), g± ∈ Gσ±.

Remark 3.20. In the multiple case, here discussed with the assumptions of Sec-
tion 2.3 only (in particular with (2.24) imposed), we need the analogues of (3.79)
and Corollary 3.19, cf. (4.37a)–(4.37c). We argue by commenting on the neces-
sary modifications that the same methods of proof work with a minimum of extra
complication.

First note that the operator K̆ of (3.1a) needs to be replaced K̆ = K1−K2 with
K1 and K2 given by (2.35b). To simplify the form of this operator K̆ we introduce
the notation

L−∞,∞ = ∩r,t∈R L
(
L2
r(X), L2

t (X)
)
. (3.81)
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Now using (2.32), Lemmas 2.6 and 2.9 as in the proof of Lemma 2.10 we see that

K̆ − K̆1 − K̆2 ∈ L−∞,∞;

K̆j = ΠjIj + IjΠj −ΠjIjΠj , j = 1, 2.
(3.82)

Note for example that

Π−Π1 −Π2 ∈ (1−∆)−1L2
−∞,∞ ⊂ L2

−∞,∞.

Using (3.82) we can prove Proposition 3.3 by mimicking the proof for the non-
multiple case. In the first step of the proof of Lemma 3.7 we have the given properties
for aj and Πj, j = 1, 2, rather than for a0 and Π. This is all we need to repeat the
proof. In Lemma 3.9 we need a similar replacement (in particular the polynomial
factors in P1ΠjP2 are polynomials in quantities defined for aj rather than for a0). In
the proof of Lemma 3.9 we can obviously add the class of operators in the intersection
of all operators of finite κ-order to the classes B̆k. Note that L−∞,∞ is included in
this way, and we can repeat the proof. The applications of Subsection 3.2.1 and the
present section are the same as before.

Remarks 3.21. 1) We discuss the extension to the case λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′). We shall

use Section 2.4 and Remark 3.20. Note that λ0 /∈ σpp(H
′′) and that Theorem

3.12 implies that the L2-eigenfunctions of H ′ at λ0 are in L2
∞ (note also that

the dimension of the corresponding eigenspace is finite, cf. Proposition 3.3).
Under the assumptions of Section 2.4 the ’extra term’ λ0|ψ〉〈ψ| of (2.59a)
and (2.60b) is consequently in L−∞,∞. We can therefore prove Proposition
3.3 with the operator H̆ of Section 2.4 (cf. Remark 3.20) and obtain the
corresponding resolvent bounds of R̆ from Subsections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. In
particular Corollary 3.19 also holds for the operators H̆ and R̆ of Section 2.4
in the case λ0 ∈ σpp(H

′).

2) We shall in Chapter 5 use variations of this construction. These are given by
applying the theory of the present chapter to H replaced by Hσ := H − σΠH ,
σ > 0 small, where ΠH is the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of
H corresponding to λ0 (assuming that λ0 is an eigenvalue). In the context of
Chapter 5 this projection has finite rank, and if all L2-eigenfunctions are in
L2
∞ the results of the present chapter generalize easily. However we do not

have this good decay of the eigenfunctions for the cases considered in Chapter
5. Assuming ‘sufficient decay’, see for example (5.159) and (3.82), the results
of the present chapter applies to some degree (sufficiently well for Chapter
5). In particular, to be concrete, there is the following version of (parts of)
Theorem 3.18 and Corollary 3.19. Suppose

ranΠH ⊂ H2
t for some t ∈ (1, 3/2), (3.83)

and suppose λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H̆σ and that f ∈ L2
s for some s ∈

(1/2, t− 1/2). Then there exist limits R̆σ(λ0 + i0)f, R̆σ(λ0 − i0)f ∈ L2
(−1/2)− .

If in addition R̆σ(λ0 + i0)f = R̆σ(λ0 − i0)f , then

R̆σ(λ0 + i0)f = R̆σ(λ0 − i0)f ∈ L2
s−1. (3.84)
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These results follow by straightforward modifications of the previous proofs.
Note that all terms in the calculus involving the perturbation −σΠH are re-
garded as ‘errors’, in fact we can use Lemma 3.10 and freely interchange f(H̆)
and f̌(H̆) by f(H̆σ) and f̌(H̆σ), respectively, and similarly for the Mourre es-
timate Proposition 3.3. To obtain (3.84) under the given hypothesis and given
limitations on s and t we need Lemma 3.15 for R̆σ, and the interested reader
may check that the errors from the indicated substitutions are harmless when
mimicking the proof of the lemma.

In Section 5.3 a version of (3.84) is needed, but only for a s arbitrarily close
1/2.

Remark 3.22. The case when (2.24) fails was discussed in Section 2.5. One can
then obtain the same results as the ones of Remarks 3.20 and 3.21 (depending on
whether λ0 is an eigenvalue of H ′ or not, respectively). Using Subsection 2.5.1 we
can again invoke the formulas (2.35b) and (2.60b) for H̆ (in the respectively cases)
and in fact argue as before, obtaining the results.





Chapter 4

Rellich type theorems

We investigate the structure of eigenfunctions and resonances states at a two-cluster
threshold under Condition 1.5 and (relevant part of) Condition 1.6. This structure
depends strongly on decay properties of effective potentials. In Section 4.1 we treat
the lowest threshold case which allows for somewhat stronger assertions than above
this threshold. In Section 4.2 we study the latter case which demands a more
careful examination of the ’eigentransform’ of Remark 2.3. In Section 4.3 we study
the physical models from Sections 1.2 and 1.3 by applying previously discussed
methods, in particular we shall apply most of Section 4.2.

We are going to treat the multiple two-cluster case in detail using for the lowest
threshold Proposition 2.12. The non-multiple two-cluster case can be treated sim-
ilarly, it is notationally simpler of course, and we do not pay special attention to
this case. The non-simple cases can be treated similarly. Only in Section 4.3 we do
a complete study covering all cases, however for the physical models only.

Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (used in Section 4.2 without the lowest
threshold condition) it is convenient to consider operators as quadratic forms defined
on the first order Sobolev spaces, cf. Remark 2.13. For k, s ∈ R, let Hk

s denote the
weighted Sobolev space of order k with position-space weight 〈x〉s (as defined in
Subsection 1.4.1) and

Hk,l
s,t = Hk

s (X1)⊕H l
t(X2), Hk

s = Hk,k
s,s , Hk = Hk

0 , Hs = H0
s, H = H0

0,

Hk
∞ = ∩s∈RHk

s , Hk
−∞ = ∪s∈RHk

s , Hk
s+ = ∪t>sHk

t , Hk
s− = ∩t<sHk

t .
(4.1)

We may write the operator EH(λ0) of Proposition 2.12 as

EH(λ0) = −(p21 +W1)⊕ (p22 +W2)− V. (4.2)

This is for the lowest threshold only, and the operator V is a non-local symmetric po-
tential of order O(|x|−2−2ρ), see Proposition 2.12 and Remark 2.13. A modification
of (4.2) for higher thresholds will be discussed in Section 4.2, and the ’exceptional
cases’ of Sections 2.4 and 2.5 will be discussed in Remarks 4.9 and 4.16. We will
shortly introduce a slightly different decomposition (with corresponding different
notation).

4.1 The case λ0 = Σ2

For ρ < 2 there are no results for the one-body problem in general. Thus for example
it is not known if zero can be an eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity. However if either

67
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the potential is negative or positive at infinity like −|x|−ρ or |x|−ρ, respectively,
then it is known that zero is at most an eigenvalue of finite multiplicity (in fact it is
not an eigenvalue in the negative case). In this section we impose the conditions of
Proposition 2.12. In Subsections 4.1.2 and 4.1.3 we are going to use the proposition
under additional sign conditions on the effective potentials W1 and W2. In Subsec-
tion 4.1.4 the effective potentials are assumed to be homogeneous of degree −2 to
leading order, which is a border line case with a rich structure. The case λ0 > Σ2

is divided into similar cases, to be treated in Section 4.2. In both cases we need
extensions of Remark 2.3, to be treated in Subsections 4.1.1 and 4.2.1, respectively.

4.1.1 Extended eigentransform for λ0 = Σ2

Recall from Remark 2.3 the eigentransform and the corresponding inversion formula:

f = T ∗u and u = E+(λ0)f = Sf − R̆(λ0)Π
′HSf. (4.3)

We can apply these relations to L2-eigenfunctions as well as to generalized eigen-
functions. In this extended sense the following result holds.

Lemma 4.1. For any s ∈ R the relations (4.3) obey

u ∈ H1
s (= H1

s (X)) and (H − λ0)u = 0 ⇔ f ∈ H1
s and EH(λ0)f = 0. (4.4)

Proof. Let s ∈ R be given. First we extend the boundedness result (2.56), now
claiming that

R̆(z)Π′ ∈ L(L2
s, H

2
s ) ⊂ L(L2

s, H
1
s ) (in particular for z = λ0).

Noting that 〈x〉s(−∆ − H̆)〈x〉−s is ǫ-bounded relatively to −∆ the result follows
by a standard computation using (2.56). By (2.31b), Lemmas 2.6, 2.9 2) and the
polynomial decay of the threshold bound states it then follows that

S∗, T ∗ ∈ L(H1
s ,H1

s) and
(
1− R̆(λ0)Π

′H
)
S ∈ L(H1

s, H
1
s ). (4.5)

In particular (4.4) holds.

The above proof is rather simple due to the fact that λ0 /∈ σ(H ′). In Subsection
4.2.1 we derive a rather detailed version of the lemma when λ0 > Σ2. In this
case the eigentransform and the corresponding inversion formula need a more subtle
treatment. Moreover we remark that by ellipticity of the equation on the left-hand
side of (4.4) we can replace the requirement u ∈ H1

s by u ∈ L2
s or u ∈ H2

s without
changing the content of this side of (4.4). A similar comment is due for the right-
hand side of (4.4), cf. the last part of Remark 2.13.

4.1.2 Negative slowly decaying effective potentials

Suppose ρ < 2 and that Ij(xj) = Ij(x)xj=0, j = 1, 2, fulfill the following condition,
cf. [FS]:

∃R ≥ 0 ∃ǫ > 0 ∀y ∈ Xj with |y| ≥ R :

Ij(y) ≤ −ǫ〈y〉−ρ and − 2Ij(y)− y · ∇Ij(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ. (4.6)
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We can for each j write the potential Wj(xj) = Ŵj(xj) + Bj(xj), where Bj is
polynomially decreasing and Ŵj is smooth with ∂αy Ŵj = O(〈y〉−ρ−|α|) and fulfills

∃ǫ > 0 ∀y ∈ Xj :

Ŵj(y) ≤ −ǫ〈y〉−ρ and − 2Ŵj(y)− y · ∇Ŵj(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ.
(4.7)

To see this we split each Vb in the definition of Ij as Vb = V
(1)
b + V

(2)
b , where the

second term is compactly supported. We note that 〈V (2)
b 〉ϕj

(xj) = 〈ϕj , V (2)
b (· +

xj)ϕj〉j is polynomially decreasing. This can be proven in the same way as we
proved (2.22). It remains to consider the contribution from V

(1)
b . Now the potential

A(xj) = 〈V (1)
b 〉ϕj

(xj) − V
(1)
b (xj) is C∞. We note that A(y) = O(〈y〉−ρ−1) follows

in the same way as we proved (2.21a). In a similar fashion one checks that also
y ·∇A(y) = O(〈y〉−ρ−1), and due to these properties we are lead to consider V (1)

b (xj),
or rather I(1)j (xj) =

∑
b V

(1)
b (xj). Since we know the property (4.6) for this sum we

conclude a similar property for
∑

b〈V
(1)
b 〉ϕj

, and we can add a suitable compactly
supported potential to have the bounds fulfilled for R = 0 (and some ǫ > 0), cf.
[FS]. This leads to a Ŵj fulfilling (4.7).

For convenience we use below the notation wj for the potential Ŵj . Introducing
the operators hj = p2j + wj , j = 1, 2 we write (4.2) as

−EH(λ0) = h1 ⊕ h2 + v. (4.8)

Note that v−V is polynomially decreasing. The operators h1 and h2 have a number
of microlocal properties as stated in [FS, Theorems 4.1 and 4.2]. In particular there
is a limiting absorption principle at zero: Let s0 = 1

2
+ ρ

4
. Then for any s > s0 there

exist the norm-limits

rj(0± i0) = lim
ǫ→0+

rj(±iǫ) ∈ L(H−1
s (Xj), H

1
−s(Xj)),

where rj(z) = (hj − z)−1. Moreover it is known from [Sk4] that

rj(0± i0) ∈ L(Bs0,B∗
s0), (4.9a)

stated in terms of the Besov spaces introduced in Subsection 1.4.1. We are going to
use yet another property.

Suppose rj(0 + i0)f = rj(0− i0)f for a given f ∈ L2
t for some t > s0, then

rj(0 + i0)f = rj(0− i0)f ∈ L2
s for any s < t− 2s0,

cf. [FS, Theorems 4.1 (ii) and (iii)]. In fact one can strenghten the proof in [FS]
and obtain the following statement:

Suppose rj(0 + i0)f = rj(0− i0)f for a given f ∈ L2
t for some t > s0, then

rj(0 + i0)f = rj(0− i0)f ∈ L2
t−2s0

. (4.9b)

This statement is similar to Corollary 3.19, and it can be proved by improved
versions of some resolvent bounds from [FS] which are one-body threshold analogues
of the bounds of Proposition 3.16.
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Theorem 4.2. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.6) for j = 1, 2,

dimker(H − λ0) <∞.

If φ ∈ B∗
s0,0(X) solves the distributional equation (H − λ0)φ = 0, then φ ∈ L2

∞(X).

Proof. I . By Remarks 2.3 and 2.13

dimker(H − λ0) = dimkerEH(λ0).

Note that we have chosen the form interpretation of the appearing operators in
agreement with Remark 2.13, but that the operator interpretation of Remark 2.3
amount to the same spaces, cf. Remark 2.13. Let R±

diag = r1(0 ± i0) ⊕ (r2(0 ± i0)

and suppose f ∈ kerEH(λ0). We write the equations R±
diagEH(λ0)f = 0 as

(1 +K±)f = 0, K± = R±
diagv, (4.10)

where 1f arises by writing f = (f1, f2) ∈ H1 and using (to be shown below) that

rj(0± i0)hjfj = fj . (4.11)

We note that

K± ∈ C(H1
−s) for s ∈ (s0, 2ρ+ 2− s0). (4.12)

Since K± is compact (on any such space) it follows from Fredholm theory that
dimkerEH(λ0) <∞.

II . We prove the following more general version of (4.11): Suppose fj ∈ B∗
s0,0

(Xj)
and that the distribution hjfj ∈ Bs0(Xj), then (4.11) holds and the function fj ∈
H1

−s for any s > s0 (for the problem above hjfj ∈ L2
s(Xj) ⊂ Bs0(Xj) for any s as

in (4.12)). To see this we let χR(x) = χ(|x|/R), R ≥ 1, be given in agreement with
(1.29). We consider χR as a multiplication operator on Xj. Now rj(0± i0)hjχRfj =
χRfj for all R > 1. On the other hand

hjχRfj = χRhjfj − (∆χR)fj − 2(∇χR) · ∇fj .

For the last term

R2‖(∇χR) · ∇fj‖2L2(Xj)

≤ C1〈p2〉χ2Rχ̄R/2fj

≤ C2

(
Re〈χ2

2Rχ̄
2
R/2fj , hjfj〉+R−ρ‖χ4Rfj‖2

)

= C2

(
O(R0) +R−ρo(R2s0)

)

= o(R1−ρ/2),

(4.13)

yielding

lim
R→∞

Rs0‖(∇χR) · ∇fj‖L2(Xj) = 0.
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For the middle term

Rs0‖(∆χR)fj‖L2(Xj) ≤ CR2s0−2
(
R−s0‖χ2Rfj‖L2(Xj)

)
,

yielding

lim
R→∞

Rs0‖(∆χR)fj‖L2(Xj) = 0.

These computations lead to

fj = w⋆-lim
R→∞

χRfj = w⋆-lim
R→∞

rj(0± i0)hjχRfj = rj(0± i0)hjfj in B∗
s0
(Xj),

and therefore (4.11) holds for fj ∈ B∗
s0,0

(Xj) obeying hjfj ∈ Bs0(Xj).

III . Using again the ’eigentransform’ of Remark 2.3 it is readily seen that any
φ ∈ B∗

s0,0(X) solving the distributional equation (H − λ0)φ = 0 corresponds to a
(distributional) solution f = (f1, f2), EH(λ0)f = 0 with fj ∈ B∗

s0,0
(Xj) obeying

hjfj ∈ Bs0(Xj), cf. Lemma 4.1. By the previous steps we then conclude that (4.10)
is fulfilled. In particular K+f = K−f . Conversely using that v is symmetric we
obtain that

0 = Im〈f, vf〉 = − Im〈R+
diagvf, vf〉 (4.14)

for any solution to (1 +K+)f = 0, where f = (f1, f2) obeys fj ∈ B∗
s0
(Xj), j = 1, 2.

Whence also (1 +K−)f = 0 for any such f . (Similarly a solution to (1 +K−)f = 0
is also a solution to (I + K+)f = 0.) Moreover EH(λ0)f = 0 in the distributional
sense. If (1 + K+)f = 0 and (1 +K−)f = 0 where f = (f1, f2) and fj ∈ B∗

s0
(Xj)

better decay is obtained by invoking (4.9b). Explicitly we may fix s as in (4.12) and
starting with the input f ∈ H0

−s conclude that f ∈ H0
−s+2κ, where κ = ρ + 1 − s0.

By iterating this argument we conclude that fj ∈ L2
∞(Xj). Next, by the ‘inversion

formula’ of Remark 2.3 any such f corresponds to a

φ ∈ ker(H − λ0) ∩ L2
∞(X),

see Lemma 4.1. In particular, cf. the remark at the beginning of the paragraph,
this is valid for any φ ∈ B∗

s0,0
(X) solving (H − λ0)φ = 0.

4.1.3 Positive slowly decaying effective potentials

Suppose ρ < 2 and that Ij(xj) = Ij(x)|xj=0, j = 1, 2, fulfill the following condition:

∃R ≥ 0 ∃ǫ > 0 ∃ρ̄ ∈ [ρ, 2
3
(1 + ρ)) ∀y ∈ Xj with |y| ≥ R :

Ij(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ̄. (4.15)

We write for each j the potential Wj(xj) = Ŵj(xj) + Bj(xj), where Bj is poly-
nomially decreasing and Ŵj is smooth with ∂αy Ŵj = O(〈y〉−ρ−|α|) and fulfills

∃ǫ > 0 ∃ρ̄ ∈ [ρ, 2
3
(1 + ρ)) ∀y ∈ Xj : Ŵj(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ̄. (4.16)
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This is seen by arguments as in Subsection 4.1.2 (using that ρ̄ < 1 + ρ). Again we
shall use the notation wj for the potential Ŵj , introduce the operators hj = p2j +wj,
j = 1, 2 and write (4.2) as (4.8).

We introduce the symbols sj = sj(y, ξ) = (ξ2j + wj(y))
−1. Note that sj belongs

to the Hörmander class S
(
〈y〉ρ̄〈ξ〉−2, g

)
, where the metric is given by

g(v) = 〈y〉2(ρ̄−ρ−1) v2y + 〈y〉ρ̄ v2ξ , v = (vy, vξ),

and note that the corresponding Weyl calculus has ‘Planck constant’ of size

〈y〉(ρ̄−ρ−1)〈y〉ρ̄/2 = 〈y〉−t; t = 1 + ρ− 3ρ̄/2.

Next we may construct a parametrix to infinite order for hj = Opw(ξ2j + wj(y))
following a standard procedure. However for the theorem below we only need the
first step which amounts to letting the parametrix be given by r0j = Opw(sj). We
compute r0jhj = 1 + Aj for some Aj = Opw(aj) with aj ∈ S(〈y〉−t〈ξ〉−1, g).

Theorem 4.3. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.15) for j = 1, 2,

dimker(H − λ0) <∞.

If φ ∈ L2
−∞(X) (or alternatively φ ∈ H1

−∞(X)) solves the distributional equation
(H − λ0)φ = 0, then φ ∈ L2

∞(X).

Proof. I . By Remark 2.3

dimker(H − λ0) = dimkerEH(λ0).

Suppose (H − λ0)φ = 0 for φ ∈ H1
s (X) for some s ∈ R (possibly nonzero). Due to

Lemma 4.1 the eigentransform f = T ∗φ ∈ H1
s and EH(λ0)f = 0. Let R = r01 ⊕ r02

and A = A1 ⊕A2. Then we write the equation REH(λ0)f = 0 for any f ∈ L2
s as

(1 + A+K)f = 0, K = Rv, (4.17)

where we use (4.8) and that for the components of f = (f1, f2)

r0j (0)hjfj = (1 + Aj)fj.

We note that A+K ∈ C(H1
s). It then follows from Fredholm theory that f belongs

to a finite-dimensional subspace of H1
s . This dimension is an upper bound of the

dimension of the set of functions φ ∈ H1
s (X) solving (H − λ0)φ = 0 (seen by the

inversion formula). In particular the latter space is finite-dimensional. The first
statement of the theorem follows by this argument for s = 0.

II . By an iteration procedure using (4.17), cf. the proof of Theorem 4.2, it follows
that any (zero-energy) generalized eigenfunction f ∈ H1

−∞ must belong to H1
∞. Note

that we can deduce that f ∈ H1
s+t given that f ∈ H1

s+(k−1)t, where t = 1+ ρ− 3ρ̄/2.
Since there is no limit on k(∈ N) used for this argument, indeed this conclusion comes
out by iteration. Consequently, thanks to Lemma 4.1, the generalized eigenfunctions
of H at λ0 in H1

−∞(X) are all in L2
∞(X).
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The equation (4.17) might have ‘spurious’ solutions, i.e. solutions not corre-
sponding to eigenfunctions of H . We can cure this ‘deficiency’ by showing that
the exact inverse h−1

j , j = 1, 2, in fact is a pseudodifferential operator. We do this
below. In particular h−1

j has nice commutation proporties with power-type weights
in the configuration space. Such properties were proved by Yafaev [Ya2], and we
are in fact going to use [Ya2]. More precisely we are going to use the assertion

∀a, b ≥ 0, a− b ≥ ρ̄ : B = s-lim
ǫ→0+

〈y〉−a(hj + ǫ)−1〈y〉b exists. (4.18)

Here we note that Bǫ = 〈y〉−a(hj+ǫ)−1〈y〉b is bounded uniformly in small positive ǫ,
which follows by keeping track of constants in the proof of [Ya2, Theorem 1]. Since
limǫ→0+ Bǫu exists if u = 〈y〉−bhjv with v ∈ D(hj) and the set of such u’s is dense in
L2(Xj), indeed (4.18) follows (in fact Bu = 〈y〉−ah−1

j 〈y〉bu for any u of this form).

Lemma 4.4. The operators s-limǫ→0+ 〈y〉−ρ̄(hj+ǫ)−1, j = 1, 2, (extending 〈y〉−ρ̄h−1
j )

are pseudodifferential operators with symbol in S
(
〈ξ〉−2, g

)
.

Proof. Recall r0jhj = 1 + Aj , where Aj has symbol aj ∈ S(〈y〉−t〈ξ〉−1, g). If −1 /∈
σ(Aj)

(hj + ǫ)−1 = (1 + Aj)
−1r0j − ǫ(1 + Aj)

−1r0j (hj + ǫ)−1,

yielding s-limǫց0 〈y〉−ρ̄(hj + ǫ)−1 = 〈y〉−ρ̄(1 + Aj)
−1r0j . (Whence formally h−1

j =
(1+Aj)

−1r0j .) Using the Neumann series to expand (1+Aj)
−1 and Beal’s criterion,

cf. [FS, Subsection 4.2], we conclude that indeed 〈y〉−ρ̄(1 + Aj)
−1r0j has symbol in

S
(
〈ξ〉−2, g

)
completing the proof in this case.

To treat the general case we let χ1(r) = χ(r < 1) and χ2(r) = χ(r > 1) form a
quadratic partition of unity of smooth non-negative functions on R, χ1(r)

2+χ2(r)
2 =

1, such that χ1 is supported in (−∞, 2) and χ1(r) = 1 for r < 1. We introduce for
l > 1 the functions χi,l(r) := χi(r/l); i = 1, 2. Let

Rl = ⊕2
j=1

(
χ1,l(rj)h

−1
j χ1,l(rj) + χ2,l(rj)r

0
jχ2,l(rj)

)
= ⊕2

j=1rj,l.

Here χ1,l(rj)h
−1
j χ1,l(rj) := s-limǫց0 χ1,l(rj)(hj+ǫ)

−1χ1,l(rj). Using (4.18) and Beal’s
criterion we deduce that χ1,l(rj)h

−1
j χ1,l(rj) and therefore also rj,l are pseudodiffer-

ential operators with symbol in S
(
〈y〉ρ̄〈ξ〉−2, g

)
. Next we write rj,lhj = 1+Aj,l and

note (as above) that Aj,l has symbol aj,l ∈ S(〈y〉−t〈ξ〉−1, g). We also observe that

‖χ2,l(rj)Ajχ2,l(rj)‖ → 0 for l → ∞.

Using this and a little computation it follows that

‖Aj,l‖ → 0 for l → ∞.

In particular it follows that −1 /∈ σ(Aj,l) for l taken big enough. Consequently for
any such big number 〈y〉−ρ̄h−1

j = 〈y〉−ρ̄(1+Aj,l)−1rj,l has symbol in S
(
〈ξ〉−2, g

)
.

We note that Lemma 4.4 can be used to replace (4.17) by the cleaner assertion

(1 + K̃)f = 0; K̃ = R̃v, R̃ = h−1
1 ⊕ h−1

1 , (4.19)

of course given an appropriate interpretation.
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4.1.4 Homogeneous degree −2 effective potentials

Suppose ρ ≥ 1/2, the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and that Wj =Wj(xj), j = 1, 2,
fulfill the following condition (recall that in generalWj is bounded outside a bounded
set):

For j = 1, 2 there exists a real continuous function qj = qj(y) on the unit sphere
Sj of Xj and a bounded potential Bj(xj) = O(〈xj〉−3) on Xj such that

∃R > 0 ∀y = rθ ∈ Xj with |y| = r ≥ R : Wj(y) =
qj(θ)

r2
+Bj(y). (4.20)

This condition may arise by a Taylor expansion of Ij(x), j = 1, 2, as follows: De-
compose

∑

b6⊂aj

V
(1)
b (xb) =

∑

b6⊂aj

V
(1)
b ((xj)

b) +
∑

b6⊂aj

(xj)b · ∇V (1)
b ((xj)

b) +O(〈xj〉−ρ−2).

Assume now that the first term vanishes identically and that the last term con-
tributes to Wj by a term of order O(〈xj〉−3) (valid for ρ ≥ 1 of course). The middle
term contributes to Wj by

∑
b6⊂aj k

b
j · ∇V (1)

b ((xj)
b), where kj = 〈ϕj, xjϕj〉j, so the

content of (4.20) would in this case be the condition

∑

b6⊂aj

kbj · ∇V (1)
b ((xj)

b) =
qj(θ)

r2
+O(r−3).

This has relevance with nonzero qj ’s in a certain case for systems with Coulomb
interactions, see Subsections 1.2.1 and 1.3.1. The case qj = 0, j = 1, 2 is of course
included in (4.20), and the relevance of this case for the physics models is also
explained there.

For simplicity of presentation let us in the following assume R = 1. For nj =
dimXj ≥ 2 the spectrum of the (minus) Laplace-Beltrami operator −∆θj on the
unit sphere Sj ⊂ Xj is known to be {l(l + nj − 2) | l ∈ N0}. For our problem it
is relevant to study the spectrum of −∆θj + qj . For nj = 1 we define −∆θj = 0,
so in this case the spectrum of −∆θj + qj is {qj(−1), qj(1)}. In any dimension it is
convenient to use the following parametrization: Write each µ ∈ σ(−∆θj + qj) as

µ = ν2 − (nj−2)2

4
, (4.21)

where by convention ν ≥ 0 if µ ≥ − (nj−2)2

4
, and iν > 0 if µ < − (nj−2)2

4
. Then

the collection of such numbers ν is denoted by σj . Let Pj,ν, ν ∈ σj , denote the
orthogonal projection onto the corresponding eigenspace. For convenience we omit
in the following the subscript j. Letting ζ denote a corresponding eigenvector, the
eigenvalue problem

(−∆+
qj(θ)

r2
)
(
r
1−nj

2 u(r)
)
⊗ ζ(θ) = 0

reduces to the Euler equation

−u′′(r) + ν2−1/4
r2

u(r) = 0. (4.22)
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Consider now for any ν ≥ 0 or iν > 0 the Dirichlet problem

u fulfills (4.22) for r ≥ 1, and u(1) = 0. (4.23)

The regular solution is

φν(r) =

{
r1/2+ν−r1/2−ν

2ν
for ν 6= 0,

r1/2 ln r for ν = 0
;

note that indeed φν(1) = 0. The outgoing solution to (4.22) (also defined for r ≥ 1)
is

ψν(r) = r1/2−ν ;

note that indeed this is ‘outgoing’ for ν complex. These two solutions form a fun-
damental system, and we can define a Green’s function by

Rν(r, r
′) = φν(r<)ψν(r>); r< = min{r, r′}, r> = max{r, r′}.

Its formal adjoint R∗
ν(r, r

′) = φν(r<)ψν(r>) is also a Green’s function. This means
that for all sufficiently decaying functions v = v(r)

−u′′(r) + ν2−1/4
r2

u(r) = v(r), where u(r) =
∫ ∞

1

Rν(r, r
′)v(r′) dr′,

and similarly for R∗
ν .

Let χ1(r) = χ(r < 8) and χ2(r) = χ(r > 8) form a quadratic partition of unity of
smooth non-negative functions on R, χ1(r)

2+χ2(r)
2 = 1, such that χ1 is supported

in (−∞, 8) and χ1(r) = 1 for r < 4.
Let wj =Wj , hj = p2j +wj and v = V (this notation conforms with the previous

subsections). We easily check that v ∈ L
(
H0
s ,H0

3+s

)
for s ∈ R, cf. (2.58c). Let

G+ = ⊕2
j=1

(
χ1(rj)(hj − i)−1χ1(rj) +

∑

ν∈σj

(
χ2(rj)r

1−nj

2
j Rj,νr

nj−1

2
j χ2(rj)

)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
,

G∗
+ = ⊕2

j=1

(
χ1(rj)(hj + i)−1χ1(rj) +

∑

ν∈σj

(
χ2(rj)r

1−nj

2 R∗
j,νr

nj−1

2 χ2(rj)
)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
,

(4.24)

where rj = |xj | and Rj,ν has a formal interpretation as an (unbounded) operator on
L2
I := L2(I; dr), I := [1,∞). Phrased differently the powers of r are isometrically

identifying the spaces L2
I and L2(I; rnj−1dr); note that the latter space appears

naturally for tensor decompositions in spherical coordinates. The operators G+ and
G∗

+ are parametrices for −EH(λ0) in the sense of the following lemma. Of course
these operators are not the only options for a parametrix construction. Under
stronger conditions, we consider in fact a simpler parametrix in Section 5.1.2.

Introduce also the numbers

ν0 = min
j∈{1,2}

min
ν∈σj

Re ν, s0 = 1 + ν0. (4.25)

In the fastly decaying case, qj = 0 for j = 1, 2, these numbers are explicit dimen-
sional depending constants, cf. (4.67). For example ν0 = 1

2
for n1 = n2 = 3 in this

case (to be considered in Section 5.1.2).
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Lemma 4.5. 1) The operators

G+, G
∗
+ ∈ L(H−1

s′ ,H1
−s) for s, s′ > 1− ν0 with s+ s′ > 2, (4.26)

K∗
+ := −E∗

H(λ0)G
∗
+ − 1 ∈ C(H−1

s ) for any s ∈ (1− ν0, 2 + ν0); (4.27)

here E∗
H(λ0) = EH(λ0) is given the distributional meaning, and we define

K+ = (K∗
+)

∗ ∈ C(H1
−s). Explicitly

K+ = G+v +⊕2
j=1

(
χ1(hj − i)−1

(
iχ1 + [χ1, p

2
j ]
)

+
∑

ν∈σj

((
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 χ2

)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
Bj

+
∑

ν∈σj

(
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 [χ2, p
2
j ]
)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
.

(4.28)

2) K+f = −G+EH(λ0)f − f for every f ∈ H1
−s0 such that EH(λ0)f ∈ H−1

s for
some s > 1− ν0.

3) For any s > 1 the operator G+ ∈ L(H−1
s ,H1

−s) is injective, and

ImG+ =
G+−G∗

+

2i
≥ ⊕2

j=1

(
χ1(hj + i)−1(hj − i)−1

)
χ1 ≥ 0. (4.29)

Proof. I . Let s, s′ be given as in (4.26). We show that r−sRj,νr
−s′ is bounded on

L2
I with a bound independent of ν ∈ σj . The Hilbert-Schmidt criterion works. We

note the bounds (here for ν 6= 0 only; the case ν = 0 is simpler)

∫ ∞

1

dr|ν|−2r1+2Re ν−2s

∫ ∞

r

r′ (1−2Re ν−2s′)dr′ ≤ C|ν|−2(s′ + Re ν − 1)−1,

∫ ∞

1

dr|ν|−2r1−2Re ν−2s

∫ r

1

r′ (1+2Re ν−2s′)dr′

≤ C|ν|−2





(s+ Re ν − 1)−1(s′ − Re ν − 1)−1 for s′ > Re ν + 1,

(Re ν + 1− s′)−1 for s′ < Re ν + 1,∫∞
1
r1−2Re ν−2s ln r dr for s′ = Re ν + 1,

.

This gives in particular the operator bound O(|ν|−3/2) for Re ν → ∞. Similarly
∂rr

1−sRj,νr
−s′ is bounded with the bound O(|ν|−1/2). This leads to

(
−∆j +

qj(θ)

r2

)((
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 χ2

)
⊗ Pj,ν

)

=
(
[p2j , χ2]r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 χ2

)
⊗ Pj,ν + χ2

2 ⊗ Pj,ν ∈ L(L2
s′, L

2
−s),

where the first term is bounded by O(|ν|−1/2). By using the ellipticity of −∆j+
qj(θ)

r2

and interpolation we then obtain that

(
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 χ2

)
⊗ Pj,ν ∈ L(H−1

s′ , H
1
−s)
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with the bound O(|ν|0).
Since the infinite sum defining G+ is an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

(and χ1(hj − i)−1χ1 ∈ L(H−1
s′ , H

1
−s), obviously) we conclude (4.26).

II . The compactness assertion (4.27) follows by first computing K∗
+, estimating

as in Step I (for a good choice of parameters) and then invoking compactness on
‘each ν-sector’ (obtained by the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion) and the O(|ν|−1/2) bound
(also from I). The requirement s ∈ (1−ν0, 2+ν0) is dictated by the Hilbert-Schmidt
criterion. More precisely fixing any such s we need to find s′ ∈ R such that, most
importantly, r−s

′

R∗
j,νr

−s and rs−3R∗
j,νr

−s are bounded on L2
I . Due to (4.26) it suffices

to have

s′ > 1− ν0, s+ s′ > 2 and s− 3 + s′ ≤ 0.

These requirements are fulfilled with s′ = 3−s, and we can use that ‖rs−3R∗
j,νr

−s‖ →
0 for ν → ∞. We have shown 1).

III . We show 2) by mimicking the proof of Theorem 4.2. For any given f ∈ H1
−s0

with EH(λ0)f ∈ H−1
s for some s > 1 − ν0 we apply G+ to EH(λ0)f and do an

integration by parts. More precisely we compute as follows for any g ∈ H0
∞ using

the smooth cut-off argument of Step II of the proof of Theorem 4.2 (the integration
by parts) in the third step below:

〈g,G+EH(λ0)f〉 = 〈G∗
+g, EH(λ0)f〉 = lim

R→∞
〈G∗

+g, χREH(λ0)f〉
= 〈−K∗

+g − g, f〉 = 〈g,−K+f − f〉,

yielding 2) by a density argument. This argument uses conveniently that vf ∈
H−1

(3−s0)−, which in turn follows from (2.56).

IV . For the assertion (4.29) it suffices to show that ImRj,ν ≥ 0. For ν ≥ 0 the
kernel of Rj,ν is real and symmetric, whence ImRj,ν = 0 in that case. If ν = −iσ
where σ > 0 the kernel is

(
ImRj,ν

)
(r, r′) = σφν(r<)φν(r>),

and since φν is real, it then follows that ImRj,ν ≥ 0 also in that case.
If G+f = 0, f = (f1, f2), then (4.29) yields χ1f = 0. Whence

(
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2

)
⊗ Pj,νχ2fj = 0 for all ν ∈ σj .

Since Rj,ν(r, r
′) is a Green’s function it follows from these formulas that also χ2f = 0.

Therefore in turn f = 0, and 3) is shown.

Remark. The space H1
−s0 in 2) is not optimal for the assertion. It suffices to

require that fj ∈ B∗
s0,0

(Xj), j = 1, 2. On the other hand if one uses a slightly
smaller space than below in the case s0 = 1 to define the notion of a resonance, viz.
H1

(−1)+ = ∪s>−1H1
s rather than H1

−1, one avoids the special treatment of the case
s0 = 1 in Theorem 4.7 3) and 4).
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Definition 4.6. (1) λ0 is called a resonance of H if the equation (H − λ0)u = 0
admits a solution u ∈ H1

−s0 \H1. Such solution is a resonance state of H . The
multiplicity of the resonance λ0 is defined as the dimension, say denoted by
nres, of the quotient space

ker(H − λ0)|H1
−s0
/ ker(H − λ0)|H1 .

(2) 0 is called a resonance of EH(λ0) if the equation EH(λ0)f = 0 has a solution
f ∈ H1

−s0 \H1. Such solution is a resonance state of EH(λ0). The multiplicity
of the resonance 0 is defined as the dimension of the quotient space

kerEH(λ0)|H1
−s0
/ kerEH(λ0)|H1.

It follows from Lemma 4.1 (applied with s = s0 and s = 0) that λ0 is a resonance
(resp., an eigenvalue) of H if and only if 0 is a resonance (resp., an eigenvalue) of
EH(λ0) and their multiplicities are the same.

We introduce for j = 1, 2,

σj,k = σj \ (k,∞) and σ+
j,k = σj ∩ (0, k]; k ∈ N.

We take an orthonormal basis in ranPj,ν for each ν ∈ σj , say ζ (1)j,ν , . . . , ζ
(nj,ν)
j,ν . The set

of resonances is partially determined by the set σ+
j,1, as the following result shows.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.20) for j = 1, 2.

1) The dimension of the space of vectors u ∈ H1
−s0 solving (H−λ0)u = 0 is finite.

If a vector u ∈ H1
−s0 obeys (H−λ0)u = 0 then f = T ∗u ∈ H1

−s0 and EH(λ0)f =
0, and conversely, if f ∈ H1

−s0 obeys EH(λ0)f = 0 then u = E+(λ0)f ∈ H1
−s0

and (H − λ0)u = 0.

2) A vector f ∈ H1
−s0 obeys EH(λ0)f = 0 if and only if f ∈ H1

(ν0−1)− and f ∈
ker(1 + K+); here K+ is given by (4.28) (as an operator on H1

−s for any
s ∈ (1− ν0, 2 + ν0)).

3) Suppose f ∈ H1
−s0 and EH(λ0)f = 0. In the case s0 = 1 suppose in addition

that f ∈ H1
−s for some s < 1. Then the components of f = (f1, f2) can be

decomposed as

−fj(rjθj) =
∑

ν∈σj,1

nj,ν∑

k=1

lj,ν,k(f)r
2−nj

2
−ν

j χ2(rj)ζ
(k)
j,ν (θj) + gj ,

where gj ∈ L2 and

lj,ν,k(f) =
〈
φν(|yj|)|yj|−

nj−1

2 ⊗ ζ
(k)
j,ν , f̃j(yj)

〉
L2(dyj)

;

f̃j = χ2

(
vf
)
j
+ χ2Bjfj + [χ2, p

2
j ]fj (∈ L2

3−s0).

(4.30)

Here

lj,ν,k(f) = 0 for iν ≥ 0. (4.31)

In particular

f ∈ H ⇐⇒ ∀j = 1, 2, ν ∈ σ+
j,1, k = 1, . . . , nj,ν :

lj,ν,k(f) = 0.
(4.32)
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4) Suppose u ∈ H1
−s0 and (H − λ0)u = 0. In the case s0 = 1 suppose in addition

that u ∈ H1
−s for some s < 1. Then

u ∈ L2(X) ⇐⇒ ∀j = 1, 2, ν ∈ σ+
j,1, k = 1, . . . , nj,ν :

lj,ν,k(T
∗u) = 0.

(4.33)

In particular if s0 6= 1, then the multiplicity nres of the resonance of H at λ0
(if existing) is bounded by

nres ≤
2∑

j=1

∑

ν∈σ+j,1

nj,ν. (4.34)

For s0 = 1 the bound (4.34) is valid provided the left-hand side is replaced by
the dimension of the quotient space ker(H − λ0)|H1

(−1)+
/ ker(H − λ0)|H1.

Proof. I . For the second part of 1) we refer to Lemma 4.1. To show the first part of
1) we use this correspondance and study the equation EH(λ0)f = 0 with f ∈ H1

−s0.
By Lemma 4.5 2) we can write −f = G+EH(λ0)f+K

+f = K+f , and we recall that
K+ ∈ C(H1

−s) for any s ∈ (1 − ν0, 2 + ν0). In particular f ∈ H1
−s′ , K

+ ∈ C(H1
−s′)

and f +K+f = 0 for s′ = 3/2 + ν0. Whence it follows from Fredholm theory that
the dimension of the space of functions f ∈ H1

−s0 solving EH(λ0)f = 0 is finite. We
have shown 1).

II . To show the ‘only if part’ of 2) we consider any f ∈ H1
−s0 ∩ ker(1 +K+). Due

to Step I it suffices to show that f ∈ H1
(ν0−1)− . This property is trivially fulfilled for

s0 = 1. If s0 > 1 we argue as follows. By using (4.28) we conclude that f ∈ H1
−s1

for any s1 > max{s0 − 1, 1− ν0}, and we are done if s0 ≤ 2− ν0. In general we pick
the smallest k ∈ N such s0 − k ≤ 1 − ν0 and note that after k − 1 iterations of the
above argument we get f ∈ H1,

−sk for any sk > max{s0 − k, 1− ν0} = 1− ν0.
To show the ‘if part’ of 2) suppose f ∈ H1

(ν0−1)− ∩ ker(1 + K+). We need to
show that EH(λ0)f = 0. By an explicit calculation using (4.28) it follows that
EH(λ0)f = −EH(λ0)K

+f ∈ H−1
s for all s < 2+ν0, in particular for some s > 1−ν0.

Whence by Lemma 4.5 2) we have −G+EH(λ0)f = f +K+f = 0. Invoking Lemma
4.5 3) we then conclude that EH(λ0)f = 0.

III . We show (4.30) for any given f ∈ H1
−s0 obeying EH(λ0)f = 0. If ν0 = 0 by

assumption f ∈ H1
−s for some s < 1. If ν0 > 0 we know from Step II that f ∈ H1

−s
for all s > 1− ν0. Whence

for some s < 1 : f ∈ H1
−s. (4.35)

Since v and Bj appearing in the definition of lj,ν,k(f) in (4.30) are of order r−3, we
conclude that

for some s < 1 and j = 1, 2 : f̃j ∈ L2
3−s. (4.36)

On the other hand for ν ∈ σj,1 the vector χ2(|yj|)φν(|yj|)|yj|−
n−1
2 ⊗ ζ

(k)
j,ν ∈ H1

(−2)− ,
so lj,ν,k(f) is well-defined. As we saw in the proof of Lemma 4.5 the operator
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r−sRj,νr
−s′ is bounded on L2

I with a bound independent of ν ∈ σj provided s, s′ >
1 − Re ν and s + s′ > 2. In particular if ν > 1 we can take s = 0 and conclude
boundedness of Rj,νr

−s′ for any s′ > 2. In combination with (4.36) we conclude that
the terms in the expansion of −K+f corresponding to ν > 1 sum up to a vector in
L2.

It remains to consider the contributions from ν ∈ σj,1. We examine the term in
K+f corresponding to any fixed j, ν ∈ σj,1 and k = 1, . . . , nj,ν. Write it as

〈
ζ
(k)
j,ν ,
(
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 f̃j

)
(rj, ·)

〉
L2(Sj)

⊗ ζ
(k)
j,ν

= r
1−nj

2
j χ2(rj)

(
lj,ν,k(f)ψν(rj) + fj,ν,k(rj)

)
⊗ ζ

(k)
j,ν ,

where

fj,ν,k(r) = φν(r)

∫ ∞

r

ψν(r
′)
〈
ζ
(k)
j,ν , r

′
nj−1

2 f̃j(r
′, ·)
〉
L2(Sj)

dr′

− ψν(r)

∫ ∞

r

φν(r
′)
〈
ζ
(k)
j,ν , r

′
nj−1

2 f̃j(r
′, ·)
〉
L2(Sj)

dr′.

Using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality and (4.36) we obtain that

for r ≥ 1 and for some s < 1 : |fj,ν,k(r)| ≤ Crs−3/2.

In particular we see that the function g given by g(rθ) = r
1−nj

2 χ2(r)fj,ν,k(r)ζ
(k)
j,ν (θ)

is in L2.
We have shown (4.30). Obviously (4.31) and (4.32) are consequences of (4.30)

and (4.35).

IV . As for 4) we note that (4.33) follows from 1), 3) and Lemma 4.1, and that the
remaining statements of 4) follow from (4.33).

Remark 4.8. In this section we imposed the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and con-
sidered three different cases of asymptotics of the effective inter-cluster interaction
Wj , j = 1, 2. For symplicity we did not consider cases where these asymptotics mix.
Due to the diagonal structure exhibited in Proposition 2.12 it is easy to see that
the diagonal parametrix construction works in such cases too. Thus for example it
could be the case where W1 is determined by a I1 fulfilling (4.6) while W2 fulfills
(4.20). Then the first diagonal element of the parametrix should be the one in (4.9a)
(taken with plus) and the second element should be the operator G+ appearing in
Lemma 4.5. By using an analogue of (4.14) it follows by a similar iteration scheme
as the ones used before that the resonance states of EH(λ0) (defined similarly in this
case) have a similar structure as in Theorem 4.7 3) and now constitute a subspace
of H1,1

∞,−s0, where s0 is defined as in (4.25) in terms of the (assumed) asymptotics of
W2.

Remark 4.9. Since we imposed the conditions of Proposition 2.12 we did not
treat the exceptional cases discussed in Sections 2.4 and 2.5. This is an additional
technical issue that can be treated essentially by the same parametric construction
as the one discussed above. We omit the details, referring the reader to Section 4.3
for a treatment of models of physics.
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4.2 The case λ0 > Σ2

Here we investigate the case where λ0 > Σ2. We need a replacement R′(λ0) →
R′(λ0 ± i0) in the definition of EH(λ0) in Proposition 2.12 (or rather in Remark
2.13), giving rise to the notation E±

H(λ0). For that (and for other purposes) we need
various statements from Chapter 3. The basic structure of the resolvent is

R′(z) = R̆(z)− (p21Π1 + p22Π2 − z)−1Π,

R′(z) = Π′R̆(z)Π′ = Π′R̆(z) = R̆(z)Π′; R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1.
(4.37a)

We shall use the following properties that are parallel to (4.9a) and (4.9b). See
Corollary 3.19 for the non-multiple two-cluster case and Remark 3.20 for the present
multiple case. There exists the strong weak-star limits

s-w⋆-lim
ǫ→0+

R̆(λ0 ± iǫ) = R̆(λ0 ± i0) ∈ L(B1/2(X),B∗
1/2(X)), (4.37b)

and if R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f for a given f ∈ L2
t for some t > 1/2, then

R̆(λ0 + i0)f = R̆(λ0 − i0)f ∈ L2
t−1. (4.37c)

We shall use the operators hj = p2j + wj, j = 1, 2, from Subsections 4.1.2–
4.1.4. Recall that wj −Wj are real polynomially decreasing potentials with varying
meaning reflecting the different hypotheses (4.6), (4.15) and (4.20), respectively. In
this section we modify each of the three subsections to cover the case λ0 > Σ2. For
each case we write (4.2) as

−E±
H(λ0) = h1 ⊕ h2 + v± ∈ L(H1,H−1), (4.38)

where the only new feature is that the previous v is replaced by operators v± defined
in terms of the two limits R′(λ0± i0), respectively. As before they are non-local, but
now no longer symmetric. Due to to (4.37b) they are roughly of order O(|x|−1−2ρ),
and a priori they do not have ‘good commutation properties’ when commuting
with multiplication operators (which is in contrast to the lowest threshold setup of
Proposition 2.12). More precisely we need the following version of (2.48) and (2.57)

−E±
H(λ0) ≡ h1 ⊕ h2 + (K±

ij (λ0))i,j≤2, (4.39)

where the difference is not only polynomially decreasing, but in fact also symmetric
(to be used in (4.41)). Due to (4.37b) there are bounds

K±
ij (λ0) ∈ L

(
L2
s(Xj), L

2
t (Xi)

)
for all s > −1/2− ρ and t < 1/2 + ρ, (4.40)

and we note that

∓ Im v± = ∓ Im(K±
ij (λ0))i,j≤2 ≥ 0,

∓ Im
∑

i,j≤2

〈fi, K±
ij (λ0)fj〉 = ±〈F, ImR′(λ0 ± i0)F 〉;

F :=
∑

i≤2

Fi, Fi = Iiϕi ⊗ fi.

(4.41)
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4.2.1 Extended eigentransform for λ0 > Σ2

Since the operator R̆(λ0 ± i0)Π′ cannot be expected to preserve weighted spaces for
λ0 > Σ2 (as in (2.56)) we need to examine carefully the ‘eigentransform’ of Remark
2.3, cf. Lemma 4.1.

First we note the following modification of (4.5),

E±
+(λ0) =

(
1− R̆(λ0 ± i0))Π′(H − λ0)

)
S ∈ L(H1

s, H
1
t )

provided s > −1/2− ρ, t < −1/2 and t ≤ s,
(4.42)

cf. the proof of Lemma 4.1. We shall use a Besov space version of (4.42), in fact we
shall need (cf. the proof of Lemma 4.1) that

〈−∆〉1/2R̆(λ0 ± i0)Π′(H − λ0)S ∈ L(B,B∗
1/2(X));

B := B1/2(X1)⊕ B1/2(X2).
(4.43)

The following Lemma 4.10 holds for the cases treated in Subsections 4.1.2–4.1.4,
in fact the setting is that of Proposition 2.12 (now with λ0 > Σ2). We introduce
s′0 = 1/2 + ρ′/4, where 0 < ρ′ < 4ρ, ρ′ ≤ 2 and

|Wj(y)| ≤ C〈y〉−ρ′ for |y| ≥ R; R large. (4.44)

If ρ = 1 (our main interest) the condition simplify as (4.44) for some ρ′ ≤ 2,
and in that case we would choose ρ′ = 1 and ρ′ = 2 in Subsections 4.2.2 and 4.2.4,
respectively. On the other hand Subsection 4.2.3 does not involve (4.44) and Lemma
4.10 directly, but rather a version of Lemma 4.10 stated below as Lemma 4.11. We
regard Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11 as substitutes for Lemma 4.1. Recall the notation
Hs = L2

s(X1)⊕ L2
s(X2).

Lemma 4.10. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
λ0 > Σ2). Let s ≤ s′0 and t ∈ (0, s′0].

1) The map T ∗ : EG
−s → EH

−s, where

EG
−s :={u ∈ L2

−s(X) | (H − λ0)u = 0, Π′u ∈ B∗
1/2,0(X)},

EH
−s :={f ∈ H−s | E+

H(λ0)f = 0},

is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse E+
+(λ0) : EH

−s → EG
−s.

2) The spaces EH
−s and {f ∈ H−s | E−

H(λ0)f = 0} coincide, and E−
+(λ0)f =

E+
+(λ0)f for all f ∈ EH

−s.

3) The map T ∗ : ker(H−λ0) → kerE+
H(λ0)|H is a well-defined linear isomorphism

with inverse E+
+(λ0).

4) The map T ∗ : EG
−t,0 → EH

−t,0, where

EG
−t,0 :={u ∈ B∗

t,0(X) | (H − λ0)u = 0, Π′u ∈ B∗
1/2,0(X)},

EH
−t,0 :={f ∈ B∗

t,0(X1)⊕ B∗
t,0(X2) | E+

H(λ0)f = 0},

is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse E+
+(λ0) : EH

−t,0 → EG
−t,0.
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5) The spaces EH
−t,0 and {f ∈ B∗

t,0(X1) ⊕ B∗
t,0(X2) | E−

H(λ0)f = 0} coincide, and
E−

+(λ0)f = E+
+(λ0)f for all f ∈ EH

−t,0.

6) There exists σ < 0 such that for any real function χσ ∈ C∞(R) which is
supported in (−∞, σ/2) and which is 1 on (−∞, σ), EG

−s′0,0
and the two spaces

EG,±
−s′0,±σ

:= {u ∈ B∗
s′0,0

(X) | (H − λ0)u = 0, Π′u ∈ B∗
1/2(X),

χσ(±BR0)Π
′u ∈ B∗

1/2,0(X)}

all coincide. (Here B = BR0 is given by (3.7).)

Proof. I . Let u ∈ EG
−s be given. Then f = T ∗u ∈ H−s follows easily, so to show that

f ∈ EH
−s it remains to show that E±

H(λ0)f = 0. Note that Π′(H − λ0)Πu ∈ B1/2(X),
cf. Lemma 2.9, so that R′(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)Πu is a well-defined element of B∗

1/2(X).
We calculate using this fact, (2.14) and (2.31a)

E±
H(λ0)f = S∗(λ0 −H)ST ∗u+ S∗HR′(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)ST

∗u

= S∗(λ0 −H)Πu+ S∗HR′(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)Πu

= S∗(λ0 −H)Πu+ S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)Πu

= S∗(λ0 −H)Πu+ lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)ΠχRu;

here χR(x) = χ(|x|/R), R ≥ 1, is given in agreement with (1.29). We calculate the
second term as follows using the weak-star topology on B∗ where B = B1/2(X1) ⊕
B1/2(X2)

lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)ΠχRu

= −w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)Π

′χRu

+ w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)(H − λ0)χRu

= w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(λ0 −H)Π′χRu

+ w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)[H − λ0, χR]u

= S∗(λ0 −H)Π′u

+ w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)[H − λ0, χR]u.

Suppose we can show that the second term

w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 ± i0)[H − λ0, χR]u = 0. (4.45)

Then we obtain from the above computations the desired result

E±
H(λ0)f = S∗(λ0 −H)Πu+ S∗(λ0 −H)Π′u

= S∗(λ0 −H)u

= 0.
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So it remains to show (4.45). We note that

−[(H − λ0), χR]u = 2∇ · (∇χR) u− (∆χR)u

and that for all the components ∇k of ∇, the operator ∇k combines with the operator
to the left in (4.45), and for this combination we may use (4.43). Keeping this
‘effective boundedness’ in mind we treat the first term by substituting

u = Πu+Π′u = Π1u+Π2u+ (Π− SS∗)u+Π′u.

For j = 1, 2

Π′∇ · (∇χR)Πju = Π′∇xj · (∇χR)|xj=0Πju+O(R−2)Πu = 0 +O(R−2)u, (4.46)

and therefore the first and second terms do not contribute in the limit. The third
term is treated by Lemma 2.9. Similarly

Π′∇ · (∇χR)Π′u = O(R−1)Π′u

does not contribute in the limit, and obviously the term (∆χR)u = O(R−2)u does
not neither. We conclude (4.45).

II . First we note that E±
H(λ0)f has a well-defined distributional meaning for f ∈

H−s so that EH
−s is well-defined. We show that E+

H(λ0)f = 0 if and only if E−
H(λ0)f =

0. Suppose E+
H(λ0)f = 0. First we show that

Im〈fj, ȟjfj〉 = 0; ȟj = −∆j +Wj , j = 1, 2. (4.47)

Note that ȟjfj ∈ L2
s for any s < 1/2 + ρ, fj ∈ L2

−s′0
and that s′0 < 1/2 + ρ, so that

〈fj , ȟjfj〉 is well-defined. We compute

χRȟjfj = ȟjχRfj + (∆χR)fj + 2(∇χR) · ∇fj,

and then

Im〈fj , ȟjfj〉 = lim
R→∞

Im〈χRfj, χRȟjfj〉 = 2 lim
R→∞

Im〈χRfj , (∇χR) · ∇fj〉

Next we estimate as in (4.13)

R2‖(∇χR) · ∇fj‖2L2(Xj )

≤ C1〈p2〉χ2Rχ̄R/2fj

≤ C2

(
Re〈χ2

2Rχ̄
2
R/2fj , ȟjfj〉+R−ρ′‖χ4Rfj‖2

)

= C2

(
o(R0) +R−ρ′o(R2s′0)

)

= o(R1−ρ′/2),

yielding

lim
R→∞

Rs′0‖(∇χR) · ∇fj‖L2(Xj) = 0.
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Moreover

lim
R→∞

R−s′0‖χRfj‖L2(Xj) = 0.

Whence we obtain (4.47) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
Next we compute by using (4.41) and (4.47) that

0 = Im〈f, E+
H(λ0)f〉 = Im〈F,R′(λ0 + i0)F 〉;

F =
∑

i≤2

Fi, Fi = Iiϕi ⊗ fi.
(4.48)

Whence also Im〈F,R′(λ0 − i0)F 〉 = 0 and we learn that R′(λ0 + i0)F = R′(λ0 −
i0)F , and therefore that also E−

H(λ0)f = 0. We can argue similarly for the other
implication.

III . Suppose f ∈ EH
−s. We need to show that u := E+

+(λ0)f ∈ EG
−s and that T ∗u =

f . Clearly Sf ∈ L2
−s(X). We noted in Step II that R′(λ0 + i0)F = R′(λ0 − i0)F

where F is specified in (4.48). This means that u = E−
+(λ0)f , and using (4.37a)–

(4.37c) we then conclude that u ∈ L2
−s(X) and Π′u ∈ B∗

1/2,0(X). To show that

u ∈ EG
−s it remains to show that (H − λ0)u = 0. We calculate

(H − λ0)u = (H − λ0)Sf − (H − λ0)R
′(λ0 + i0)HSf

= (H − λ0)Sf − Π′(H − λ0)R
′(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)Sf

−Π(H − λ0)R
′(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)Sf

= (H − λ0)Sf − Π′(H − λ0)Sf − ΠHR′(λ0 + i0)HSf

= Π(H − λ0)Sf − ΠHR′(λ0 + i0)HSf.

We conclude that (H − λ0)u ∈ ΠL2
−s(X) (since ∆f ∈ H−s) and that

S∗(H − λ0)u = −E+
H(λ0)f = 0,

and therefore (since S∗ maps injectively on the space ΠL2
−s(X)) that indeed (H −

λ0)u = 0.
Next we compute

T ∗E+
+(λ0)f = T ∗Sf − T ∗R′(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)Sf

= f − 0 (since T ∗Π′ = 0)

= f.

IV . Let u ∈ EG
−s and note that we showed in Step I that f := T ∗u ∈ EH

−s. Using
parts of the proof we show that u = E+

+(λ0)f as follows.

E+
+(λ0)T

∗u = ST ∗u− R′(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)ST
∗u

= Πu− R′(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)Πu

= Πu− lim
R→∞

Π′R̆(λ0 + i0)(H − λ0)ΠχRu

= Πu+Π′u

= u.
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This finishes the proof of 1) and 2), and 3) is a special case of 1). The statements
4) and 5) are proved verbatim as 1) and 2).

V . Obviously EG
−s′0,0

⊂ EG,±
−s′0,±σ

. We choose σ < 0 such that

χ̄σ(BR0)R̆(λ0 − i0) ∈ L(B1/2(X),B∗
1/2,0(X)); χ̄σ(BR0) =

(
1− χσ(BR0)

)
,

cf. Lemma 3.15. We show the opposite inclusion for EG,+
−s′0,σ

only. So let u ∈ EG,+
−s′0,σ

be given. Then we can mimic Step I and see that also in this case f = T ∗u ∈ EH
−s′0,0

.
Note that for showing (4.45) we can use the above bound to estimate

w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 + i0)[H − λ0, χR]u

= −2w⋆-lim
R→∞

S∗(H − λ0)Π
′R̆(λ0 + i0)Π′∇ · (∇χR)

(
χσ(BR0) + χ̄σ(BR0)

)
Π′u

= 0 + 0

= 0.

We use the same argument mimicking Step IV, cf. 4). So indeed u ∈ EG
−s′0,0

, and we

have shown that EG,+
−s′0,σ

= EG
−s′0,0

.

In the regime s ∈ (s′0, 1/2 + ρ) we can define EH
−s as in Lemma 4.10 1), however

we are not able to conclude Lemma 4.10 2) is this case. This leads to the following
definition

EH
−s := {f ∈ H−s| E+

H(λ0)f = E−
H(λ0)f = 0} for s < 1/2 + ρ,

which is consistent with Lemma 4.10. Obviously we can also extend the definition
of EG

−s given in Lemma 4.10 1) to any real s.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
λ0 > Σ2). Suppose s ≤ 3/2 and s < 1/2 + ρ. Then the map

T ∗ : EG
−s → EH

−s

is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse E+
+(λ0) : EH

−s → EG
−s (defined by

(4.42)). Moreover E−
+(λ0)f = E+

+(λ0)f for all f ∈ EH
−s.

Proof. We can assume (4.44) and that s ∈ (s′0, 1/2 + ρ), in particular that s > 1/2.
It follows from Step I of the proof of Lemma 4.10 that T ∗ maps into EH

−s. Obviously
E+

+(λ0) maps into L2
−s(X), but to show that E+

+(λ0) in fact maps into EG
−s we cannot

use (4.48), however the following substitute works:

0 = Im〈f, E+
H(λ0)f − E−

H(λ0)f〉 = 2 Im〈F,R′(λ0 + i0)F 〉;
F =

∑

i≤2

Fi, Fi = Iiϕi ⊗ fi.
(4.49)

This shows that R′(λ0 + i0)F = R′(λ0 − i0)F for all f ∈ EH
−s, and therefore that

Π′E+
+(λ0)f ∈ B∗

1/2,0(X) and E−
+(λ0)f = E+

+(λ0)f for all f ∈ EH
−s. Next we use Step

III to see that also (H − λ0)E
+
+(λ0)f = 0 showing that indeed E+

+(λ0) maps into
EG
−s.

Finally it follows from the last part of Step III and of Step IV that T ∗ and
E+

+(λ0) are mutually inverses, as we want.
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4.2.2 Negative slowly decaying effective potentials

We aim at proving a version of Theorem 4.2 in the setting of Subsection 4.1.2
(except that now λ0 > Σ2). In particular ρ < 2 and we can use Lemma 4.10 with
s′0 = s0 = 1/2 + ρ/4 (corresponding to taking ρ = ρ′).

Theorem 4.12. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
λ0 > Σ2) and (4.6) for j = 1, 2

dim ker(H − λ0) <∞.

Moreover EG
−s0,0 ⊂ H1

∞.

Proof. We basically mimic the proof of Theorem 4.2 using Lemma 4.10 as a substi-
tute for Lemma 4.1.

Note that Lemma 4.10 3) implies that

dim ker(H − λ0) = dim kerE±
H(λ0), (4.50)

and that the map

E±
+(λ0) : kerE

±
H(λ0) → ker(H − λ0) (4.51)

is an isomorphism.
We shall use the notation h1, h2 and R±

diag = r1(0 ± i0) ⊕ (r2(0 ± i0) from the
proof of Theorem 4.2. Suppose f ∈ kerE±

H(λ0). Then we write the equations
R±

diagE
±
H(λ0)f = 0 as

(1 +K±)f = 0, K± = R±
diagv

±, (4.52)

where 1f arises by writing f = (f1, f2) ∈ H1 and using that

rj(0± i0)hjfj = fj. (4.53)

Note that it is shown in Step II of the proof of Theorem 4.2 that generally, if
fj ∈ B∗

s0,0
(Xj) obeys hjfj ∈ Bs0(Xj), then (4.53) holds. In particular (4.53) holds

for f ∈ kerE±
H(λ0).

Next (4.40) and (4.9a) imply that

K± ∈ C(H1
−s) for s ∈ (s0, 1/2 + ρ). (4.54)

Since K± is compact (on any such space) it follows from Fredholm theory that
dimkerE±

H(λ0) <∞, proving the first assertion of the theorem.
By Lemma 4.10 any given φ ∈ EG

−s0,0 corresponds to the vector f = (f1, f2) =
T ∗φ ∈ EH

−s0,0 (obeying φ = E+
+(λ0)f = E−

+(λ0)f). Note also that hjfj ∈ L2
s(Xj) ⊂

Bs0(Xj) for any s given as in (4.54), so by the assertion in Step II of the proof of
Theorem 4.2 we can conclude that (4.52) is fulfilled. In particular K+f = K−f .

A converse assertion is true. We first observe using (4.41), that Im v+ ≤ 0. Since
ImR+

diag ≥ 0 the equation

0 = Im〈f, v+f〉+ Im〈R+
diagv

+f, v+f〉 (4.55)
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for any solution to (1 + K+)f = 0, where f = (f1, f2) ∈ B∗
s0
(X1) ⊕ B∗

s0
(X2), then

yields that v−f = v+f and that also (1 + K−)f = 0 for any such f . (Similarly
a solution to (1 + K−)f = 0 is also a solution to (I + K+)f = 0.) Moreover
E±

H(λ0)f = 0 in the distributional sense indeed yielding a converse statement.
More importantly we can improve the decay of any f = (f1, f2) ∈ B∗

s0
(X1) ⊕

B∗
s0
(X2) solving (1 + K+)f = 0 (and therefore also (1 + K−)f = 0) by invoking

repeatedly (4.9b) and (4.37c): Since fj ∈ B∗
s0(Xj), j = 1, 2, and v−f = v+f (as

noted above) we deduce from (4.37c) that v+f ∈ H−1
t for any t < 1+ 2ρ− s0. Next

using (4.9b) (in combination with (4.55)) we deduce that f = −K+f ∈ H1
ǫ−s0 for

any ǫ < ǫ0, where ǫ0 = 1 + 2ρ − 2s0 = 3
2
ρ. Repeating this argument, say k times,

yields f ∈ H1
t−s0 for any t < ǫ0k, and therefore that f ∈ H1

∞.
We have shown that for any given φ ∈ EG

−s0,0 the vector f = (f1, f2) = T ∗φ ∈ H1
∞

and therefore, due to Lemma 4.10 1), indeed φ = E+
+(λ0)f ∈ H1

∞.

4.2.3 Positive slowly decaying effective potentials

We aim at proving a version of Theorem 4.3 in the setting of Subsection 4.1.3 (except
that now λ0 > Σ2).

Theorem 4.13. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.15) for j = 1, 2,

dimker(H − λ0) <∞.

Moreover EG
−s ⊂ H1

∞ for and real s such that s ≤ 3/2 and s < 1/2 + ρ.

Proof. Due to Lemma 4.11 we need to study the space EH
−s for any such s. Using

the notation R̃ = h−1
1 ⊕ h−1

2 of (4.19) as well as the notation (4.38), we write the
equation R̃E+

H(λ0)f = 0 for any f ∈ EH
−s as

(1 + K̃)f = 0; K̃ = R̃v+. (4.56)

Due to Lemma 4.4 we can easily check that K̃ ∈ C(H1
−s). It then follows from

Fredholm theory that f belongs to a finite-dimensional subspace of H1
−s, yielding in

particular the first statement of the theorem by taking s = 0.
Finally we show

EH
−s ⊂ H1

∞, (4.57)

using an iteration procedure as in the proof of Theorem 4.12. Note that due to
Lemma 4.11 we can use (4.37c) and (4.56) to improve the decay. We deduce that
f ∈ H1

−s+t̄ given that f ∈ H1
−s+(k−1)t̄ where t̄ := 1 + 2ρ− ρ̄. Since there is no limit

on k(∈ N) used for this argument, indeed (4.57) follows by iteration. By Lemma
4.11 and (4.57) it follows that EG

−s ⊂ H1
∞.
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4.2.4 Homogeneous degree −2 effective potentials

We aim at proving a version of Theorem 4.7 in a setting similar to that of Subsection
4.1.4. Now of course λ0 > Σ2, and having the physics examples in mind we demand
ρ = 1 rather than ρ ≥ 1/2 as before. It is easy to see that our theory is void if
ρ = 1/2 is kept. On the other hand there is something to say in the case ρ ∈ (1/2, 1),
but for simplicity of presentation we leave this case out. It turns out that the proof
of Theorem 4.7 works again with only minor modifications, in particular we will
need Lemma 4.10 2) with s′0 = 1.

First we examine how Lemma 4.5 can be modified for λ0 > Σ2. Due to restricted
mapping proporties of v+ we can only obtain the following weakened result (by the
same proof). Let s1 = max{1 − ν0, 1/2}, and recall that s0 = 1 + ν0 in agreement
with (4.25).

Lemma 4.14. 1) The operators

G+, G
∗
+ ∈ L(H−1

s′ ,H1
−s) for s, s′ > 1− ν0 with s+ s′ > 2, (4.58)

K∗
+ := −E+

H(λ0)
∗G∗

+ − 1 ∈ C(H−1
s ) for s ∈ (s1, 3/2); (4.59)

here E+
H(λ0)

∗ is given the distributional meaning, and we define K+ = (K∗
+)

∗ ∈
C(H1

−s). Explicitly

K+ = G+v
+ +⊕2

j=1

(
χ1(hj − i)−1

(
iχ1 + [χ1, p

2
j ]
)

+
∑

ν∈σj

((
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 χ2

)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
Bj

+
∑

ν∈σj

(
χ2r

1−nj

2 Rj,νr
nj−1

2 [χ2, p
2
j ]
)
⊗ Pj,ν

)
.

(4.60)

2) K+f = −G+E
+
H(λ0)f − f for every f ∈ ∪s<3/2 H1

−min{s,s0} with E+
H(λ0)f ∈

H−1
(1−ν0)+.

3) For any s > 1 the operator G+ ∈ L(H−1
s ,H1

−s) is injective.

Using Lemmas 4.10 and 4.14 (as substitutes for Lemma 4.5) and Lemma 4.11 (as
a substitute for Lemma 4.1) we can show the following weakened version of Theorem
4.7. We mimic the proof, yielding immediately the second assertion of Theorem 4.15
1) (stated below) from Lemma 4.11 and then in turn the first one from Lemma 4.14
2). The results 2) and 3) follow partly as before. Note however that Lemma 4.10 2)
is used for the second implication of 2). Clearly 4) follows from 1), 3) and Lemma
4.11.

Theorem 4.15. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.20) for j = 1, 2.
Suppose s < 3/2 and s ≤ s0.

1) The dimension of the space EG
−s ⊂ H1

−s is finite.

If a vector u ∈ EG
−s, then f = T ∗u ∈ EH

−s ⊂ H1
−s. Conversely if f ∈ EH

−s, then
u = E+

+(λ0)f ∈ EG
−s and v+f = v−f .
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2) If f ∈ EH
−s, then f ∈ H1

(ν0−1)− and f ∈ ker(1 + K+); here K+ ∈ C(H1
−t) is

given by (4.60) and t ∈ (s1, 3/2) is arbitrary.

Conversely if f ∈ H1
−1 and f ∈ ker(1 + K+), then f ∈ EH

−1 (in particular
E−

+(λ0)f = E+
+(λ0)f).

3) Suppose f ∈ EH
−s. In the case s0 = 1 suppose in addition that f ∈ H1

−t for
some t < 1. Then the components of f = (f1, f2) can be decomposed as

−fj(rjθj) =
∑

ν∈σj,1

nj,ν∑

k=1

lj,ν,k(f)r
2−nj

2
−ν

j χ2(rj)ζ
(k)
j,ν (θj) + gj ,

where gj ∈ L2 and

lj,ν,k(f) =
〈
φν(|yj|)|yj|−

nj−1

2 ⊗ ζ
(k)
j,ν , f̃j(yj)

〉
L2(dyj)

;

f̃j = χ2

(
v+f

)
j
+ χ2Bjfj + [χ2, p

2
j ]fj .

(4.61)

Here

lj,ν,k(f) = 0 for iν ≥ 0. (4.62)

In particular

f ∈ H ⇐⇒ ∀j = 1, 2, ν ∈ σ+
j,1, k = 1, . . . , nj,ν :

lj,ν,k(f) = 0.
(4.63)

4) Suppose u ∈ EG
−s. In the case s0 = 1 suppose in addition that u ∈ H1

−t for
some t < 1. Then

u ∈ L2(X) ⇐⇒ ∀j = 1, 2, ν ∈ σ+
j,1, k = 1, . . . , nj,ν :

lj,ν,k(T
∗u) = 0.

(4.64)

In particular if s0 6= 1, then

dim
(
EG
−1/ ker(H − λ0)|H1

)
≤

2∑

j=1

∑

ν∈σ+j,1

nj,ν. (4.65)

For s0 = 1 the bound (4.65) is valid provided that EG
−1 to the left is replaced by

EG
−1 ∩H1

(−1)+.

Remark 4.16. We note that Remarks 4.8 and 4.9 apply equally well for the case
λ0 > Σ2.

4.3 Models of physics

In this section we treat the Coulombic potential models of Subsections 1.2.1 and
1.3.1 (with N ≥ 3 and N ≥ 2, respectively) and demonstrate consequences of the
previous sections for these models for any given two-cluster threshold λ0 < 0. For
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convenience we shall not distinguish between the cases λ0 = Σ2 and λ0 > Σ2 as
done before. Whence we will be concerned with generalizing Section 4.2 only (note
that the case λ0 = Σ2 can be considered as a special case of Section 4.2 although
stronger results are presented in Section 4.1). As in Sections 1.2 and 1.3 we shall
not consider models with spin included (see however Remark 4.19).

We consider a two-cluster threshold λ0 for the models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3,
grouping the set of thresholds a for which λ0 ∈ σpp(H

a) into A1, A2 and A3 (all
depending on λ0) for which

A1: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,

A2: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,

A3: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|xa|−2).

Note that this distinction does not depend on choices of corresponding sub-Hamiltonian
bound states ϕa (i.e. channels); it is determined by charges only (cf. Case 1 intro-
duced independently in both of the above sections).

Let for a ∈ Ã := A1 ∪ A2 ∪ A3 (again we suppress the dependence of λ0) the
operator P a be the corresponding orthogonal projection onto ker(Ha−λ0) in L2(Xa)
and let ma be the dimension of this space. Obviously Πa := P a ⊗ 1 projects onto
the span of functions of the form ϕa⊗ fa, ϕa ∈ ker(Ha−λ0), in L2(X). We identify
ranP a, say spanned by an orthonormal basis ϕa1, . . . ϕ

a
ma

, with Cma (using the basis),
and similarly

L2(Xa,C
ma) ≃ ⊕m≤ma L

2(Xa) ∋ ⊕m≤mafa,m = fa

≃ Safa :=
∑

m≤ma

ϕam ⊗ fa,m ∈ ranΠa.

Considering for the moment only a ∈ A3 we writeWa := S∗
aIaSa = Qa|xa|−2+Ba,

where Qa is a ma×ma matrix-valued function depending only on θ = x̂a = |xa|−1xa
while Ba = Ba(xa) = O(|xa|−3). The ‘right generalization’ to the case ma > 1 of
the distinction between Cases 2) and 3) (discussed primarily for ma = 1 in both
of Sections 1.2 and 1.3) is to let Case 2) correspond to Qa 6= 0 and let Case 3)
correspond to Qa = 0, respectively.

Let Sa = Sn−1
a , n = dimXa, denote the unit sphere in Xa. We use spherical

coordinates on Xa and the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆θ to express the Laplacian
p2a on L2(Xa,C

ma). The operator −∆θ +Qa on L2(Sa,C
ma) has discrete spectrum.

As in (4.21) we parametrize its eigenvalues in terms of a parameter ν the collection
of which is denoted be σa. More precisely consider for each µ ∈ σ(−∆θ + Qa) the
equation µ = ν2 − (n−2)2

4
, where by convention ν ≥ 0 if µ ≥ − (n−2)2

4
, and iν > 0

if µ < − (n−2)2

4
. Then the collection of such numbers ν is denoted by σa. The

orthogonal projection onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by Pa,ν . We
take an orthonormal basis in ranPa,ν for each ν ∈ σa, say ζ (1)a,ν , . . . , ζ

(na,ν)
a,ν . Let

σa,1 = σa \ (1,∞), σ+
a,1 = σa ∩ (0, 1],

νa = min
ν∈σa

Re ν, sa = 1 + νa, da =
∑

ν∈σ+a,1

na,ν .
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Now for the physics models we have the following result, recalling the notation
L2
t+ = L2

t+(X) = ∪s>tL2
s(X) for any real t.

Theorem 4.17. 1) The space of locally H1 solutions to (H − λ0)u = 0 in

∑

a∈A1

ΠaL2
−3/4 +

∑

a∈A2

ΠaL2
(−3/2)+ +

∑

a∈A3

ΠaL2
(−min{3/2, sa})+ + L2

−1/2,

say denoted by E , has finite dimension.

If A3 = ∅, then E ⊂ H1
∞.

2) The number

dim
(
E/ ker(H − λ0)|H1

)
≤
∑

a∈A3

da.

3) There exist linear functionals ľa,ν,k : E → C defined for a ∈ A3, ν ∈ σ+
a,1 and

k = 1, . . . , na,ν, such that for any u ∈ E

u ∈ L2 ⇔ ľa,ν,k(u) = 0 for all such a, ν and k.

Any u ∈ E fulfills the asymptotics

u−
∑

a,ν,k,m

ľa,ν,k(u)ϕ
a
m ⊗ ζ (k)a,ν,m ⊗ |xa|

2−n
2

−νF (|xa| > 1) ∈ L2. (4.66)

(Here ζ
(k)
a,ν,· labels the ma coordinates of ζ

(k)
a,ν .)

For those a ∈ A3 for which sa ∈ (1, 3/2) we can replace L2
(−min{3/2, sa})+ by L2

−sa
in the definition of E . If λ0 = Σ2 we can to some extent use a bigger space of
generalized eigenfunctions than the one considered in 1), cf. Theorems 4.3 and 4.7
(not to be elaborated on).

Before giving details of proofs we discuss the structure of (4.66) in the case the
angular-depending potential Qa vanishes (for a given a ∈ A3). Note that for ma = 1
this corresponds to Case 3 of Sections 1.2 and 1.3. If Qa = 0 the set σ+

a,1 is given
explicitly as

σ+
a,1 =





{1
2
}, n = 3,

{1}, n = 4,
∅, n ≥ 5.

(4.67)

Moreover for n = 3 and n = 4 the total multiplicity of the single point in σ+
a,1 is ma

(corresponding to constant eigenfunctions ζ (k)a,ν , k = 1, . . . , ma). In particular we see
that if Qa = 0 for all a ∈ A3, then the space E simplifies as the space of generalized
eigenfunctions in

∑

a∈A1

ΠaL2
−3/4 +

∑

a∈A2∪A3

ΠaL2
(−3/2)+ + L2

−1/2,

and we see that λ0 can be a ‘resonance’ only for n = 3 or n = 4 and then with
multiplicity at most Σa∈A3 ma.
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The proof Theorem 4.17 relies strongly on Section 4.2. Clearly the assertion 2)
is a consequence of 3). A complication of the proof of the assertions 1) and (4.66) is
the possible existence of exceptional cases discussed previously, partly in remarks.
In fact the definition of the functionals ľa,ν,k depends on the such cases. We shall
first give the proof of Theorem 4.17 in the ‘generic’ case and then outline the proof
for exceptional cases.

Proof of Theorem 4.17 in the ‘generic’ case. We consider the non-exceptional case.
This amounts to proving the theorem under two separate additional conditions. We
introduce G = L2(X) and Fa = ΠaG, a ∈ Ã. The first assumption is

F :=
∑

a∈Ã

Fa =
∑

a∈Ã

⊕Fa. (4.68a)

Let Π be the orthogonal projection in G onto F (with (4.68a) F is closed, cf.
Proposition 2.7). The second assumption is

λ0 /∈ σpp(H
′); H ′ = Π′HΠ′, Π′ = 1− Π. (4.68b)

Under (4.68a) and (4.68b) we let H =
∑

a∈Ã⊕Ha where Ha = L2(Xa,C
ma) =

⊕m≤ma L
2(Xa), and we let S = (Sa) : H → F ⊂ G be given by

⊕a∈Ã fa →
∑

a∈Ã

Safa; fa =
∑

m≤ma

⊕fa,m, Safa =
∑

m≤ma

ϕam ⊗ fa,m.

Letting T = (SS∗)−1S we note that Π = ST ∗.
In agreement with (2.4d) and (4.39) we consider two operators E±

H(λ0), specified
by the entries

−E±
H(λ0)ab = S∗

a(p
2
b + Ib)Sb +K±

ab(λ0) ≡ δabȟa +K±
ab(λ0); a, b ∈ Ã, (4.69)

as operators from H1 =
∑

a∈Ã ⊕H1(Xa,C
ma) to H−1 =

∑
a∈A1∪A2

⊕H−1(Xa,C
ma).

Here ȟa = −∆a+S
∗
aIaSa andK±

ab(λ0) = −S∗
aIaR

′(λ0±i0)IbSb. As in (4.39) the differ-
ence is symmetric and polynomially decreasing. The latter notion is defined as in Re-
mark 2.13, i.e. (bab) is polynomially decreasing if bab ∈ C(H1

r (Xb,C
mb), H−1

t (Xa,C
ma))

for all r, t ∈ R.
We note that

K±
ab(λ0) ∈ L(L2

−s(Xb,C
mb), L2

s(Xa,C
ma)) for all s < 3/2. (4.70a)

For a ∈ Ã the effective inter-cluster interaction Wa = S∗
aIaSa obeys

Wa = Ca|xa|−11Cma +O(|xa|−2),

where Ca 6= 0 if and only if a ∈ A1 ∪ A2.
(4.70b)

Recall also

∀a ∈ A3 : Wa = |xa|−2Qa(x̂a) +Ba(xa), Ba = O(|xa|−3). (4.70c)



94 Chapter 4. Rellich type theorems

Write A3 = {a1, . . . , al̄} (assuming A3 6= ∅) and let T denote the set of vectors
t̄ = (t1, . . . , tl̄) ∈ Rl̄ such that tl > −min{3/2, sal} for all l ≤ l̄. We introduce for
r ≥ −3/4, s > −3/2 and t̄ ∈ T the spaces

Hk
a,s = Hk

s (Xa,C
ma), k ∈ R, a ∈ Ã,

Hk
r,s,t̄ = ⊕b∈A1 Hk

b,r

⊕
⊕b∈A2 Hk

b,s

⊕
⊕l≤l̄Hk

al,tl
, k ∈ R,

EH
r,s,t̄ = {f ∈ H1

r,s,t̄ | E+
H(λ0)f = E−

H(λ0)f = 0},

where E±
H(λ0) is given by (4.69). A similar notation may be used if A3 = ∅, for

example EH
r,s, however we prefer to keep the uniform notation EH

r,s,t̄ not distinguising
between whether one (or two) of the sets A1, A2 and A3 is (are) empty or, possibly,
all three sets are non-empty. Let

EH = ∪s>−3/2, t̄∈T EH
−3/4,s,t̄. (4.71)

Let E±
+(λ0) ∈ L(EH, E) be given by

E±
+(λ0)f = Sf −

∑

a∈Ã

R′(λ0 ± i0)IaSafa. (4.72)

By mimicking the proof of Lemma 4.11 we can show that indeed E+
+(λ0) : EH → E

and that, considered as such a map, it is a linear isomorphism with inverse T ∗ :
E → EH. Note that as before we need the property that E+

+(λ0)f = E−
+(λ0)f for

any f ∈ EH.
Next we adapt the parametrix construction of Section 4.2 (combining the three

different cases treated there) and convert the equation E+
H(λ0)f = 0, f ∈ EH, to an

equation of the form (1+K+)f = 0. We can then show by iteration that f belongs
to a suitable space (independent of f) on which K+ is compact, yielding 1).

To carry this out in more details, let us define R+ = ⊕a∈Ã ra where ra is the
following parametrix (depending on the three cases): For a ∈ A1 ∪ A2 we take ra
diagonal in Ha, ra = ⊕m≤ma ra,m. For a ∈ A1 and m ≤ ma we let

ra,m = lim
ǫ→0+

(ha − iǫ)−1 ∈ L(H−1
s (Xa), H

1
−s(Xa)), s > 3/4,

where ha = p2a + wa is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.2. For a ∈ A2 we let
ra = ⊕m≤ma ra,m, where ra,m = h−1

a with ha = p2a + wa been constructed as in
Subsection 4.1.3. Note that in this case 〈·〉−1h−1

a is a bounded pseudodifferential
operator, cf. Lemma 4.4. Finally we let for a ∈ A3 the operator ra = Ga+, where
Ga+ is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.4, i.e.

Ga+ = χ1(ȟa − i)−1χ1 +
∑

ν∈σa

(
χ2 |·|

1−n
2 Ra,ν |·|

n−1
2 χ2

)
⊗ Pa,ν . (4.73)

Here ȟa = p2a +Wa, where Wa = S∗
aIaSa = | · |−2Qa +O(| · |−3) acting as a (matrix-

valued) multiplication operator on Ha. The quantitiesQa, σa and Pa,ν are introduced
before Theorem 4.17, and the operator Ra,ν is the one-dimensional Green’s function
studied in Subsection 4.1.4. While the parametrix ra for a ∈ A1 ∪ A2 is in some
sense taken as an exact inverse, the operator ra = Ga+ chosen for a ∈ A3 is less
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accurate. This is explicitly seen in (4.60) in which the second up to the fourth terms
represent ‘errors’ not appearing for a ∈ A1 ∪ A2.

Next we write the equation −R+E+
H(λ0)f = 0 for f ∈ EH as (1 + K+)f = 0,

where integration by parts is used to produce the term 1f . This is done separately
for the components of f by the arguments of Subsections 4.2.2–4.2.4. By (4.69)
there are terms in K+ involving polynomially decreasing factors and there are also
terms of the form raK

±
ab(λ0). Effectively K±

ab(λ0) is of order −3 when applied to an f
given as above. For a ∈ A3 there are additional terms as discussed above, cf. (4.60).
In any case it follows that the weighted orders of the components of K+f tend to be
at least 1/2 power better (as determined by (4.70a)–(4.70c)) than the apriory orders
of the components of f(= −K+f) (at this point, note also (4.53) and its application
(4.9b)). However there is an exception for this general rule due to the restriction
s > 1−νa imposed by mapping properties of Ga+, cf. (4.58). Note for example that
to prove

∑
b raK

±
ab(λ0)fb ∈ H1

a,−s for a ∈ A3 we need at least s > 1 − νa. This is
the only restriction for an iteration argument. Actually we infer from one iteration
(i.e. just from the properties of K+f) that for a ∈ A1 the component fa ∈ H1

a,−1/4,
that for a ∈ A2 the component fa ∈ H1

a,−1/2, while fa ∈ H1
a,ǫ−1 for some positive

ǫ for a ∈ A3 (noting though that the latter property is an assumption if νa = 0).
With one more iteration we then obtain that fa ∈ H1

a,0 for a ∈ A1 ∪ A2. If A3 = ∅
continued iteration leads to f ∈ H1

∞ (with Lemma 4.11 this proves the very last
part of 1)). In particular we can conclude that

f ∈ EH ⇒ f ∈ H1
∗ := H1

−1,−1,t̄,

where all coordinates of t̄ are taken to be −4/3. Since K+ ∈ C(H1
∗) we have shown

1).
It remains to prove 3). We only need to construct linear functionals ľa,ν,k : E → C

such that (4.66) is fulfilled for any u ∈ E . For given u ∈ E we let f = T ∗u and need
to examine the components fa of f that might not be in Ha. As we have seen this
amounts to looking at a ∈ A3 only in which case we know the analogue of (4.35)
that fa ∈ H1

a,−s for some s < 1. Looking at −fa = (K+f)a for such a we need the
first equation of (4.69) written as

−E±
H(λ0)ab = S∗

a(p
2
b + Ib)Sb +K±

ab(λ0) = δabȟa + v+ab; ȟa = p2a +Wa. (4.74)

Now, by using (4.73) and the analogue of (4.60), we obtain by mimicking Step III
of the proof of Theorem 4.7 that

−fa(|xa|θa) =
∑

ν∈σa,1

na,ν∑

k=1

la,ν,k(f)|xa|
2−n
2

−νχ2(|xa|)ζ (k)a,ν (θa) + ga,

where ga ∈ Ha and

la,ν,k(f) =
〈
φν(|ya|)|ya|−

n−1
2 ⊗ ζ (k)a,ν , f̃a(ya)

〉
Ha

;

f̃a = χ2

∑

b∈Ã

v+abfb + χ2Bafa + [χ2, p
2
a]fa.

(4.75)

Note that f̃a ∈ H0
a,3−s for some s < 1, cf. (4.36), yielding in particular that lj,ν,k(f)

is well-defined. Next we deduce from (4.75) that

lj,ν,k(f) = 0 for iν ≥ 0. (4.76)
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Clearly (4.75) and (4.76), in combination with (4.72) and the adapted version of
Lemma 4.11 (stated after (4.72)), lead to (4.66) with ľa,ν,k given by

ľa,ν,k(u) = −la,ν,k(T ∗u); u ∈ E , a ∈ A3, ν ∈ σ+
a,1, k = 1, . . . , na,ν .

Proof of Theorem 4.17 in the ‘general’ case, a sketch. We outline a proof of the the-
orem without the two additional conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b) imposed. We shall
implement Remarks 4.9 and 4.16 using the previous notation as much as possible.

First, if (4.68a) is not fulfilled, we infer again that the space
∑

a∈Ã Fa is closed
by considering as in Subsection 2.5 the ’restriction’ of S to

H0 :=
{
f ∈

∑

a∈Ã

⊕Ha | f ⊥ ker
(
Sab
)
a,b∈Ã

}
, Sab = S∗

aSb, (4.77)

where as before Ha = L2(Xa,C
ma). Then S = (Sa) : H0 → F0 :=

∑
a∈Ã Fa ⊂ G =

L2(X) is a continuous isomorphism. In particular indeed F0 is closed, and we let Π
denote the orthogonal projection onto F0 in G. The quantities Π′, H ′ and R′(z) are
introduced as in previous sections (with F0 playing the role of F).

Next we would like to consider limits R′(λ0 ± i0) which is doable under the
condition (4.68b). However we shall allow, and here consider, the exceptional case
where (4.68b) is not fulfilled, and we need a version of Section 2.4 to treat this
case. By a version of Theorem 3.12, cf. Remarks 3.20, 3.21 and 3.22, λ0 has finite
multiplicity as an eigenvalue of H ′ with eigenfunctions in H2

∞.
To simplify the presentation let us make the same assumption as in Subsection

2.4 that this eigenspace is given as span{ψ}, ‖ψ‖ = 1. We introduce then H =
H0 ⊕ C and S : H → F := F0 ⊕ span{ψ} by

Sf̃ =
∑

a

Safa + cψ, f̃ =
(
(fa), c

)
.

We let Π′′ denote the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement
of F in G, and let H ′′ := Π′′HΠ′′ and R′′(z) = (H ′′ − z)−1. Note that Π′′ =
1− Π− |ψ〉〈ψ| = Π′ − |ψ〉〈ψ|. Recall then (2.4d)

EH(z) = S∗(z −H +HR′′(z)H
)
S. (4.78)

Letting M = #Ã + 1 this operator has a M ×M-block representation (eij)i,j≤M .
Here (listing the elements a ∈ Ã as a1, . . . , aM−1) eMM = z − λ0, eiM = −S∗

ai
Hψ =

−S∗
ai
Iaiψ and eMi = e∗iM = 〈eMi| for i ≤ M − 1, while for i, j ≤ M − 1 we set

eij = S∗
ai

(
z −H +HR′′(z)H

)
Saj . The analogue of (2.60a) reads

H̆ = H ′′ +
∑

a∈Ã

p2aΠ
a,

H̃ = H − λ0
∑

a∈Ã

Πa;

D(H̆) = D(H̃) = D(H).

(4.79a)
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These operators differ by H-compact terms, cf. (2.60b),

H̆ = H̃ −K1 +K2; (4.79b)

K1 = ΠHΠ′ +Π′HΠ+
∑

a∈Ã

ΠaIaΠ
a + λ0|ψ〉〈ψ|,

K2 =
∑

a∈Ã

ΠaHΠa −ΠHΠ,

and the basic structure of resolvents is given as

R′′(z) = R̆(z)−
(∑

a∈Ã

p2aΠ
a − z

)−1

Π− z−1|ψ〉〈ψ|,

R′′(z) = Π′′R̆(z)Π′′ = Π′′R̆(z) = R̆(z)Π′′; R̆(z) = (H̆ − z)−1.

(4.79c)

Due to the good properties of ψ we can make sense to R̆(λ0 ± i0) and then
in turn to R′′(λ0 ± i0). In particular we can consider (4.72) with f replaced by
f̃ :=

(
(fa), c

)
∈ H and R′(λ0 ± i0) by R′′((λ0 ± i0)), i.e.

E±
+(λ0)f̃ = Sf̃ −

∑

a∈Ã

R′′(λ0 ± i0)IaSafa. (4.80a)

Similarly, by taking limits in (4.78), we obtain

E±
H(λ0) = S∗(λ0 −H +HR′′(λ0 ± i0)H

)
S = (eij)i,j≤M,z=λ0±i0. (4.80b)

The previous definition of EH given in (4.71) needs to be modified as follows. We
introduce (for parameters given as before)

Hk,0
r,s,t̄ =

{
f ∈ Hk

r,s,t̄ | f ⊥ ker
(
Sab
)
a,b∈Ã

}
,

EH
r,s,t̄ = {f̃ = (f, c) | f ∈ H1,0

r,s,t̄, c ∈ C, E+
H(λ0)f̃ = E−

H(λ0)f̃ = 0},
EH = ∪s>−3/2, t̄∈T EH

−3/4,s,t̄.

As before we can now check that E+
+(λ0) : EH → E and that, considered as such a

map, it is a linear isomorphism with inverse T ∗ = S∗(SS∗)−1 : E → EH.
Next we consider the space

H̃ =
(∑

a∈Ã

⊕Ha

)
⊕ C.

Clearly H̃ = H⊕ker
(
Sab
)
a,b∈Ã, and E±

H(λ0) acts only on the first component. Let us

introduce Ẽ±
H(λ0) = E±

H(λ0) + P0, where P0 denotes the orthogonal projection onto
ker
(
Sab
)
a,b∈Ã in

∑
a∈Ã ⊕Ha. We can consider P0 as acting on the second component

of H̃ and hence write Ẽ±
H(λ0) = E±

H(λ0) ⊕ 1. Clearly ker Ẽ±
H(λ0) = kerE±

H(λ0),
and similar relations hold in weighted Sobolov spaces. We are lead to consider
Ẽ±

H(λ0) = E±
H(λ0)⊕ 1 on spaces of the form

H̃k
r,s,t̄ =

(
Hk,0
r,s,t̄ ⊕ C

)
⊕ ker

(
Sab
)
a,b∈Ã = Hk

r,s,t̄ ⊕ C.
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With the same restrictions on the parameters we can prove a version of Lemma 4.11
(using the same proof), and by applying the parametrix construction ⊕a∈Ã ra of the
previous proof of the theorem (the regular case) extended as R+

diag =
(
⊕a∈Ã ra

)
⊕1C

to the equation

Ẽ±
H(λ0)f̃ = 0, f̃ :=

(
f, c
)
=
((
P ′
0f, c

)
, P0f

)
∈ H̃k

r,s,t̄, P
′
0 = 1− P0,

we arrive again at Fredholm theory. More precisely, using that the operator E±
H(λ0)⊕

0 is realized concretely by the expression on the right-hand side of (4.80b), we arrive
at the equation

0 = R+
diag

(
P0f + (Ẽ±

H(λ0)f̃ − P0f)
)
= −(1 + K̃+)f̃

for a ‘nice’ operator K̃+. Indeed using the specific form of this slightly modified
new K+ we can proceed as before. We omit the details.

Remark 4.18. If A3 = ∅ we can write the above operator as K̃+ = R+
diagṽ

+, where

Im ṽ+ ≤ 0, however in general the form of K̃+ is more complicated. Moreover the
structure of the set of solutions to the equations (1 + K+)f = 0 or (1 + K̃+)f̃=0
studied in the above proofs appears ‘cleanest’ in this case in the sense that ‘spurious’
solutions, i.e. resonances states, do not occur. On the other hand if A3 6= ∅
resonances states could occur, and for this reason our theory of resolvent expansion
at the two-cluster threshold is more complicated for A3 6= ∅. See Chapter 5 for a
systematic study applicable to the fastly decaying case for which A = A3 and the
effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|xa|−3) for a ∈ A. Resolvent expansion at the
two-cluster threshold for some non-fastly decaying cases is treated in Chapter 6, see
Remark 6.1.

Remark 4.19. We did not consider particles with spin in Theorem 4.17. However
the theorem applies to cases with spin because this basically amount to restricting
the operator H to suitable subspaces. However this is under the assumption that
λ0 is an (un-restricted) two-cluster threshold. It could be that λ0 is a threshold
not of this type but in the restricted sense is a two-cluster threshold. To treat
such situation one would need a different procedure, although it could be that a
somewhat similar treatment would work. Thus for example, to indicate a possible
preliminary step, an obvious procedure for modifying S for fermions would be to
use an anti-symmetrization of Safa = ϕa⊗ fa to bring this vector into the fermionic
subspace of L2(X).



Chapter 5

Resolvent asymptotics near a

two-cluster threshold

This chapter is devoted to the asymptotics of the resolvent near an arbitrary two-
cluster threshold λ0 for the N -body Schrödinger operator H . As discussed in Chap-
ter 4, for physics models, the effective potential may decay like O(|xa|−1) (slowly
decaying case), O(|xa|−2) (critically decaying case) or O(|xa|−3) (fastly decaying
case). We only study two cases: 1) the effective potential is fastly decaying; 2) the
effective potential is slowly decaying and positive outside a compact set. The main
difference between these two cases is that threshold resonance may appear in the
first one and it is absent in the second one. For fastly decay effective potentials,
we only study in full details two situations: i) λ0 = Σ2 is a double two-cluster
threshold (the case λ0 = Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold is easier and
already studied in [Wa2]); ii) λ0 > Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold of
H . We calculate the leading term of resolvent expansions according to cases the
threshold is an eigenvalue or/and a resonance. For positively slowly decreasing ef-
fective potentials we only study the lowest threshold and prove Gevrey estimates
in exponentially weighted spaces for the remainder in the resolvent expansion (cf.
([AW, Wa6]) for one-body operators). Our study will have applications for the
physics models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3. Parts of our study easily generalize to cover
interesting cases for the physics models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3; our results will be
stated with sketched proofs.

This chapter is organized as follows. In Section 5.1 we study the asymptotic
expansion of the resolvent R(z) = (H − z)−1 for rapidly decreasing effective poten-
tials. For simplicity we assume that the intercluster spaces are of dimension three
and analyze the notion of two-cluster threshold resonances in Subsection 5.1.1. We
give some normalization conditions for resonance states according to spectral nature
of the two-cluster threshold. These conditions are useful, they allow to explicitly
compute some constants in physically interesting models (cf. Chapter 6). The re-
solvent expansions are given in Subsection 5.1.2 for λ0 = Σ2 (when Σ2 is a double
two-cluster threshold) and in Subsection 5.1.3 for λ0 > Σ2. In Section 5.2 we study
the case where the effective potential is positive outside a compact set and slowly
decaying at infinity. In this case threshold resonance is absent and we prove one-
term resolvent expansions with Gevrey estimates on the remainder at the lowest
threshold Σ2. These results may be used to show sub-exponential time-decay of
local energies. In Section 5.3 we study the combination of the previous sections for
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the physics models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3.

5.1 Rapidly decaying effective potentials

5.1.1 Two-cluster threshold resonances

Let λ0 ∈ T be a two-cluster threshold of H . We analyze in this subsection spec-
tral properties of H at λ0, assuming the effective potential obtained through the
Grushin method decays sufficiently fastly. In addition, we assume the intercluster
configuration Xa is of dimension three for two-cluster decompositions a such that
λ0 is an eigenvalue of Ha.

5.1.1.1 The case λ0 = Σ2

Consider first the case

λ0 = Σ2 is a double two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.5. (5.1)

Whence the lowest threshold Σ2 is a two-cluster threshold of H and an eigenvalue of
exactly two sub-Hamiltonians Haj , j = 1, 2. Here of course a1 and a2 are two-cluster
decompositions of the N -body system. The above condition implies that Σ2 < 0,
however the requirement of Condition 2.5 that λ0(= Σ2) be a simple eigenvalue for
both Ha1 and Ha2 is automatically fulfilled. It is also a part of Condition 2.5 that
that Condition 1.6 are fulfilled for a = a1 and a = a2. In agreement with Section
2.3, let ϕj denote a corresponding (real) normalized eigenvector of Haj , j = 1, 2.
Denote

X
j = X

aj , Xj = Xaj , j = 1, 2,

and xj (resp., xj) variables in X
j (resp., in Xj). Let

Fj = {g = ϕj(x
j)fj(xj) | fj ∈ L2(Xj)}, j = 1, 2.

Fj is a closed subspace of L2(X). Assume, cf. (2.24),

F1 ∩ F2 = {0} and nj := dimXj = 3 for j = 1, 2.

Recall from Proposition 2.7 that F = F1 + F2 is a closed subspace in L2(X).
Let Π be the orthogonal projection from L2(X) onto F and Π′ = 1−Π. We borrow
the notation (4.1) and denote, in particular,

Hk
s = Hk

s (X1)⊕Hk
s (X2), Hk = Hk

0, Hs = H0
s, H = H0

0.

Let L(k, s; k′, s′) = L(Hk
s ,Hk′

s′ ), cf. Subsection 1.4.1.
Let S = (S1, S2) : H → L2(X) be defined by Sf = S1f1 + S2f2 for f = (f1, f2)

and with
Sj : L

2(Xj) → L2(X), fj → Sjfj = ϕj(x
j)⊗ fj(xj).

Then S∗
j : L2(X) → L2(Xj) is given by S∗

j : f → S∗
j f = 〈ϕj, f〉j, for j = 1, 2. Here

〈., .〉j denotes the scalar product in L2(Xj); the notation 〈·, ·〉 will be used to denote
the scalar product in L2(X) (or in L2(Xj)). One has

S∗S = 1 +

(
0 s12

s21 0

)
on H = L2(X1)⊕ L2(X2),



5.1.1.1. The case λ0 = Σ2 101

where sij ∈ L
(
L2(Xj), L

2(Xi)
)
, i 6= j, are given by sijfj = 〈ϕi, ϕj ⊗ fj〉i.

Introduce for z ∈ C with Im z 6= 0

E(z) = R′(z),

E+(z) = S − R′(z)HS,

E−(z) = S∗ − S∗HR′(z),

EH(z) = S∗(z −H +HR′(z)H
)
S.

Then (recalling from Section 2.3)

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z). (5.2)

EH(z) : H → H is computed in (2.48):

EH(z) = z − λ0

−
(

−∆x1 +W1(x1) +K11(z) š12(z) +W12 +K12(z)
š21(z) +W21 +K21(z) −∆x2 +W2(x2) +K22(z)

)
, (5.3)

where

šij(z) = 〈ϕi, ϕj ⊗ (λ0 − z −∆xj)·〉i,
Wij = 〈ϕi, Ijϕj ⊗ ·〉i,

Wk(·) =Wkk = 〈ϕk, Ikϕk〉k(·),
Kij(z) = −〈ϕi, IiR′(z)Ij(ϕj ⊗ ·)〉i.

Assume now λ0 6∈ σd(H
′). Then by Lemma 2.10 R′(z) is holomorphic in z for

z near λ0 and EH(λ0) is well-defined. To simplify notation, denote P = −EH(λ0)
and decompose this operator as P = P0 + U , where

P0 =

(
P1,0 0
0 P2,0

)
:=

(
−∆x1 0
0 −∆x2

)
, (5.5a)

U =

(
U11 U12

U21 U22

)
:=

(
W1 W12 + š12(λ0)

W21 + š21(λ0) W2

)
+K(λ0). (5.5b)

We impose the condition ρ > 1
2

(where ρ is given in (1.22)) and (4.20) with
qj(θ) = 0 for j = 1, 2, and hence (cf. Proposition 2.12) that at least for ρ0 = 3

U : H1
−s → H−1

ρ0−s is continuous for any s ∈ [0, ρ0]. (5.6)

This leads us finally to impose the following set of conditions (including the
previous ones):

dimX1 = dimX2 = 3, F1 ∩ F2 = {0} and λ0 6∈ σ(H ′), (5.7a)

ρ > 1
2

and diag(W1,W2) ∈ L(H1,H−1
ρ0
) for some ρ0 ≥ 3, (5.7b)

2 + 2ρ ≥ ρ0. (5.7c)

Actually (5.7c) is imposed for Section 5.1.2 only; it is a convenient assumption
relevant for the case ρ0 > 3. Clearly (5.6) is fulfilled (in fact the operator U(z)
of Section 5.1.2 fulfills U(z) ∈ L(1,−s;−1, ρ0 − s) for 0 ≤ s ≤ ρ0 uniformly for
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z near zero, generalizing (5.6)). The conditions (5.7a) and (5.7b) will be imposed
throughout the section.

Recalling the notation H1
t− = ∩s<tH1

s and H1
t− = ∩s<tH1

s for any t ∈ R, (5.7a)
and (5.7b) lead to the following effective version of Definition 4.6, see Theorems 4.7
and 4.15 (and (4.67)).

Definition 5.1. (1) λ0 is a resonance of H if the equation Hu = λ0u admits a
solution u ∈ H1

(−1/2)− \H1. The multiplicity of the resonance λ0 is defined as
the dimension of the quotient space ker(H − λ0)|H1

(−1/2)−
/ ker(H − λ0)|H1.

(2) 0 is a resonance of P if the equation Pv = 0 has a solution v ∈ H1
(−1/2)− \

H1. The multiplicity of the resonance zero is defined as the dimension of the
quotient space kerP|H1

(−1/2)−
/ kerP|H1.

Similarly we can define (although this will not be needed) a notion of zero-
resonance for P̃ = (S∗S)−1P (S∗S)−1. Since (S∗S)−1 and S∗S are continuous on H1

s

for any s, zero is a resonance of P̃ if and only if it is a resonance of P and their
multiplicities are the same. Following [Ne, JK] we distinguish between four cases
for the threshold λ0 according to its spectral nature as follows.

Case 0 A regular point : λ0 (0, resp.) is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of
H (P , resp.).

Case 1 An exceptional point of the first kind : λ0 (0, resp.) is a resonance but not
an eigenvalue of H (P , resp.).

Case 2 An exceptional point of the second kind : λ0 (0, resp.) is an eigenvalue but
not a resonance of H (P , resp.).

Case 3 An exceptional point of the third kind : λ0 (0, resp.) is simultaneously an
eigenvalue and a resonance of H (P , resp.).

From Lemma 4.1 we deduce the following result.

Lemma 5.2. λ0 is a resonance (resp., an eigenvalue) of H if and only if zero is a
resonance (resp., an eigenvalue) of P and their multiplicities are the same.

We need the following simplified version of Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 5.3. Assume the conditions (5.7a) and (5.7b).

(a) Suppose v = (v1, v2) ∈ H1
(−1/2)− and Pv = 0. Then one has

vj(xj) = −〈1, Uj1v1 + Uj2v2〉
4π|xj|

+ wj for |xj| ≥ 1, (5.8)

where wj ∈ L2(Xj); j = 1, 2. Moreover

v ∈ H ⇐⇒ 〈1, Uj1v1 + Uj2v2〉 = 0; j = 1, 2. (5.9)
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(b) Suppose u ∈ H1
(−1/2)− is a solution to the equation (H − λ0)u = 0. Let v =

T ∗u ∈ H1
(−1/2)− . Then u is an eigenfunction of H at λ0 if and only if

〈1, Uj1v1 + Uj2v2〉 = 0; j = 1, 2. (5.10)

Proof. Since nj = 3 and we assume that qj(θ) = 0 for j = 1, 2, in Theorem 4.7 the
sets σj,1 = {1

2
}. Whence by this theorem we need to consider the functionals l

j,
1
2
,1

applied to v ∈ H1
(−1/2)− solving Pv = 0. Since qj = 0,

√
4π l

j,
1
2
,1
(v) =

〈
φ 1

2
(|yj|)|yj|−1,∆yj (χ2vj)(yj)

〉
L2(dyj)

.

By integrating by parts in the integral to the right of this formula we verify that
√
4π l

j,
1
2
,1
(v) =

〈
1,∆yj (χ2vj)(yj)

〉
L2(dyj)

=
〈
1,∆yjvj(yj)

〉
L2(dyj)

= 〈1, Uj1v1 + Uj2v2〉,

showing (5.8). Trivially (5.9) is a consequence of (5.8). The above computation and
Theorem 4.7 4) yield (b).

Remark 5.4. Although this was not used above let us note that the equation
Pv = 0 for v = (v1, v2) ∈ H1

(−1/2)− (equivalently) reads

v = −G0Uv, (5.11)

where G0 := s-limz→0, z 6∈ [0,∞)(P0 − z)−1 is computed as G0 = G0,1 ⊕ G0,2 with G0,j

specified by its integral kernel

G0,j(xj , yj) =
1

4π|xj − yj|
; j = 1, 2.

This assertion follows from an integration by parts argument as in the proof of
Lemma 4.5 2). We note that the operators 〈x〉−sG0,j〈x〉−s′ are Hilbert-Schmidt
operators for s, s′ > 1

2
and s+ s′ > 2, cf. [JK, Lemmas 2.2]. The asymptotics (5.8)

may alternatively be derived from (5.11).

The condition 〈1, Uj1v1 + Uj2v2〉 = 0 for j = 1, 2 is equivalent to the condition
〈U∗c, v〉 = 0 for all c ∈ C2. Since Hu = λ0u if and only if Pv = 0 with v = T ∗u, the
following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.3.

Corollary 5.5. Assume conditions of Theorem 5.3. Let u ∈ H1
(−1/2)− be a solution

to the equation Hu = λ0u. Then u is an L2-eigenfunction of H if and only if

〈TU∗c, u〉 = 0 for any c ∈ C2. (5.12)

The condition (5.12) can be rewritten as the system of equations
∫

X

ϕ1I1udx+ 〈1, š12(T ∗u)2〉 = 0, (5.13a)
∫

X

ϕ2I2udx+ 〈1, š21(T ∗u)1〉 = 0. (5.13b)



104 Chapter 5. Resolvent asymptotics near a two-cluster threshold

In fact, using u = Sv − R′(λ0)HSv with v = T ∗u and writing Sv = ϕ1v1 + ϕ2v2,
one has

∫

X

ϕ1I1udx = 〈I1ϕ1, Sv − R′(λ0)HSv〉

= 〈1, (W1 +K11(λ0))v1〉+ 〈1, (W12 +K12(λ0))v2〉,

showing, by using (5.12) with c = (1, 0), that
∫

X

ϕ1I1udx+ 〈1, š12v2〉 = 〈1, (UT ∗u)1〉 = 0.

Similarly (5.13b) follows from the computation
∫

X

ϕ2I2udx+ 〈1, š21v1〉 = 〈1, (UT ∗u)2〉 = 0.

By the same computations we see that (5.13a) and (5.13b) imply (5.12).

For s ∈ (1
2
, 3
2
) we set

K = ker(1 +G0U) ⊂ H1
−s. (5.14)

This space K coincides with the subspace {v ∈ H1
(−1/2)− |Pv = 0} and is of finite

dimension. By Theorem 5.3, if zero is a resonance of P , its multiplicity is at most
two. Next we introduce the constant functions

gj(xi) =
1

2
√
π

for xi ∈ Xi; i = 1, 2. (5.15a)

Set g1 = (g1, 0) and g2 = (0, g2). For v ∈ K, define c(v) = (c1(v), c2(v)) ∈ C2 by

ci(v) = 〈gi, Uv〉 = 〈gi, Ui1v1 + Ui2v2〉; i = 1, 2. (5.15b)

Theorem 5.3 implies that v ∈ K is an eigenfunction of P if and only if c(v) = 0.
In case zero is a resonance of P , we use the following normalization of resonance
states:

• If zero resonance is simple, we denote by ψ1 ∈ K a resonance state such that

|c(ψ1)| = 1. (5.16)

• If zero resonance is double, we denote by ψ1 and ψ2 two resonance states in K
such that

c(ψ1) = (1, 0) and c(ψ2) = (0, 1), (5.17)

respectively.

If λ0 is a resonance of H , let κ denote its multiplicity. Then κ ∈ {1, 2} and the
corresponding normalization condition for resonance states uj = (1−R′(λ0)H)Sψj,
1 ≤ j ≤ κ, of H reads

|〈TU∗g1, u1〉|2 + |〈TU∗g2, u1〉|2 = 1, if κ = 1, (5.18)

〈TU∗gi, uj〉 = δij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, if κ = 2. (5.19)
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With this choice of resonance functions we show in Section 5.1.2, see Theorem 5.14,
that if Σ2 is a resonance of multiplicity κ but not an eigenvalue of H , then

R(z) =
i√

z − λ0

(
κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z − λ0|ǫ)
)

(5.20)

in L(−1, s; 1,−s), s > 1, for z near λ0 and z − λ0 6∈ [0,∞).
The case where Σ2 is an eigenvalue (and possibly a resonance as well) is also

studied, see Theorem 5.14 when ρ0 > 3. For ρ0 = 3 this requires an a priori weak
decay property of the corresponding eigenfunctions, see Theorem 5.16. On the other
hand with this additional assumption in fact we obtain the expansion of the resolvent
up to second order. Expansions to higher orders usually require strong decay of the
potential, see [JK, Wa2]. In particular in our setting this would mean that ρ0 should
be sufficiently big. We shall not pursue this direction, but rather mainly restrict
our study to the case ρ0 = 3 which indeed has relevance for the physics models, see
discussions in Sections 1.2 and 1.3.

5.1.1.2 The case λ0 > Σ2

In this Subsection we consider the case

λ0 > Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.4.
(5.21)

This means there exists a unique a0 ∈ A \ {amax} such that λ0 ∈ σpp(H
a0) \ {Σ2},

and this cluster decomposition is a two-cluster decomposition obeying Condition
1.6. As in Section 2.2 we let m denote the multiplicity of eigenvalue λ0 of Ha0 and
{ϕ1, . . . , ϕm} be an orthonormal basis of the associated eigenspace. Let Π be the
projection in L2(X) defined by

Πg =
m∑

j=1

ϕj ⊗ 〈ϕj, g〉L2(Xa0 ), g ∈ L2(X). (5.22)

Put Π′ = 1− Π, H ′ = Π′HΠ′ and R′(z) = (H ′ − z)−1Π′. Let in this Subsection

H = L2(Xa0 ;C
m), Hk

s = Hk
s (Xa0;C

m), Hk
s− = ∩t<sHk

t ; k, s ∈ R.

The scalar product in H concerns only the xa0-variable and will be denoted as 〈·, ·〉0,
but we shall allow ourselves (slightly abusively) to use the same notation for the
inner product on L2(Xa0). Define S : H → L2(X) by

S : f = (f1, . . . , fm) → Sf =
m∑

j=1

ϕj(x
a0)fj(xa0). (5.23)

From Section 2.2 we have the representation formula for the resolvent,

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z) for Im z 6= 0, (5.24)
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where

E(z) = R′(z),

E+(z) = (1− R′(z)I0)S,

E−(z) = S∗(1− I0R
′(z)
)
,

EH(z) = (z − λ0)− (P0 + S∗I0S − S∗I0R
′(z)I0S),

where P0 = −∆xa0
1m with 1m being the identity matrix of size m and I0 =∑

b6⊂a Vb(x
b). We assume (5.27a) stated below. Then one has the following lim-

iting absorption principle for H ′,

∀s > 1
2
: ‖〈x〉−sR′(λ± i0)〈x〉−s‖ ≤ Cs for λ near λ0. (5.25)

This follows from Theorem 3.13 for R̆(z), recalling R′(z) = R̆(z)Π′. Decompose
P± = −EH(λ0 ± i0) as

P± = P0 + U±, (5.26a)

where
U± = S∗I0S − S∗I0R

′(λ0 ± i0)I0S. (5.26b)

In addition to (5.21) we assume that

dimXa0 = 3 and λ0 6∈ σpp(H
′), (5.27a)

ρ ≥ 1 and S∗I0S ∈ L(H1
−ρ1,H−1

ρ1
) with ρ1 ≥ 3

2
, (5.27b)

ρ ≥ ρ1 − 1
2
. (5.27c)

Recall that ρ > 0 is the rate of decay of the pair potentials as specified by (1.22).
The condition (5.27c) will be convenient (although not essential) in Section 5.1.3;
it is not used in the present section. (Note that with (5.27c) the operator U(z) of
Section 5.1.3 fulfills U(z) ∈ L(1,−s;−1, s) for s < ρ1 uniformly in z near zero with
Im z 6= 0.) Imposing only (5.27b) obviously the property (5.27c) is valid for ρ1 = 3

2
.

This weak version of (5.27c) will be very useful.
According to discussions in Section 2.2, (5.25) and the condition (5.27b) imply

U± ∈ L(H1
−s,H−1

s ) for s < 3
2
. (5.28)

The free resolvent r0(z) = (P0−z)−1 can be expanded in appropriately weighted
spaces as

r0(z) = G0 + z
1
2G1 + zG2 + · · · , (5.29)

see (5.94), and K± = G0U
± are compact operators on H1

−s for s ∈ (1
2
, 3
2
). Using

the integral kernel of G0, one deduces that kerH1
−s
(1 + K±) ⊂ H1

(−1/2)− . Set K =

kerH1
−s
(1 +K+) for s ∈ (1

2
, 3
2
). Let for any s < 3

2

EG
−s = {u ∈ L2

−s(X)| (H − λ0)u = 0, Π′u ∈ B∗
1/2,0(X)}.

Theorem 5.6. Assume conditions (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b), and let s ∈ (1
2
, 3
2
).

(a) For any v ∈ K
R′(λ0+i0)I0Sv = R′(λ0−i0)I0Sv and U+v = U−v ∈ H−1

(2ρ1−1/2)− . (5.30)

Moreover

K = kerH1
−s
(1 +K−) = kerH1

−s
(P+) = kerH1

−s
(P−). (5.31)
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(b) For any v = (v1, · · · , vm) ∈ K and k = 1, . . . , m

vk(xa0) = −〈1, U±
k1v1 + · · ·+ U±

kmvm〉0
4π|xa0 |

+ wk(xa0) for |xa0 | ≥ 1, (5.32)

where w = (w1, · · · , wm) ∈ H.

(c) Let v ∈ K. Then v ∈ H if and only if

∀c ∈ Cm : 〈c, U±v〉0 = 0. (5.33)

Here c ∈ Cm is considered as an element of H1
−s, s >

3
2
.

(d) u ∈ EG
−s if and only if u = (S −R′(λ0 ± i0)I0S)v for some v ∈ K. In this case

v is uniquely given by v = S∗u ∈ K.

(e) u ∈ EG
−s ∩ L2(X) if and only if v = S∗u ∈ K ∩H.

Proof. We may argue essentially as in Section 4.2.4, in particular using Lemmas 4.10
and 4.11, although the setup is different there (being a multiple two-cluster case).
The parametrix G0 is of course simpler to use than the more general construction
used in Section 4.2.4, but the resulting null space kerH1

−s
(1+K+) is independent of

the specific choice of parametrix to define K+, cf. Remark 5.4. Accepting a detour
to Section 4.2.4 the identification of functionals would follow like in the proof of
Theorem 5.3; alternatively (b) follows from the asymptotics of G0, cf. Remark
5.4.

We are lead to define the following effective version of the notion of threshold
resonances.

Definition 5.7. (1) λ0 is a resonance of H if the equation Hu = λ0u admits a
solution in EG

(−1/2)−
:= ∩s>1/2 EG

−s which is not in H1. The multiplicity of the

resonance λ0 is defined as the dimension of the quotient space EG
(−1/2)−/ ker(H−

λ0)|H1.

(2) 0 is a resonance of P± if the equation P+v = 0 (and therefore P−v = 0, and
vice versa) has a solution v ∈ H1

(−1/2)− \H1. The multiplicity of the resonance
zero is defined as the dimension of the quotient space kerP+

|H1
(−1/2)−

/ kerP+
|H1.

Note the consequence of Theorem 5.6 that if zero is a resonance of P± then its
multiplicity does not exceed m. As in Subsection 5.1.1.1 we can, based on those
definitions, introduce Cases 0− 3, and Theorem 5.6 then shows that the threshold
spectral properties of H at λ0 are determined by those of P± at zero. In fact, com-
pletely parallel to the case of the lowest threshold Σ2, λ0 is a regular point (resp., an
exceptional point of the first kind, the second kind, the third kind) of H if and only
if zero is a regular point (resp., an exceptional point of the first kind, the second
kind, the third kind) of P±.
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Assume zero is a resonance of P±. Then the quotient space K/H := K/(K∩H)
has dimension κ = dimK/H ≥ 1. We call κ the multiplicity of the zero resonance
of P±. Let µ = dimK. For φ = (v1, · · · , vm) ∈ K, define c(φ) ∈ Cm by

c(φ) =
1

2
√
π

(
〈1, U±

11v1 + · · ·+ U±
1mvm〉0, · · · , 〈1, U±

m1v1 + · · ·+ U±
mmvm〉0

)
. (5.34)

Theorem 5.6 (b) shows that φ ∈ K is a resonance state of P± if and only if
c(φ) 6= 0. Clearly c(·) is a linear action on K. It follows that a family of resonance
states {ψ1, . . . , ψk} of P± is linearly independent in K/H if and only if the family
of vectors {c(ψ1), . . . , c(ψk)} is linearly independent in Cm.

Proposition 5.8. (a) Assume zero is a resonance of P± with multiplicity κ.
Then there exists a basis {ψ1, · · · , ψκ} of K/H such that

(c(ψi), c(ψj)) = δij , i, j = 1, · · · , κ, (5.35)

where (·, ·) is the scalar product of Cm.

(b) Assume zero is a resonance but not an eigenvalue of P± (i.e. that κ = µ).
Then the operator Q defined by

Q =

κ∑

j=1

〈ψj , ·〉ψj : H−1
s → H1

−s, s >
1
2
, (5.36)

is independent of the choice of basis {ψ1, . . . , ψκ} of K verifying (5.35): If
{ψ′

1, . . . , ψ
′
κ} is another basis of K verifying (5.35), then one has

κ∑

j=1

〈ψj, ·〉ψj =
κ∑

j=1

〈ψ′
j , ·〉ψ′

j .

Proof. (a). Let Φ = {φ1, . . . , φκ} be a basis of K/H. Then the rank of the matrix
C(Φ) = (c(φ1), . . . , c(φκ)) ∈ Mm×κ is equal to κ, where c(φj) is considered as the
j’th column of C(Φ). Consequently C(Φ)∗C(Φ) is positive definite. Let M0 ∈
Mκ×κ(C) be the positive definite Hermitian matrix obeying M2

0 = (C(Φ)∗C(Φ))−1.
Set M0 = (mij)1≤i,j≤κ and define

ψi =
κ∑

k=1

mkiφk, i = 1, · · · , κ. (5.37)

Then {ψ1, . . . , ψκ} is also a basis of K/H.
Let C(Ψ) be the matrix defined in the same way as C(Φ) with Φ = {φ1, . . . , φκ}

replaced by Ψ = {ψ1, . . . , ψκ}. Then

c(ψj) =

κ∑

k=1

mkjc(φk); j = 1, · · · , κ.
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This shows C(Ψ) = C(Φ)M0 and

C(Ψ)∗C(Ψ) =M0C(Φ)
∗C(Φ)M0 = 1 in Mκ×κ(C).

It follows that Ψ = {ψ1, . . . , ψκ} is a basis of K/H verifying the normalization con-
dition (5.35).

(b). Let tij ∈ C, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ κ, be such that

ψ′
i =

κ∑

j=1

tijψj , i = 1, · · · , κ.

Then c(ψ′
i) =

∑κ
j=1 tijc(ψj) in Cm. The condition (c(ψ′

i), c(ψ
′
j)) = δij becomes

(c(ψ′
i), c(ψ

′
j)) =

κ∑

l,m=1

tiltjm(c(ψl), c(ψm))

=

κ∑

l=1

tiltjl = δij

for i, j = 1, . . . , κ. This means that if both {ψ1, . . . , ψκ} and {ψ′
1, . . . , ψ

′
κ} satisfy

(5.35), the matrix T = (tij)1≤i,j≤κ is unitary. We obtain

κ∑

i=1

〈ψ′
i, ·〉ψ′

i =
κ∑

l,m=1

( κ∑

i=1

tiltim

)
〈ψl, ·〉ψm =

κ∑

l,m=1

δlm〈ψl, ·〉ψm =
κ∑

l=1

〈ψl, ·〉ψl.

The normalization condition of the resonance states (5.35) will be used to com-
pute the leading term of the resolvent R(z) = (H − z)−1 for z near λ0 and Im z 6= 0
in the case λ0 is a resonance but not an eigenvalue of H . The normalization con-
dition (5.16) can be regarded as a special case of (5.35), and Proposition 5.8 (b) is
also valid for the case λ0 = Σ2 is a double two-cluster threshold.

A main result on the resolvent expansion in Subsection 5.1.3 is for the case where
λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H , see Theorem 5.24, Case 0 and Case 1. However the
case where λ0 is an eigenvalue (and possibly a resonance as well) is also studied, cf.
Subsection 5.1.1.1. For the physical models we then need an additional weak decay
property of the corresponding L2-eigenfunctions, see Theorem 5.26. On the other
hand with this additional assumption we obtain the expansion of the resolvent up
to second order.

5.1.2 Resolvent asymptotics near the lowest threshold

In this subsection, we keep the conditions and the notation of Subsection 5.1.1.1,
in particular, λ0 = Σ2 is a double two-cluster threshold. We want to study the
asymptotics of the resolvent R(z) = (H − z)−1 near Σ2, using the formula (5.2) for
R(z). We let P (z) = −EH(λ0 + z) and decompose P (z) as

P (z) = P0 + U(z)− z and U(z) = U + zU1 + z2U2(z) (5.38a)
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with P0 and U defined by (5.5a) and (5.5b), respectively, and

U1 = −
(

0 〈ϕ1, ϕ2 ⊗ ·〉1,
〈ϕ2, ϕ1 ⊗ ·〉2 0

)
−K1(λ0), (5.38b)

U2(z) = −
∞∑

j=2

zj−2Kj(λ0), (5.38c)

Kj(λ0) = (〈ϕl, Il(R′(λ0))
j+1Imϕm·〉)1≤l,m≤2; j ∈ N. (5.38d)

Since K(λ0 + z) is holomorphic in z near zero and continuous from H1
−1−ρ to H−1

1+ρ

with ρ > 0 given by (1.22), the above power series converges in the space L(1,−1−
ρ;−1, 1 + ρ) for example. Note that

P (z) = P − z(1− U1) + z2U2(z); P = P0 + U. (5.39)

Differently from one-body Schrödinger operators, cf. [JK], P (z) is an operator pen-
cil depending on the spectral parameter in a non-linear way. The following result is
important for the existence of an asymptotic expansion of P (z)−1 as z → 0 in the
case 0 is an eigenvalue of P .

Lemma 5.9. 1− U1 is positive definite on H.

Proof. Note firstly that K1(λ0) ≥ 0. In fact, for f = (f1, f2) ∈ H, since R′(λ0) is a
bounded self-adjoint operator,

〈f,K1(λ0)f〉 =
∑

i,j

〈ϕi ⊗ fi, Ii(R
′(λ0))

2Ijϕj ⊗ fj〉 = ‖R′(λ0)F‖2 ≥ 0,

where F =
∑2

j=1 Ijϕj ⊗ fj . One can check that

1 +

(
0 〈ϕ1, ϕ2 ⊗ ·〉1

〈ϕ2, ϕ1 ⊗ ·〉2 0

)
≥ 0.

In fact, cf. the proof of Proposition 2.7, its expectation value on f is given by

‖f1‖21 + ‖f2‖22 + 2Re〈ϕ1 ⊗ f1, ϕ2 ⊗ f2〉 = ‖ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2‖2.

It follows that

〈(1− U1)f, f〉 = ‖ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2‖2 + ‖R′(λ0)F‖2 ≥ 0. (5.40)

Therefore, 1− U1 is non-negative on H and f ∈ ker(1− U1) if and only if

ϕ1 ⊗ f1 + ϕ2 ⊗ f2 = 0 and R′(λ0)F = 0.

In particular, since we assume (5.7a), ker(1 − U1) is reduced to {0} and 1 − U1 is
positive definite on H.
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Set
r0(z) = (P0 − z)−1; z 6∈ [0,∞). (5.41)

To obtain the asymptotic expansion of P (z)−1 for z 6∈ [0,∞) and z near zero, we
first use the resolvent equation

P (z)−1 = W (z)−1r0(z) where W (z) := 1 + r0(z)U(z). (5.42)

Next we shall apply the Grushin method to study the factor W (z)−1.
Let N ∈ N and s > N + 1

2
. Since dimXj = 3, the free resolvent r0(z) can be

expanded in L(−1, s; 1,−s) as

r0(z) = G0 +
√
zG1 + · · ·+ z

N
2 GN +O(|z|N2 +ǫ), (5.43)

for some ǫ > 0 depending on N and s, where Gi = diag(Gi,1, Gi,2) for i ≤ N
are diagonal matrices which can be calculated explicitly, cf. [JK, Lemma 2.3]. In
particular the integral kernel of Gi,j for i = 0, 1 and j = 1, 2 are given by

G0,j(xj , yj) =
1

4π|xj − yj|
, G1,j(xj , yj) =

i

4π
; j = 1, 2. (5.44)

We also recall, cf. [JK, Lemmas 2.1–2.3], that r0(z) ∈ L(−1, s′; 1,−s) if s, s′ >
1/2 and s+ s′ > 2 with a Hölder continuous dependence in z at z = 0. Hence

r0(z)−G0 = O(|z|ǫ) ∈ L(−1, s′; 1,−s) for s, s′ > 1
2

and s+ s′ > 2. (5.45)

We consider now expansions of the operator W (z) using the expansions (5.38a),
(5.43) and (5.45).

Lemma 5.10. Under the conditions (5.7a)–(5.7c) the following expansions in z
(with z 6∈ [0,∞)) hold in terms of the quantities

W0 = 1 +G0U, W1 = G1U, W2 = G2U +G0U1,

and for some (small) positive number ǫ (depending on given parameters s and s′).

(a) For s > 1
2
, s ≥ s′ and ρ0 − s′ > max{1

2
, 2− s}

W (z) =W0 +O(|z|ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.46a)

(b) For s > 3
2
, s ≥ s′ and ρ0 − s′ > 3

2

W (z) = W0 +
√
zW1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.46b)

(c) For s > 5
2
, s ≥ s′ and ρ0 − s′ > 5

2

W (z) =W0 +
√
zW1 + zW2 +O(|z|1+ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.46c)

The assertion (a) follows from (5.45), while (b) and (c) follow from the bounds
(5.43) with N = 1 and N = 2, respectively. In all cases we use (5.38a) as well.

Higher order asymptotic expansions can also be established under stronger decay
assumptions on the effective potentials.
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From the identity 〈−U ·, ·〉 = 〈P0·, ·〉 on K = ker(1+G0U) and an integration by
parts (cf. (4.13)) it follows that 〈−U ·, ·〉 is a positive quadratic form on K. Let

µ = dimK,

and let {φ1, . . . , φµ} be a basis of K orthonormalized with respect to 〈−U ·, ·〉:

〈−Uφi, φj〉 = δij .

This normalization is a technical tool from [Wa2] which in general does not conform
with (5.16) and (5.17). We make the convention that if zero is a resonance of P
with multiplicity κ, φj for 1 ≤ j ≤ κ are resonance states and φj for κ < j ≤ µ (for
κ < µ only of course) are eigenstates of P .

In order to obtain the expansion of W (z)−1, consider the Grushin problem

W(z) =

(
W (z) S
S∗ 0

)
: H1

−s × Cµ → H1
−s × Cµ,

where s ∈ (1
2
, ρ0 − 1

2
), S : Cµ → H1

−s is defined by

Sc =
µ∑

j=1

cjφj , c = (c1, . . . , cµ) ∈ Cµ,

and
S∗f = (〈−Uφ1, f〉 . . . , 〈−Uφµ, f〉), f ∈ H1

−s.

Note that S∗ can be regarded as the formal adjoint of S with respect to the form
〈−U ·, ·〉 on H1

−s (it is not the Hilbert space adjoint). Define for s as above the map
Q : H1

−s → H1
−s by

Qf =

µ∑

j=1

〈−Uφj , f〉φj.

Then,
SS∗ = Q on H1

−s and S∗S = 1 on Cµ,

in particular Q is a projection in H1
−s.

One can then prove (see [JK, Wa2]) that

H1
−s = K ⊕ ran(1 +G0U), (5.47)

and that Q projects onto K relatively to the direct sum decomposition (5.47), in
particular kerQ = ran(1 +G0U). Then of course Q′ = 1−Q is the projection from
H1

−s onto ran(1 + G0U) relatively to (5.47). It follows readily that Q′(1 + G0U)Q
′

is bijective on ran(1 +G0U). Since ran(1 +G0U) is closed the operator

D0 := (Q′(1 +G0U)Q
′)−1Q′ (5.48)

exists and is continuous on H1
−s. By an argument of perturbation based on (5.46a)

it follows that for |z| small enough Q′W (z)Q′ is invertible on ran(1 + G0U) with
continuous inverse. Let

D(z) = (Q′W (z)Q′)−1Q′.
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The following expansions hold in L(1,−s; 1,−s) under the specified conditions and
with

D0 = (Q′W0Q
′)−1Q′, D1 = −D0W1D0, D2 = −D0W2D0+D0W1D0W1D0.

D(z) = D0 +O(|z|ǫ), if 1
2
< s < ρ0 − 1

2
. (5.49a)

D(z) = D0 +
√
zD1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ), if 3

2
< s < ρ0 − 3

2
. (5.49b)

D(z) = D0 +
√
zD1 + zD2 +O(|z|1+ǫ), if 5

2
< s < ρ0 − 5

2
. (5.49c)

Note that if K = {0}, we have Q′ = 1 and D(z) = W (z)−1 and the asymptotic
expansion of W (z)−1 is given by the one of D(z). In the following we treat the
case K 6= {0}. The assertions (5.49b) and (5.49c) are not needed for leading term
expansions which is our main interest.

Using the operator D(z), we can compute the inverse of W(z) as

W(z)−1 =

(
E(z) E+(z)
E−(z) E−+(z)

)
, (5.50)

where

E(z) = D(z), E+(z) = S −D(z)W (z)S,
E−(z) = S∗ − S∗W (z)D(z), E−+(z) = S∗(−W (z) +W (z)D(z)W (z))S.

One obtains from (5.50) a representation of the inverse of W (z),

W (z)−1 = E(z)− E+(z)E−+(z)
−1E−(z). (5.51)

E±(z) and E−+(z) can be expanded similarly as D(z), that is

E±(z) = E±,0 +
√
zE±,1 + zE±,2 + . . .

E−+(z) = E−+,0 +
√
zE−+,1 + zE−+,2 + · · ·

More precisely one has the following result.

Lemma 5.11. Assume (5.7a)–(5.7c).

(a) One has in L(Cµ,H1
−s) (for the + case) or L(H1

−s,C
µ) (for the − case):

E±(z) = E±,0 +O(|z|ǫ), if s > 1
2
. (5.52a)

E±(z) = E±,0 +
√
zE±,1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ), if s > 3

2
. (5.52b)

E±(z) = E±,0 +
√
zE±,1 + zE±,2 +O(|z|1+ǫ), if s > 5

2
and ρ0 > 4. (5.52c)

Here

E+,0 = S, E−,0 = S∗,

E+,1 = −D0W1S, E−,1 = −S∗W1D0,

E+,2 = −(D0W2 +D1W1)S, E−,2 = −S∗(W2D0 +W1D1).
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(b) One has in Mµ×µ(C):

E−+(z) =
√
zE−+,1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ). (5.53a)

E−+(z) =
√
zE−+,1 + zE−+,2 +O(|z|1+ǫ), if ρ0 > 3. (5.53b)

Here

E−+,1 = −S∗W1S,
E−+,2 = −S∗(W2 −W1D0W1)S.

Proof. (a). Recall that S ∈ L(Cµ,H1
−s′) for any s′ > 1

2
. Since W0S = 0, using

(5.46a)-(5.46c), the following expansions in L(Cµ;H1
−s) hold.

∀s > 1
2
: W (z)S = O(|z|ǫ)S. (5.55a)

∀s > 3
2
: W (z)S =

√
zW1S +O(|z| 12+ǫ). (5.55b)

∀s > 5
2
: W (z)S = (

√
zW1 + zW2)S +O(|z|1+ǫ), if ρ0 > 3. (5.55c)

The expansions for E+(z) follows from (5.49a), (5.49b) and (5.55a)-(5.55c). The
results for E−(z) can be proved in a similar way.

(b). For (5.53a) we use (5.46a), (5.46b) and (5.49a). Note that indeed since W0S =

S∗W0 = 0 and D(z) : H1
−s → H1

−s is uniformly bounded for any s ∈ (1
2
, ρ0 − 1

2
), one

obtains

S∗W (z)S =
√
zS∗W1S +O(|z| 12+ǫ), (5.56a)

S∗W (z)D(z)W (z)S = O(|z| 12+ǫ). (5.56b)

Clearly (5.53a) follows from (5.56a) and (5.56b).
For (5.53b) we use (5.46b), (5.46c) and (5.49a). Note that

S∗W (z)S =
√
zS∗W1S + zS∗W2S +O(|z|1+ǫ), (5.57a)

S∗W (z)D(z)W (z)S = zS∗W1D(z)W1S +O(|z|1+ǫ)
= zS∗W1D0W1S +O(|z|1+ǫ). (5.57b)

Clearly (5.53b) follows from (5.57a) and (5.57b).

If zero is an eigenvalue but not a resonance, then φj ∈ L2 for all j and S is
continuous from Cµ to H, and by Theorem 5.3 the composition W1S = 0.

In the case ρ0 > 3 the asymptotics (5.53b) then amounts to the statement

E−+(z) = −zS∗W2S +O(|z|1+ǫ). (5.58)

For ρ0 = 3 the right hand sides of (5.53b) and (5.58) make sense since S maps to H,
however we dont know if these asymptotics still hold in that case. In fact we only
know the following weaker (and too poor) assertion for ρ0 = 3,

∀ǫ > 0 : E−+(z) = O(|z|1−ǫ). (5.59)
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To show (5.59) we apply (5.46c) with s′ = 0 and s ∈ (5
2
, 3] and conclude that

S∗W (z)S = zS∗W2S +O(|z|1+ǫ) = O(|z|).

Next by (5.46b),
W (z)S = O(|z| 12+ǫ)

in L(Cµ,H1
−s) for any s > 3

2
and with ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0. We apply (5.49a) with an s

taken close to 3
2
. Then we argue that for any small δ > 0

S∗W (z) = O(|z| 12−κ) in L(H1
−s.C

µ), κ := (s− 3
2
+ δ)/2, (5.60)

Given (5.60) it follows that

S∗W (z)D(z)W (z)S = O(|z|1+ǫ−κ),

showing that

E−+(z) + S∗W (z)S = O(|z|1+ǫ−κ) = O(|z|1−κ).

In particular (5.59) holds.
The bound (5.60) follows by interpolating the bounds

S∗W (z) = O(|z|ǫ′) in L(H1

−5
2
+δ
,Cµ),

S∗W (z) = O(|z| 12+ǫ′) in L(H1

−3
2
+δ
,Cµ),

in turn valid due to (5.46a) and (5.46b), respectively. (The interpolation requires
the bounds with ǫ′ = 0 only.)

Calculation of E−+,j, j = 1, 2. To compute explicitly these leading terms, we
distinguish between different situations according to the spectral properties of the
threshold zero.

Case 1. Suppose zero is a resonance, but not an eigenvalue of P . In this case,
µ = 1 or 2 and

E−+,1 = (〈Uφi, G1Uφj〉)1≤i,j≤µ.
If µ = 1, E−+,1 = 〈Uφ1, G1Uφ1〉0. Note that G1 = diag(G1,1, G1,2) with G1,i, i = 1, 2,
given by the rank-one operator

G1,i = i〈gi, ·〉gi, (5.61)

where gi is the constant function in xi introduced in (5.15a). Using (5.15b) we then
obtain

G1Uφ1 = i(c1(φ1)g1, c2(φ1)g2)

and
E−+,1 = i(|c1(φ1)|2 + |c2(φ1)|2) = i|c(φ1)|2 (5.62)

with c(φ1) = (c1(φ1), c2(φ1)) ∈ C2. If µ = 2, a similar computation gives

G1Uφj = i(c1(φj)g1, c2(φj)g2); j = 1, 2.
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Therefore
〈Uφi, G1Uφj〉 = i(c1(φi)c1(φj) + c2(φi)c2(φj)).

It follows that
E−+,1 = (〈Uφi, G1Uφj〉)1≤i,j≤2 = iB0 (5.63)

where B0 = C∗
0C0 and

C0 =

(
c1(φ1) c1(φ2)
c2(φ1) c2(φ2)

)
(5.64)

Summing up, one obtains in Case 1

E−+,1 = iB0 (5.65)

where B0 is a µ× µ matrix given by

B0 = |c(φ1)|2 if µ = 1, and B0 = C∗
0C0 if µ = 2. (5.66)

In both cases B0 is invertible due to Theorem 5.3. The explicit formula of E−+,2 is
not needed for the leading term of the resolvent expansion in Case 1.

Case 2. Suppose zero is an eigenvalue, but not a resonance of P . In this case,
all φj’s are eigenfunctions and by Theorem 5.3 on the characterization of resonance
states, one has W1S = 0 which implies

E−+,1 = −S∗W1S = 0. (5.67)

Assume ρ0 > 3, so that (5.53b) and (5.58) apply. This means more explicitly that

E−+,2 = (〈Uφi, (G2U +G0U1)φj〉)i,j=1,...,µ.

Moreover, since φj ∈ L2, j = 1, . . . , µ, we can check as in [JK] that

〈Uφi, G2Uφj〉 = 〈φi, φj〉. (5.68)

In fact, writing
G2 = z−1(r0(z)−G0 −

√
zG1) +O(|z|ǫ)

for Im z > 0 and z near zero, one obtains using the 1st resolvent equation that

G2Uφj = −r0(z)φj +O(|z|ǫ)Uφj ,

and
〈Uφi, G2Uφj〉 = −〈r0(z)Uφi, φj〉+O(|z|ǫ).

Similarly r0(z)Uφi = −φi − zr0(z)φi, and by taking the limit z = iγ → 0 with
γ ∈ R+, we indeed obtain (5.68).

It is clear that 〈Uφi, G0U1φj〉 = −〈φi, U1φj〉. Therefore in Case 2, one has

E−+,1 = 0, E−+,2 = (〈φi, (1− U1)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ. (5.69)

By Lemma 5.9, (〈φi, (1− U1)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ is a positive definite matrix.
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Case 3. Suppose zero is both a resonance and an eigenvalue of P . Let κ be the
multiplicity of zero resonance of P . Then κ = 1 or 2 and κ < µ. For κ+1 ≤ j ≤ µ,
φj is an eigenfunction and therefore

W1φj = G1Uφj = 0, j = κ+ 1, · · · , µ. (5.70)

E−+,1 can be computed as in Case 1. One has in Mµ×µ(C)

E−+,1 =




iB0 0 · · · 0
0 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · 0


 (5.71)

where B0 is the κ× κ matrix given by (5.66) with µ replaced by κ.
Using the method of Case 2 and taking notice of (5.70), we find that under the

condition ρ0 > 3

E−+,2 =

(
E (2)
11 E (2)

12

E (2)
21 E (2)

22

)
, (5.72)

where

E (2)
11 = (〈Uφi, (W2 −W1D0W1)φj〉)1≤i,j≤κ ,

E (2)
12 = (〈Uφi,W2φj〉)1≤i≤κ, κ+1≤j≤µ,

E (2)
21 = (〈Uφi,W2φj〉)κ+1≤i≤µ, 1≤j≤κ,

E (2)
22 = (〈φi, (1− U1)φj〉)κ+1≤i,j≤µ.

If 0 is an eigenvalue of P we let Π0 denote the spectral projection in H onto the
zero-eigenspace of this operator. The quantity Π0 enters for Cases 2 and 3 below.

Proposition 5.12. The following asymptotics as z → 0 and z 6∈ [0,∞) hold in
L(1,−s; 1,−s) for s > 1 and close to 1.

Case 1. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the first kind. Then

W (z)−1 =
i√
z
Q0 +O(|z|− 1

2
+ǫ). (5.73)

Here

Q0 =
κ∑

j=1

〈−Uψj , ·〉ψj (5.74)

with ψj ∈ K such that if κ = 1, ψ1 verifies the normalization condition (5.16) and
if κ = 2, ψ1 and ψ2 verify the normalization condition (5.17).

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the second or the
third kind, respectively, and suppose that ρ0 > 3. Then

W (z)−1 = z−1(Π0(1− U1)Π0)
−1Π0U +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.75)
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Proof. Case 1 . For any s ∈ (1
2
, ρ0 − 1

2
) and for some ǫ > 0

E(z) = D0 +O(|z|ǫ), in L(1,−s; 1,−s),
E±(z) = E±,0 +O(|z|ǫ), in L(Cµ,H1

−s) or L(H1
−s,C

µ),

E−+(z) = i
√
zB0 +O(|z| 12+ǫ)

where B0 is given by (5.66). Note that E+,0 = S, E−,0 = S∗ and SS∗ = Q. It follows
from (5.51) that

W (z)−1 =
i√
z
SB−1

0 S∗ +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.76)

If κ = 1, B0 = |c(φ1)|2. Set

ψ1 =
1

|c(φ1)|
φ1. (5.77)

Then ψ1 verifies (5.16) and

SB−1
0 S∗ =

1

|c(φ1)|2
〈−Uφ1, ·〉φ1 = 〈−Uψ1, ·〉ψ1 = Q0.

If κ = 2, then B0 = C∗
0C0. Take ψ1, ψ2 ∈ K such that

(
ψ1

ψ2

)
= tC−1

0

(
φ1

φ2

)
. (5.78)

For f ∈ H1
−s, set (v1, v2) = (〈−Uφ1, f〉, 〈−Uφ2, f〉) ∈ C2. One has

SB−1
0 S∗f = (φ1, φ2)C

−1
0 C∗−1

0

(
v1
v2

)
= u1ψ1 + u2ψ2

where (
u1
u2

)
= C∗−1

0

(
v1
v2

)
=

(
〈−Uψ1, f〉
〈−Uψ2, f〉

)
.

It follows that

SB−1
0 S∗f = 〈−Uψ1, f〉ψ1 + 〈−Uψ2, f〉ψ2 = Q0f.

To show that ψ1 and ψ2 verify the normalization condition (5.17), set C0 = (cij)1≤i,j≤2,
tC−1

0 = (dij)1≤i,j≤2 and ψk = (ψk1, ψk2). Then

cj(ψk) = 〈gj, Uj1ψk1 + Uj2ψk2〉 =
2∑

m=1

dkmcjm = δjk; j, k = 1, 2.

Therefore ψ1 and ψ2 are resonance states verifying the normalization condition
(5.17), and (5.73) is proved.

Case 2 . By (5.69) and Lemmas 5.9 and 5.11

E−+(z) = zM1 +O(|z|1+ǫ),

where the matrix M1 = (〈φi, (1− U1)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ is positive definite. We deduce from
(5.51) that

W (z)−1 = −z−1SM−1
1 S∗ +O(|z|−1+ǫ)).
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Let S# be the adjoint of S with respect to the scalar product 〈·, ·〉 of H. Then
S∗ = −S#U and M1 = S#(1 − U1)S. The orthogonal projection Π0 of H onto the
zero eigenspace of P can be expressed in terms of S and S# as

Π0 = S(SS#)−1S# (5.79a)

and obeys

Π0S = S, S#Π0 = S# (5.79b)

Letting T = S(S#(1− U1)S)−1S# we compute using (5.79a) and (5.79b)

−SM−1
1 S∗ = TU,

(Π0(1− U1)Π0)T = S(SS#)−1S# = Π0,

T (Π0(1− U1)Π0) = S(SS#)−1S# = Π0.

This leads to the identity T = (Π0(1− U1)Π0)
−1Π0, and consequently that

−SM−1
1 S∗ = TU = (Π0(1− U1)Π0)

−1Π0U,

which proves (5.75)

Case 3 . We use again (5.53b). We want to show E−+(z)
−1 exists and to calculate

its leading term as z → 0 and z 6∈ [0,∞). To do this, let M(z) =
√
zE−+,1+zE−+,2 ∈

Mµ×µ(C). Decompose M(z) into blocks:

M(z) =

( √
zM11(z) zM12

zM21 zM22

)

with

M11(z) = iB0 +
√
zE (2)

11

Mij = E (2)
ij for (ij) 6= (11).

M22 is positive definite by Lemma 5.9. The diagonal part of M(z) is invertible and
one has

M(z)diag((
√
zM11(z))

−1, (zM22)
−1) =

(
1 a
b 1

)

where
a =M12M

−1
22 , b = b(z) =

√
zM21M11(z)

−1.

Since b = O(
√

|z|), the matrix

(
1 a
b 1

)
is invertible for z 6∈ [0,∞) and |z| small,

and an elementary calculation gives
(

1 a
b 1

)−1

=

(
(1− ab)−1 −a(1 − ba)−1

−b(1− ab)−1 (1− ba)−1

)
.

Consequently we obtain a formula for the inverse of M(z) for z 6∈ [0,∞) with |z|
small, and from that we read off that

zM(z)−1 =

( √
zM11(z)

−1 −√
zM11(z)

−1M12M
−1
22

−√
zM−1

22 M21M11(z)
−1 M−1

22

)
+O(

√
|z|).
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Recalling our choice of basis {φ1, . . . , φµ} in K the map S splits naturally as
S = Sr⊕Se : Cκ⊕Cµ−κ → H1

−s with the range of Sr (Se, respectively) included in the
zero-resonance space (the zero-eigenspace, respectively) of P . Similarly, decompose
S∗ = S∗

r ⊕ S∗
e . Then,

SrS∗
r = Qr, S∗

rSr = Iκ, SeS∗
e = Qe, S∗

eSe = Iµ−κ,

where Qr =
∑κ

j=1〈−Uφj , ·〉φj and Qe =
∑µ

j=κ+1〈−Uφj , ·〉φj. Since E−+(z) =
M(z) + o(|z|), we obtain that

−E+(z)E−+(z)
−1E−(z) =

1

z

(
− SeM−1

22 S∗
e +O(|z|ǫ)

)
.

Since M22 = (〈(1− U1)φi, φj〉)κ+1≤i, j≤µ, we can verify as in Case 2 that

−SeM−1
22 S∗

e = (Π0(1− U1)Π0)
−1Π0U.

Whence (5.75) is proved for Case 3 also.

Recall that

EH(λ0 + z)−1 = −W (z)−1(P0 − z)−1, and G0U = −1 on K. (5.80)

The following result follows immediately from Proposition 5.12.

Proposition 5.13. The following asymptotics hold in L(−1, s; 1,−s) for any s > 1
and z 6∈ [0,∞) with |z| small.

Case 1. Suppose zero is an exceptional point of the first kind. Let κ be the
multiplicity of zero resonance. If κ = 1, let ψ1 be a resonance state normalized
according to (5.16), and if κ = 2, let ψ1 and ψ2 be resonance states normalized
according to (5.17). Then for some ǫ > 0

EH(λ0 + z)−1 = − i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈ψj , ·〉ψj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.81a)

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the second or the
third kind, respectively, and suppose that ρ0 > 3. Then for some ǫ > 0

EH(λ0 + z)−1 = z−1(Π0(1− U1)Π0)
−1Π0 +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.81b)

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.12, (5.80) and the leading order expansion

∀s > 1 : (P0 − z)−1 = G0 +O(|z|ǫ) ∈ L(−1, s; 1,−s). (5.82)

We are now able to give the asymptotics of the resolvent of N -body operator H
near its first threshold λ0 = Σ2. Let R(λ0 + z) = (H − λ0 − z)−1. By (5.2),

R(λ0+z) = R′(λ0+z)−(1−R′(λ0+z)H)SEH(λ0+z)
−1S∗(1−HR′(λ0+z)). (5.83)
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Here R′(λ0 + z) is the reduced resolvent which under the condition (5.7a) is holo-
morphic in z in a neighborhood of zero. The proof of Lemma 5.2 shows that ψ is
a zero-resonance state of P if and only if u = (1 − R′(λ0)H)Sψ is an λ0-resonance
state of H and φ can be recovered from u by φ = T ∗u, where T ∗ = (S∗S)−1S∗.

If λ0 is a resonance of H its multiplicity is denoted by κ. If λ0 is an eigenvalue
of H the spectral projection of H onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by
ΠH . Define

SIf = I1ϕ1f1 + I2ϕ2f2, f = (f1, f2) ∈ H1
−∞.

Theorem 5.14. Assume (5.7a) and (5.7b). The following asymptotics hold for
R(λ0 + z) as an operator from H−1

s to H1
−s, s > 1, for z → 0 and z 6∈ [0,∞), and

ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

Case 0. Suppose λ0 is a regular point of H. Then one has

R(λ0 + z) = R′(λ0) + (S − R′(λ0)SI)D0G0(S
∗ − S∗

IR
′(λ0)) +O(|z|ǫ). (5.84a)

Case 1. Suppose λ0 is an exceptional point of the first kind of H. Then

R(λ0 + z) =
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ), (5.84b)

where uj = Sψj − R′(λ0)SIψj with ψj given in Proposition 5.13. The quantities
uj are resonance states of H obeying (5.18) and (5.19) for κ = 1 and κ = 2,
respectively.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that λ0 is an exceptional point of the second or the third
kind, respectively, and suppose that ρ0 > 3. Then

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.84c)

Proof. Case 0 . One has

(1−R′(λ0 + z)H)S = S − R′(λ0)SI +O(|z|) = E+(λ0) +O(|z|),

in L(H1
−s, H

1
−s) for 0 ≤ s ≤ 3

2
. Similarly, S∗(1−HR′(λ0+z)) = S∗−S∗

IR
′(λ0)+O(z)

in L(H−1
s ,H−1

s ). One obtains then from (5.80), (5.49a), (5.82) and (5.83) that

R(λ0 + z) = R′(λ0) + (S − R′(λ0)SI)D0G0(S
∗ − S∗

IR
′(λ0)) +O(|z|ǫ) (5.85)

in L(−1, s; 1,−s) for s > 1, proving (5.84a).

Case 1 . One obtains from (5.83) and Proposition 5.13 that

R(λ0 + z) = −E+(λ0)EH(λ0 + z)−1E−(λ0) +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ)
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in L(−1, s; 1,−s) for s > 1. Let uj = E+(λ0)ψj . Since E−(λ0)
∗ = E+(λ0) it follows

from (5.81a) that

E+(λ0)EH(λ0 + z)−1E−(λ0) = − i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj + (|z|− 1
2
+ǫ),

proving (5.84b).

Cases 2 and 3 . We can apply (5.81b) and (5.83) to obtain

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1B +O(|z|−1+ǫ),

where in terms of the spectral projection Π0 of P (for the eigenvalue zero)

B = E+(λ0)(Π0(1− U1)
−1Π0)

−1Π0E−(λ0).

It remains to check that B is equal to the spectral projection ΠH , cf. [Wa2]. In-
troducing τ = E+(λ0)Π0 it follows that τ ∗ = Π0E−(λ0), and by using the properties
R′(λ0)S = S∗R′(λ0) = 0 and (5.40) we compute

τ ∗τ = Π0(S
∗(1−HR′(λ0))(1− R′(λ0)H)SΠ0 = Π0(1− U1)Π0.

Consequently B can be written as

B = τ(τ ∗τ)−1τ ∗.

It follows that B is an orthogonal projection with ranB ⊂ ran τ and kerB = ker τ ∗,
and therefore in fact ranB = ran τ . Since ran τ is equal to the λ0-eigenspace of H ,
we conclude B = ΠH as wanted.

For the case where ρ0 = 3 and λ0 is an eigenvalue of H there is no information
in Theorem 5.14. Furthermore we only extracted the leading term asymptotics.
Assuming that all eigenfunctions of H at λ0 have a certain (weak) power decay we
can obtain a resolvent expansion for that case too, and that expansion will be to
second order without further assumptions, see Theorem 5.16 stated below.

Remark 5.15. For possible higher order expansions the condition (5.7c) is needed
and give limitations. For example it could be that (5.7b) is fulfilled for Coulombic
systems (for which ρ = 1) with a big ρ0 in some cases, but then the condition (5.7c)
would read ρ0 ≤ 4 and we dont see how to avoid this restriction. More precisely,
for example we can not improve (5.6) to be valid for any ρ0 > 4 for such systems
(not even with s = ρ0/2 only). This is rooted in the fact that we do not know
how to estimate the diagonal parts of the matrix K(λ0) better than O(〈xj〉−4) for
ρ = 1. The main reason for not studying higher order resolvent expansions is that
the conditions would be too strong to be interesting for Coulombic systems.

Theorem 5.16. Assume (5.7a), (5.7b) and ρ0 = 3. Suppose λ0 is an eigenvalue of
H and that ranΠH ⊂ L2

t for some t > 3/2. Then the following asymptotics hold for
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R(λ0 + z) as an operator from H−1
s to H1

−s, s > 1, for z → 0 and z 6∈ [0,∞), and
ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.86)

Here the second term on the right-hand side appears only if κ ≥ 1, that is if λ0 is a
resonance of H, and in that case the states uj constitute a basis of resonance states
of H (recall that either κ = 1 and κ = 2). If on the other hand λ0 is not a resonance
of H, then R(λ0 + z) + z−1ΠH has a limit in norm as z → 0.

One can show Theorem 5.16 by mimicking the proof of the assertion on Case 1
in Theorem 5.14 with H replaced by Hσ := H − σΠH , σ > 0. Note that λ0 is not
an eigenvalue of Hσ. Letting Rσ(ζ) = (Hσ − ζ)−1 we decompose

R(λ0 + z) = Rσ(λ0 + z)− z−1ΠH + (z + σ)−1ΠH , (5.87)

and conclude that it suffices to show that for a fixed small σ > 0

Rσ(λ0 + z) =
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.88)

This can largely be shown as before since the last assumption in (5.7a) is valid
withH ′ replaced byH ′

σ := Π′HσΠ
′ for σ > 0 small (by an argument of perturbation).

We can largely mimic the previous procedure, now for Hσ rather than for H , cf.
Remark 3.21 2) which will be particularly relevant for similar constructions in the
next sections. However we need to argue that the resonance states uj in (5.88), which
a priori are resonance states of Hσ, in fact also are resonance states of H . For that it
suffices in turn to note that ΠHuj = 0, which follows from the fact that −σΠHuj =
ΠH(Hσ − λ0)uj = 0. If κσ denotes the dimension of the space of resonance states
of Hσ, we see that κσ ≤ κ. The converse κσ ≥ κ follows by modifying any given
base of resonance states of H by projecting out the corresponding components in
ranΠH , yielding a base of resonance states of Hσ. Whence our use of the notation
κ in (5.88), rather than the initially correct quantity κσ, is justified.

Another comment relates to (5.8). The added term −σΠH is not local, and if
we introduce the notation Uσ and Pσ for the corresponding reduced quantities, the
corresponding version of (5.8) does not follow the same way unless ranΠH ⊂ L2

t for
some t > 2. (But we only assume this for some t > 3/2, so if t ∈ (3/2, 2] a different
argument is needed.) Nevertheless we have the following version of (5.9) for any
v = (v1, v2) ∈ H1

(−1/2)− and Pσv = 0:

v = 0 ⇐⇒ 〈1, Uσ,j1v1 + Uσ,j2v2〉 = 0; j = 1, 2. (5.89)

This follows by noting that if the functionals to the right vanish on v, then the proof
of (5.8) shows that v ∈ H1

(−1/2)+ . Then the corresponding u ∈ H1
(−1/2)+ (given by

the inverse eigentransform), and this cannot hold unless u ∈ L2 since by the above
discussion (H − λ0)u = (Hσ − λ0)u = 0, and therefore we can conclude that u ∈ L2

using Theorem 4.7. Since λ0 is not an eigenvalue of Hσ it follows that u = 0 and
then in turn that v = 0. With (5.89) in place we can mimic the proof of the assertion
on Case 1 in Theorem 5.14 with H replaced by Hσ = H−σΠH and conclude (5.88).
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Remarks 5.17. 1) We used, among others, the conditions λ0 = Σ2 6∈ σpp(H
′)

and F1 ∩ F2 = {0}. The case λ0 ∈ σpp(H
′) can be treated as in [Wa2] when

Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold. The same statements as those
of Theorem 5.14 remain true, but their proof requires a more complicated
Grushin reduction, cf. Sections 2.4 and 4.3. If F1 ∩ F2 6= {0}, one can still
reduce the spectral analysis of H at λ0 to a one-body problem, cf. Sections
2.5 and 4.3. The conditions dimXj = 3 and ρ0 ≥ 3 of (5.7a) and (5.7b), as
well as (5.7c), simplify the resolvent expansion at the threshold λ0 and fit well
with the physics models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3.

2) The very last assertion of Theorem 5.16 only needs ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some

t > 1 (rather than this decay for some t > 3/2, as required in Theorem 5.16)
due to the fact that λ0, under the given hypotheses, is neither an eigenvalue
nor a resonance of Hσ.

3) The cases where dimXj 6= 3 or the effective potential decays slowly or has
a critically decaying part were studied in Chapter 4 and we obtained some
threshold spectral properties of H . One may for these cases try to combine
the existing results for one-body problems and the reduction made in Chapter
2 to establish the asymptotics of the resolvent of H near λ0. Although leaving
this issue partly as an open question to the interested reader, see however
Section 5.3, let us remark that the effectively slowly decaying potential cases
corresponding to Subsections 4.1.2, 4.1.3, 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 are relatively easy to
treat due to the fact that the threshold is not a resonance and eigenfunctions
(if existing) have arbitrary polynomial decay (cf. Theorem 4.17 1) in the
context of physics models). We make use of this simplicity in Chapter 6, see
Remark 6.1. This is in the context of a possible higher two-cluster threshold
subject to conditions of Subsections 4.1.2, 4.1.3, 4.2.2 and 4.2.3. However we
do treat a special case with a critical decaying part of the effective potential,
see Subsection 6.3.2. Using the theory of the present chapter we treat in
Subsections 6.3.3 and 6.3.4 the fastly decaying case for the physics models
with the occurrence of a resonance at a possible higher two-cluster threshold.

5.1.3 Resolvent asymptotics near higher two-cluster
thresholds

Assume (5.21) and (5.27a)–(5.27c) as in Subsection 5.1.1.2. We shall tacitly use
the notation from that subsection. Let P (z) = −EH(λ0 + z) for z near zero and
Im z 6= 0. Then P (z) can be written as

P (z) = P0 + U(z)− z, (5.90)

where P0 = −∆xa0
1m and U(z) = S∗I0S − S∗I0R

′(λ0 + z)I0S. Here 1m denotes the
identity matrix in Mm×m(C). Applying Theorem 3.18, one has for ± Im z > 0 and
j ∈ N0 with j < ρ1

U(z) = U± + zU±
1 + · · ·+ zjU±

j +O(|z|j+ǫ), (5.91)
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as bounded operators from H1
−s to H−1

s for any s < ρ1 − j and for some ǫ > 0
depending on s and ρ. Furthermore

U± = S∗I0S − S∗I0R
′(λ0 ± i0)I0S,

U±
j = −S∗I0(R

′(λ0 ± i0))j+1I0S; j ≥ 1.

See the proof of Lemma 5.19 for an elaboration for the relevant cases (we shall only
need (5.91) for j = 0 and j = 1).

Recall that K = kerH1
−s
(1+G0U

±) for s ∈ (1
2
, 3
2
), but that this space is indepen-

dent of such s as well as of the sign ±.

Lemma 5.18. The quadratic form q(·) = 〈(1− U±
1 )·, ·〉0 defined on K∩H is positive

definite and independent of sign ±.

Proof. For v ∈ K ∩ H one has Π′I0Sv ∈ H−1
(3/2)+ , allowing us to conclude that

R′(λ0 ± i0)2I0Sv ∈ H1
(−3/2)− . Hence q is well-defined. Now R′(λ0 + i0)I0Sv =

R′(λ0 − i0)I0Sv and R′(λ0 ± i0)I0Sv ∈ L2(X) (cf. Theorem 4.15, Theorem 5.6 (a)
and the part of the proof of Theorem 5.6 based on microlocal resolvent estimates).
These facts allow us to compute

q(v) = 〈(1 + S∗I0R
′λ0 + i0)2I0Sv, v〉

= ‖v‖2 + 〈R′(λ0 + i0)I0Sv,R
′(λ0 − i0)I0Sv〉

= ‖v‖2 + ‖R′(λ0 + i0)I0Sv‖2 ≥ ‖v‖2,

proving that q(·) is positive definite on K ∩H.

We shall study the asymptotics of the resolvent R(λ0 + z) = (H − λ0 − z)−1 as
z → 0 and ± Im z > 0. Set

r0(z) = (P0 − z)−1; z 6∈ [0,∞). (5.92)

To obtain the asymptotic expansion of P (z)−1 for z 6∈ R and z near zero, we use as
in Section 5.1.2 the resolvent equation

P (z)−1 = (1 + r0(z)U(z))
−1r0(z) (5.93)

and apply the Grushin method to study (1 + r0(z)U(z))
−1. For simplicity we shall

mostly consider the case Im z > 0 only.

Let N ≥ 1 and s > N+ 1
2
. Similarly to the (partly scalar) case studied in Section

5.1.2, the free resolvent r0(z) can be expanded L(−1, s; 1,−s) as

r0(z) = G0 +
√
zG1 + · · ·+ z

N
2 GN +O(|z|N2 +ǫ), (5.94)

for some ǫ > 0 depending on N and s, where Gj is the m×m diagonal matrix (with
operator-valued entries) whose integral kernel is given by

ij

4π
|xa0 − ya0|j−11m; j ∈ N0. (5.95)

In addition to the higher order expansions (5.94) we record the zero’th order
expansion (5.45) (with an obvious change of interpretation).



126 Chapter 5. Resolvent asymptotics near a two-cluster threshold

Since U+ = U− on K it follows that 〈−U+·, ·〉 is a quadratic form on K. By
the identity 〈−U+·, ·〉 = 〈P0·, ·〉 and an integration by parts it follows that 〈−U+·, ·〉
is a positive quadratic form. Hence there exists a basis {φ1, . . . , φµ} of K which is
orthonormal with respect to 〈−U+·, ·〉. If zero is a resonance of P+, we denote by
κ its multiplicity. We use the convention that the functions φj for 1 ≤ j ≤ κ are
resonance states of P+ while the other φj’s are eigenfunctions of P+.

With the above notation, we can apply the Grushin method to obtain asymptotic
expansions of W (z)−1 as z → 0, Im z > 0, where

W (z) := 1 + r0(z)U(z).

The leading order expansion of W (z) is given by

W (z) = 1 +G0U
+ +O(|z|ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s), (5.96)

for Im z > 0 and 1
2
< s, s′ < ρ1 and for some ǫ = ǫ(s, s′) > 0. In particular this

holds under the minimum conditions ρ = 1 and ρ1 = 3
2
, see Lemma 5.19 (a) below

and the outlined proof.
A higher order expansion of W (z) needs a stronger condition than ρ1 = 3

2
and

therefore also ρ > 1. With such condition we can apply Theorem 3.18 on higher
powers of the reduced resolvent and obtain the following extension of (5.96). The
assertions (b) and (c) clearly exclude the interesting case ρ = 1. Nevertheless we
will later show a higher order expansion of W (z)φ when applied to vectors φ ∈ K,
even when ρ = 1, see the proof of Lemma 5.21. This will in fact yield a non-trivial
resolvent expansion in the exceptional case of the first kind when ρ = 1.

Lemma 5.19. Suppose (5.21) and (5.27a)–(5.27c). In terms of the quantities

W0 = 1 +G0U
+, W1 = G1U

+, W2 = G2U
+ +G0U

+
1 , (5.97)

the following expansions in z (with Im z > 0) hold for some ǫ = ǫ(s, s′) > 0.

(a) For s, s′ ∈ (1
2
, ρ1), s ≥ s′,

W (z) = W0 +O(|z|ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.98a)

(b) If ρ1 >
3
2
, then for s, s′ ∈ (3

2
, ρ1) with s ≥ s′,

W (z) =W0 +
√
zW1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.98b)

(c) If ρ1 >
5
2
, then for s ∈ (5

2
, ρ1), s ≥ s′ and s′ ∈ (3

2
, ρ1 − 1)

W (z) = W0 +
√
zW1 + zW2 +O(|z|1+ǫ) ∈ L(1,−s′; 1,−s). (5.98c)

Proof. By Theorem 3.18 there exists for any j ∈ N and ǫ > 0 a constant C > 0 such
that

‖〈x〉 1
2
−j−ǫR′(λ0 + z)j〈x〉 1

2
−j−ǫ‖ ≤ C,

and therefore

‖〈x〉− 3
2
−ǫ(R′(λ0 + z)− R′(λ0 + i0)

)
〈x〉− 3

2
−ǫ‖ ≤ C|z|
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for z near zero with Im z > 0. Using complex interpolation we then obtain the
following Hölder estimate for the reduced resolvent for 0 < r′ < r ≤ 1,

‖〈x〉− 1
2
−r(R′(λ0 + z)−R′(λ0 + i0)

)
〈x〉− 1

2
−r‖ ≤ Cr,r′|z|r

′

, Im z > 0. (5.99a)

In particular this bound yield the expansion (5.91) with j = 0.
By a similar argument it follows that for 0 < r′ < r ≤ 1 and Im z > 0,

‖〈x〉− 3
2
−r(R′(λ0 + z)−R′(λ0 + i0)− zR′(λ0 + i0)2

)
〈x〉− 3

2
−r‖ ≤ Cr,r′|z|1+r

′

, (5.99b)

implying the expansion (5.91) with j = 1.
We only prove (c) since the pattern of proof of (5.98a) and (5.98c) is the same.

So suppose ρ1 > 5
2
. Applying (5.94) (with N = 2) we first obtain that

W (z) = 1 + (G0 +
√
zG1 + zG2)U(z) +O(|z|1+ǫ)

in L(1,−s′; 1,−s) with s, s′ ∈ (5
2
, ρ1). Note here that U(z) ∈ L(1,−s′;−1, s′) with a

uniform bound, cf. Theorems 3.13 and 3.18 . Making (again) use of the boundedness
of G2 and the expansion (5.91) with j = 0 we obtain

G2U(z) = G2U
+ +O(|z|ǫ) in L(1,−s′; 1,−s).

It follows from (5.99a) that for s ∈ (5
2
, ρ1) and s′ ∈ (2, ρ1 − 1

2
)

‖〈xa0〉−sG1(U(z) − U+)〈xa0〉s
′‖

≤ C‖〈xa0〉s−1S∗I0(R
′(λ0 + z)− R′(λ0 + i0))I0S〈xa0〉s

′‖ (5.100)

≤ C ′‖〈x〉−ρ1− 1
2
+s−1(R′(λ0 + z)− R′(λ0 + i0))〈x〉−ρ1− 1

2
+s′‖

≤ C ′′|z| 12+δ;

this is for some δ > 0.
It remains to show that

G0U(z) = G0U
+ + zG0U

+
1 +O(|z|1+ǫ) in L(1,−s′; 1,−s).

This expansion for s ∈ (5
2
, ρ1) and s′ ∈ (3

2
, ρ1 − 1) follows from (5.91) with j = 1

(justified by (5.99b)). We conclude (c).

Let S : Cµ → H1
−s, s ∈ (1

2
, ρ1), be defined by

Sc =
µ∑

j=1

cjφj, c = (c1, . . . , cµ) ∈ Cµ,

and S∗ : H1
−s → Cµ by

S∗f = (〈−U+φ1, f〉 . . . , 〈−U+φµ, f〉), f ∈ H1
−s.

Let Q : H1
−s → H1

−s be given by

Qf =

µ∑

j=1

〈−U+φj, f〉φj.
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One can then prove, cf. Section 5.1.2, that Q is a projection from H1
−s onto K,

Q′ = 1−Q is a projection from H1
−s onto ran(1 +G0U

+) and that

D+
0 = (Q′(1 +G0U

+)Q′)−1Q′ (5.101)

exists and is continuous on H1
−s, s ∈ (1

2
, ρ1). By an argument of perturbation, it

follows that for |z| small enough and Im z > 0, Q′W (z)Q′ is invertible on ran(1 +
G0U

+) with continuous inverse. Let

D(z) = (Q′W (z)Q′)−1Q′.

Then according to the varying conditions on ρ1 in Lemma 5.19 one has the following
expansions in L(1,−s; 1,−s):

D(z) = D0 +O(|z|ǫ), if s ∈ (1
2
, ρ1). (5.102a)

D(z) = D0 +
√
zD1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ1), if ρ1 > 3

2
and s ∈ (3

2
, ρ1). (5.102b)

Here

D0 = D+
0 and D1 = −D0W1D0.

Using the operator D(z), we can establish the following representation formula
for W (z)−1 for Im z > 0:

W (z)−1 = E(z)− E+(z)E−+(z)
−1E−(z), (5.103)

where

E(z) = D(z), E+(z) = S −D(z)W (z)S,
E−(z) = S∗ − S∗W (z)D(z), E−+(z) = S∗(−W (z) +W (z)D(z)W (z))S.

The operators E±(z) and E−+(z) can be expanded similarly as D(z),

E±(z) = E±,0 +
√
zE±,1 + zE±,2 + . . .

E−+(z) = E−+,0 +
√
zE−+,1 + zE−+,2 + · · ·

More precisely one has the following two lemmas on these expansions.

Lemma 5.20. Suppose (5.21) and (5.27a)–(5.27c). One has in L(Cµ,H1
−s) (for the

+ case) or L(H1
−s,C

µ) (for the − case):

E±(z) = E±,0 +O(|z|ǫ), if s ∈ (1
2
, ρ1). (5.104a)

E±(z) = E±,0 +
√
zE±,1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ), if ρ1 >

3
2

and s ∈ (3
2
, ρ1). (5.104b)

Here

E+,0 = S, E−,0 = S∗,

E+,1 = −D0W1S, E−,1 = −S∗W1D0.
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The proof of Lemma 5.20 is the same as that for the corresponding assertions in
Lemma 5.11 and will not be repeated here. For the leading order resolvent expansion
only (5.104a) is needed.

Formally one can expand the matrix

E−+(z) = S∗(−W (z) +W (z)D(z)W (z))S ∈ Mµ×µ(C)

as

E−+(z) =
√
zE−+,1(z) + zE−+,2 +O(|z|1+ǫ), (5.105a)

where

E−+,1 = −S∗W1S, (5.105b)

E−+,2 = −S∗(W2 −W1D0W1)S. (5.105c)

The following lemma gives a precise meaning to this expansion. Note that (5.27c)
is not imposed. Furthermore none of the assertions (5.98c) or (5.102b) is used, and
(5.98b) is not used neither for treating the first case of the lemma (consequently
the stated result applies for ρ = 1 and ρ1 = 3

2
). Note that consequently the strong

condition ρ1 >
5
2

of (5.98c) is not relevant for the lemma, although superficially
this condition might appear necessary for justifying (5.105a)–(5.105c); we can do
without (5.98c).

Lemma 5.21. Suppose (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b).

Case 1. If zero is an exceptional point of the first kind of P+, then

E−+(z) =
√
zE−+,1 +O(|z| 12+ǫ) (5.106a)

for z near zero and Im z > 0, where the matrix E−+,1 is given by

E−+,1 = iC∗
0C0 (5.106b)

with the j’th column of C0 ∈ Mm×µ(C), 1 ≤ j ≤ µ, specified as

c(φj) =
1

2
√
π
(〈1,

m∑

k=1

U+
1kφj,k〉0, · · · , 〈1,

m∑

k=1

U+
mkφj,k〉0) ∈ Cm. (5.106c)

Here φj is denoted as φj = (φj,1, · · · , φj,m) ∈ K.

Case 2. Assume zero is an exceptional point of the second kind of P+, ρ > 1 and
ρ1 >

3
2
. Then

E−+(z) = zE−+,2 +O(|z|1+ǫ) (5.107a)

for z near zero and Im z > 0, where

E−+,2 = (〈(1− U+
1 )φi, φj〉0)1≤i,j≤µ. (5.107b)

Case 3. Assume zero is an exceptional point of the third kind of P+, ρ > 1 and
ρ1 >

3
2
. Let 1 ≤ κ < µ denote the multiplicity of zero resonance of P+. Then

E−+(z) =
√
zE−+,1 + zE−+,2 +O(|z|1+ǫ) (5.108a)
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for z near zero and Im z > 0, where E−+,1 and E−+,2 can be written as block matrices

E−+,1 =

(
iC∗

0C0 0
0 0

)
and E−+,2 =

(
E (2)
11 E (2)

12

E (2)
21 E (2)

22

)
(5.108b)

with the j’th column of C0 ∈ Mm×κ(C), 1 ≤ j ≤ κ, equal to c(φj) and with

E (2)
22 = (〈(1− U+

1 )φi, φj〉0)κ+1≤i,j≤µ.

Proof. Case 1 . We start by estimating the contribution from the second term of
the representation

E−+(z) = (〈U+φi,W (z)φj −W (z)D(z)W (z)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ.

Using the identity φj = −G0U
+φj, j ≤ µ, one can estimate ‖W (z)φj‖H1

−s
for any

s ∈ (1, ρ1) as

‖W (z)φj‖H1
−s

≤ ‖(r0(z)−G0)U(z)φj‖H1
−s

+ ‖G0(U(z)− U+)φj‖H1
−s
.

By the (uniform) bound U(z)φj ∈ H−1
(3/2)− and a free resolvent bound, possibly

deduced by interpolating (5.45) and (5.94) (with N = 1),

‖(r0(z)−G0)U(z)φj‖H1
−s

≤ C|z| 14+ǫ.

From this point we fix any s ∈ (1, 5
4
). Then 1 + ρ− s > 3

4
and by (5.99a)

‖G0(U(z)− U+)φj‖H1
−s

≤ C1‖〈x〉−1−ρ+s(R′(λ0 + z)− R′(λ0 + i0))〈x〉−1−ρ+s‖
≤ C2|z|

1
4
+ǫ.

This proves that

‖W (z)φj‖H1
−s

≤ C|z| 14+ǫ. (5.109a)

Similarly we can prove that

‖W (z)∗U+φi‖H−1
s

≤ C|z| 14+ǫ. (5.109b)

Due to (5.102a) the operator D(z) is uniformly bounded in L(H1
−s,H1

−s), and
we conclude using (5.109a) and (5.109b) that

E−+(z) = (〈U+φi,W (z)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ +O(|z| 12+2ǫ).

Next we simplify the first term to the right. It follows by similar arguments that
it is expanded as

〈U+φi,W (z)φj〉0 = (〈U+φi, φj + r0(z)U
+φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ +O(|z| 12+ǫ),

Since U+ = U− on K, it follows from Corollary 3.19 that U+φi, U
+φj ∈ H−1

(3/2)+ .
Then we obtain from (5.94) (with N = 1) that

〈U+φi,W (z)φj〉0 = (〈U+φi,
√
zG1U

+φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ +O(|z| 12+ǫ),
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Using the explicit formula for the integral kernel of G1, one obtains

〈U+φi, G1U
+φj〉0 = i(c(φi), c(φj))

where c(φj) ∈ Cm is given by (5.106c). This shows E−+,1 = iC∗
0C0, and we have

proven the assertion for Case 1.

Case 2 . If zero is an exceptional point of the second kind, then φj ∈ H and
Theorem 5.6 shows W1φj = G1U

+φj = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ µ. Therefore E−+,1 =
−S∗W1S = 0.

By possibly making ρ1 smaller we can assume that (5.27c) is fulfilled and there-
fore that (5.102a) is valid for some s > 3

2
. We invoke the implied uniform bounded-

ness of D(z) ∈ L(1,−s; 1,−s) for such s, apply (5.98b) twice and conclude that

S∗W (z)D(z)W (z)S = O(|z|1+ǫ).

It remains to show that

(〈U+φi,W (z)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ = z(〈(1− U+
1 )φi, φj〉0)1≤i,j≤µ +O(|z|1+ǫ). (5.110)

For that we first invoke (5.91) with j = 1 and write

(〈U+φi,W (z)φj〉)1≤i,j≤µ = −S∗(1 + r0(z)(U
+ + zU+

1 ))S +O(|z|1+ǫ).

Next we note that U+φj ∈ H−1
(5/2)+ (cf. Corollary 3.19), so that we can use the

expansion (5.94) with N = 2. Finally we proceed as in the proof of (5.69) to rewrite
the leading term obtained this way, concluding (5.110).

Case 3 . If zero is an exceptional point of the third kind, we can combine methods
used for Case 1 and Case 2 to show (5.108a) and (5.108b). The details are omitted.

We remark that for Case 1, rankC0 = κ = µ and C∗
0C0 is positive definite. More-

over Lemma 5.18 ensures that the matrices (〈(1− U+
1 )φi, φj〉0)1≤i,j≤µ for Case 2 and

(〈(1− U+
1 )φi, φj〉0)κ+1≤i,j≤µ for Case 3 of Lemma 5.21 are invertible. These proper-

ties are used in the following calculation of the leading term for the inverse of W (z).
The proof of the proposition goes largely along the lines of that of Proposition 5.12.

If 0 is an eigenvalue of P+ (relevant for Cases 2 and 3 below) we let Π0 denote
the spectral projection in H onto the zero-eigenspace of this operator.

Proposition 5.22. Assume Conditions (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b). The following
asymptotics hold in L(1,−s; 1,−s) for s > 1 sufficiently close to 1 and for |z| small
with Im z > 0.

Case 1. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the first kind. Then

W (z)−1 =
i√
z
Q0 +O(|z|− 1

2
+ǫ). (5.111a)



132 Chapter 5. Resolvent asymptotics near a two-cluster threshold

Here

Q0 =

κ∑

j=1

〈−U+ψj , ·〉0ψj (5.111b)

with vectors ψj ∈ K obeying

(c(ψj), c(ψk)) = δjk for j, k = 1, · · · , κ. (5.111c)

Here c(ψj) ∈ Cm is defined as c(φj) in Lemma 5.21 with φj replaced by ψj and (·, ·)
denotes the scalar product of Cm.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the second or the
third kind, respectively, ρ > 1 and ρ1 >

3
2
. Then

W (z)−1 = z−1(Π0(1− U+
1 )Π0)

−1Π0U
+ +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.112)

Proof. The results follow from Lemmas 5.20 and 5.21 and the formula (5.103). We
only study Case 1. For s ∈ (1, ρ1), one has for some ǫ > 0

E(z) = D0 +O(|z|ǫ) in L(1,−s; 1,−s),
E±(z) = E±,0 +O(|z|ǫ) in L(Cµ,H1

−s) or in L(H1
−s,C

µ),

E−+(z) = i
√
zB0 +O(|z| 12+ǫ),

where B0 = C∗
0C0 is positive definite. Therefore

W (z)−1 =
i√
z
SB−1

0 S∗ +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.113)

Decompose B−1
0 as B−1

0 =M2
0 where M0 ∈ Mκ×κ(C) is a positive definite Hermitian

matrix. Set M0 = (mij)1≤i,j≤κ and

ψi =

µ∑

k=1

mkiφk, i = 1, · · · , κ. (5.114)

Then {ψ1, · · · , ψκ} is a basis of resonance functions of P+. Similarly to the proof
of Proposition 5.8 (a) we can check that {ψ1, · · · , ψκ} verifies the normalization
condition

(c(ψi), c(ψj)) = δij; i, j ≤ κ.

Hence the expansion (5.111a), with the specification (5.111b)-(5.111c), is proved.

Since EH(λ0 + z)−1 = −W (z)−1(P0 − z)−1 and G0U = −1 on K, the following
result follows immediately from Proposition 5.22 (cf. (5.45)).

Proposition 5.23. Assume (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b). The following asymptotics
hold in L(−1, s; 1,−s) for s > 1 and for |z| small with Im z > 0.

Case 1. Suppose zero is an exceptional point of the first kind of P+. Let κ be the
multiplicity of zero resonance. Then for some ǫ > 0

EH(λ0 + z)−1 = − i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈ψj , ·〉ψj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ), (5.115a)
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where ψj, j = 1, · · · , κ, are resonance states verifying (5.111c).

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose zero is an exceptional point of the second or the third
kind, respectively, ρ > 1 and ρ1 >

3
2
. Then for some ǫ > 0

EH(λ0 + z)−1 = z−1(Π0(1− U+
1 )Π0)

−1Π0 +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.115b)

A main result of this section is the following. In agrement with previous usage,
if λ0 is a resonance of H its multiplicity is denoted by κ, and if λ0 is an eigenvalue of
H the spectral projection of H onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by ΠH .

Theorem 5.24. Assume (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b). The following asymptotics
hold for R(λ0 + z) as a bounded operator from H−1

s to H1
−s for any s > 1, as z → 0

and ± Im z > 0, and ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

Case 0. Suppose λ0 is a regular point of H. Then one has

R(λ0 + z) = R′(λ0 ± i0)

+ (S − R′(λ0 ± i0)I0S)D0G0(S
∗ − S∗I0R

′(λ0 ± i0)) +O(|z|ǫ). (5.116)

Here the boundary value of resolvent R′(λ0 + i0) (resp., R′(λ0 − i0) ) is used when
Im z > 0 (resp. − Im z > 0).

Case 1. Suppose λ0 is an exceptional point of the first kind of H. Then

R(λ0 + z) =
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ) (5.117a)

where uj’s are resonance states of H given by

uj = (1−R′(λ0 ± i0)I0)Sψj , 1 ≤ j ≤ κ, (5.117b)

where ψj’s are the resonance states of P± given in Proposition 5.22.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose λ0 is an exceptional point of the second or the third kind
of H, respectively, ρ > 1 and ρ1 >

3
2
. Then

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +O(|z|−1+ǫ). (5.118)

Mimicking the proof of Theorem 5.14 we see that Theorem 5.24 for Im z > 0 is
a consequence of Proposition 5.23 and the formula (5.24). The case Im z < 0 can
be proved in the same way with P+ replaced by P−. Note that due to Theorem 5.6
(a), the resonance states uj given by (5.117b) are independent of the choice of the
sign ±.
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Remark 5.25. For Case 1 of Theorem 5.24 the leading term of the resolvent R(λ0+
z) is expressed in terms of a specific basis of resonance states {u1, . . . , uκ} of H such
that ψj = S∗uj, j = 1, . . . , κ, are given as in Proposition 5.22. The normalization
condition (5.111c) expressed in terms of the uj’s reads

(c(S∗uj), c(S
∗uk)) = δjk, j, k = 1, . . . , κ. (5.119)

By Proposition 5.8 (b), (5.117a) remains valid for any basis of resonance states
{u1, . . . , uκ} of H verifying (5.119). Note also the formula

c(S∗uj) =
1

2
√
π

(∫

X

ϕ1I0ujdx, . . . ,

∫

X

ϕmI0ujdx
)
, j = 1, . . . , κ. (5.120)

For Cases 0 and 1, ρ = 1 is legitimate. However Cases 2 and 3 of Theorem 5.24
have the stronger condition ρ > 1 and therefore exclude the physics models which
would imply a limitation on the application in Section 6.3, see Remark 6.29 1). How-
ever with an a priori weak decay property of the corresponding L2-eigenfunctions
if λ0 is an eigenvalue of H (as for Cases 2 and 3) we can almost verbatim mimic
the proof of Theorem 5.16 and obtain a resolvent expansion also for ρ = 1. Note
however that the property λ0 6∈ σpp(H

′
σ) for small σ is based on a perturbation of

Proposition 3.3, cf. [AHS], and note also the relevance of Remark 3.21 2). This
expansion is up to second order (at least for Case 3).

Theorem 5.26. Assume (5.21) and (5.27a), as well as (5.27b) with ρ = 1 and
ρ1 = 3/2. Suppose λ0 is an eigenvalue of H and that ranΠH ⊂ L2

t for some
t > 3/2. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(λ0 + z) as an operator from
H−1
s to H1

−s, s > 1, for z → 0 and ± Im z > 0, and ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.121)

Here the second term on the right-hand side appears only if κ ≥ 1, that is if λ0 is
a resonance of H, and in that case {u1, . . . , uκ} is a basis of resonance states of
H being independent of the choice of the sign ±. If on the other hand λ0 is not a
resonance of H, then R(λ0 + z) + z−1ΠH has limits in norm as z → 0, ± Im z > 0.

Remark 5.27. As in Remark 5.17 2) the condition ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some t > 1

suffices for the last assertion of Theorem 5.26.

5.2 Positive slowly decaying effective potentials

Low-energy scattering for one-body Schrödinger operators with positive slowly de-
caying potentials is studied in [Na, Ya1, Ya2]. It is shown in [Wa6] that this kind
of operators satisfies Gevrey type resolvent estimates at the threshold and this can
be used to establish large time asymptotics of the quantum dynamics with sub-
exponential time decay estimates on the remainder [AW, Wa6]. In this section,
we want to show similar results for the N-body Schrödinger operator at the low-
est threshold λ0 = Σ2, assuming that the effective potential is positive outside a
compact set and slowly decaying at infinity.
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Recall first from [Wa6] some results for one-body operators. The model operator
H0 in this framework is a closed second order elliptic operator of the form

H0 = −
n∑

i,j=1

∂xia
ij(x)∂xj +

n∑

j=1

bj(x)∂xj + v(x), (5.122)

where aij(x), bj(x) and v(x) are complex-valued functions in Rn, n ≥ 1. We assume
that aij , bj are bounded C1 functions with bounded derivatives and there exists c > 0
such that

Re(aij(x)) ≥ cIn, ∀x ∈ Rn. (5.123a)

Assume also that v is relatively bounded with respect to −∆ with relative bound
zero and there exist some constants 0 < µ < 1 and c0 > 0 such that

|〈H0u, u〉| ≥ c0(‖∇u‖2 + ‖〈x〉−µu‖2), for all u ∈ H2, (5.123b)

sup
x

|〈x〉µbj(x)| <∞, j = 1, · · · , n. (5.123c)

The bound (5.123b) is called a weighted coercive condition and is essential for Gevrey
estimates of the resolvent at the threshold zero.

Under the assumptions (5.123b) and (5.123c), H0 is bijective from D(H0) to
R(H0). Let R0(0) : R(H0) → D(H0) be its algebraic inverse. R0(0) is a densely
defined and closed operator, continuous from L2

s to L2
s−2µ and compact from L2

s to
L2
s−2µ−ǫ, ǫ > 0, for any s ∈ R ([Wa6, Ya2]). Thus R0(0)

N : L2
s → L2

s−2µN is bounded.
If ReH ≥ 0, one can check that the strong limit

s-lim
z∈Ω(δ),z→0

〈x〉−2Nµ(R0(z)
N − R0(0)

N) = 0,

where Ω(δ) = {z : |arg z| > π
2
+ δ} with δ > 0 small. The following Gevrey-type

estimates hold for the resolvent at the threshold zero.

Theorem 5.28 ([Wa6, Theorem 2.1]). Assume conditions (5.123a), (5.123b) and
(5.123c). For any a > 0 there exists Ca > 0 such that

‖e−a〈x〉1−µ

R0(0)
N‖+ ‖R0(0)

Ne−a〈x〉
1−µ‖ ≤ CN+1

a NγN ,

uniformly in N ≥ 1. Here γ = 2µ
1−µ .

From Theorem 5.28 one deduces the following result.

Corollary 5.29 ([Wa6, Corollary 4.2]). Let H0 = −∆ + v(x) be self-adjoint and
positive and satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.28. Then for any a > 0 there
exists Ca > 0 such that

‖e−a〈x〉1−µ

R0(z)
N‖+ ‖R0(z)

Ne−a〈x〉
1−µ‖ ≤ CN+1

a NγN , ∀N ≥ 1,

uniformly in N ≥ 1 and z ∈ Ω = {ζ ∈ C : | arg ζ | > δ} with δ > 0.

Since R(N)
0 (z) = N !R0(z)

N+1, Corollary 5.29 means that e−a〈x〉
1−µ
R0(z) belongs

to the Gevrey class G(1+γ)(Ω), where

G(1+γ)(Ω) = {F : Ω → L(L2) | ∃C > 0 s.t. ‖F (N)(z)‖ ≤ CN+1N !NγN , ∀z ∈ Ω, N ∈ N}
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For n = 3, the repulsive Coulomb Hamiltonian −∆+ c
|x| , c > 0, satisfies all conditions

of Corollary 5.29 with µ = 1
2
, so its resolvent belongs to G(3)(Ω) in exponentially

weighted spaces. In [AW, Wa6], non-selfadjoint perturbations H of H0 are studied
and large time expansions are obtained for the quantum dynamics e−itH and e−tH

as t→ +∞.

To study the N-body Schrödinger operator H at its lowest threshold λ0 = Σ2,
we assume

λ0 = Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.4.
(5.124)

This means there exists a unique a0 ∈ A \ {amax} such that Σ2 ∈ σpp(H
a0), and

this cluster decomposition is a two-cluster decomposition obeying Condition 1.6.
We keep the notation of Section 2.2 (in the present case, m = 1, ϕ1 is a normalized
eigenfunction of Ha0 with eigenvalue Σ2 and H = L2(Xa0)). Denote x0 = xa0 ∈ Xa0 .
From Section 2.2 we have the representation formula for the resolvent,

R(z) = E(z)−E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z) for Im z 6= 0,

where

E(z) = R′(z) = (H ′ − z)−1Π′,

E+(z) = (1− R′(z)I0)S,

E−(z) = S∗(1− I0R
′(z)
)
,

EH(z) = (z − λ0)− (−∆0 + S∗I0S − S∗I0R
′(z)I0S),

and ∆0 = ∆x0, I0(x) =
∑

b6⊂a Vb(x
b) and Sf(x)(x) = ϕ1(x

a0)f(x0). The effective
potential here is

S∗I0S(x0) = 〈I0ϕ1, ϕ1〉0,
where 〈·, ·〉0 is the scalar product of L2(Xa0).

In addition to (5.124) we assume that

λ0 6∈ σpp(H
′), ρ ∈ (0, 2), (5.125a)

∃c, R > 0 such that S∗I0S ≥ c

|x0|ρ
for |x0| > R. (5.125b)

Conditions (5.124) and (5.125a) show that R′(z) is holomorphic for z near λ0. Con-
dition (5.125b) implies that in some sense λ0 can not be a resonance of H (cf.
Lemma 5.32). Therefore we need only to distinguish the cases λ0 be an eigenvalue
of H or not. In the case λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H we prove the following result.

Theorem 5.30. In addition to conditions (5.124), (5.125a) and (5.125b), we as-
sume λ0 = Σ2 6∈ σpp(H). Then for any a > 0, e−a〈x0〉

1−µ
R(z) belongs to the Gevrey

class G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ωλ0(δ)), where µ = ρ
2

and Ωλ0(δ) = {z ∈ C : |z−λ0| < δ, | arg(z−λ0)| >
δ}, δ > 0 small.

The proof of Theorem 5.30 is divided into several steps. The main task is to
prove that EH(z)

−1 ∈ G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ωλ0(δ)) if λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H . Set

EH(λ0 + λ) = λ− (−∆0 + S∗I0S − S∗I0R
′(λ0 + λ)I0S) := λ− (−∆0 + U(λ))
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and

W (λ) = −S∗I0R
′(λ0 + λ)I0S = −〈ϕ1, I0R

′(λ+ λ0)I0(ϕ1 ⊗ ·)〉0. (5.126)

W (λ) is holomorphic for λ near 0 and satisfies

‖〈x〉1+2µW (λ)〈x〉1+2µ‖ ≤ C

uniformly in |λ| < 2δ for some δ > 0 small, because ΠI0Π
′ = O(〈x0〉−1−2µ). Under

the assumption (5.125b), the results of [Wa6] can be applied to −∆0+S
∗I0S. How-

ever the non-local term W (λ) can not be treated as a perturbation in the Gevrey
setting. To prove Theorem 5.30 we follow the approach of [Wa6] from the very be-
ginning and exploit the holomorphicity of W (λ) in λ to prove some uniform energy
estimates.

For s ∈ R, let ϕs be the weight function defined by

ϕs(x0) =

(
1 +

|x0|2
R2
s

)s/2
with Rs =M〈s〉 1

1−µ ,

where M > 1 is to be chosen sufficiently large and is independent of s.

Lemma 5.31. There exist constants M, δ, C > 0 such that

‖〈x0〉rϕsW (λ)ϕ−s〈x0〉r
′‖ ≤ C

for r, r′ ∈ R with r, r′ ≤ 1 + 2µ, for λ ∈ C with |λ| < δ and for s ∈ R.

Proof. Since [ϕs,Π] = 0 and ΠI0Π
′ = O(〈x0〉−1−2µ), one has

‖〈x0〉rϕsW (λ)ϕ−s〈x0〉r
′‖ ≤ C‖ϕsR′(λ0 + λ)ϕ−s‖.

Computing the commutator [−∆0, ϕs] one obtains

ϕsH
′ϕ−s = H ′ +O

( s

M〈s〉 1
1−µ

)
= H ′ +O

( 1

M

)
,

where the term O
(

1
M

)
satisfies the bound

‖O
( 1

M

)
(H ′ + i)−1‖ ≤ C

M

uniformly in s ∈ R. Since λ0 is in the resolvent set of H ′, there exists δ > 0 such
that R′(λ0 + λ) is a well defined holomorphic function for |λ| < 2δ and we can take
M > 1 large so that

‖O
( 1

M

)
R′(λ0 + λ)‖ ≤ 1

2

for |λ| < δ. From the equation

ϕsR
′(λ0 + λ)ϕ−s = R′(λ0 + λ)

(
1 +O

( 1

M

)
R′(λ0 + λ)

)−1

Π′,

it follows that ϕsR′(λ0+λ)ϕ−s is uniformly bounded for s ∈ R and |λ| < δ. Whence
Lemma 5.31 is proven.
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Let χR(x0) = χ1(
x0
R
), R ≥ 1, where χ1 ∈ C∞ is a cut-off such that 0 ≤ χ1 ≤ 1,

χ1(x0) = 0 if |x0| ≤ 1 and χ1(x0) = 1 if |x0| ≥ 2. Set

F (λ) = −∆0 + 1− χR + χRU(λ)χR

Ũ(λ) = U(λ)− (1− χR + χRU(λ)χR)

h0 = −∆0 + 1− χR + χ2
RS

∗I0S.

Then EH(λ0 + λ) can be decomposed as

EH(λ0 + λ) = λ− (F (λ) + Ũ(λ)) (5.127)

= λ− (h0 + (1− χR)((1 + χR)S
∗I0S − 1) +W (λ))

For R > 1 sufficiently large, h0 is a one-body Schrödinger operator with globally
positive and slowly decaying potential v0 = 1− χR + χ2

RS
∗I0S:

v0(x0) ≥
c

〈x0〉2µ
, x0 ∈ X0,

for some c > 0. The operator F (0) = h0 + χRW (0)χR is a non-local perturbation
of h0 and F (0) ≥ 0. Note that

Ũ(λ) = (1− χR)(U(λ)− 1) + χRU(λ)(1− χR).

Since 1− χR has compact support and λ0 is in the resolvent set of H ′, making use
of the relation

ea〈x0〉H ′e−a〈x0〉 = H ′ +O(a)

for a > 0 small, one sees that Ũ(λ) is exponentially decaying in the sense that

‖ea〈x0〉Ũ(λ)ea〈x0〉‖ ≤ C (5.128)

uniformly for λ near 0 and |a| ≤ δ, δ > 0 small.

Lemma 5.32. Assume (5.125b) and let µ = ρ
2
∈ (0, 1). One has

‖〈x0〉−µϕsu‖+ ‖∇(ϕsu)‖ ≤ C‖〈x0〉µϕs(F (λ)− λ)u‖ (5.129)

uniformly in s ∈ R, u ∈ S and λ ∈ Ω0(δ) = {ζ ∈ C : |ζ | < δ, | arg ζ | > δ} ∪ {0} .

Proof. By construction, h0 = −∆0+ v0(x0) satisfies the weighted coercive condition
(5.123b). Moreover, for λ = τeiφ ∈ C with τ > 0 and φ 6= 0, |φ| ≥ δ > 0, e−iφ(h0−λ)
also satisfied (5.123b) with a lower bounded independent of λ so long as |φ| ≥ δ
and |τ | < δ for δ > 0 small. Applying [Wa6, Lemma 3.1] to h0 and e−iφ(h0 − λ), we
deduce

‖〈x0〉−µϕsu‖+ ‖∇(ϕsu)‖ ≤ C‖〈x0〉µϕs(h0 − λ)u‖ (5.130)

uniformly in s ∈ R and λ ∈ Ω0(δ).
Since F (λ) = h0 + χRW (λ)χR, Lemma 5.31 shows that

‖〈x0〉µϕs(h0 − λ)u‖ ≤ ‖〈x0〉µϕs(F (λ)− λ)u‖+ CR−2−2µ‖〈x0〉−µϕsu‖

uniformly in s ∈ R and |λ| small. Now Lemma 5.32 follows if R > 1 is taken
appropriately large.
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Lemma 5.32 shows that G(λ) = (F (λ)− λ)−1 satisfies the estimate

‖〈x0〉−µϕsG(λ)ϕ−s〈x0〉−µ‖+ ‖∇ϕsG(λ)ϕ−s〈x0〉−µ‖ ≤ C

uniformly in s ∈ R and λ ∈ Ω0(δ). It follows that

‖〈x0〉−2µϕsG(λ)ϕ−s‖ ≤ C ′〈s〉γ, γ = 2µ
1−µ , (5.131)

uniformly in s and λ. The following technical estimates are the main step in the
proof of Gevrey estimates of G(λ), cf. [Wa6, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 5.33. There exist constants C, δ > 0 such that for any r ∈ R, N ∈ N

and λ ∈ Ω0(δ)

‖〈x0〉−2µ〈xN,r〉−(2N+r)µG(N)(λ)〈xN,r〉rµ‖ ≤ CN+1N !〈(2N + r)µ〉γ(N+1). (5.132)

Here
xN,r =

x0
RN,r

with RN,r =M〈(2N + r)µ〉 1
1−µ

and 〈xN,r〉 = (1 + |xN,r|2)
1
2 .

Proof. The case N = 0 and r ≥ 0 follows from (5.131) with s = rµ. For the general
case N ≥ 1 and r ≥ 0, we write

G(N)(λ) = (G(λ)2 −G(λ)χRW
′(λ)χRG(λ))

(N−1),

and prove by an induction on N that

‖〈x〉−2µ〈xN,r〉−(2N+r)µG(N)(λ)〈xN,r〉rµ‖
≤ CN+1

N N !〈(2N + r)µ〉γ(N+1)

with CN+1 ≤ CN(1 +
c

N1+γ ) for some c > 0 independent of N . The details are the
same as the proof of [Wa6, Theorem 3.4] and are omitted here.

To convert polynomial weight depending on N into exponential weight indepen-
dent of N , we use the following estimate.

∀a > 0∃Aa > 0 : ‖〈xN,r〉(2N+r)µe−a〈x0〉
1−µ‖L∞ ≤ Amax{2N+r,1}

a , (5.133)

uniformly in N ∈ N and r ∈ R. In fact, if 2N + r ≤ C for some constant C > 0, the
left-hand side of (5.133) is uniformly bounded by some constant C1. For 2N+r > C
with C > 1 large but fixed, consider the function

f(τ) = 〈 τ

RN,r

〉(2N+r)µe−aτ
1−µ

, τ = |x0|.

One has

f ′(τ) =
f(τ)

τµ(R2
N,r + τ 2)

(
(2N + r)µτ 1+µ − (1− µ)a(R2

N,r + τ 2)
)
.

Since µ ∈]0, 1[, for each a > 0, one can find some constant A > 0 such that

f ′(τ) < 0, for τ > ARN,r.
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Therefore for 2N + r > C,

‖〈xN,r〉(2N+r)µe−a〈x0〉
1−µ‖L∞ ≤ sup

0≤τ≤ARN,r

f(τ) ≤ 〈A〉(2N+r)µ

This proves (5.133) for some appropriate constant Aa > 0.
Proposition 5.33 implies the following Gevrey estimates for G(λ) = (F (λ)−λ)−1:

‖〈x0〉−τe−a〈x0〉
1−µ

G(N)(λ)〈x0〉τ‖ ≤ CN+1+τ
a N !〈N + τ 〉γ(N+1)+ τ

1−µ (5.134)

uniformly in τ ≥ 0, N ∈ N and λ ∈ Ω0(δ).

Lemma 5.34. Assume (5.124), (5.125a) and (5.125b). Let u be a solution to the
equation EH(λ0)u = 0 and u ∈ Hτ for some τ ∈ R. Then there exists some
positive constant b0 such that eb0〈x0〉

1−µ
u ∈ H. Here H = L2(X0) and Hτ =

L2(X0, 〈x0〉2τdx0).
Proof. u satisfies the equation u = G(0)(1−χR)(1−U(0))u. Since U(0) is continuous
in Hs for any s ∈ R, u ∈ Hτ and 1−χR is of compact support, (1−χR)(1−U(0))u ∈
Hs for any s > 0. Proposition 5.33 with N = 0 and r < 0 shows that u ∈ H∞. See
also Subsection 4.1.3. To show the sub-exponential decay of u, we write

EH(λ0) = −(h0 + (1− χR)(S
∗I0S − 1) +W (λ0)).

Since h0 ≥ −∆0 +
c

〈x0〉2µ for some c > 0, the following Agmon energy estimate holds
true: ∃b, C > 0 such that

‖〈x0〉−µeb〈x0〉
1−µ

f‖2 + ‖∇x0(e
b〈x0〉1−µ

f)‖2 ≤ C(|〈e2b〈x0〉1−µ

h0f, f〉|+ ‖f‖2) (5.135)

for f ∈ D(h0) with e2b〈x0〉
1−µ
h0f ∈ H (cf. [Wa6, (5.37)]). R′(z) being holomorphic

for z near λ0, one has for b > 0 small enough

|〈e2b〈x0〉1−µ

W (λ0)f, f〉| ≤ C1(‖〈x0〉−1−2µeb〈x0〉
1−µ

f‖2 + ‖f‖2)
≤ ǫ‖〈x0〉−µeb〈x0〉

1−µ

f‖2 + Cǫ‖f‖2

for any ǫ > 0. We deduce from (5.135) that

‖〈x0〉−µeb〈x0〉
1−µ

f‖2 + ‖∇x0(e
b〈x0〉1−µ

f)‖2 ≤ C(|〈e2b〈x0〉1−µ

EH(λ0)f, f〉|+ ‖f‖2)
(5.136)

with possibly another constant C. Since u ∈ H∞ and EH(λ0)u = 0, the above
inequality applied to u shows that eb0〈x0〉

1−µ
u ∈ H for 0 < b0 < b.

Proof of Theorem 5.30. Since λ0 is not an eigenvalue of H , Lemma 5.34 shows
that EH(λ0) is injective in Hs for any s. Writing

EH(λ0 + λ) = −(F (λ)− λ)(1 +G(λ)Ũ(λ)) (5.137)

for λ ∈ Ω0(δ), one sees that 1+G(0)Ũ(0) is injective. The mapping λ→ G(λ)Ũ(λ) ∈
L(Hs) is a continuous and compact operator-valued. Consequently, 1 + G(0)Ũ(0)

is invertible and (1 + G(0)Ũ(0))−1 ∈ L(Hs) which implies, by continuity, (1 +

G(λ)Ũ(λ))−1 exists and
‖(1 +G(λ)Ũ(λ))−1‖ ≤ C
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for λ ∈ Ω0(δ), δ > 0 small. This proves that EH(λ0+λ) is invertible with the inverse
given by

EH(λ0 + λ)−1 = −(1 +G(λ)Ũ(λ))−1G(λ) = −G(λ)(1 + Ũ(λ)G(λ)))−1. (5.138)

As operator from Hs to Hs−2µ, EH(λ0 + λ)−1 is uniformly bounded for λ ∈ Ω0(δ).
Therefore the formula

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z)

initially valid for Im z 6= 0 can be extended to z ∈ Ωλ0(δ). We conclude that H has
no eigenvalue in (λ0 − δ, λ0), hence σd(H) is finite.

E(z) and E±(z) are holomorphic for z near λ0. Since

e−a〈x0〉
1−µ

H ′ea〈x0〉
1−µ

= H ′ +O(a),

e−a〈x0〉
1−µ
R′(z)ea〈x0〉

1−µ
is holomorphic and uniformly bounded for |z − λ0| small,

provided that a > 0 is small. It follows that e−a〈x0〉
1−µ
E+(z)e

a〈x0〉1−µ
is holomorphic

and uniformly bounded for z ∈ Ωλ0(δ). Therefore to prove Theorem 5.30, it is

sufficient to show that e−a〈x0〉
1−µ
EH(z)

−1 belongs to G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ωλ0(δ)).
For a > 0 small, Ũ(λ)ea〈x0〉

1−µ
is holomorphic and uniformly bounded for λ ∈

Ω0(δ). We conclude from (5.134) (with τ = 0) that Ũ(λ)G(λ) ∈ G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ω0(δ))
which, together with the uniform bound

‖(1 + Ũ(λ)G(λ))−1‖ ≤ C,

shows that (1+Ũ(λ)G(λ))−1 ∈ G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ω0(δ)). For z = λ0+λ, it follows from (5.134)
that

e−a〈x0〉
1−µ

EH(z)
−1 = −e−a〈x0〉

1−µ

G(z − λ0)(1 + Ũ(z − λ0)G(z − λ0))
−1

belongs to G( 1+µ
1−µ

)(Ωλ0(δ)). This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.30. �

Remarks 5.35. 1) Making use of (5.131) and repeating the proof of Theorem
5.30, one can prove that for any N ∈ N and τ ∈ R, one has

‖〈x0〉−2(N+1)µ−τR(N)(z)〈x0〉τ‖ ≤ CN,τ (5.139)

uniformly for λ ∈ Ωλ0(δ)). This implies in particular that the limit

R(λ0) = lim
λ∈Ωλ0

(δ)),λ→λ0
R(λ) (5.140)

exists in L(L2
τ , L

2
τ−2µ−ǫ) for any ǫ > 0 and R(λ0) ∈ L(L2

τ , L
2
τ−2µ) for any τ ∈ R.

Here and in the remaining part of this section, L2
r = L2(X, 〈x0〉2rdx).

2) Making use of (5.134), one can show the following improvement of Theorem
5.30: For any a > 0 and τ ≥ 0, there exists some constant C such that

‖〈x0〉−τe−a〈x〉
1−µ

R(N)(z)〈x0〉τ‖ ≤ CN+1N !〈N + 1〉γ(N+1) (5.141)

uniformly in N ∈ N and z ∈ Ωλ0(δ).
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Proposition 5.36. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.30 and let s > 1+µ
2

. Then
the boundary values of the resolvent

R(λ± i0) = lim
ǫ→0+

R(λ± iǫ)

exist in L(L2
s, L

2
−s) for λ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ], δ > 0 and

‖〈x0〉−sR(λ± i0)〈x0〉−s‖ ≤ C (5.142)

uniformly in λ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ].

Proof. We keep the notation used before. It is known [Na] that (5.142) holds true
for r0(z) = (h0 − z)−1. Whence

∀s > 1+µ
2

∃C > 0 : ‖〈x0〉−sr0(λ± i0)〈x0〉−s‖ ≤ C (5.143)

uniformly in λ ∈ [0, δ]. For F (z) = h0 + χRW (z)χR, we write

F (z)− z = (h0 − z)(1 + r0(z)χRW (z)χR), Im z 6= 0.

For λ ≥ 0 small, r0(λ+i0)χRW (λ)χR is compact in H−s and continuous for λ ∈ [0, δ],
δ > 0. For R > 1 large, F (0) ≥ −∆0+

c
〈x0〉2µ , c > 0, in sense of selfadjoint operators

and Lemma 5.32 remains true if EH(λ0) is replaced by F (0). Consequently, F (0) is
injective in Ht for any t ∈ R because 0 is not an eigenvalue of F (0). This implies
that 1+ r0(0)χRW (0)χR is injective in H−s, hence 1+ r0(0)χRW (0)χR is invertible.
By the continuity in λ, we conclude that (1 + r0(λ± i0)χRW (λ)χR) is invertible in
L(H−s) for λ > 0 small and its inverse is continuous in λ ∈ [0, δ]. Consequently the
boundary values of G(z) = (F (z)− z)−1 exist in L(Hs,H−s) and

G(λ± i0) =
(
1 + r0(λ± i0)χRW (λ)χR

)−1
r0(λ± i0)

are continuous for λ ∈ [0, δ]. A similar argument shows that the boundary values

EH(λ0 + λ± i0)−1 = −
(
1 +G(λ± i0)Ũ(λ)

)−1
G(λ± i0)

exist in L(Hs,H−s) and are continuous in λ ∈ [0, δ]. Finally we obtain

R(µ± i0) = E(µ)− E+(µ)EH(µ± i0)−1E−(µ)

exist in L(L2
s, L

2
−s) and are continuous in µ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ].

Corollary 5.37. Let e(λ) denote the spectral projector of H on ]−∞, λ]. Assume
the conditions of Theorem 5.30. Then for any a > 0 and s > 1+µ

2
, there exist some

constants b, B > 0 such that

‖e−a〈x0〉1−µ

e′(λ)〈x0〉−s‖ ≤ Be−b|λ−λ0|
− 1

γ
, λ ∈ (λ0, λ0 + δ). (5.144)

Proof. Since e′(λ) = 1
2πi

(R(λ + i0) − R(λ − i0)), ‖〈x0〉−se′(λ)〈x0〉−s‖ is uniformly
bounded for λ ∈ (λ0, λ0 + δ). Iterating the first resolvent equation, one obtains for
any N ∈ N

e′(λ) = (λ− λ0)
NR(λ0)

Ne′(λ). (5.145)



5.2. Positive slowly decaying effective potentials 143

Applying (5.141) with τ = s, one deduces that for any a > 0, there exist some
constants c, C > 0 such that

‖e−a〈x0〉1−µ

e′(λ)〈x0〉−s‖ ≤ CcNNγN (λ− λ0)
N (5.146)

for all N ∈ N and λ ∈ (λ0, λ0 + δ). It remains to minimize the right-hand side by

choosing N in terms of λ − λ0 such that N ≈ A|λ − λ0|−
1
γ as λ → λ0 for some

appropriate constant A > 0. Then

cNNγN |λ− λ0|N ≈ eA|λ−λ0|
− 1

γ (γ lnA+ln c)

≤ Be−b|λ−λ0|
− 1

γ
, λ ∈ (λ0, λ0 + δ),

for some constants b, B > 0, if A > 0 is such that γ lnA + ln c < 0. This proves
(5.144).

When λ0 is an eigenvalue of H we prove the following analogue of Theorem 5.30.

Theorem 5.38. Assume the conditions (5.124), (5.125a) and (5.125b). Let λ0 be
an eigenvalue of H and Πλ0 be the eigenprojection of H associated with λ0. Then
one has

R(z) = − Πλ0

z − λ0
+R1(z) (5.147)

where, for any a > 0, e−a〈x0〉
1−µ
R1(z) belongs to the Gevrey class G( 1+µ

1−µ
)(Ωλ0(δ)).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.30, we are led to study EH(z) for z ∈ Ωλ0(δ).
We use formula (5.137) and another Grushin reduction to study EH(λ0 + λ)−1.
The smoothness of G(λ) and Ũ(λ) at λ = 0 implies that they can be expanded in
appropriate spaces in powers of λ for λ near 0. Set

G(λ) = G0 + λG1 + o(λ), (5.148)

Ũ(λ) = Ũ0 + λŨ1 + o(λ). (5.149)

One has Gj ∈ L(Hs,Hs−(j+1)ρ) and Ũj ∈ L(Hs,H∞) for any s ∈ R.
Let k denote the multiplicity of eigenvalue λ0 of H . Then 0 is an eigenvalue of

EH(λ0) with multiplicity k. Let K(z) = G(z)Ũ(z) and K0 = G0Ũ0. Then K0 is a
compact operator in H and ker(1+G0Ũ0) = kerEH(λ0). As in Subsection 5.1.2, we
can choose a basis, {φ1, . . . , φk}, of kerEH(λ0) verifying

〈−Ũ0φi, φj〉 = δij, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k

and construct a Grushin problem for 1 +K(λ). Let

S : Ck → H, c = (c1, · · · , ck) → Sc =
k∑

j=1

cjφ.

Then Q = SS∗ is a projection onto ker(1 + K0). Let Q′ = 1 − Q. One has
Q′(1 +K0)Q

′ is invertible on ranQ′ and by continuity, Q′(1 +K(λ))Q′ is invertible
on ranQ′ with uniformly bounded inverse for λ ∈ Ω0(δ), δ > 0 small. Let

D(λ) = (Q′(1 +K(z)Q′)−1Q′
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Since (1 +K(λ)) ∈ G(1+γ)(Ω0(δ)) with γ = 2µ
1−µ , one has D(λ) ∈ G(1+γ)(Ω0(δ)). By

studying the Grushin problem for 1 +K(z) using S defined above, we obtain

(1 +K(λ))−1 = E(λ)− E+(λ)E−+(λ)
−1E−(λ) (5.150)

where

E(λ) = D(λ),

E+(λ) = S −D(λ)(1 +K(λ))S
E−(λ) = S∗ − S∗(1 +K(λ))D(λ)

E−+(λ) = S∗(−(1 +K(λ)) + (1 +K(λ))D(λ)(1 +K(λ))S.

E±(λ) and E−+(λ) all belong to Gevrey classes of order 1+γ. As in Subsection 5.2.1
Case 2, we can compute the k × k matrix E−+(λ) et obtain

E−+(λ) = λM0 + λ2r1(λ) (5.151)

where M0 is invertible and r1(λ) ∈ G(1+γ)(Ω0(δ)). This leads to

E−+(λ)
−1 = λ−1M−1

0 + r2(λ)

with r2(λ) ∈ G(1+γ)(Ω0(δ)). By (5.138) and (5.150), we obtain

EH(λ0 + λ)−1 = −G(λ)(1 +K(λ))−1 =
C0

λ
+ R̃1(λ) (5.152)

in L(Hs,Hs−2µ−ǫ), where C0 = G0E+(0)M−1
0 E−(0) and for a > 0, e−a〈x0〉

1−µ
R̃1(λ) ∈

G(1+γ)(Ω0(δ)). Therefore, R(z) verifies the expansion

R(z) = − B0

z − λ0
+R1(z), B0 = E+(λ0)C0E−(λ0)

One can show as in the proof of Theorem 5.30 that

e−a〈x0〉
1−µ

R1(z) ∈ G(1+γ)(Ωλ0(δ)).

One has necessarily B0 = Πλ0 by the spectral theorem for H .

Using Cauchy integral formula to represent e−tH in terms of the resolvent, we
obtain from Theorem 5.38 a large-time expansion for the heat semi-group e−tH (cf.
[Wa6, Theorem 2.3]).

Corollary 5.39. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.30. For any a > 0, there
exist some constants C, c > 0 such that

‖e−a〈x0〉1−µ(
e−tH −

∑

λ∈σd(H)

e−tλΠλ − e−tλ0Πλ0

)
‖ ≤ Ce−tλ0−ct

1−µ
1+µ

. (5.153)

Here Πλ is the eigenprojector of H associated with eigenvalue λ.
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Remarks 5.40. 1) For one-body operators it is shown in [AW, Wa6] that under
some additional conditions the quantum dynamics e−itH , when regarded as
operator from L2

comp to L2
loc, can be expanded as |t| → ∞ with the same sub-

exponential estimates on the remainder as in Corollary 5.39. The conditions
used there exclude a possible accumulation of quantum resonances towards
threshold zero. It is an interesting and non-trivial open question to see if a
similar result holds true for e−itH in the N -body problem.

2) If λ0 = Σ2 is a multiple two-cluster threshold one can apply the Grushin reduc-
tion of Section 2.3 to show that Theorems 5.30 and 5.38 still hold true. Since
the proof of Theorems 5.30 and 5.38 relies heavily on the continuity of R′(z)
in exponentially weighted spaces, which is deduced from the holomorphicity
of R′(z) for z near λ0, one can not expect these results to be true for higher
thresholds λ0 > Σ2.

Example 5.41. Theorems 5.30 and 5.38 can be applied to physics models with
Coulomb interactions given by (1.13). Assume that the lowest threshold λ0 = Σ2

is non-multiple two-cluster and is equal to the lowest eigenvalue of a two-cluster
Hamiltonian Ha with a = (C1, C2). Let Qj =

∑
k∈Cj

qk be the total charge of
particles in cluster Cj, j = 1, 2. Assume that

Q1Q2 > 0.

Then the effective potential is positive and slowly decreasing outside a compact set
and (5.125b) is satisfied with ρ = 1 (see (1.14)). In this case, Theorems 5.30 and
5.38 hold true in Gevrey class G(3)(Ωλ0(δ)).

5.3 Resolvent asymptotics for physics models near

two-cluster thresholds

We will discuss some extensions of Section 5.1 for the physics models of Sections 1.2
and 1.3 (with N ≥ 3 and N ≥ 2, respectively) using the same notation as in Section
4.3. As in the previous sections of this chapter the single particle space dimension is
fixed as n = 3. In agreement with the settng of Section 4.3 we shall not distinguish
between the cases λ0 = Σ2 and λ0 > Σ2.

We recall that for a given two-cluster threshold λ0 for the models of Sections 1.2
and 1.3 we group the set of two-cluster decompositions a for which λ0 ∈ σpp(H

a)
into A1, A2 and A3 for which

A1: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,

A2: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,

A3: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|xa|−2).

This distinction does not depend on choices of corresponding sub-Hamiltonian bound
states ϕa (i.e. channels); it is determined by charges only (cf. Case 1 introduced
independently in each of Sections 1.2 and 1.3).
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Let for a ∈ Ã := A1 ∪A2 ∪A3 the operator P a be the corresponding orthogonal
projection onto ker(Ha − λ0) in L2(Xa) and let ma be the dimension of this space.
Obviously Πa := P a ⊗ 1 projects onto the span of functions of the form ϕa ⊗ fa,
ϕa ∈ ker(Ha − λ0), in L2(X). We identify ranP a, say spanned by an orthonormal
basis ϕa1, . . . ϕ

a
ma

, with Cma (using the basis), and similarly

Ha := L2(Xa,C
ma) ≃ ⊕m≤ma L

2(Xa) ∋ ⊕m≤mafa,m = fa

≃ Safa :=
∑

m≤ma

ϕam ⊗ fa,m ∈ ranΠa.

The effective potential for a ∈ A3 obeys Wa := S∗
aIaSa = Qa|xa|−2 + Ba, where

Qa is a ma×ma matrix-valued function depending only on θ = x̂a = |xa|−1xa while
Ba = Ba(xa) = O(|xa|−3). We shall here only study the case where Qa = 0, meaning
that the effective potential is fastly decaying. The ‘right generalization’ to the case
ma > 1 of the distinction between Cases 2) and 3) (discussed primarily for ma = 1
in both of Sections 1.2 and 1.3) is to let Case 2) correspond to Qa 6= 0 and let Case
3) correspond to Qa = 0, respectively. This means that we shall not consider Case
2) defined in Section 4.3. Whence, letting Afd

3 = {a ∈ A3|Qa = 0}, we assume that

A3 = Afd
3 . (5.154)

For simplicity we shall also assume (4.68a) and (4.68b) leaving us with studying
the Grushin resolvent representation (2.6) where (as in Section 4.3) H =

∑
a∈Ã ⊕Ha,

Ha = L2(Xa,C
ma) = ⊕m≤ma L

2(Xa) and S = (Sa) : H → F ⊂ G = L2(X) is given
by

f = ⊕a∈Ã fa → Sf =
∑

a∈Ã

Safa; fa =
∑

m≤ma

⊕fa,m, Safa =
∑

m≤ma

ϕam ⊗ fa,m.

Let (as usual) T = (SS∗)−1S. These operators S and T will freely be used on
weighted spaces, and we also adapt the following notation of Theorem 5.14.

SIf :=
∑

a∈Ã

IaSafa; f = ⊕a∈Ã fa.

We write −EH(λ0 + z) = P (z) = P0 + U(z) − z, where P0 = ⊕a∈Ã ha with
ha specified as follows: If a ∈ A1 or a ∈ A2 we take ha = p2a + wa (acting as a
diagonal operator if ma > 1) where wa is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.2 or 4.1.3,
respectively. If a ∈ Afd

3 = A3 we take ha = p2a. We define r0(z) = (P0 − z)−1 =
⊕a∈Ã ra(z) for any z ∈ C \ R. Next we write

P (z)−1 =
(
1 + r0(z)U(z)

)−1
r0(z) =W (z)−1r0(z), z ∈ C \ R, (5.155)

as in the previous sections.
If λ0 is regular, meaning that λ0 is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of H (or,

more precisely, that the set E in Theorem 4.17 is the zero set), then kerW±(0) = 0
where

W±(0) = lim
ǫ→0

W±(±iǫ) = 1 + lim
ǫ→0

r0(±iǫ) lim
ǫ→0

U(±iǫ) = 1 + r±0 U
±
0 (5.156)
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with limits taken in appropriate spaces. By Fredholm theory we would then obtain
limits limǫ→0(P ∓ iǫ)−1 and then in turn, due to (5.2), limits limǫ→0R(λ0 ± iǫ).
Actually for λ0 being regular we can take limits for z → 0 in the quadrants

Z± = {Re z ≥ 0, ± Im z > 0}.

To be more precise about these assertions we first look at the three types of
(diagonal) building blocks ra(z) = (ha − z)−1. Recall the notions from Section 4.3,

Hk
a,s = Hk

s (Xa,C
ma) for a ∈ Ã, k ∈ R and s ∈ R.

If a ∈ A1 there are limits

ra(0± i0) = lim
z→0,z∈Z±

ra(z) in L
(
H−1
a,s,H1

a,−s
)
, s > 3/4,

cf. Subsection 4.1.2. Similarly, if a ∈ A2 there are limits

ra(0± i0) = lim
z→0,z∈Z±

ra(z) in L
(
H−1
a,s,H1

a,−s
)
, s > 3/4,

however in this case ra(0+ i0) = ra(0− i0) and the common limit coincides with the
quantity h−1

a of Lemma 4.4, cf. [Na] and [Ya2]. Finally, for a ∈ Afd
3 we know from

the previous sections that

ra(0± i0) = lim
z→0,z∈Z±

ra(z) in L
(
H−1
a,s,H1

a,−s
)
, s > 1,

again with ra(0 + i0) = ra(0 − i0) and in this case the common limit G0 is given
explicitly (each diagonal entry has the kernel (4π)−1|xa − ya|−1).

We are lead to consider for k ∈ R, r, s < −3/4 and t < −1 the spaces

Hk
r,s,t = ⊕b∈A1 Hk

b,r

⊕
⊕b∈A2 Hk

b,s

⊕
⊕b∈A3 Hk

b,t.

We could for example fix (r, s, t) = t̄ := −(1, 1, 4/3), and the correspond-
ing spaces Hk

t̄ could then be used by considering r0(z) ∈ L(H−1
−t̄ ,H1

t̄ ), U(z) ∈
L(H1

t̄ ,H−1
−t̄ ) and therefore, in turn, W (z) ∈ L(H1

t̄ ); z ∈ Z±. With these inter-
pretations we can check that the limits in (5.156) exist. Since λ0 is regular for H it
follows that kerW±(0) = 0. Since W±(0) ∈ C(H1

t̄ ) this allows us to take the z → 0
limits in (5.155) as well.

We made an unnecessary simplifying assumption on the parameters, and using
the spaces Hk

r,s,t we may similarly deduce the following result.

Proposition 5.42. Suppose the conditions of Theorem 4.17 and in addition (5.154),
(4.68a) and (4.68b). Suppose λ0 is regular. Then for all sufficiently big r, s < −3/4
and t < −1 there is an ǫ > 0 such that the following asymptotics holds in L(H1

r,s,t)
for z → 0 in Z±.

W (z)−1 =W±(0)−1 +O(|z|ǫ). (5.157a)

Similarly, in the space L(H−1
−r,−s,−t,H1

r,s,t)

P (z)−1 = (P±)−1 +O(|z|ǫ); (P±)−1 := W±(0)−1r±0 . (5.157b)
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Theorem 5.43 (Regular case). Under the conditions of Proposition 5.42 the fol-
lowing asymptotics hold for R(λ0 + z) as an operator from H−1

t to H1
−t, t > 1, for

z → 0 in Z± and for some ǫ = ǫ(t) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = R′(λ0 ± i0)

+ (S − R′(λ0 ± i0)SI)(P
±)−1(S∗ − S∗

IR
′(λ0 ± i0)) +O(|z|ǫ). (5.158)

This result is immediate from (2.6) and Proposition 5.42, however the latter
results actually give more detailed information on the (anisotropic) behaviour of
the resolvent. For example the ‘most singular part’ of R(λ0+z) is given by the term
S(P − z)−1S∗ ∈ L(H−1

t , H1
−t), but S(P − z)−1S∗ ≈ Sr0(z)S

∗ ≈ Σa∈AP
a ⊗ ra(z)

needs t > 1 only for a ∈ Afd
3 ; ra(z) is ‘smaller’ for a ∈ A1 ∪A2.

We can also derive a result if λ0 is an exceptional point of the second kind,
meaning that the set E in Theorem 4.17 obeys 0 6= E ⊂ L2. For that we need the
additional condition

ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some t > 1, (5.159)

where ΠH is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue λ0 of H (note
that ΠHL

2 = E). We can argue as for the last assertion of Theorem 5.16, see also
Remark 5.17 2). This means more precisely that we use the above procedure for
Hσ := H−σΠH , σ > 0 small. Under the given hypotheses λ0 is neither an eigenvalue
nor a resonance of Hσ, and therefore there is an analogous version of (5.158) for Hσ

and we can then (as in the previous sections) invoke (5.87). Hence we obtain the
following result, where quantities depending on the ‘potential’ −σΠH are equipped
with the subscript σ.

Theorem 5.44 (Exceptional point of 2nd kind). Suppose the conditions of Theorem
4.17 and in addition (5.154), (4.68a), (4.68b) and (5.159). Suppose λ0 is an eigen-
value but not a resonance of H. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(λ0 + z)
as an operator from H−1

s to H1
−s, s > 1, for z → 0 in Z± and for some ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH + σ−1ΠH +R′
σ(λ0 ± i0)

+ (S − R′
σ(λ0 ± i0)SIσ)(P

±
σ )

−1(S∗ − S∗
IσR

′
σ(λ0 ± i0)) +O(|z|ǫ). (5.160)

Note that the z−
1
2 -term is absent in (5.160). This looks as if there is a discrepancy

with the known results given in [JK, Wa2] where there are z−
1
2 -terms in the resolvent

expansions for exceptional point of the second kind. However there is not the case,
because under the decay assumption on the threshold eigenstates used in Theorem
5.44, one can check by an explicit calculation that the z−

1
2 -terms of [JK, Wa2] also

disappear.
It remains to examine the cases where λ0 is an exceptional point of the first or of

the third kind, meaning (treating them uniformly) that the set E in Theorem 4.17
is not strictly a subset of L2. For that we need the additional condition

ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some t > 3/2, (5.161)

where ΠH is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H − λ0) (i.e. the eigenprojection if
λ0 is an eigenvalue of H). We know from Theorem 4.17 that the condition E 6⊂ L2

needs A3 6= ∅. If A1 6= ∅ and Afd
3 6= ∅ there is a technical problem on identifying

the geometric and algebraic multiplicities for the eigenvalue −1 of certain operators
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K±, cf. (5.47). The same method as the one used in the previous sections does not
work (and in fact we dont know if the multiplicities are equal). On the other hand
under the additional condition

Ã = A2 ∪ Afd
3 , (5.162)

the analogue of (5.47) holds (for Hσ), by the same proof (see also Remark 3.21 2)).
In this case we can mimic the proof of Theorem 5.16 and obtain the following result,
which is very similar to Theorems 5.16 and 5.26.

Theorem 5.45 (Exceptional point of 1st or 3rd kind). Suppose the conditions of
Theorem 4.17 and in addition (4.68a), (4.68b), (5.161) and (5.162). Suppose λ0 is
a resonance of H. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(λ0+ z) as an operator
from H−1

s to H1
−s, s > 1, for z → 0 in Z± and for some ǫ = ǫ(s) > 0.

R(λ0 + z) = −z−1ΠH +
i√
z

κ∑

j=1

〈uj, ·〉uj +O(|z|− 1
2
+ǫ). (5.163)

Here {u1, . . . , uκ} ⊂ H1
(−1/2)− is a basis of resonance states of H being independent

of the choice of the sign of Z±.

Remarks 5.46. The basis of resonance states can be specified in a fashion similar
to normalization procedures in Theorem 5.14 and Remark 5.25, cf. (5.13a) and
(5.13b) (and subsequent the computations).

We consider the imposed conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b) as technically convenient
but not being crucial. The interested reader may trace the outlined proof of Theorem
4.17 for the general case where these conditions are not imposed and see how the
above theory modifies.

We already discussed our need for (5.162), however we remark that (5.154) is not
strictly necessary. In fact there are some results for the case where A3\Afd

3 6= ∅ (this
is an interesting case for the physics models). Then the spherical potential Qa should
not to be ‘too negative’, more precisely we need that σ(−∆θ + Qa) ⊂ (−1/4,∞)
for all a in this set. With this extension there should be analogous results on the
resolvent expansion at λ0, not to be elaborated on here, see [Wa5]. However we shall
later do a version of Theorem 5.43 in a special case where indeed A3 \ Afd

3 6= ∅, see
Subsection 6.3.2. If the above spectral condition on a ∈ A3 \ Afd

3 is not fulfilled the
resolvent asymptotics would be expected to be oscillatory, see [SW] where oscillatory
behaviour is detected for a one-body ‘toy model’. We shall not study this case; it
does not seem to be an ‘easy problem’.





Chapter 6

Applications

We will give applications of the previous chapters to scattering theory. We shall
primarily study the non-multiple case imposing Conditions 1.5 and 2.4. With addi-
tional efforts the multiple is treatable somewhat similarly, see Subsectons 6.1.3 and
6.4.3 for actual accounts of the multiple case. The non-multiple case appears rather
complicated already, and we believe that treating only this case may be considered
as ‘heart of the matter’. In Sections 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4 we consider only the physics
models of Subsections 1.2.1 and 1.3.1 with the particle dimension n = 3 (in Section
6.4 even more specialized).

Although most of the material presented in this chapter is new it depends on the
literature, obviously most importantly for example [DS1, JKW]. Since scattering
theory is an old well-studied subject the literature is large, let us here mention the
related works [Bo, Do, CT, De1, De2, De3, DG, Is2, Is3, Is4, IT, Ne, Sk2, Sk4, Sk5,
Sk6, Sk7, SW, Wa6, Ya1, Ya3, Ya4, Ya5]. Obviously this list is not complete.

6.1 Negative slowly decaying effective potentials

We impose the attractiveness condition (4.6) for the cluster decomposition a = a0
given in Condition 2.4. More precisely suppose ρ < 2 and that the inter-cluster
potential Ia(xa) = Ia0(xa) = I0(xa) fulfills the condition

∃R ≥ 0 ∃ǫ > 0 ∀y ∈ Xa with |y| ≥ R :

Ia(y) ≤ −ǫ〈y〉−ρ and − 2Ia(y)− y · ∇Ia(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ. (6.1)

We assume
λ0 /∈ σpp(H

′), (6.2)

or equivalently λ0 /∈ σpp(H̆). If (6.2) is not fulfilled we may modify the theory to
be discussed in agreement with Subsection 2.4, see Remark 4.18.

We know from Chapter 3 that the boundary values R̆(λ ± i0) are smooth (in
weighted spaces) in a real neighbourhood I ∋ λ0. We take I, R = R0 ≥ 1 and the
operator B = BR =: qB exactly as done in Subsection 3.3.2 (this B should not to be
mixed up with the operator Bκ = Bκ,R = B(κ2B2 + 1)−1 in the same chapter).

In addition we assume
λ0 /∈ σpp(H). (6.3)

151
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If (6.3) is not fulfilled and ΠH is the corresponding eigenprojection then λ0 /∈
σpp(H−σΠH) for σ > 0, and we can consider theH ′ construction forHσ = H−σΠH ,
say denoted by H ′

σ, which fits well onto the framework of Chapter 3 since the eigen-
functions decay polynomially, cf. Theorems 4.2, 4.12 and 4.17 1). In fact if σ > 0
is taken small enough the condition λ0 /∈ σpp(H

′) implies the same property with
H ′ replaced by H ′

σ, see the discussion before Theorem 5.26. This would lead to a
resolvent formula similar to (5.160). For simplicity we impose (6.2) as well as (6.3),
which leads to the following analogue (6.4) of the physics models resolvent formula
(5.158).

With these conditions we know from Chapters 3 and 4 (see also Remark 5.17
3)) that there exist continuous boundary values R(λ ± i0) (in appropriate spaces)
in an interval of the form I+δ = [λ0, λ0 + δ] ⊂ I with δ > 0 small. In fact we have
the formulas

R(λ± i0) = E±(λ)−E±
+(λ)E

±
H(λ)

−1E±
−(λ), (6.4)

where, abbreviating I0 = Ia0 and p0 = pa0 ,

E±(λ) = R′(λ± i0),

E±
+(λ) = (1−R′(λ± i0)I0)S,

E±
−(λ) = S∗(1− I0R

′(λ± i0)),

E±
H(λ) = (λ− λ0)− (p20 + S∗I0S − S∗I0R

′(λ± i0)I0S).

We also have

R′(λ± i0) = R̆(λ± i0)− (p20 − λ)−1Π = R̆(λ± i0)Π′.

The matrix-valued operator W = S∗I0S is well approximated by a diagonal one
fulfilling a global virial condition, in fact approximated by a multiple of the identity
say denoted by w1, cf. the discussion in the beginning of Subsection 4.1.2. As in
the same subsection we modify the potential V (z) correspondingly and denote the
result by v(z). Let h = (p20 + w)1, r(z) = (h− z)−1 and

r±λ = r(λ− λ0 ± i0) and v±λ = v(λ± i0),

and note that

−E±
H(λ) = h + v±λ − (λ− λ0),

−E±
H(λ)

−1 = r±λ (λ)
(
1 + v±λ r

±
λ (λ)

)−1
;

v±λ = −S∗I0R
′(λ± i0)I0S +O(r−1−ρ).

(6.5)

If ma := dim ker(Ha − λ0) = 1, a = a0, we can here replace O(r−1−ρ) by O(r−∞)
which would refer to a polynomially decreasing term. In any case the term is a λ-
independent local potential (i.e. a function). The above expressions are substituted
into (6.4) to obtain formulas for R(λ± i0) to be studied.

Note that

(
1 + v±λ r

±
λ

)−1 ∈ L(L2
s) ∩ L(Bs0); s ∈ (s0, 1/2 + ρ3/4), s0 = 1/2 + ρ/4. (6.6)
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This is the best we can do when ma > 1. If λ0 > Σ2 and ma = 1 then any
s ∈ (s0, 1/2+ ρ) works. On the other hand if λ0 = Σ2 and ma = 1 then this inverse
exists in L(L2

s) for any s ∈ (s0, 2ρ + 2 − s0), cf. (4.12). In particular we have the
following formula for any ψ ∈ Bs0 (we abbreviate throughout this section B := B1/2,
B∗ = B∗

1/2 and B∗
0 := B∗

1/2,0),

R(λ± i0)ψ = Sφ±
a (λ) + R̆(λ± i0)ψ±

a (λ);

φ±
a (λ) = r±λ f

±
a (λ) ∈ B∗

s0
(Xa),

f±
a (λ) =

(
1+ v±λ r

±
λ

)−1
S∗(1− I0R̆(λ± i0)Π′)ψ ∈ Bs0(Xa),

ψ±
a (λ) = Π′(ψ − I0Sφ

±
a (λ)

)
∈ B.

(6.7)

It follows that for any s > s0 the L(L2
s, L

2
−s)–valued functions R(·±i0) are continuous

on I+δ . For each λ ∈ I+δ the operators R(λ± i0) ∈ L(Bs0,B∗
s0
). It will be convenient

to isolate the ‘main parts‘ of (6.7) writing

R(λ± i0) = Sr±λ S
∗ + R̆(λ± i0)Π′ + qR(λ± i0). (6.8)

Here qR(λ± i0) are represented as sums of various terms. Note for example that for
any ψ ∈ Bs0 (as above) f±

a (λ)− S∗ψ ∈ L2
s for any s ∈ (s0, 1/2 + ρ3/4).

Remark 6.1. Note that in particular (6.4) as well as (6.7) and (6.8) are valid
for λ = λ0. This is a consequence of the imposed regularity condition (6.3). For
other models, to be treated in Section 6.3, there are similar formulas as (6.7) and
(6.8). Again this requires regularity, i.e. absence of bound and resonance states at
the threshold. Note also that the trick of replacing H by Hσ = H − σΠH in the
case (6.3) is not fulfilled is not restricted to the case of attractive slowly decaying
effective potentials, i.e. the condition (6.1), but can be used as well for repulsive
slowly decaying effective potentials fulfilling the following version of (4.15),

∃R ≥ 0 ∃ǫ > 0 ∃ρ̄ ∈ [ρ, 2
3
(1 + ρ)) ∀y ∈ Xa with |y| ≥ R : Ia(y) ≥ ǫ〈y〉−ρ̄.

This is manifestly done already in the proof of Theorem 5.44 and as before doable
thanks to the polynomial decay of the eigenfunctions. For possible threshold eigen-
functions for non-slowly decaying effective potentials (cf. the asymptotics condition
(4.20)) the polynomial decay is missing making (6.3) a non-trivial assumption in
such cases, see however Theorem 5.44.

6.1.1 Sommerfeld’s theorem

We impose the above conditions (6.1)–(6.3) on the threshold λ0. First we recall the
following version of the Sommerfeld’s theorem above λ0, see [AIIS, Corollary 1.10]
which extends the seminal work [Is4].

Theorem 6.2. For any λ ∈ I+δ \ {λ0} there exist R = R0 ≥ 1 and σ > 0 such that
for any real function χ(· < σ) ∈ C∞(R), which is supported in (−∞, σ) and whose
derivative has compact support, and for any ψ ∈ B

χ(± qB < σ)R(λ± i0)ψ ∈ B∗
0;

qB = BR. (6.9)
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Moreover (for each sign) φ = R(λ± i0)ψ (∈ B∗) solves (H − λ)φ = ψ.
Conversely if φ ∈ L2

−∞ solves (H − λ)φ = ψ for a given ψ ∈ B and (for either

‘plus’ or ‘minus’) χ(± qB < σ)φ ∈ B∗
0 for some σ > 0 and for all functions χ(· < σ)

of this type, then φ = R(λ± i0)ψ (with the same sign).

Here (most likely) R = R(λ) → ∞ and σ = σ(λ) → 0 for λ ↓ λ0. We state a new
version of the Sommerfeld theorem, now at λ = λ0, but otherwise under the same
conditions. (A one-body version of the theorem at zero energy is given in [Sk4].)
Recall for comparison the quantity EG

−s0,0 of Lemma 4.10,

EG
−s0,0 = {u ∈ B∗

s0,0
| (H − λ0)u = 0, Π′u ∈ B∗

0}.

Let

qBρ = rρ/4 qB rρ/4; r = rR, qB = BR, R = R0,

recalling that R0 ≥ 1 is chosen in agreement with our version of the Mourre estimate
at λ0 (as done in Subsection 3.3.2).

Theorem 6.3 (Sommerfeld’s theorem at threshold). There exists σ > 0 such that
for any real function χ(· < σ) ∈ C∞(R), which is supported in (−∞, σ) and whose
derivative has compact support, and for any ψ ∈ Bs0, the function φ = φ± =
R(λ0 ± i0)ψ ∈ B∗

s0
obeys

Π′φ ∈ B∗,

χ(± qB < σ)Π′φ ∈ B∗
0,

χ(± qBρ < σ)Πφ ∈ B∗
s0,0

,

(H − λ0)φ = ψ.

(6.10)

Conversely suppose that (for either ‘plus’ or ‘minus’) φ ∈ B∗
s0 fulfills (6.10) for

some σ > 0, for all functions χ(· < σ) of this type and for a given ψ ∈ Bs0, then
φ = R(λ0 ± i0)ψ (with the same sign).

Proof. We shall only consider the case of ‘+’. By Proposition 3.16, for some σ > 0

χ( qB < σ)R̆(λ0 + i0)Π′ψ ∈ B∗
0. (6.11)

(This is for λ0 > Σ2; if λ0 = Σ2 the statement is trivial.) Note that Π′ψ ∈ B and
that (6.11) holds with qB replaced by Bκ = qB(κ2 qB2 + 1)−1 (κ > 0 small). Then
(6.11) follows by using another function of the same type, say χ̃(· < σ), such that

χ(b < σ) = χ(b < σ)χ̃(b/(κ2b2 + 1) < σ).

By using [FS, Theorems 4.1 and 4.2] one can show (here omitting the argument)
that for all small σ > 0

〈xa〉t−s0χ
(

qBρ < σ
)
Sr+λ0〈xa〉

−t−s0−ǫf ∈ L2;

f ∈ L2, t, ǫ > 0.
(6.12)

We use (6.7) writing

φ+ = R(λ0 + i0)ψ = Sφ+
a (λ0) + R̆(λ0 + i0)ψ+

a (λ0). (6.13)
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Now (6.10) follows by using (6.11) and (6.12) to treat the second and the first terms
of (6.13), respectively.

To show the second assertion (the uniqueness part) note that φ+ = R(λ0 + i0)ψ
is a particular solution of this problem. Whence we may assume that ψ = 0. Due
to Theorems 4.2 and 4.12 it suffices to show that φ ∈ EG

−s0,0 (here we use the same
notation if λ0 = Σ2), and whence that

φ ∈ B∗
s0,0

, Π′φ ∈ B∗
0. (6.14)

Introduce a smooth quadratic partition of unity 1 = χ(· < σ)2 + χ(· > σ)2 such
that χ(b < σ) = 1 for b < σ/2. Let for R ≥ 1 the function χR = χR(r) be given by
(1.29). Abbreviating θR =

√
−χ′

R we can then estimate

−〈χ′
R(r)〉Π′φ − 〈r−ρ/2χ′

R(r)〉Πφ
≤ 2

σ

(
sR + tR

)
+ vR;

sR = 〈 qB〉χ( qB>σ)θRΠ′φ,

tR = 〈 qBρ〉χ( qBρ>σ)r−ρ/4θRΠφ,

where vR → 0 for R→ ∞. Next we write

tR = t̃R + ṽR;

t̃R = 〈 qB〉χ( qBρ>σ)θRΠφ,

and note that ṽR = O(Rρ/2−1) → 0 for R → ∞. After further commutation we
(should) obtain that

−〈χ′
R(r)〉Π′φ − 〈r−ρ/2χ′

R(r)〉Πφ
≤ 2

σ

(
〈 qB〉θRΠ′φ + 〈 qB〉θRΠφ

)
+ o(R0)

= −σ−1〈i[H,χR]〉φ + o(R0),

= 0 + o(R0),

yielding (6.14) and therefore the uniqueness part. However we need to argue for the
validity of the above estimates. In the second step we used that

ReΠθR qBθRΠ
′ = O(R−2),

cf. (4.46). In the first step we used that

sR − 〈 qB〉θRΠ′φ = −〈 qB〉χ(B̌<σ)θRΠ′φ = o(R0),

t̃R − 〈 qB〉θRΠφ = o(R0).

The first bound is easy since qBΠ′φ ∈ B∗ (the latter seen by an energy bound).
To get the second bound it suffices to show that also qBρΠφ ∈ B∗

s0
. Let us first

note that due to the assumption χ( qB < σ)Π′φ ∈ B∗
0 we can verbatim use Step V of

the proof of Lemma 4.10 to conclude that E+
H(λ0)f = 0, f = T ∗φ ∈ B∗

s0(Xa). Next
we decompose

qBρΠφ = qBρST
∗φ = S qBa,ρf + φ̂,

qBa,ρ = rρ/4−1/2
a Re

(
xa · pa

)
rρ/4−1/2
a ; ra = r(xa).

(6.15)
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By the arguments of the proof of Lemma 3.4 indeed φ̂ ∈ B∗
s0

, so it remains only to

show that qBa,ρf ∈ B∗
s0(Xa). Noting that the operator qBa,ρ has symbol

b̌a,ρ ∈ S
(
s, g
)
; s = 〈ξ/ga〉2, ga =

√
−w, g = 〈x〉−2dx2 + g−2

a dξ2, (6.16a)

it suffices in turn to show that g−1
a Opw(s)gaf ∈ B∗

s0
(Xa). As in [DS1, (4.15)]

Opw(s)− g−1
a hg−1

a − 2 ∈ S(〈x〉ρ−2, g) ⊂ S(1, g). (6.16b)

By writing h = (h + v+λ0) − v+λ0 we end up with bounding −g−2
a v+λ0f , which clearly

belongs to B∗
s0
(Xa). Whence qBa,ρf ∈ B∗

s0
(Xa) is proven.

Corollary 6.4. For any ψ ∈ B the function φ = R(λ0 ± i0)ψ obeys the bounds

qBρΠφ, g
−1
a

qBρgaΠφ ∈ B∗
s0
. (6.17)

Proof. We substitute (6.8) and use (6.15) and (6.16b). Note then that g−2
a hT ∗φ ∈

B∗
s0 since 2s0 > ρ.

6.1.2 Elastic part of the scattering matrix at λ0

We will to a large degree use [DS1]. We recall from (2.17) that S is given in terms
of cluster bound states ϕ1, . . . , ϕma , ma = dimker(Ha − λ0), a = a0. The quantity
α = αj = (a, λ0, ϕj), j ≤ ma, is referred to as a channel.

Let us for convenience here assume ma = 1 and denote ϕ1 by ϕα (see Subsecton
6.1.3 for an example where ma = 2). To make contact to [DS1] it is convenient
to change notation: Recall that up to a polynomially decreasing potential w(xa) ≈
〈I(1)a (·+ xa)〉ϕa. Let us now assume that

w = V1 + V2, (6.18)

where V1 and V2 fulfill the following conditions of [DS1]. (For Coulomb systems one
can take V1(x) = −γr−1 for r := |x| ≥ 1 and V2 = O(r−2).)

Let n = dimXa.

Condition 6.5. The function w can be written as a sum of two real-valued mea-
surable functions, w = V1 + V2, such that: For some ρ ∈ (0, 2) we have

(1) V1 is a smooth negative function that only depends on the radial variable r in
the region r ≥ 1 (that is V1(x) = V1(r) for r = |xa| ≥ 1). There exists ǫ1 > 0
such that

V1(r) ≤ −ǫ1r−ρ, r ≥ 1.

(2) For all γ ∈ Nn
0 there exists Cγ > 0 such that

〈x〉ρ+|γ||∂γV1(x)| ≤ Cγ.

(3) There exists ǫ̃1 > 0 such that

rV ′
1(r) ≤ −(2 − ǫ̃1)V1(r), r ≥ 1. (6.19)
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(4) V2 = V2(x) is smooth and there exists ǫ2 > 0 such that for all γ ∈ Nn
0

〈x〉ρ+ǫ2+|γ||∂γV2(x)| ≤ Cγ.

The following condition will be needed (and imposed) only in the case V2 6= 0.

Condition 6.6. Let V1 be given as in Condition 6.5 and α := 2
2+ρ

. There exists
ǭ1 > max(0, 1− α(ρ+ 2ǫ2)) such that

lim sup
r→∞

r−1V ′
1(r)

(∫ r

1

(−V1(s))−
1
2ds
)2

< 2−1(1− ǭ21),

lim sup
r→∞

V ′
1
′(r)
(∫ r

1

(−V1(s))−
1
2ds
)2
< 2−1(1− ǭ21).

6.1.2.1 Scattering for the one-body problem at zero energy, [DS1]

We review a number of results from [DS1] valid under Conditions 6.5 and 6.6. (For
a different approach to one-body scattering theory, see [Is1].) Recall that for any
ω ∈ Sn−1, λ ∈ [0,∞) and x from an appropriate outgoing/incoming region there
exists a solution to the system of equations

ÿ(t) = −2∇w(y(t)),
λ = 1

4
ẏ(t)2 + w(y(t)),

y(±1) = x,

ω = ± lim
t→±∞

y(t)/|y(t)|.

(6.20)

One obtains a family y±(t, x, ω, λ) of solutions depending regularily (at least
continuously) on parameters. Moreover all ‘scattering orbits’ are of this form. Using
these solutions one can construct a solution φ±(x, ω, λ) to the eikonal equation

(
∇xφ

±(x, ω, λ)
)2

+ w(x) = λ (6.21)

satisfying ∇xφ
±(x, ω, λ) = 1

2
ẏ(±1, x, ω, λ).

For R ≥ 1 and σ ∈ (0, 2)

Γ+
R,σ(ω) := {y ∈ Rn | y · ω ≥ (1− σ)|y|, |y| ≥ R}; ω ∈ Sn−1,

Γ+
R,σ := {(y, ω) ∈ Rn × Sn−1 | y ∈ Γ+

R,σ(ω)}.
(6.22)

Lemma 6.7. There exist R0 ≥ 1 and σ0 ∈ (0, 2) such that for all R ≥ R0 and for
all positive σ ≤ σ0 the system (6.20) is solved for all data (x, ω) ∈ Γ+

R,σ and λ ≥ 0

by a unique function y+(t, x, ω, λ), t ≥ 1, such that y+(t, x, ω, λ) ∈ Γ+
R,σ(ω) for all

t ≥ 1. Define a vector field F+(x, ω, λ) on Γ+
R0,σ0

(ω) by

F+(x, ω, λ) = 1
2
ẏ+(t = 1, x, ω, λ). (6.23)

Then
rotx F

+(x, ω, λ) = 0.
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We define φ+(x, ω, λ) at (x, ω, λ) ∈ Γ+
R0,σ0

× [0,∞[ by requiring ∇xφ
+ = F+ and

φ+(R0ω, ω, λ) =
√
λR0. We let

φ−(x, ω, λ) := −φ+(x,−ω, λ) for x ∈ Γ−
R0,σ0

(ω) := Γ+
R0,σ0

(−ω).

For ξ 6= 0 we write ξ =
√
λω, ω ∈ Sn−1, and then

φ±(x, ξ) = φ±(x, ω, λ); (x, ω) ∈ Γ±
R0,σ0

.

We are motivated to write, slightly abusely, (x, ξ) ∈ Γ±
R0,σ0

instead of (x, ω, λ) ∈
Γ±
R0,σ0

× (0,∞) (in fact even for the case ξ = 0).
Fixing 0 < σ < σ′ < σ0 we introduce a smoothed out characteristic function

χσ,σ′(t) =

{
1, for t ≥ 1− σ,

0, for t ≤ 1− σ′.
(6.24a)

Next define, in terms of (6.24a) and the function χ̄R = 1− χR of (1.29),

a±0 (x, ξ) := χσ,σ′(±x̂ · ξ̂)χ̄R0(|x|); ẑ = z/|z|.

We introduce then a Fourier integral operator J+
0 on L2(Rn) by

(J±
0 f)(x) = (2π)−n/2

∫
eiφ

±(x,ξ)a±0 (x, ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ, (6.24b)

where

f̂(ξ) := (2π)−n/2
∫

e−ix·ξf(x)dx

denotes the Fourier transform of f .
The WKB method suggests to approximate the wave operator by a Fourier

integral operator J+ on L2(Rd) of the form

(J+f)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
+(x,ξ)a+(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ, (6.25a)

where the symbol a+(x, ξ) is supported in Γ+
R0,σ0

and constructed by an iterative
procedure (partly recalled in Subsection 6.1.2.4) attempting to make the difference
T+ := i(hJ+ − J+p2) small in Γ+

R0,σ
. We have

(T+f)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
+(x,ξ)t+(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ, (6.25b)

where

t+(x, ξ) =
(
(2∇xφ

+(x, ξ)) · ∇x + (△xφ
+(x, ξ))

)
a+(x, ξ)− i△xa

+(x, ξ). (6.25c)

The symbols a+(x, ξ) and a+0 (x, ξ) coincide to leading order away from ξ = 0, more
precisely

a+(x, ξ) ≈
(
det∇ξ∇xφ

+(x, ξ)
)1/2

a+0 (x, ξ) = eζ
+(x,ξ)a+0 (x, ξ), (6.25d)
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and a+(x, ξ) should be thought of as an ‘improvement’ of the right-hand side. For
details of construction, see [DS1, Section 5]. However, since we are partly going to
mimic this construction in Subsection 6.1.2.4, let us here recall that the equation

(
(2∇xφ

+(x, ξ)) · ∇x + (△xφ
+(x, ξ))

)
eζ

+(x,ξ) = 0, (6.25e)

takes (6.25c) onto the form

t+ = eζ
+(

(2∇xφ
+) · ∇x − iA+

)
b+, b+ = e−ζ

+

a+,

A+ = ∆+ 2(∇ζ+) · ∇+ (∆ζ+) + (∇ζ+)2.
(6.25f)

Similar to (6.25a)–(6.25c) we introduce a Fourier integral operator J− and T−

as

(J−f)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
−(x,ξ)a−(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ,

(T−f)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
−(x,ξ)t−(x, ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ.

(6.26)

For all τ ∈ L2(Sn−1) we introduce

(J±(λ)τ)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
±(x,ω,λ)ã±(x, ω, λ)τ(ω)dω,

(T±(λ)τ)(x) = (2π)−n/2
∫

eiφ
±(x,ω,λ)t̃±(x, ω, λ)τ(ω)dω,

(6.27)

where

ã±(x, ω, λ) = λ(n−2)/4√
2

a±(x,
√
λω),

t̃±(x, ω, λ) = λ(n−2)/4
√
2

t±(x,
√
λω).

The functions ã± and t̃± are continuous in (x, ω, λ) ∈ Rd × Sn−1 × [0,∞), and
therefore we can define J±(λ) and T±(λ) at λ = 0 by the expressions (6.27). These
properties hinge on [DS1, Proposition 5.3] stating properties of the function

ζ̃+(x, ω, λ) = ζ+(x,
√
λω)− lnλ(2−n)/4; λ > 0.

In particular it follows that there exist locally uniform limits (along with derivatives)

ζ̃+(x, ω, 0) = lim
λ→0+

ζ̃+(x, ω, λ). (6.28)

It will be convenient to use a splitting T±(λ) = T±
bd(λ) + T±

pr(λ) in agreement with

a certain decomposition of t̃±(x,
√
λω), see Lemma 6.8 and references given before

the lemma. There are wave operators

W±f = lim
t→±∞

eithJ±
0 e

−itp2f = lim
t→±∞

eithJ±e−itp2f ; f̂ ∈ C∞
c (Rn \ {0}). (6.29)

The two operators W± extend isometrically on L2(Rd) with extensions satisfying
hW± = W±p2. Moreover,

0 = lim
t→∓∞

eithJ±
0 e

−itp2f = lim
t→∓∞

eithJ±e−itp2f ; f̂ ∈ C∞
c (Rn \ {0}). (6.30)
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For ρ ∈ (1/2, 2) we may write W± = W±
dol e

iψ±

dol(p) in terms of the familiar Dol-
lard wave operators [Do] (cf. (6.122) in Section 6.4) and explicit real momentum-
depending phase factors ψ±

dol, see [DS1, Theorem 6.15].
Let ∆ω denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the sphere Sn−1. For k ∈ R

we define the Sobolev spaces on the sphere Hk(Sn−1) = (1−∆ω)
−k/2L2(Sn−1). Let

Lks = Lks(Rn) = L(Hk(Sn−1), L2
s(R

n)) and Lk = Lk0 for any k, s ∈ R.
For λ > 0 we introduce the restricted Fourier transform F0(λ) as

F0(λ)f(ω) =
λ(n−2)/4

√
2

f̂(
√
λω). (6.31)

Let s > 1
2

and k ≥ 0. Note that F0(λ) ∈ L(L2
s+k(R

n), Hk(Sn−1)) with a continuous
dependence on λ > 0. Likewise, F0(λ)

∗ ∈ L−k
−s−k with a continuous dependence on

λ > 0. Note also that the operator

∫ ⊕

R+

F0(λ) dλ : L2(Rn) →
∫ ⊕

R+

L2(Sn−1) dλ (6.32)

is unitary, and consequently that it diagonalizes the operator p2. Formally, we
have J±(λ) = J±F0(λ)

∗ and T±(λ) = T±F0(λ)
∗. The formal identity W±(λ) =

W±F0(λ)
∗ = (J± + ir(λ∓i0)T±)F0(λ)

∗ leads us then to consider the wave matrices

W±(λ) := J±(λ) + ir(λ∓i0)T±(λ), (6.33)

which in fact belong to L−k
−s for any k ≥ 0 for a suitable s = s(k) > s0. In this space

W±(λ) have continuous dependence of λ ≥ 0 (including λ = 0!).
The scattering operator commutes with p2, which is diagonalized by the direct

integral mapping (6.32). Because of that the general theory of decomposable oper-
ators yields a measurable family R+ ∋ λ 7→ S(λ) with the scattering matrix S(λ)
being a unitary operator on L2(Sn−1) for almost all λ, and such that in terms of the
mapping (6.32)

S ≃
∫ ⊕

R+

S(λ) dλ. (6.34)

A main result of [DS1] reads, that for λ ≥ 0 the scattering matrix

S(λ) = −2πJ+(λ)∗T−(λ) + 2πiT+(λ)∗r(λ+ i0)T−(λ)

= −2πW+(λ)∗T−(λ)
, (6.35)

defining a unitary operator L2(Sn−1) with a strongly continuously dependence on
λ ≥ 0. Moreover (6.34) is true, and

∀k ∈ R ∀ǫ > 0 : S(λ) ∈ L(Hk(Sn−1), Hk−ǫ(Sn−1)), (6.36)

depending norm-continuously on λ ≥ 0. Hence in particular S(λ) maps C∞(Sn−1)
into itself.

Another main result of [DS1] adopted to the setting discussed here (in particular
not including a certain singular term V3) is the following result:

Suppose in addition to Conditions 6.5 and 6.6 that V1(r) = −γr−ρ for r ≥ 1.
Then the kernel S(0)(ω, ω′) is smooth outside the set {(ω, ω′) | ω · ω′ = cos ρ

2−ρπ}.
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6.1.2.2 Elastic scattering for the N-body problem at λ0

Using the constructions J±
0 in the previous subsection for the potential w = V1+V2

in the variable xa and recalling −EH(λ ± i0) = h + v±λ + λ0 − λ, h = p2 + w, we
introduce wave operators

lim
t→±∞

eitH
(
1⊗ J±

0

)
e−itHaSf = lim

t→±∞
eitH
(
1⊗ J±

0

)
Se−it(p2a+λ0)f ;

f̂ ∈ C∞
c (Xa \ {0})ma .

(6.37)

We consider a channel α = (a, λ0, ϕα) (recall that this means that Haϕα = λ0ϕα
with ‖ϕα‖ = 1) assuming for simplicity from this point that

ma = dim ker(Ha − λ0) = 1 (6.38)

(making ϕα essentially unique). With this assumption the above limit is nothing
but the channel wave operator

W±
α f = lim

t→±∞
eitH
(
1⊗ J±

0

)
ϕα ⊗ e−it(p2a+λ0)f

= lim
t→±∞

eitH
(
ϕα ⊗ J±

0 e
−it(p2a+λ0)f

)
; f̂ ∈ C∞

c (Xa \ {0}).
(6.39)

This leads us to define

Fλ0(λ)f(ω) =
(λ−λ0)(n−2)/4

√
2

f̂
(√

λ− λ0 ω
)
,

(J±
N (λ)τ)(x) = (2π)−n/2

∫
eiφ

±(x,ω,λ−λ0)ã±(x, ω, λ− λ0)τ(ω)dω,

(T±
N (λ)τ)(x) = (2π)−n/2

∫
eiφ

±(x,ω,λ−λ0)t̃±(x, ω, λ− λ0)τ(ω)dω,

J±
α f = ϕα ⊗ J±f ; f = f(xa),

T±
α = i

(
HJ±

α − J±
α (p

2
a + λ0)

)
,

J±
α (λ)τ = ϕα ⊗ J±

N (λ)τ,

T±
α (λ)τ = ϕα ⊗ T±

N (λ)τ +
qT±
α (λ)τ ;

qT±
α (λ) = iI(2)a J±

α (λ) + i
(
I(1)a − w

)
J±
α (λ),

W±
α (λ) = J±

α (λ) + iR(λ∓i0)T±
α (λ),

Sαα(λ) = −2πJ+
α (λ)

∗T−
α (λ) + 2πiT+

α (λ)
∗R(λ+ i0)T−

α (λ).

Here formally

J±
N (λ) = J±(λ− λ0) = J±Fλ0(λ)

∗ and T±
N (λ) = T±(λ− λ0) = T±Fλ0(λ)

∗,

where J± is the ‘improvement’ of J±
0 and T± = i(hJ±−J±p2a) as defined by (6.25a)–

(6.25c) and (6.26).
The first term of qT±

α (λ) has arbitrary polynomial decay, for example stated
precisely as qT±

α (λ) ∈ Lks = Lks(X) := L(Hk(Sn−1), L2
s(X)) for any k, s ∈ R, and this

is also the case for Π
(
I
(1)
a −w

)
J±
α (λ). But Π′(I(1)a −w

)
J±
α (λ) = Π′I

(1)
a ΠJ±

α (λ) is only
one power better than w, more precisely it has the form O(〈x〉−1−ρ)J±

α (λ). Thus we
can record

ΠqT±
α (λ) = O

(
〈x〉−∞), Π′ qT±

α (λ) = O
(
〈x〉−1−ρ)J±

α (λ). (6.40)
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A similar remark is due for the ‘non-restricted’ quantity qT±
α in the formula

T±
α = ϕα ⊗ T± + qT±

α ;
qT±
α = I(2)a J±

α +
(
I(1)a − w

)
J±
α .

Moreover, since for any f with f̂ ∈ C∞
c (Xa \ {0}) the quantity ‖T±

α e
−it(p2a+λ0)f‖

is integrable at ±∞, the Cook argument gives the existence of the wave operator
W±
α . Note that this integrability may be shown by a stationary phase argument (for

example by using (6.43) and a version of Lemma 6.8 3)).
Using [DS1, Appendix A] the elastic part of the scattering matrix defined by

(6.39) may be shown to be given by the expression Sαα(λ), λ > λ0, introduced
above. We will study some properties of this operator, which is an operator on
L(Sn−1) with norm at most one.

We state some basic properties of J±(λ) and T±(λ) = T±
bd(λ)+T

±
pr(λ), see [DS1,

(5.8), (5.16), (5.19) and Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9] and the proof of [DS1, Theorem 6.11]
(which we adapt to the present problem). First we recall some notation. The most
basic one is the function

g(r) = gλ =
√
λ− λ0 − V1(r), λ ≥ λ0,

which roughly controls the momentum. Next we introduce the symbols

a(x, ξ) =
ξ2

gλ(|x|)2
, b(x, ξ) =

ξ

gλ(|x|)
· F (x), (6.41)

where F is an arbitrary (henceforth fixed) vector field on Rn extending F (x) = x̂ =
x/r for r = |x| ≥ 1. Of course the symbols a and b also have λ-dependence, but for
convenience this is here and henceforth omitted in the notation. Let χ̃−, χ̃+ ∈ C∞

be non-negative functions obeying χ̃− + χ̃+ = 1 and

supp χ̃− ⊆ (−∞, 1− σ̄], (6.42a)

supp χ̃+ ⊆ [1− 2σ̄,∞), (6.42b)

where the number σ̄ > 0 needs to be taken sufficiently small, depending on the
parameter σ used in the previous subsection (see (6.24a)) and properties of the
phase φ±(x, ξ). Let χ−, χ+ ∈ C∞ be non-negative functions obeying χ− + χ+ = 1
and

suppχ− ⊆ (−∞, 2), (6.42c)

suppχ+ ⊆ (1,∞). (6.42d)

Introduce then symbols

χ1 = χ+(a),

χ±
2 = χ−(a)χ̃−(±b),
χ±
3 = χ−(a)χ̃+(±b).

(6.42e)

These symbols belong to a class of (parameter-depending) pseudodifferential oper-
ators studied in [FS, DS1]. The ‘Planck constant’ for this class is 〈x〉−1gλ(|x|)−1, in
particular at most 〈x〉ρ/2−1. Note the partition of unity in terms of corresponding
(right-quantized) operators

1 = Opr(χ1) + Opr(χ±
2 ) + Opr(χ±

3 ). (6.43)

Recall Lk := L(Hk(Sn−1), L2(Rn)), k ∈ R.
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Lemma 6.8. Let χ1, χ
±
2 and χ±

3 be given by (6.42e).

1) For all k ∈ [0,∞) and ǫ > 0,

(〈x〉gλ)−k〈x〉−1/2−ǫg
1/2
λ J±

N (λ) (6.44a)

is a continuous L−k–valued function of λ ∈ [λ0,∞). With a bounding constant
independent of λ ≥ λ0,

g
1/2
λ J±

N (λ) ∈ L
(
L2(Sn−1),B∗

1/2(R
n)
)
.

2) For all k ∈ R and ǫ > 0,

(〈x〉gλ)−k〈x〉1/2−ǫg−1/2
λ Opr(χ±

2 )T
±
bd(λ− λ0) (6.44b)

is a continuous L−k–valued function of λ ∈ [λ0,∞).

3) For all k,m ∈ R,

〈x〉mOpr(χ1+χ
±
3 )T

±
bd(λ−λ0), 〈x〉mT±

pr(λ−λ0) and 〈x〉mOpr(χ1)J
±
N (λ) (6.44c)

are continuous L−k–valued function of λ ∈ [λ0,∞).

This lemma will be used in combination with the following excerpts of [DS1,
Proposition 4.1] (adapted to the present problem). Note that Opl(χ±

2 ) = Opr(χ±
2 )

∗

is given by left-quantization.

Lemma 6.9. Let Λ denote any interval of the form Λ = [λ0, λ
′
0], and let r±λ =

r(λ − λ0 ± i0) for λ ∈ Λ. Then the following bounds hold unifomly in λ ∈ Λ, and
the corresponding L

(
L2(Rn)

)
–valued functions are continuous.

1) For all ǫ > 0 there exists C > 0 such that

‖〈x〉−ǫ−1/2g
1/2
λ r±λ g

1/2
λ 〈x〉−ǫ−1/2‖ ≤ C. (6.45a)

2) For all s ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ ǫ < ǫ′ there exists C > 0

‖(〈x〉gλ)s〈x〉ǫ−1/2g
1/2
λ Opl(χ±

2 )r
±
λ g

1/2
λ 〈x〉−ǫ′−1/2(〈x〉gλ)−s‖ ≤ C. (6.45b)

Now taking τ ∈ Hk(Sn−1) with a sufficiently big k (actually any k > 0 suffices),
we will show by combining (6.7) with Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9 that Sαα(λ)τ is a well-
defined element of L2(Sn−1), in fact with a continuous dependence of λ ∈ I+δ .

We insert (6.7) into the formula

Sαα(λ)τ = −2πJ+
α (λ)

∗T−
α (λ)τ + 2πiT+

α (λ)
∗R(λ+ i0)T−

α (λ)τ. (6.46)

Ignoring the contribution from qT−
α (λ) (its contribution is a ‘partial smoothing

operator’ as exemplified in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 6.10) we obtain
by using Lemma 6.8 that the first term −2πJ+

α (λ)
∗T−

α (λ)τ ≈ −2πJ+
N (λ)

∗T−
N (λ)τ ∈

L2(Sn−1).
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For the second term in (6.46) we (again) ignore terms containing qT±
α (λ) and

consider only ϕα ⊗ T±
N (λ) using (6.43) to write

T±
N (λ) = Opr(χ1 + χ±

3 )T
±
N (λ) + Opr(χ±

2 )T
±
N (λ) = T±

1,3(λ) + T±
2 (λ).

By Lemma 6.8 3) the first term has strong decay, so let us consider the seemingly
worse term given (up to a constant) by

(
ϕα⊗T+

2 (λ)
)∗
R(λ+ i0)ϕα ⊗ T−

2 (λ)

= T+
2 (λ)∗S∗R(λ+ i0)ST−

2 (λ).

The contribution from the ’leading terms’, cf. (6.8), are

T+
2 (λ)∗r+λ T

−
2 (λ) and T+

2 (λ)∗S∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′ST−
2 (λ),

respectively. The second term vanishes. For the first term we use Lemma 6.9 2)
for the case of ‘+’ and see that indeed T+

2 (λ)∗r+λ T
−
2 (λ)τ ≈ T+

N (λ)
∗r+λ T

−
N (λ)τ is a

well-defined element of L2(Sn−1).
Of course there are other terms to consider, and for some of those also Lemma

6.9 1) is needed. We can check all other terms (cf. the proof of Theorem 6.10) and
see that they are well-defined with a continuous dependence of λ. Furthermore we
can write the formula for the action by Sαα(λ) as

Sαα(λ)τ = −2πW+
α (λ)

∗T−
α (λ)τ, (6.47)

and this is a continuous L2(Sn−1)–valued function of λ ∈ I+δ for τ ∈ Hk(Sn−1),
k > 0.

Next we will examine the degree of regularity that is needed on τ , measured by
the size of k. Let

Sw(λ− λ0) = −2πJ+
N (λ)

∗T−
N (λ) + 2πiT+

N (λ)
∗r(λ+ i0)T−

N (λ); λ ≥ λ0.

Note that Sw(·) is the scattering matrix for the one-body problem given by (6.35).
We will examine the quantity

qSαα(λ)τ = Sαα(λ)τ − Sw(λ− λ0)τ.

By the above preliminary investigation the term Sw(·) is the ‘leading term’, and
we know that k = 0 works for this term although k = ǫ for any ǫ > 0 is neeeded
for operator-continuity, see (6.36) and the discussion there. So we expect well-
definedness of qSαα(λ)τ and continuous dependence of λ with less regularity imposed
on τ . In fact we can show that k = −ǫ for a computable ǫ > 0 works for this term,
even for operator-continuity. More generally we have the following result given in
terms of any k ≥ 0 satisfying one of the options

{
k + 1/2 + (1/2− k)ρ/2 < 1/2 + ρ/2, k ∈ [0, 1/2],

k + 1/2 < 1/2 + ρ/2, k > 1/2,
(6.48)

or equivalently stated, one of the options
{

0 ≤ k ≤ 1/2 and k < ρ(4 − 2ρ)−1,

1/2 < k < ρ/2, ρ > 1.
(6.49)
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Theorem 6.10. Suppose (6.38), i.e. ma = 1. For any k ≥ 0 obeying (6.49) the
operator

qSαα(λ) = Sαα(λ)− Sw(λ− λ0) ∈ L
(
H−k(Sn−1), Hk(Sn−1)

)

with a continuous dependence of λ ∈ I+δ .

Remarks 6.11. 1) The number s = 1/2 + ρ/2 on the right-hand side in (6.48)
is the number appearing in (6.54). The left-hand side comes from estimating
the factor 〈x〉k+1/2gk−

1
2 ; it is uniformly bounded by the power C〈x〉c with c

given as the expression appearing to the left in (6.48). If we replace I+δ by
I+δ \ {λ0} in Theorem 6.10 any k < ρ/2 suffices.

2) We assumed ma = 1. However the interested reader may check that if ma > 1,
then Theorem 6.10 remains valid. Moreover the off-diagonal elements of the
scattering matrix, denoted by Sβα(λ) with α 6= β, fulfill the same assertion as
the one for qSαα(λ) in Theorem 6.10.

3) Under the additional condition that λ0 = Σ2 one can show that qSαα(λ) is
bounded on any of the spaces H l(Sn−1), l ∈ R, with a continuous dependence
of λ ∈ I+δ , in fact it is partially smoothing. More precisely one can show
in this case that for all l ∈ R the operator qSαα(λ) ∈ L

(
H l−k, H l+k

)
with a

continuous dependence on λ ∈ I+δ . This is for any k ≥ 0 obeying (6.49), in
fact for a computable bigger k using (6.54) below for s = 1 + ρ (recall from
the discussion after (6.5) that the latter boundedness condition is fulfilled for
λ0 = Σ2). The proof consists of combining ideas from Subsection 6.1.2.4 with
[DS1, Proposition 4.1], however we shall not elaborate. In particular since
Sw(λ − λ0) has a similar property up a loss of an ‘ǫ-smoothness’, cf. [DS1,
Theorem 7.2], we conclude (more precisely stated) that for all l ∈ R and ǫ > 0
the operator Sαα(λ) ∈ L

(
H l, H l−ǫ) with a continuous dependence of λ ∈ I+δ .

Note that this implies that Sαα(λ)τ ∈ C∞(Sn−1) for λ ∈ I+δ and τ ∈ C∞(Sn−1).

Proof of Theorem 6.10. We need to treat the term −2πJ+
α (λ)

∗ qT−
α (λ) left out when

discussing −2πJ+
α (λ)

∗T−
α (λ) above. (Note that −2πJ+

α (λ)
∗(ϕα ⊗ T±

N (λ)
)

already is

subtracted in the definition of qSαα(λ).) Writing J+
α (λ)

∗ qT−
α (λ) = J+

α (λ)
∗ΠqT−

α (λ) we
can invoke (6.40).

The remaining terms of qSαα(λ) fall into three disjoint groups according to whether
there is a dependence of:

a) R̆(λ+ i0)), and no dependence of r+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
.

b) r+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
, and no dependence of R̆(λ+ i0)).

c) R̆(λ+ i0)) as well as a dependence of r+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
.

a). We need to treat

T+
α (λ)

∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′T−
α (λ) =

qT+
α (λ)

∗Π′R̆(λ+ i0)Π′ qT−
α (λ).
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Due to (6.40) we need to bound

〈x〉−1/2−ρ+ǫJ±
α (λ) ∈ L−k = L−k(X) for some ǫ > 0. (6.50)

By Lemma 6.8 1) this requires
{

k + (1/2− k)ρ/2 < ρ, k ∈ (0, 1/2],

k < ρ, k > 1/2,
(6.51)

which is weaker than (6.49).

b). We need to treat

T+
α (λ)

∗Sr+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗T−

α (λ)− T+
N (λ)

∗r+λ T
−
N (λ)

=
(
T+
α (λ)

∗Sr+λ S
∗T−

α (λ)− T+
N (λ)

∗r+λ T
−
N (λ)

)

− T+
α (λ)

∗Sr+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
v+λ r

+
λ S

∗T−
α (λ)

Due to (6.40) the first term is a smoothing operator, i.e. in L(H−l(Sn−1), H l(Sn−1))
for any l ∈ R. We shall frequently in the rest of the proof use

1 = 〈x〉−s〈x〉s; s = 1/2 + ρ/2. (6.52)

For the second term it suffices, due to (6.6) and (6.52), to bound

〈x〉−sr∓λ S∗T±
α (λ) ∈ L−k. (6.53)

Here we used that

v+λ ∈ L(L2
−s, L

2
s). (6.54)

(We could do better using (6.38), cf. the discussion after (6.5), but we prefer to
use a method that more or less obviously generalizes to the case where ma > 1,
c.f. Remark 6.11 2).) To show (6.53) it suffices due to (6.40) and Lemma 6.8 3) to
bound

〈x〉−sr∓λ T±
2 (λ) ∈ L−k, (6.55)

or equivalently that

T±
N (λ)

∗Opl(χ±
2 )r

±
λ ∈ L

(
L2
s, H

k(Sn−1)
)
. (6.56)

Due to Lemma 6.8 it suffices in turn to show that

(〈x〉gλ)k〈x〉ǫ−1/2g
1/2
λ Opl(χ±

2 )r
±
λ ∈ L

(
L2
s, L

2
)

for some ǫ > 0. (6.57)

We need to bound

(〈x〉gλ)k〈x〉ǫ−1/2g
1/2
λ Opl(χ±

2 )r
±
λ g

1/2
λ 〈x〉−1/2−2ǫ(〈x〉gλ)−k(

g
−1/2
λ 〈x〉1/2+2ǫ(〈x〉gλ)k〈x〉−s

)
∈ L(L2).
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Using (6.45b) we need to check that the last factor is bounded. This amounts to
{

k + 1/2 + 2ǫ+ (1/2− k)ρ/2 ≤ s, k ∈ (0, 1/2],

k + 1/2 + 2ǫ ≤ s, k > 1/2,
(6.58)

which indeed is fulfilled for small ǫ > 0 thanks to (6.48).

c). There are four terms to be considered given (up to the common factor 2πi)
by:

S1 = −T+
α (λ)

∗Sr+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗IaR̆(λ+ i0)Π′T−

α (λ),

S2 = T+
α (λ)

∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr
+
λ

(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗IaR̆(λ+ i0)Π′T−

α (λ),

S3 = −T+
α (λ)

∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr
+
λ S

∗T−
α (λ),

S4 = T+
α (λ)

∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr
+
λ

(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
v+λ r

+
λ S

∗T−
α (λ).

For S1 we insert the decomposition (6.52) to the right of the factor r+λ (the left
one). Suppose we can show that

〈x〉sS∗IaR̆(λ± i0)Π′T∓
α (λ) ∈ L−k,

then we are done using (6.53) and (6.58). But due to (6.40) this term has the form

O(〈x〉s−1−ρ)R̆(λ± i0)Π′ qT∓
α (λ) = O(〈x〉s−1−ρ)R̆(λ± i0)O(〈x〉−1−ρ)J∓

α (λ), (6.59)

for which we can apply (6.50). The argument for S3 is the same.
We treat S2 by inserting (6.52) to the right as well as to the left of the factor r+λ

(the left one) and then use (6.59) and Lemma 6.9 1) (to bound 〈x〉−sr+λ 〈x〉−s).
We treat S4 by inserting (6.52) to the right of the far left factor r+λ and to the

left of the far right factor r+λ . Then we invoke (6.53) and (6.54).

6.1.2.3 Elastic scattering at λ0, a ‘geometric’ approach

In the spirit of [DS1, Section 8] we will give a ‘geometric’ description of the operator
Sαα(λ) studied in Subsection 6.1.2.2. To keep the discussion short we shall consider
the limiting case λ = λ0 only. For analogue results for (all most all) non-threshold
energies in a general N -body setting we refer to [Sk6].

We recall the following construction for the one-body problem, see [DS1, Propo-
sition 5.6], which could be a basis for discussing λ > λ0 also.

Lemma 6.12. There exist R ≥ R0 and σ̃ ∈ (0, σ0] such that for all x = |x|x̂ ∈ Rn

with |x| ≥ R and λ ≥ λ0 there exists a unique ω ∈ Sn−1 satisfying ω · x̂ ≥ 1 − σ̃
(equivalently, x ∈ Γ+

R,σ̃(ω)) and ∂ωφ
+(x, ω, λ− λ0) = 0. We introduce the notation

ω+
crt = ω+

crt(x, λ) for this vector. It is smooth in x, and for some ǫ̆ = ǫ̆(ρ, ǭ1, ǫ2) > 0

∂γx(ω
+
crt − x̂) = O(|x|−ǫ̆−|γ|).

Let
φ(x, λ) = φ+(x, ω+

crt(x, λ), λ− λ0). (6.60)
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This function solves the eikonal equation

(∂xφ(x, λ))
2 + w(x) = λ− λ0; |x| ≥ R and λ ≥ λ0.

In the spherically symmetric case (viz. V2(x) = V2(r)) we have ω+
crt = x̂ and

φ(x, λ) = φsph(x, λ) :=

∫ |x|

R0

√
λ− λ0 − w(r)dr +

√
λ− λ0R0. (6.61)

With reference to Theorem 6.3 let χ(· < σ) be one of the functions described
there (with σ > 0 sufficiently small) but taken with the additional property that
χ(· < σ) = 1 on (−∞, σ/2). Let qB and qBρ be given as in Theorem 6.3, and let

V+
−s0,σ(λ0) = {u ∈ B∗

s0(X) | Π′u ∈ B∗, χ( qB < σ)Π′u ∈ B∗
0, (H − λ0)u = 0},

R+
σ = {u ∈ B∗

s0,0(X) | Π′u ∈ B∗, χ( qB < σ)Π′u ∈ B∗
0}.

We use the notation ŷ = y/|y| for (nonzero) vectors y ∈ Xa as well as

u+a (y) = cn g
−1/2
λ0

(|y|) |y|−
n−1
2 eiφ(y,λ0), u−a (y) = u+a (y); cn = eiπ

1−n
4 (4π)−1/2,

v±a (y) = ±〈y〉ρ/2gλ0(|y|)u±a (y).

Theorem 6.13. 1) The channel wave matrix

W−
α (λ0) : L

2(Sn−1) → V+
−s0,σ(λ0) ⊂ B∗

s0

is a well-defined bicontinuous isomorphism. (In particular the space V+
−s0,σ(λ0)

does not depend on the small σ > 0.)

2) For all τ ∈ L2(Sn−1) the vectors τ+ = Sαα(λ0)τ and φ+
τ = W−

α (λ0)τ are the
unique vectors in L2(Sn−1) and V+

−s0,σ(λ0), respectively, fulfilling

φ+
τ (x)− ϕα(x

a)
(
u−a (xa)τ(−x̂a) + u+a (x

a)τ+(x̂a)
)
∈ R+

σ . (6.62a)

3) For all τ ∈ L2(Sn−1), and with τ+ = Sαα(λ0)τ and φ+
τ = W−

α (λ0)τ as above,

(
qBρΠφ

+
τ

)
(x)− ϕα(x

a)
(
v−a (xa)τ(−x̂a) + v+a (x

a)τ+(x̂a)
)
∈ B∗

s0,0. (6.62b)

Proof. I . We insert (6.7) into the definition

W−
α (λ) = J−

α (λ) + iR(λ+i0)T−
α (λ),

leading to a study of

|W−
α (λ) := W−

α (λ)− ϕα ⊗W−
w (λ− λ0), (6.63a)

where W−
w (·) is the incoming wave matrix for the one-body problem as discussed

in Subsection 6.1.2.1. We take λ = λ0. It is checked as in the proof of Theorem
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6.10 (i.e. by using Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9) and by using Proposition 3.16, that for any
k ≥ 0 fulfilling (6.49)

|W−
α (λ0)H

−k ⊂ B∗
s0
, Π′|W−

α (λ0)H
−k ⊂ B∗,

χ( qB < σ)Π′|W−
α (λ0)H

−k ⊂ B∗
0, χ( qBρ < σ)Π|W−

α (λ0)H
−k ⊂ B∗

s0,0
.

(6.63b)

(For the last property we can use the argument (6.64) given below.) In particular
(6.63b) hold for k = 0. Combining the first three assertions of (6.63b) with [DS1,
Theorem 8.2] (containing information on W−

w (0)) we conclude that the range of
W−
α (λ0) is a subset of V+

−s0,σ(λ0), i.e. that the map in 1) is a well-defined map. By
the same argument it follows that this map is continuous.

II . Let any τ ∈ L2(Sn−1) be given. By using the splitting (6.63a), Proposition 3.16,
[DS1, Theorem 8.2] and [Sk5] we deduce that (6.62a) is fulfilled with φ+

τ =W−
α (λ0)τ

and for some τ+ ∈ L2(Sn−1).
Using the formula

Sαα(λ0)
∗ = 2πW−

α (λ0)
∗T+

α (λ0) = 2πiW−
α (λ0)

∗(H − λ0)J
+
α (λ0)

and [DS1, Theorem 5.7] we calculate for any τ̃ ∈ C∞(Sn−1)

〈τ̃ , Sαα(λ0)τ〉 = −2πi lim
n→∞

〈J+
α (λ0)τ̃ , [H,χn(r)]W

−
α (λ0)τ〉

= −4π lim
n→∞

〈J+
α (λ0)τ̃ , gλ0χ

′
nW

−
α (λ0)τ〉

= 〈τ̃ , τ+〉.

We conclude that τ+ = Sαα(λ0)τ . (Note that with our normalization there is an
extra factor 1/

√
2 in [DS1, (3.13) and Theorem 5.7].)

III . For uniqueness, suppose that for a given τ ∈ L2(Sn−1) the formula (6.62a) is
fulfilled with τ+ = τ1 and φ+

τ = φ+
1 as well as for τ+ = τ2 and φ+

τ = φ+
2 , then by

Theorem 6.3 (applied with ψ = 0) φ+
1 = φ+

2 , which in turn implies that τ1 = τ2.
The injectivity part of the assertion 1) follows similarly.

IV . We show that the map in 1) maps onto (this finishes 1) by the open mapping
theorem). So let u ∈ V+

−s0,σ(λ0) be given, then we need to find τ ∈ L2 = L2(Sn−1)

such that u = W−
α (λ0)τ . Due to the assumption χ( qB < σ)Π′u ∈ B∗

0 we can
verbatim use Step V of the proof of Lemma 4.10 to conclude that E+

Hf = 0, f =
T ∗u ∈ B∗

s0(= B∗
s0(Xa)). The vector f̃ := (1 + r+λ0v

+
λ0
)f ∈ B∗

s0 fulfills hf̃ = 0. Now
from [DS1, Theorem 8.2] we know that the map W−

w : L2(Sn−1) → {f̃ ∈ B∗
s0

|
hf̃ = 0} is bijective. Whence f̃ = W−

w (0)τ for some τ ∈ L2. We want to show
that ǔ := u −W−

α (λ0)τ = 0. To do this we check the conditions of Theorem 6.3
(with ψ = 0). Since u ∈ V+

−s0,σ(λ0) also ǔ ∈ V+
−s0,σ(λ0), and it suffices to check that

χ( qBρ < σ)Πǔ ∈ B∗
s0,0. Using (6.63a) and (6.63b) we calculate modulo B∗

s0,0

χ( qBρ < σ)Πǔ ≈ χ( qBρ < σ)Sf − χ( qBρ < σ)Πϕα ⊗W−
w (0)τ

= χ( qBρ < σ)Sf̃ − χ( qBρ < σ)SW−
w (0)τ + χ( qBρ < σ)S(f − f̃)

= χ( qBρ < σ)S(f − f̃).
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We let qBa,ρ be given as in (6.15) and then write, substitute and estimate

χ( qBρ < σ)S − Sχ( qBa,ρ < σ) = −
∫

C

qRρ(z)[ qBρS − S qBa,ρ] qRa,ρ(z)dµχ(z)

by the arguments of the proof of Lemma 3.4, estimating

χ( qBρ < σ)S(f − f̃) ≈ −Sχ( qBa,ρ < σ)r+λ0v
+
λ0
f ≈ 0; (6.64)

in the last step we used Lemma 6.9. Whence ǔ = 0, and we are done.

V . It remains to show 3). First we note that B̌ρΠW
−
α (λ0)τ ∈ B∗

s0
, cf. the proofs of

Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 (and (6.64)). Writing u = W−
α (λ0)τ and f = T ∗u ∈

B∗
s0 we know that E+

Hf = 0 and B̌a,ρf ∈ B∗
s0 , and we need to show that

qBa,ρf − f2 ∈ B∗
s0,0; f2 = v−a (xa)τ(−x̂a) + v+a (x

a)τ+(x̂a). (6.65)

From (6.62a) it follows that

f − f1 ∈ B∗
s0,0

; f1 = u−a (xa)τ(−x̂a) + u+a (x
a)τ+(x̂a). (6.66)

With symbols s and ga given as in (6.16a) we can use (6.16b) to write

f̃ := f − Af ∈ B∗
s0,0

; A = 2g−1
a Opw(s−1)ga.

From the proof of Theorem 6.3 it follows that qB2
a,ρf ∈ B∗

s0
and therefore we know

that qB2
a,ρf̃ ∈ B∗

s0
, and using this fact we can show that also qBa,ρf̃ ∈ B∗

s0,0
. Estimating

R−2s0‖χR qBa,ρf̃‖2 ≤ R−2s0‖χRf̃‖ ‖χR qB2
a,ρf̃‖+ o(R0) = o(R0),

the assertion follows.
Next we substitute f = Af + f̃ into (6.65) and calculate modulo B∗

s0,0
using

(6.66)

qBa,ρf ≈ qBa,ρAf ≈ qBa,ρAf1 ≈ A qBa,ρf1 ≈ Af2 = f2 − f̃2; f̃2 = f2 −Af2.

We calculate using (6.16b)

f̃2 ≈ 1
2
A
(
g−1
a Opw(s)gaf2 − 2f2

)
≈ 1

2
Ag−2

a hf2

It remains to show that Ag−2
a hf2 ∈ B∗

s0,0. We approximate τ and τ+ by sequences
of smooth functions in L2(Sn−1) giving convergence in B∗

s0
since Ag−2

a h ∈ L(B∗
s0
).

Whence we can assume that τ, τ+ ∈ C∞, which allow us to compute g−2
a hf2 ∈ B∗

s0,0

and we are done.

The following bound is a consequence of the definition of wave operators and
Theorem 6.10, but for completeness of presentation we give an independent station-
ary proof.

Corollary 6.14. Under the same conditions as above ‖Sαα(λ0)‖ ≤ 1.
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Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 6.3 we calculate, abbreviating φ =W−
α (λ0)τ

for any given τ ∈ L2(Sn−1),

0 = −1
2
〈i[H,χR]〉φ = 〈 qB〉θRΠ′φ + 〈 qB〉θRΠφ + o(R0)

≥ −Re〈χ′
R〈x〉−ρ/2Πφ, qBρΠφ〉+ o(R0)

By (6.62a)

Πφ− ϕα(x
a)
(
u−a (xa)τ(−x̂a) + u+a (x

a)τ+(x̂a)
)
∈ B∗

s0,0
.

We insert this and (6.62b) and take R → ∞, yielding 0 ≥ −‖τ‖2+‖Sαα(λ0)τ‖2.

Let us for any τ ∈ C∞(Sn−1) write, using (6.7) and (6.13),

R(λ0 + i0)ψ = Sφ+
a (λ0) +R′(λ0 + i0)ψ+

a (λ0) with input ψ := T−
α (λ0)τ ∈ Bs0 ,

δ(H ′ − λ0) =
1
2πi

(
R′(λ0 + i0)− R′(λ0 − i0)

)
∈ L(B,B∗).

Corollary 6.15. Under the above conditions and with ψ+
a (λ0) defined by (6.7) with

ψ = T−
α (λ0)τ for any given τ ∈ C∞(Sn−1), or alternatively given by

ψ+
a (λ0) = Π′(H − λ0)Π

′R(λ0 + i0)T−
α (λ0)τ,

T−
α (λ0)τ = i(H − λ0)J

−
α (λ0)τ and τ ∈ C∞(Sn−1),

the following formula holds:

‖τ‖2 − ‖Sαα(λ0)τ‖2 = π〈δ(H ′ − λ0)〉ψ+
a (λ0)

. (6.67)

Proof. Recall

φ :=W−
α (λ0)τ = J−

α (λ0)τ + iR(λ0+i0)ψ.

We used in the proof of Corollary 6.14 that 〈 qB〉θRΠ′φ asymptotically is non-negative.
More precisely we can calculate

lim
R→∞

〈 qB〉θRΠ′φ = lim
R→∞

〈−1
2
i[H ′, χR]〉φ

= lim
R→∞

〈−1
2
i[H ′, χR]〉R′(λ0+i0)ψ+

a (λ0)
= π〈δ(H ′ − λ0)〉ψ+

a (λ0)
.

Remark 6.16. If λ0 = Σ2 the right-hand side of (6.67) vanishes for all τ ∈
C∞(Sn−1). However for the non-multiple case above Σ2 we dont see any reason
this be the case. Consequently the option of ‘transmission’ is left as a conjecture
for λ0 > Σ2 (including the multiple case of Subsection 6.1.3). We shall study the
problem of ‘non-transmission’ for the physics models at a two-cluster threshold in
detail in Section 6.3.
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6.1.2.4 Elastic scattering at Σ2

We shall supplement Theorem 6.10 under the additional conditions that λ0 = Σ2

and that V1(r) = −γr−ρ for r ≥ 1, by then proving that the kernel of Sαα(λ0) is
smooth outside {ω ·ω′ = cos ρ

2−ρπ}. With the new more restrictive condition on λ0,

λ0 ∈ σd(H
a). (6.68)

With (6.68) it is possible to ‘improve’ on the properties of the operator T±
α (λ0)

by solving the transport equations more carefully, cf. [Bo, Sk2]. Relying only on
(6.68) this does not need λ0 to be the lowest threshold. However we will need the
additional property

λ0 /∈ σess(H
′), (6.69a)

see Lemma 6.21, which indeed is fulfilled for λ0 = Σ2. Although this condition
can be weakened to λ0 < Σ3, cf. Remark 2.11, we will in this subsection assume
λ0 = Σ2.

Recall that in this section we impose (6.2), so (6.69a) may be stated equivalently
as

λ0 /∈ σ(H ′). (6.69b)

We shall show the following analogue of [DS1, Theorem 9.3].

Theorem 6.17. Suppose in addition to the conditions of Theorem 6.10 that λ0 = Σ2

and that V1(r) = −γr−ρ for r ≥ 1. Then the kernel Sαα(λ0)(ω, ω
′) is smooth outside

the set {(ω, ω′) | ω · ω′ = cos ρ
2−ρπ}.

We need various preparation partly similarly to [DS1, Section 9] to prove this
result. The first result stated as Lemma 6.20 uses only the conditions of Theorem
6.10 and (6.68).

To see how (6.68) allows us to ‘improve’ T±
α (λ0) = (H − λ0)J

±
α (λ0) we look at

the term
(
I(1)a − w

)
J±
α (λ0) = Π

(
I(1)a − w

)
J±
α (λ0) + Π′I(1)a ΠJ±

α (λ0).

The first term has polynomial decay, viz. it belongs to Lks = L(Hk(Sn−1), L2
s(X))

for any k, s ∈ R, and the second term is O(〈x〉−1−ρ)J±
α (λ), cf. (6.40). We look at

the leading term after a Taylor expansion

Π′I(1)a ΠJ±
α (λ0) ≈

(
Π′xaϕα

)
⊗
(
∇I(1)a (xa)J

±
N (λ0)

)
.

Let r̃α(λ0) be the reduced resolvent of Ha at λ0. Then we add the term

J1±
α (λ0) := −

(
r̃α(λ0)Π

′xaϕα
)
⊗
(
∇I(1)a (xa)J

±
N (λ0)

)

to J±
α (λ0) and compute for the resulting operator J̆1±

α (λ0) = J±
α (λ0) + J1±

α (λ0),
observing a cancellation,

(H − λ0)J̆
1±
α (λ0)

= (p2a + Ia)J
±
α (λ0)−

(
Π′xaϕα

)
⊗
(
∇I(1)a (xa)J

±
N (λ0)

)

− (p2a + Ia)
(
r̃α(λ0)Π

′xaϕα
)
⊗
(
∇I(1)a (xa)J

±
N (λ0)

)

= ϕα ⊗ T±
N (λ0)τ +O(〈x〉−2−ρ)J±

α (λ0)

−
(
r̃α(λ0)Π

′xaϕα
)
⊗
(
h∇I(1)a (xa)J

±
N (λ0)

)
+O(〈x〉−2−2ρ)J±

α (λ0).

(6.70a)
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The second and the fourth terms have better decay than the term O(〈x〉−1−ρ)J±
α (λ)

we started out with. The third term has a different form and needs examination.
We compute, using the notation (6.28) and doing for simplicity only the plus case,

h∇I(1)a (xa)
(
J+
N (λ0)τ

)
(xa)

=
(
O(〈xa〉−1−ρ)h+O(〈xa〉−2−ρ)pa +O(〈xa〉−3−ρ)

)
J+
N (λ0)τ

=

∫
eiφ

+(xa,ω,0)eζ̃
+(xa,ω,0)O(〈xa〉−2−ρ3/2)τ(ω)dω.

(6.70b)

Whence the third term is a power O(〈x〉−1−ρ/2) better than what we started with.
Partly motivated by the above considerations let us introduce the spaces

L2,a
s = L2,a

s (X) = {u ∈ L2
s(X) | ∀m ∈ N : 〈xa〉mu ∈ L2

s(X)}; s ∈ R,

L2,a
−∞ = ∪s∈R L2,a

s ,

Lk,as = L(Hk(Sn−1), L2,a
s ); k, s ∈ R.

(6.71)

We shall also need the following subclasses C+
s , s ∈ R; see (6.73) for a relationship.

Definition 6.18. Let Fa be the set of functions in L2
∞(Xa) of the form fa = Tϕα,

where T is any multiple product of factors of Π′, r̃α(λ0) and multiplication by
components of xa. Let R ≥ R0 and σ′ ∈ (0, σ0) be given. We consider operators of
the tensor product type

fa ⊗ J+
g ; (J+

g τ)(xa) =

∫

Sn−1

eiφ
+(y,ω,0)eζ̃

+(y,ω,0)g(y, ω)τ(ω)dω, y = xa,

where fa ∈ Fa and the symbol g ∈ S+
s , meaning (with reference to (6.22)) that

|∂δω∂γy g(y, ω)| ≤ Cδ,γ〈y〉−s−|γ| and supp g ⊆ Γ+
R,σ′ . (6.72)

The class C+
s , s ∈ R, is the set of operators given as a finite sum of such products,

where for each term the symbol g ∈ S+
s .

Due to properties of φ+ and ζ̃+ it follows from the proof of [DS1, Theorem 6.5]
that

C+
s ⊂ L−k,a

s−(1−ρ/2)k−s0−ǫ; k ≥ 0, ǫ > 0. (6.73)

We also note that J+(0) is of the form J+
g for some symbol g ∈ S+

0 , see (6.25a) and
(6.27), and therefore J+

α (λ0) ∈ C+
0 .

Ideally we would like to solve T̆±
α (λ0) = (H − λ0)J̆

±
α (λ0) ∈ Lk,as for any given

k ≤ 0 and s ≥ 0 by modifying the construction J±
α (λ0), say denoted by J̆±

α (λ0) ≈
J±
α (λ0). Of course like for the one-body problem we cannot do that, but we can

solve transport equations in a (small) forward cone (cf. the splitting for the one-body
problem, T±

N (λ) = T±
bd(λ−λ0)+T±

pr(λ−λ0), corresponding to the decomposition of

t±(x, ω, λ) = t±(x,
√
λω) in [DS1, (5.8) and (5.16)]). We shall mimic this procedure

using the reduced resolvent r̃α(λ0) as an additional tool. In fact we computed above
for J̆1+

α (λ0) := J+
α (λ0) + J1+

α (λ0)

(H − λ0)J̆
1+
α (λ0) = ϕα ⊗ T+

N (λ0) + T 1+
α (λ0) + T 1+

α,r (λ0),
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where T 1+
α (λ0) ∈ C+

2+ρ3/2 and (for example)

T 1+
α,r (λ0) ∈ L−l,a

2+ρ−(1−ρ/2)l−s0−ǫ; l ≥ 0, ǫ > 0.

The argument relied on using the first term of a Taylor expansion only, however
we can do the Taylor expansion of Π′I

(1)
a Π to any order, and each term will then

contribute by a term in C+
2+ρ except (possibly) a ‘remainder term’ which can be taken

in the fixed space Lk,as of interest. We can argue the same way for the fourth term
O(〈x〉−2−2ρ)J±

α (λ0) of (6.70a). We conclude that (H−λ0)J̆1+
α (λ0)−ϕα⊗T+

N (λ0)+T ∈
Lk,as for some T ∈ C+

2+ρ.
To improve further, for this T ∈ C+

2+ρ ideally we would like to ‘solve’ the equa-
tion (H − λ0)J

2+
α (λ0) ≈ T . This would yield a better approximation by adding

J2+
α (λ0), viz. by considering J̆2+

α (λ0) := J+
α (λ0)+J

1+
α (λ0)+J

2+
α (λ0). We are lead to

considering the following iteration scheme. Suppose that for given m ∈ N we have
constructed J̆m+

α (λ0) := J+
α (λ0) + J1+

α (λ0) + · · ·+ Jm+
α (λ0) such that

(H − λ0)J̆
m+
α (λ0)− ϕα ⊗ T+

N (λ0) + Tm+
pr (λ0)− Tm+

bd (λ0) ∈ Lk,as
Tm+
pr (λ0) ∈ C+

sm; sm = (m− 1)min{1− ρ/2, ρ/2}+ 2 + ρ,

Tm+
bd (λ0) ∈ C+

bd, s1
,

(6.74)

where C+
bd, s is given as follows. The notation M◦ refers in general to the interior of

a subset M of a topological space (below taken as Rn × Sn−1).

Definition 6.19. Let R ≥ R0 and σ′ ∈ (0, σ0) be given, cf. Definition 6.18, and
let σ ∈ (0, σ′). Then C+

bd, s is the subclass of operators ϕα ⊗ J+
g ∈ C+

s for which
the symbol g = g+bd ∈ S+

s (as required by Definition 6.18) but in addition has the
support property

supp g+bd ⊆ Γ+
R,σ′ \

(
Γ+
2R,σ

)◦
. (6.75)

So far we have verified (6.74) for m = 1 only (with T 1+
bd (λ0) = 0). Now, suppose

(6.74) for a given m ≥ 1. Then we split

T = Tm+
pr (λ0) = ΠTm+

pr (λ0) + Π′Tm+
pr (λ0),

and both of the terms to the right contributes to the construction of J (m+1)+
α (λ0)

as follows: For the first term we mimic [DS1, Propositions 5.4 and 5.5] and add
correspondingly a term, say J (m+1)+

α,1 (λ0). By a Taylor expansion (as used above) we
see that

(H − λ0)J
(m+1)+
α,1 (λ0)− ΠTm+

pr (λ0) ∈ C+
sm+1

+ C+
bd, s1

+ Lk,as ; (6.76)

we give the details below. Letting

J
(m+1)+
α,2 (λ0) = r̃α(λ0)Π

′Tm+
pr (λ0)

we then obtain that indeed (6.74) is fulfilled with m replaced by m+ 1 and with

J̆ (m+1)+
α (λ0) = J̆m+

α (λ0) + J (m+1)+
α (λ0); J (m+1)+

α (λ0) = J
(m+1)+
α,1 (λ0) + J

(m+1)+
α,2 (λ0).
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Note that obviously (H − λ0)J
(m+1)+
α,2 (λ0) − Π′Tm+

pr (λ0) ∈ C+
sm+1

+ Lk,as , cf. (6.70a)
and (6.70b).

To complete the recursive construction it remains to justify (6.76): We use the
function in (6.24a), more precisely we consider ‘cut-offs’ χ̄R(r) and χσ,σ′(x̂ · ω).
Defined in terms of the function ζ+ = ζ+(xa, ω, 0) of (6.28) we let A+ be the
differential operator (in x = xa)

A+ = ∆+ 2(∇ζ+) · ∇+ (∆ζ+) + (∇ζ+)2,

cf. (6.25f), and we define then for ΠTm+
pr (λ0) = ϕα⊗J+

gm correspondingly J (m+1)+
α,1 (λ0) =

ϕα ⊗ J+
gm+1

∈ C+
sm−1−ρ/2, where (with x = xa)

gm+1 := −iχσ,σ′(x̂ · ω)χ̄R(r)
∫ ∞

1

gm(y(t, x, ω, 0), ω) dt;

here y(·, x, ω, 0) is the classical zero-energy orbit starting at x for t = 1 and with
asymptotic normalized velocity ω = limt→+∞ y/|y|, cf. (6.20). Let

ğm+1 = iχσ,σ′(x̂ · ω)χ̄R(r)
∫ ∞

1

A+gm(y(t, x, ω, 0), ω) dt

We calculate

(H − λ0)ϕα ⊗ J+
gm+1

+ΠTm+
pr (λ0) + ϕα ⊗ J+

ğm+1

= ϕα ⊗ hJ+
gm+1

+ (Ia − w)ϕα ⊗ J+
gm+1

+ΠTm+
pr (λ0) + ϕα ⊗ J+

ğm+1

∈ C+
sm+1

+ C+
bd, s1

+ Lk,as ;

here we used a Taylor expansion to treat the second term (as we did in (6.70a)) and
the fact that the three other terms cancel up to derivatives of the factor χ1(r/R)χ2(x̂·
ω), cf. (6.25f). Using next that ğm+1 ∈ S+

sm+1
indeed (6.76) follows.

Next, rather than doing the Borel summation as for the one-body problem, for
simplicity we ‘terminate’ the recursive construction at m = M taken so large that
C+
sm+1

⊂ Lk,as , cf. (6.73). Beforehand we treated for convenience only the plus case.
Leaving it to the reader to figure out how Definitions 6.18 and 6.19 should read in
the minus case, and how the above procedure correspondingly modifies, we consider
henceforth the ‘improved’ operators J±

α,M(λ0) := J̆M±
α (λ0) and

T±
α,M(λ0) := (H − λ0)J

±
α,M(λ0) ∈ ϕα ⊗ T±

N (λ0) + C±
bd, s1

+ Lk,as .

In turn we consider the corresponding wave matrices W±
α,M(λ0) and the scattering

operator Sα,M(λ0); see (6.82) below. Like for the one-body problem the latter
quantites are canonical (this is stated more precisely as the last assertion in the
following conclusion).

Lemma 6.20. Let k ≤ 0, s ≥ 0, R ≥ R0 and 0 < σ < σ′ < σ0. Then the above
recursive procedure, terminating at any sufficiently large M ∈ N, yields the existence
of J±

α,M(λ0) ∈ J±
α (λ0) + C±

2s0, g
±
bd,M ∈ S±

2s0 with supp g±bd,M ⊆ Γ±
R,σ′ \

(
Γ±
2R,σ

)◦
and

Rk,a±
s,M ∈ Lk,as such that

T±
α,M(λ0) = (H − λ0)J

±
α,M(λ0) = (2π)−n/2ϕα ⊗ J±

g +Rk,a±
s,M ; g = g±bd,M .
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(In particular T±
α,M(λ0) ∈ C±

bd, 2s0
+ Lk,as .)

The wave matrices W±
α,M(λ0) and the scattering operator Sα,M(λ0) defined by the

operators J±
α,M(λ0) and T±

α,M(λ0) coincide with W±
α (λ0) and Sα(λ0), respectively.

Note that the parameter R, σ and σ′ of the lemma are used to define the classes
C±
bd, s. The first part of the lemma is clearly a consequence of the explained con-

struction. For the second part, note that for the cases of W−
α,M(λ0) and Sα,M the

assertion is a consequence of the uniqueness part of Theorem 6.13 2). The identifi-
cation W+

α,M(λ0) = W+
α (λ0) follows from an analogue statement for W+

α (λ0) given
in terms of Sα(λ0)∗ (not given in our presentation).

As in (6.41) the notation g means gλ0 =
√−V1. We introduce symbols b and c̄

to decompose the normalized momentum η := ξ/g ∈ X
′
a as

η = bx̂+ c̄, b := x̂ · η and c̄ :=
(
I −

∣∣x̂
〉〈
x̂
∣∣)η. (6.77)

Of course this decomposition requires x 6= 0 since x̂ = x/|x| only make sense for
such x. (In the wave front set definition below this issue is handled by a cut-off χ̄1,
cf. (1.29). In (6.41) a slightly different b ‘cured’ the problem.)

On the energy shelf ξ2 = γr−ρ the quantity a := b2 + c̄2 = ξ2/g2 = 1 and the
Hamiltonian orbits solve the ODE on the ‘reduced phase space’ T∗, consisting of
points (x̂, c̄, b), 




d
dτ
x̂ = c̄,

d
dτ
c̄ = −(1− ρ

2
)bc̄− c̄2x̂,

d
dτ
b = (1− ρ

2
)c̄2.

(6.78)

This is in the ‘new time’ τ given by dτ
dt

= 2g/r.
The maximal solution of (6.78) that passes z = (x̂, b, c̄) ∈ T∗ at τ = 0 is denoted

by γ(τ, z). The quantity a is preserved by the flow, and the equation c̄ = 0 defines
the fixed points. Away from those points

b(τ) =
√
a tanh

√
a(1− ρ

2
)(τ − τ0),

showing moreover that b is monotonely increasing in τ from −√
a to

√
a (away from

fixed points). We introduce in terms of the variables (6.77) the ‘wave front set’
WF a

s (u) of a distribution u ∈ L2,a
−∞ as the subset of T∗ given by the condition

z1 = (ω1, c̄1, b1) = (ω1, b1ω1 + c̄1) = (ω1, η1) /∈ WF a
s (u)

⇔ (6.79)

∃ neighbourhoods Nω1 ∋ ω1, Nη1 ∋ η1 ∀χω1 ∈ C∞
c (Nω1), χη1 ∈ C∞

c (Nη1) :

Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
u ∈ L2,a

s where χz1 = χz1(x, ξ) = χω1(x̂)χη1
(
ξ/g(r)

)
.

Obviously this notion of wave front set is a (fibered) adaption of the notion of ‘scat-
tering wave front set’ WF s

sc(v) of a distribution v ∈ L2
−∞(Rn) of [DS1, Subsection

4.2] to the present problem.
Due to (6.69b) the operators (H ′ − λ0)

−1 and R̆(λ0) respect the above notion of
‘fibered scattering wave front set’.
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Lemma 6.21. For any s ∈ R and u ∈ L2,a
−∞ the following properties hold.

ΠIaΠ
′L2,a
s ⊂ L2,a

s+1+ρ, Π′IaΠL
2,a
s ⊂ L2,a

s+1+ρ, (6.80a)

WF a
s+1+ρ(ΠIaΠ

′u) ⊂WF a
s (u), WF a

s+1+ρ(Π
′IaΠu) ⊂WF a

s (u), (6.80b)

R̆(λ0)Π
′L2,a
s ⊂ L2,a

s , (6.80c)

WF a
s (R̆(λ0)Π

′u) ⊂WF a
s (u). (6.80d)

Proof. For (6.80a) and (6.80b) we may use a simplified version of (2.23). The results
are almost trivial since Π and Π′ are operators in the xa-coordinate while the wave
front setting is defined in terms of quantization on Xa.

The arguments for (2.51) works for (6.80c), so it remains to consider (6.80d),
actually without the factor Π′. So for any z1 /∈ WF a

s (u) we need to estimate
Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
R̆(λ0)u ∈ L2,a

s , where we can assume that the localization function
χz1 is supported sufficiently close to z1. In particular there is a slightly bigger one,
say denoted by χ̃z1 , i.e. χ̃z1 = 1 on suppχz1 , such that Opw

(
χ̃z1χ̄1(r)

)
u ∈ L2,a

s .
Whence it remains to show that

Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
R̆(λ0)

(
1−Opw

(
χ̃z1χ̄1(r)

))
u ∈ L2,a

s .

For that it suffice to show that

∀s, t ∈ R ∃r ≥ 0 : Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
R̆(λ0)

(
1−Opw

(
χ̃z1χ̄1(r)

))
〈xa〉−r ∈ L

(
L2
s, L

2
t

)
.

Clearly we can assume that s < t. We recall that the symbols χz1χ̄1(r), χ̃z1χ̄1(r)
as well as ξ2 belong to a class for which the corresponding ‘Planck constant’ is
〈x〉ρ/2−1. Using this fact we can now repeatedly commute the quantization of local-
ized symbols through factors of R̆(λ0) to extract the desired decrease. The first step

consists in noting that Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)(
1 − Opw

(
χ̃z1χ̄1(r)

))
has arbitrary decrease,

writing

[Opw
(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
, R̆(λ0)] = R̆(λ0)[H̆,Opw

(
χz1χ̄1(r)

)
]R̆(λ0)

and computing the commutator to the right to gain at least a factor 〈xa〉ρ/2−1. In
the next step we make a similar commutation with the far right factor of R̆(λ0) of a
similar localized operator thereby obtaining another factor 〈xa〉ρ/2−1. Repeating the
argument we produce in this fashion efficiently any power of 〈xa〉ρ/2−1, and taking
r sufficient big (depending on given s, t ∈ R) we can efficiently produce any power
〈x〉−m, in particular an m ≥ t− s as wanted.

We also shall need the following lemma which is based on an extension of parts of
[DS1, Propositions 4.1 and 4.8] (cf. the extension for obtaining (4.9b) and Remark
6.23 given below) and the propagation of singularities result [DS1, Proposition 9.1]
(in fact (6.81c) follows by from (6.81b) and [DS1, Proposition 9.1]). The underlying
commutator methods are rather robust. In particular, even though the lemma as
stated has a more qualitative flavour, one can demonstrate concrete bounds for the
claimed embeddings, and the stability of those bounds can be used to control a
parameter dependence, cf. [DS1, Remark 9.2]. In our application below the pair
of angles (ω, ω′) on which the kernel of the scattering matrix depends will play the
role of such a parameter.
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Lemma 6.22. Suppose u ∈ L2,a
s = L2,a

s (X) for some s < s0, and suppose that for
some t > s0 and κ ∈ (−1, 1)

WF a
t (u) ∩ {b < κ, a = 1} = ∅. (6.81a)

Then the following assertions hold:

1) There exists the limit

r+λ0u := lim
R→∞

(
1⊗ r+λ0

)(
χR(r)u

)
exists in L2,a

s−2s0
.

2) The intersection

WF a
t−2s0

(r+λ0u) ∩ {b < κ, a = 1} = ∅, (6.81b)

and (more generally)

WF a
t−2s0(r

+
λ0
u) ∩ {a = 1}

⊂ {γ(τ, z} | τ ≥ 0, z ∈ WF a
t (u)} ∪ {b = 1}. (6.81c)

Remark 6.23. We note that (6.81b) may be proven as in the proof of [DS1, Propo-
sition 4.8 (iii)], but that [DS1, (4.48] in fact holds with ǫ = 0 (this generalization of
[DS1, Proposition 4.1], originating from [FS], was noted before, cf. (4.9b)). Another
generalization comes about noting that the condition on χ+ in [DS1, Proposition
4.1 (v)] is too strong. In fact the relevant property is not that inf supp(χ+) > C0

for some ‘big’ C0 ≥ 1, but rather χ+(a) = 0 in a neighbourhood of a = 1. This
generalization can be proven by using a parametrix construction of [Sk4] (cf. [Sk4,
(3.2)]) replacing the positivity argument of [FS]. Note that for the same reason we
dont need the constant C0 for the other parts of [DS1, Proposition 4.1] neither.

Now, to analyse Sα,M(λ0)(ω, ω
′) we write (formally)

Sα,M(λ0)(ω, ω
′) =− 2π〈j+α,M(·, ω), t−α,M(·, ω′)〉

+ 2πi〈t+α,M(·, ω), R(λ0 + i0)t−α,M(·, ω′)〉, (6.82)

where for x ∈ X

j±α,M (x, ω) = (2π)−n/2
(
eiφ

±

eζ̃
±

a±α,M
)
(x, ω, 0),

t±α,M (x, ω) = t1±α,M(x, ω) +
(
Rk,a±
s,M δω

)
(x),

t1±α,M(x, ω) := (2π)−n/2ϕα(x
a)
(
eiφ

±

eζ̃
±

g±bd,M
)
(xa, ω, 0);

(6.83)

here the ‘symbol’ a±α,M is taken as a vector-valued function of y = xa and ω in

agreement with Lemma 6.20, while φ±, ζ̃± and the functions g±bd,M (as introduced
in Lemma 6.20) have dependence of the component xa of x and ω only (i.e. no
dependence of xa). Thus we write J±

α,M(λ0) ∈ J±
α (λ0) + C±

2s0 as

(
J±
α,M(λ0)τ

)
(xa, xa) =

∫

Sn−1

j±α,M(x, ω)τ(ω) dω

= (2π)−n/2
∫

Sn−1

eiφ
+(y,ω,0)eζ̃

+(y,ω,0)a±α,M(xa, y, ω)τ(ω) dω,
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which in fact applies to the Dirac delta function τ = δω ∈ ∩k<−(n−1)/2H
k(Sn−1)

thereby defining the ‘kernel’ j±α,M . Similarly t±α,M is the kernel

t±α,M(x, ω) =
(
(2π)−n/2ϕα ⊗ J±

g δω +Rk,a±
s,M δω

)
(x); g = g±bd,M .

We note the following bounds, cf. [DS1, Theorem 6.5].

∂δωj
±
α,M(·, ω) ∈ L2,a

t for all t < −(|δ|+ n/2)(1− ρ/2)− ρ/2, (6.84a)

∂δωt
1±
α,M(·, ω) ∈ L2,a

t for all t < −(|δ|+ n/2)(1− ρ/2) + 1 + ρ/2, (6.84b)

Rk,a±
s,M ∂δωδω ∈ L2,a

s provided k < −|δ| − (n− 1)/2. (6.84c)

Let φ+
sph denote the solution of the eikonal equation for the potential V1 at zero

energy, cf. (6.21). It is given by

φ+
sph(xa, ω) =

√
γ

1− ρ/2

(
|xa|1−ρ/2 cos(1− ρ/2)θ −R

1−ρ/2
0

)
, (6.85)

where cos θ = x̂a ·ω. We omit the subscript a writing below (including the following
lemma) x rather than xa. Using x⊥ = ω−x̂ cos θ

sin θ
and ∇xθ = −x⊥

r
, we can also compute

Fsph(x, ω) = F+
sph(x, ω) := ∇xφ

+
sph(x, ω)

=
√
γr−ρ/2

(
x̂ cos(1− ρ/2)θ + x⊥ sin(1− ρ/2)θ

)
.

The lemma stated below is a straightforward generalization of [DS1, Lemma
9.4], and as in [DS1] it follows by integration by parts. Note that due to (6.84c)
only the contribution from the term t1±α,M of t±α,M in (6.83) matters. Note also that
(6.84a) and (6.84b) provide an a priori ‘size’ of the quantatives ∂δωj

±
α,M (·, ω) and

∂δωt
1±
α,M(·, ω).

Lemma 6.24. Let k < −(n − 1)/2, s ≥ 0, R ≥ R0 and 0 < σ < σ′ < σ0 (cf.
Lemma 6.20). Then for all M ∈ N taken large enough and for all ω ∈ Sn−1 and
multiindices δ with |δ| < −k − (n− 1)/2 the quantities in (6.83) obey

WF a
s (∂

δ
ωj

±
α,M(·, ω)) ⊂

{
z = (x̂, c̄, b) ∈ T∗ | (6.86a)

1− σ′ ≤ ±x̂ · ω, bx̂+ c̄ = ±Fsph(x̂,±ω)/
√
γ
}
,

WF a
s (∂

δ
ωt

±
α,M(·, ω)) ⊂

{
z = (x̂, c̄, b) ∈ T∗ | (6.86b)

1− σ′ ≤ ±x̂ · ω ≤ 1− σ, bx̂+ c̄ = ±Fsph(x̂,±ω)/
√
γ
}
.

Suppose that χ+ ∈ C∞(R), χ′
+ ∈ C∞

c (R) and suppχ+ ⊂ (1,∞). Under the same
conditions as above the following bounds hold uniformly in ω ∈ Sn−1:

Opw(χ+(a))∂
δ
ωj

±
α,M (·, ω), Opw(χ+(a))∂

δ
ωt

±
α,M (·, ω) ∈ L2,a

s . (6.86c)

Now we fix (a big) k̆ ∈ N and want to apply Lemma 6.24 under the additional
conditions

k̆ < −k − (n− 1)/2 and s ≥ sk̆ := (k̆ + n
2
)(1− ρ

2
) + 1; (6.87)
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this requires M = M(k, s) taken large. We consider with χR = χR(|xa|) and
|δ|, |δ′| ≤ k̆

∂δω∂
δ′

ω′Sα,M(λ0)(ω, ω
′)

= −2π lim
R→∞

〈∂δωj+α,M(·, ω), χR ∂δ
′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′)〉

+ 2πi lim
R→∞

〈∂δωt+α,M (·, ω), χRR(λ0 + i0)χR ∂
δ′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′)〉
(6.88)

This is still formal, but suppose that we can prove that the two limits on the right-
hand side exist locally uniformly in the set {ω · ω′ 6= cos ρ

2−ρπ} for all multi-indices

with |δ|, |δ′| ≤ k̆, then Theorem 6.17 follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.17. I . We need for any k̆ ∈ N (henceforth fixed) to verify the
existence and continuity of ∂δω∂

δ′

ω′Sα,M(λ0)(ω, ω
′) in {ω · ω′ 6= cos ρ

2−ρπ} for |δ|, |δ′| ≤
k̆. We impose the conditions of Lemma 6.24 as well as (6.87). We also assume that
σ′ is small (to be tacitly used for (6.89) stated below).

We look at the first term to the right in (6.88) (before taking the limit), which
we claim is treatable on Sn−1 × Sn−1 (i.e. without restriction on (ω, ω′)). This
can be seen by a direct integration by parts, but we prefer to give a presentation
that conforms with our treatment of the second term (see (6.90)). Under the above
conditions it follows from Lemma 6.24 and [DS1, (3.5c)] that for |δ|, |δ′| ≤ k̆,

WF a
s
k̆
(∂δωj

+
α,M(·, ω)) ∩WF a

s
k̆
(∂δ

′

ω′t−α,M (·, ω′)) = ∅. (6.89)

Note also that the functions ∂δωj
+
α,M(·, ω) and ∂δ

′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′) are in L2,a
−s

k̆
due to (6.84a)–

(6.84c). Next we insert a suitable phase space partition of unity conforming with
(6.89) in the expression

〈∂δωj+α,M (·, ω), χR ∂δ
′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′)〉,

and then we remove the factor χR (by letting R → ∞). The ‘large a-part’ is con-
trolled by (6.86c) (using here only that s ≥ 0) applying a single partition function
χ+(a). The ‘small a-part’, treated as indicated above, needs many partition func-
tions using (6.89) and a sufficient ‘sharpness’ of the localization of the partition
to make sure that for each term the partition operator brings at least one of the
above two functions to L2,a

s
k̆
. Since the other function globally is in L2,a

−s
k̆

the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality applies. This argument is first used with the factor χR in place.
Any commutator with this factor gives at least an extra factor Rρ/2−1, so in the limit
we get (by dominated convergence) the corresponding expression without χR which
by the same arguments indeed is well-defined. Finally the convergence is uniform in
(ω, ω′) ∈ Sn−1 × Sn−1 since all involved bounds can be done uniformly. This feature
relies on regularity of the classical constructions and the underlying integration by
parts arguments (the feature is only partially stated in Lemma 6.24).

II . We look at the second term to the right in (6.88), which we claim is well-defined
with the limit taken locally uniformly in {ω ·ω′ 6= cos ρ

2−ρπ}. Before taking the limit
we insert the expression (6.7) (for the plus case) and get various terms (possibly
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after a further expansion) to treat when applied to the function ∂δ
′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′) to the
right.

It is convenient to introduce the following notation.

u+ω = ∂δωt
+
α,M(·, ω),

u−ω′ = ∂δ
′

ω′t−α,M(·, ω′),

M+
ω =

{
z = (x̂, c̄, b) ∈ T∗ | 1− σ′ ≤ x̂ · ω ≤ 1− σ, bx̂+ c̄ = Fsph(x̂, ω)/

√
γ
}
,

M−
ω′ =

{
z = (x̂, c̄, b) ∈ T∗ | 1− σ′ ≤ −x̂ · ω′ ≤ 1− σ, bx̂ + c̄ = −Fsph(x̂,−ω′)/

√
γ
}
,

M−
ω′+ =

{
γ(τ, z) ∈ T∗ | τ ≥ 0, z ∈ M−

ω′

}
∪ {a, b = 1}.

We follow the indicated scheme, so suppose R̂ is one of the terms of an expansion
of R(λ0 + i0). Then we need to treat

lim
R→∞

〈u+ω , χRR̂χR u−ω′〉.

We first study the expression 〈u+ω , χRR̂χR u−ω′〉 without the factors χR. We let t1 = sk̆
and intend to find t2 ∈ R such that

WF a
t1
(u+ω ) ∩WF a

t2
(R̂u−ω′) = ∅,

u+ω ∈ L2,a
−t2 , R̂u−ω′ ∈ L2,a

−t1 .
(6.90)

More precisely we shall use (6.90) for all such terms R̂ except for a certain ‘remainder
term’ that is treated differently (see the end of the proof).

Given (6.90) we insert a suitable phase space partition of unity. The ‘large a-
part’ is treated by using (6.86c) to u+ω (note that s ≥ t1 so that the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality works). For the ‘small a-part’ the partition functions there are chosen
such that for each term the partition operator either brings u+ω to L2,a

t1 or R̂u−ω′

to L2,a
t2 . In either case the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality works to make sense to the

expression. These arguments can also be done with the factors χR in place, and
we can also control the uniformity in the angles (cf. the discussion in Step I and a
remark before Lemma 6.22).

The way to prove (6.90) goes as follows. Since t1 = sk̆ ≤ s it follows from (6.86b)
that

WF a
t1
(u+ω ) ⊂ M+

ω . (6.91)

Suppose

R̂u−ω′ ∈ L2,a
−t1 , (6.92a)

and that t2 is chosen such that

WF a
t2(R̂u

−
ω′) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−

ω′+, (6.92b)

u+ω ∈ L2,a
−t2 . (6.92c)

Then

WF a
t1
(u+ω ) ∩WF a

t2
(R̂u−ω′) ⊂ M+

ω ∩M−
ω′+,
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so to finish the proof of (6.90) we just need to check that the right-hand side is
empty. It follows from [DS1, (3.5d)] that M+

ω ∩ {a, b = 1} = ∅. To complete the
proof we note that

∀z ∈ M+
ω : x̂(τ, z) → ω for τ → +∞,

∀z ∈ M−
ω′+ \ {a, b = 1} : x̂(τ, z) → −ω′ for τ → −∞.

But if ω ·ω′ 6= cos ρ
2−ρπ we can not find z ∈ T∗ obeying these asymptotics. So indeed

M+
ω ∩M−

ω′+ = ∅ and (6.90) follows.

III . It remains to check (6.92a)–(6.92c) for the terms R̂ in an expansion of R(λ0+
i0). Note that the parameter t2 may depend on the particular term R̂ we consider.

R̂ = Sr+λ0S
∗. We write R̂ = (1 ⊗ r+λ0)Π = r+λ0Π in order to apply Lemmas 6.22

and 6.24. Take t2 = sk̆ − 2s0 (recall s0 = 1/2 + ρ/4). From (6.84b) it follows that
u+ω ∈ L2,a

−t for t > t2 − 1, so in particular (6.92c) is proven. To show (6.92b) we note
that WF a

s
k̆
(u−ω′) ⊂ M−

ω′, cf. (6.86b), and therefore the condition (6.81a) is fulfilled

for u = Πu−ω′ with t = sk̆ and κ = κσ, where

κσ = − cos
(
(1− ρ/2) cos−1(1− σ)

)
.

Then we learn from (6.81c) that

WF a
t2
(R̂u−ω′) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−

ω′+,

showing (6.92b). It follows from (6.84b) and Lemma 6.22 1) that R̂u−ω′ ∈ L2,a
−t1 ,

showing (6.92a).

R̆(λ0)Π
′. Take t2 = t1 = sk̆. By (6.80c) u−ω′, R̆(λ0)Π

′u−ω′ ∈ L2,a
−t1 . From the previous

case we know that u+ω ∈ L2,a
−t2 and WF a

t1(u
−
ω′) ⊂ M−

ω′ . Hence by (6.80d)

WF a
t2
(R̆(λ0)Π

′u−ω′) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂WF a
t2
(u−ω′) ⊂ M−

ω′ ⊂ M−
ω′+.

We have shown (6.92a)–(6.92c) in this case.

qR(λ0 + i0), cf. (6.8). Take t2 = sk̆ − 2s0 as we did treating R̂ = Sr+λ0S
∗ above, so

(6.92c) is known. We also know that the condition (6.81a) is fulfilled for u = u−ω′

with t = sk̆ and κ = κσ, i.e.

WF a
s
k̆
(u−ω′) ∩ {b < κ, a = 1} = ∅. (6.93)

We also note that for any L ∈ N (eventually taken large) and with

K = vλ0r
+
λ0

=
(
− S∗IaR̆(λ0)Π

′IaS +O(r−1−ρ)
)
r+λ0 ,

Sr+λ0
(
1 + vλr

+
λ

)−1
S∗ =

2L−1∑

l=0

Sr+λ0(−K)lS∗

+ Sr+λ0(−K)L
(
1 +K

)−1
(−K)LS∗.
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Note that the present formula v+λ = v−λ gives naturally raise to the unambiguous
notation vλ. Moreover the term O(r−1−ρ) is actually O(r−∞) since ma = 1 making
vλ0 = O(r−2−2ρ) (as discussed after (6.5)), however only the decay vλ0 = O(r−1−ρ)
is used below.

We will treat the terms in the summation essentially by the methods used above,
while the last term will be treated differently. Let us first examine the contribution
to qR(λ+ i0) from the terms in the summation.

l = 0. We consider

R̂0 := −Sr+λ0S
∗IaR̆(λ0)Π

′ − R̆(λ0)Π
′IaSr

+
λ0
S∗(1− IaR̆(λ0)Π

′).

By Lemma 6.22, (6.93) and (6.80a)–(6.80d) it follows that R̂0u
−
ω′ ∈ L2,a

−t1 , i.e. (6.92a)
holds for this contribution. (This is a rough bound due to the extra factor Ia.)

Again we learn from (6.81c) (cf. (6.93)) that

WF a
t2
(R̂0u

−
ω′) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−

ω′+,

showing (6.92b).

l ≥ 1. We consider

R̂l :=
(
1− R̆(λ0)Π

′Ia
)
Sr+λ0(−K)lS∗(1− IaR̆(λ0)Π

′).

Recalling thatWF a
t1(u

−
ω′) ⊂ M−

ω′ we are lead to investigate the action of Sr+λ0(−K)lS∗

to a vector u ∈ L2,a
−∞ with WF a

t1(u) ⊂ M−
ω′ . Each factor of K improves the weight

by 〈x〉2s0−1−ρ = 〈x〉−q, q := ρ/2, more precisely we obtain from Lemma 6.22 that

WF a
t1+lq

(S(−K)lS∗u) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−
ω′+ ⊂ {b ≥ κσ, a = 1},

WF a
t2+lq

(Sr+λ0(−K)lS∗u) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−
ω′+.

So we learn that

WF a
t2+lq(R̂lu

−
ω′) ∩ {a = 1} ⊂ M−

ω′+, (6.94)

in particular (6.92b) holds.
By Lemma 6.22 1) the global weight is improved by a factor 〈x〉−q for each action

by K as long as the condition s′ < −s0 of the lemma is fulfilled (note that L2,a
−s0 can

not be reached by the action by r+λ0). Since l ≥ 1 and u−ω′ ∈ L2
−t2 we then conclude

that R̂lu
−
ω′ ∈ L2

−t1 , and hence also (6.92a) is shown.

Remainder term . Finally we need to examine

R̂ :=
(
1− R̆(λ0)Π

′Ia
)
Sr+λ0(−K)L

(
1 +K

)−1
(−K)LS∗(1− IaR̆(λ0)Π

′).

The operator
(
1+K

)−1
= 1⊗

(
1+K

)−1 ∈ L(L2
s(X)), s ∈ (s0, s0 + q), but we dont

know its microlocal properties. Whence we proceed differently by introducing the
vectors

v−ω′ = S(−K)LS∗(1− IaR̆(λ0)Π
′)u−ω′ ,

v+ω = S
((

1− R̆(λ0)Π
′Ia
)
Sr+λ0(−K)L

)∗
u+ω



184 Chapter 6. Applications

and write

〈u+ω , R̂u−ω′〉 = 〈v+ω ,
(
1 +K

)−1
v−ω′〉.

It suffices to show that for some s ∈ (s0, s0 + q) and L sufficiently large

v−ω′ ∈ L2,a
s , v+ω ∈ L2,a

−s . (6.95)

To obtain the result for v−ω′ ∈ L2,a
s we use Lemma 6.22 repeatedly as explained

above improving the global weight by a factor 〈x〉−q for each action by K. It follows
that v−ω′ ∈ L2,a

s holds for any s ∈ (s0, s0 + q) for L large enough. For the assertion
v+ω ∈ L2,a

−s we invoke a parallel ‘incoming’ version of Lemma 6.22 for r−λ0 (for simplicity
not stated). Note that powers of r−λ0 show up when we expand the adjoint to treat
v+ω . Since the construction of u+ω and u−ω′ appears symmetric indeed the incoming
version of Lemma 6.22 applies in the same fashion to u+ω as we have seen the lemma
applies to u−ω′.

6.1.3 Scattering for physics models at a two-cluster
threshold, case Ã = A1

In the previous subsections we made several simplifying assumptions under the
condition of an effective attractive slowly decaying inter-cluster potential. These
were made partly for simplicity of presentation. Rather than giving a full account
on how to remove these assumptions under the weakest possible conditions we shall
here focus on the models of physics which we studied in Section 4.3 (and actually
we shall not give details of proof below). This means that the effective inter-cluster
potential here is attractive Coulombic, so in agreement with Section 4.3 we consider
the case Ã = A1. (Note that this condition includes cases of overall neutral as well
as overall non-neutral systems of particles.) We shall focus on treating the multiple
two-cluster case, but this will only be in the ‘generic’ situation studied in the first
part of the proof of Theorem 4.17. Whence our main interest here is scattering for
the physics models with Ã = A1 in the simplest possible multiple case.

We consider the setting of Theorem 4.17 with Ã = A1 under the two ‘generic’
conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b). Let us also for simplicity assume that #A1 = 2,
i.e. A1 = {a1, a2} as in Proposition 2.12, and as for the latter result we assume for
convenience that λ0 is a simple eigenvalue for Haj ; j = 1, 2. We impose (6.3), again
for simplicity of presentation only.

We are interested in the four parts of the scattering operator Sβα =
(
W+
β

)∗
W−
α

defined by (6.39), where α, β ∈ {(aj, λ0, ϕj) | j = 1, 2}, and particularly in the
corresponding pieces of the scattering operator

Sβα(λ) = −2πW+
β (λ)

∗T−
α (λ), λ ∈ I+δ = [λ0, λ0 + δ],

cf. (6.47).
We can prove a complete analogue of Theorem 6.10. Note that for each channel

there is associated an effective one-body potential denoted by wj (or wα), which
essentially is attractive Coulombic. We define correspondingly qSαα(λ) as the re-
mainder after the one-body scattering matrix is subtracted, exactly as in Theorem
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6.10. Similarly we may define qSβα(λ) = Sβα(λ) for α 6= β. With these conventions
we obtain the assertion of Theorem 6.10 (with the same value of k) for all of the four
entries of qSβα(λ). The proof is essentially the same. In particular the off-diagonal
parts of the scattering matrix are compact, while the same is the case for the di-
agonal parts only after a subtraction of a unitary operator, and this includes the
threshold energy.

Corollary 6.25. Under the above conditions the diagonal parts Sαα(λ0) are unitary
up to a compact term. In particular elastic two-cluster scattering exists in the small
inter-cluster energy regime.

It is not known, even with the above simplifying assumptions, if Sαα(λ0) is an
exact unitary operator (we can in fact not exclude that kerSαα(λ0) 6= {0}), cf.
Corollary 6.15 and a brief discussion in Section 6.3. In particular this is not known
for λ0 = Σ2 and this threshold being multiple (note that in this case the threshold
is automatically a simple eigenvalue of the involved sub-Hamiltonians). On the
other hand obviously the scattering matrix Sαα(λ0) in Theorem 6.10 (where λ0 is
non-multiple) is an exact unitary operator for λ0 = Σ2, cf. Remark 6.16.

As for the second main result Theorem 6.17 we need an analogue of Theorem
6.13 so that we can first ‘improve’ the construction of Sβα(λ0) in the spirit of Lemma
6.20, not to be elaborated on. By mimicking Subsection 6.1.2.4 we then obtain the
following result.

Theorem 6.26. Under the above conditions and with λ0 = Σ2

sing suppSβα(λ0)

{
⊂ {(ω, ω′) | ω · ω′ = −1} for α = β,

= ∅ for α 6= β.

6.2 Effective r−2 potentials, atom-ion case

One may consider elastic scattering in the non-slowly decaying case, as before
slightly above a given two-cluster threshold λ0. How does Sαα(λ) behave as λ→ λ0?

Suppose n = 3 and consider the dynamical nuclei model, see Subsection 1.2.1.
Consider a two-cluster decomposition a = a0 = (C1, C2) of N charged particles.
Suppose (6.68), i.e.

λ0 ∈ σd(H
a),

and that the total charge of cluster C1 vanishes:

Q1 =
∑

j∈C1

qj = 0.

Let α = (a, λ0, ϕα) be a channel; ϕα = ϕC1 ⊗ϕC2 = ϕ1⊗ϕ2. Recall from Subsection
1.2.1 the cluster charge moment

〈ϕ1, Q̃1ϕ
1〉2 =

〈
ϕ1,
∑

j∈C1

qj(xj −R1)ϕ
1
〉
.

Now we can state a result from [Sk2] (see [Sk2, Theorem 2.6 (3)]):
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Theorem 6.27 (Elastic two-cluster scattering away from thresholds). 1) There ex-
ist

W±
α f = lim

t→±∞
eitHe−itHa

(
ϕα ⊗ f

)
.

2) Let Sαα = (W+
α )

∗W−
α and Ic = (λ0,∞)\T . Let θ denote the coordinate vector

of ω − ω′ ∈ Xa. Then for any ǫ > 0

Sαα ≃
∫ ⊕

Ic

Sαα(λ) dλ,

Sαα(λ, ·) ∈ C∞(Ic,
(
S2 × S2

)
\ {θ = 0}),

Sαα(λ, ω, ω
′)− δ(θ)+π−1 M1M2

M1+M2
Q2〈ϕ1, Q̃1ϕ

1〉2 · θ
|θ|2 = Oλ(|θ|−ǫ).

The latter bound is λ-dependent with a locally uniform dependence. A natural
question is, if (under conditions) there is a uniform bound on an interval (λ0, λ0+δ),
δ > 0? This question depends on the resolvent behaviour at λ0, and Chapter 5
provides some information of relevance for this type of problem. A related problem
is, if low-energy elastic scattering exists, cf. Corollary 6.25. In the next section we
address the latter problem, not only for the above case (for which Ia(x

a = 0) = 0)
but also for the effective repulsive Coulombic case.

6.3 Non-transmission at a threshold, physics

models

We consider a non-transmission problem for the physics models of Sections 1.2 and
1.3 with n = 3. Although the statement of the problem makes sense more generally
we restrict the attention to these models.

Mimicking (6.39) we introduce for a given channel α = (a, λ0, ϕα) (at a given
two-cluster threshold λ0) the channel wave operators

W±
α f = lim

t→±∞
eitH
(
1⊗ J±

0

)
ϕα ⊗ e−it(p2a+λ0)f

= lim
t→±∞

eitH
(
ϕα ⊗ J±

0 e
−it(p2a+λ0)f

)
; f̂ ∈ C∞

c (Xa \ {0}).
(6.96)

In the effective Coulombic cases the appearing stationary modifiers J±
0 are chosen as

in (6.24b) and (6.39) (i.e. also this way for the repulsive case), and in the effective
non-Coulombic case (like in Theorem 6.27) we take J±

0 = 1. Let Πα = |ϕα〉〈ϕα| ⊗ 1
and

Πα
± = s-lim

t→±∞
eitHΠαe−itH1R\σpp(H)(H).

We are interested in ‘transmission’ (for example ‘exchange’, cf. [CT]), or rather
lack of transmission between channels with the energy constraint of localization
slightly above λ0. Such lack of transmission may be phrased mathematically as

∥∥(1− Πα
+

)
Πα

−Fδ(H − λ0)
∥∥→ 0 for δ → 0+. (6.97)
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Here Fδ denotes the characteristic function F ([0, δ]) on R.
Note that a state ψ = 1R\σpp(H)(H)ψ is in the range of the projection Πα

± if and
only if (1 − Πα)ψ(t) → 0 for t → ±∞; ψ(t) := e−itHψ. Intuitively a consequence
of (6.97) is that if for a state ψ localized in energy slightly above λ0 and effectively
ψ(t) ≈ Παψ(t) for t→ −∞ then also ψ(t) ≈ Παψ(t) for t→ +∞. Whence, asymp-
totically in the low energy regime, only elastic scattering occurs and transmission
to another channel than (the incoming) α does not occur.

Clearly Πα
±W

±
α = W±

α , and by asymptotic completeness (cf. [De3]) Πα
± ⊂

W±
α

(
W±
α

)∗
. Whence

Πα
± =W±

α

(
W±
α

)∗
.

Consequently we can compute
(
1−Πα

+

)
Πα

−Fδ(H − λ0) =
(
W−
α −W+

α Sαα
)
Fδ(p

2
a)
(
W−
α

)∗
.

Now
‖
(
W−
α −W+

α Sαα
)
f‖2 = ‖f‖2 − ‖Sααf‖2,

showing with the above identity that a necessary and sufficient condition for (6.97)
is that Sαα(λ) is asymptotically isometric, that is

‖1− Sαα(λ)
∗Sαα(λ)‖ → 0 for λ→ (λ0)+. (6.98)

Note that in the context of Corollary 6.25 it follows from the assertion that
the limiting diagonal parts Sαα(λ0) 6= 0, however it is not stated that Sαα(λ0) are
isometric, and we can not show this to be the case. See Remark 6.16 for a conjecture
on transmission for the attractive Coulombic case.

We consider the physical models with n = 3, and for convenience we impose
Condition 2.4 with a0 = a, i.e. we consider only the non-multiple case. Then there
are three cases for which we can show (6.98) (or equivalently (6.97)):

I) Effective repulsive Coulombic case.

II) Ia(x
a = 0) = 0, ‘above the Hardy limit’ and λ0 be ‘regular’.

III) Ia(x
a = 0) = 0, ‘fastly decaying case’ and λ0 be ‘maximally exceptional of 1st

kind’.

Note that I) corresponds to Case 1 in Sections 1.2 and 1.3 (with an additional sign
condition for charges). II) corresponds to Cases 2 and 3 in the same sections, while
III) corresponds to Case 3 only and includes the occurrence of resonance states (but
not bound states). The terminology ‘above the Hardy limit’ is explained in the
simple case ma = 1 in Subsection 6.3.2, see (6.106), while ‘regular’ as in Section
5.1.1 refers to λ0 not be neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance. In general the
condition ‘above the Hardy limit’ is a spectral condition for the ma × ma matrix-
valued effective potential S∗

aIaSa = Qa|xa|−2 + Ba, or rather for its leading term
Qa(x̂a). By definition it means that the eigenvalues of −∆θ +Qa(θ) are all strictly
bigger than −1/4, cf. Section 4.3, and of course this condition is fulfilled for Case 3
(where Qa = 0), but it might not be fulfilled in Case 2. The condition ‘exceptional
of 1st kind’ refers to λ0 be a resonance but not an eigenvalue, cf. Section 5.1.1. The
added word ‘maximally’ refers to maximal multiplicity of the space of resonance
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states, i.e. nres = ma. Note that the fastly decaying regular case is included in Case
II).

We summarize our results as follows.

Theorem 6.28. For the physics models with n = 3 and with Condition 2.4 fulfilled
at λ0 for a0 = a there is no transmission assuming I), II) or III). Whence for each
of these cases there is no transmission in the small inter-cluster energy regime from
any given (incoming) channel α = (a, λ0, ϕα) to any different (outgoing) channel,
i.e. (6.97) and (6.98) are fulfilled.

Our results are proven in subsequent subsections under the following additional
(convenient but non-essential) simplifying conditions:

a) ma = 1.

b) λ0 /∈ σpp(H) ∪ σpp(H ′).

Remarks 6.29. 1) We dont know if (6.98) holds in full generality for the fastly
decaying case and λ0 be an exceptional point of 2nd or 3rd kind, although we
have results with a decay condition for the latter cases (for which λ0 ∈ σpp(H)).
The proof for III) is based on Theorem 5.45 which applies under the decay
condition ranΠH ⊂ L2

t for some t > 3/2, where ΠH denotes the orthogonal
projection onto ker(H − λ0). Hence under this additonal condition, III) can
be extended to cover the ‘maximally exceptional case of 3rd kind’. Note that
the (local) scattering theory of H and Hσ := H − σΠH , σ > 0, are identical,
and that λ0 in this case is a ‘maximally exceptional point of 1st kind’ of Hσ.

2) Similarly we dont know in full generality if the regularity condition in II) is
necessary for the critical decay rate case. However for the ’exceptional case of
2nd kind’ we can use Theorem 5.44 for which the decay condition ranΠH ⊂ L2

t

for some t > 1 is needed. Note that λ0 is a regular point of Hσ in this case.

3) If ma > 1 and the word ‘maximally’ is omitted in Case III), i.e. nres ∈
{1, . . . , ma − 1}, we show in Subsection 6.3.4 that transmission does occurs.

4) A key ingredient of our proof of Theorem 6.28 is various low-energy bounds
on the one-body spectral density operator. These are absent for the effective
attractive Coulombic case.

6.3.1 Proof of (6.98), Case I)

We consider the Case I), i.e. the repulsive Coulombic case. We use Subsections 4.1.3
and 4.2.3 and introduce a globally positive function Ŵ as in (4.16) with ρ = ρ̄ = 1.
More precisely we here consider the non-multiple case version discussed in Remark
6.1, imposing the above conditions a) and b). As in Subsection 4.1.3 we then take
w = Ŵ . We define r±λ = (ha + λ0 − λ ∓ i0)−1, ha = p2a + w and λ ≥ λ0, and recall
the bound

‖〈x〉−sr±λ 〈x〉−s‖ ≤ C, s > s0 =
1
2
+ ρ

4
, (6.99)

cf. [Na] and [Ya2]. Recall also that r+λ0 = r−λ0 .
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Next we introduce relative wave operators

Ω±
αf = lim

t→±∞
eitHe−it(Ha+w)

(
ϕα ⊗ f

)

and the corresponding scattering operator (Ω+
α )

∗Ω−
α .

Using one-body Isozaki-Kitada scattering theory we can write

δ(ha − λ+ λ0) = W±
1 (λ− λ0)W

±
1 (λ− λ0)

∗, (6.100)

cf. [DS1]. Here W±
1 (·) signify wave matrices for the pair (p2a, ha) corresponding to

Isozaki-Kitada wave operators W±
1 , cf. [DS1]. Clearly the wave operators W±

α =
Ω±
αW

±
1 . Let us use W−

1 to diagonalize ha. Whence we introduce the ‘identification
operator’ Jα = ϕα ⊗ (W−

1 ·) and the corresponding relative wave operators

W̃±
α = s-lim

t→±∞
eitHJαe

−it(p2a+λ0).

Note that W̃−
α =W−

α , while W̃+
α = W+

α S1 with S1 being the scattering operator for
the pair (p2a, ha). Whence

Sαα =
(
W+
α

)∗
W−
α = S1

(
W̃+
α

)∗
W̃−
α = S1S̃αα,

yielding upon diagonalizing p2a + λ0 by the Fourier transform

Sαα(λ) = S1(λ− λ0)S̃αα(λ).

(A similar factorization formula appears for a one-body problem in [Ba].) We can
represent, cf. [DS1, Appendix A] or [Ya3, Section 7.3],

S̃αα(λ) = 1− 2πJα(λ)
∗Tα(λ) + 2πiTα(λ)

∗R(λ+ i0)Tα(λ), (6.101)

where Jα(λ) = ϕα⊗W−
1 (λ−λ0) and Tα(λ) = i(H−λ0)Jα(λ) = i(Ia−w)Jα(λ). Note

that formally Jα(λ) = JαFλ0(λ)
∗, where Fλ0(λ) = F0(λ − λ0) with F0(·) specified

by (6.31). Note also that Taylor expansion yields Tα(λ) ≈ O(〈x〉−2〈xa〉3)Jα(λ) ≈
O(〈x〉−2)Jα(λ).

Now we can verify (6.98). By inserting (6.101) into (6.98) it suffices to show
that

‖Jα(λ)∗Tα(λ)‖ → 0, (6.102a)

‖Tα(λ)∗R(λ+ i0)Tα(λ)‖ → 0. (6.102b)

To show (6.102a) we note the bound

‖δ(ha − λ+ λ0)‖L(L2
s,L

2
−s)

= o((λ− λ0)
0) for s > s0, (6.103)

cf. [Na]. We use it with s = 1 in combination with (6.100), proving (6.102a).
To derive (6.102b) it suffices by the same argument to show the bound

sup
λ∈I+δ

‖〈x〉−1R(λ+ i0)〈x〉−1‖ <∞,

which in turn follows from (6.7), (6.8) (cf. Remark 6.1) and (6.99).
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6.3.2 Proof of (6.98), Case II)

For Case II) the wave operators are defined by (6.96) with J±
0 = 1. Note the

following formula for the scattering matrix for λ slightly above λ0,

Sαα(λ) = 1− 2πJ+
α (λ)

∗T−
α (λ) + 2πiT+

α (λ)
∗R(λ+ i0)T−

α (λ), (6.104)

where J+
α (λ) = J−

α (λ) = ϕα ⊗ Fλ0(λ)
∗ =: Jα(λ), Fλ0(λ) = F0(λ− λ0) and similarly

T+
α (λ) = T−

α (λ) = iIaJα(λ) =: Tα(λ).
As in Theorem 6.10 we subtract a one-body scattering matrix introducing

qSαα(λ) = Sαα(λ)− Sw(λ− λ0);

here w is a reel effective one-body potential to be determined. Since we know that
Sw(λ− λ0) is unitary we aim at showing that

‖qSαα(λ)‖ → 0 for λ→ (λ0)+. (6.105)

To examine this problem we need a formula for R(λ+i0) like the one we used in
the proof of Theorem 6.10. In agreement with the condition of Case II) λ0 is neither
a resonance nor an eigenvalue of H and the ‘above the Hardy limit’ condition

ν0 := min
ν∈σ

Re ν > 0 (6.106)

is imposed. Here the set σ is given as in the analogous formula (4.25) for the multiple
case, that is computed by the eigenvalues of a perturbed Laplace-Beltrami operator
−∆θ + q(θ) as in (4.21). Alternatively stated

inf σ
(
−∆θ + q(θ)

)
> −1/4.

We assume that ma = 1 and that λ0 /∈ σpp(H
′), cf. the conditions a) and b)

stated after Theorem 6.28.
Under the condition (6.106) one could hope that the operator (p2a +W + λ0 −

λ∓ i0)−1 with W := 〈ϕα, Iaϕα ⊗ ·〉 would be a good auxillary operator for stydying
asymptotics as λ → (λ0)+, cf. Subsections 4.1.4 and 4.2.4. However zero could be
an eigenvalue or a resonance for p2a+W , spoiling this idea. To avoid this problem we
are lead to modifying W (xa) by a suitable stronger decaying term (the perturbation
will be of order O(|xa|−3)) to assure zero be regular for the auxillary operator. More
precisely we introduce, using the same quadratic partition of unity as in (4.24),

ha = χ1(r)p
2
aχ1(r) + χ2(r)

(
p2a +

q(θ)
r2

)
χ2(r) = p2a + w,

w = |∇χ1|2 + |∇χ1|2 + q(θ)
r2
χ2
2 =W +O(r−3),

r±λ = (ha − k2 ∓ i0)−1, k ∈ (0, 1], λ = λ0 + k2.

Due to (6.106) ha ≥ 0, and in fact ha is strictly positive (i.e. ha ≥ 0 and 0 /∈ σpp(ha)).
We will show that ha does not have a resonance at zero by an integration by parts

argument, cf. [Ji], and we will show a number of properties of r±λ by a parametrix
construction. In addition we will need properties of the restriction of the Fourier
transform F0(k

2).
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1 . Let, in analogy with the zero-energy formulas (4.24),

G±
k = χ1(r)(ha ∓ i)−1χ1(r) +

∑

ν∈σ
χ2(r)r

−1R±
ν,krχ2(r)⊗ Pν ;

R±
ν,k = (p2 + ν2−1/4

r2
− k2 ∓ i0)−1, p = −i∂r, k > 0.

Here R±
ν,k ∈ Ls′,−s := L

(
L2
s′(R+, dr), L

2
−s(R+, dr)

)
for s, s′ > 1, in fact with a

bound independent of ν ≥ ν0 and k ∈ (0, 1). For simplicity we assume here and
below that ν0 ∈ (0, 1). See the proof of [Ca, Proposition 4.1], and note also that
this proof shows that the weighted space operator norm vanishes uniformly in k as
ν → ∞. We define the adjoint

(
K±
k

)∗
=
(
ha − k2

)(
G±
k

)∗ − 1 and conclude that
K±

0 := limk→0+ K
±
k ∈ L

(
H1

−1−ǫ
)

for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0.

2 . We derive bounds of the operator R+
ν,k acting on functions on R+, here assuming

ν > 1. Let ǫ ∈ (0, ν0). The kernel is given explicitly as

R+
ν,k(r, r

′) = −2−1
√
rr′
∫ ∞

0

exp
(
iρt + ik2rr′/(2t)− iπν/2

)
Jν(t)t

−1 dt; ρ = r2+r′2

2rr′
.

(See for example [Ca].) We write 1 = χ2kr′(t)+ χ̄2kr′(t), cf. the notation (1.29), and

exp(·) =
(
1 + ρ2(1− y)2

)−1(
1− iρ(1− y)∂t

)
exp(·); y = k2(rr′)2

(r2+r′2)t2
.

We split the above integral
∫∞
0

=
∫∞
0

·χ2kr′(t) dt+
∫∞
0

·χ̄2kr′(t) dt and note that for
ν ≥ ν0 a Bessel function bound, cf. the proof of [Ca, Proposition 4.1], yields

∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

·χ2kr′(t) dt
∣∣∣ ≤ o(ν0)min{(kr′)ν0, 1} ≤ o(ν0)(kr′)ǫ,

leading with the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion to the operator bound

∥∥∥
√
rr′
∫ ∞

0

·χ2kr′(t) dt
∥∥∥
Ls′,−s

≤ o(ν0)kǫ; s > 1, s′ > 1 + ǫ. (6.107a)

On the other hand, assuming (for (6.107b)) that ν > 1,

χ̄2kr′(t)y ≤ 1/4,

leading by integration by parts and Bessel function bounds to

∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

·χ̄2kr′(t) dt
∣∣∣ ≤ o(ν0)ρ−1, (6.107b)

∥∥∥
√
rr′
∫ ∞

0

·χ̄2kr′(t) dt
∥∥∥
Ls′,−s

≤ o(ν0); s+ s′ > 2, s, s′ > 0. (6.107c)

Note that for (6.107c) we used (6.107b), the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion, the bound

rκρ−1r′−κ ≤ 2; κ ∈ [−1, 1],

as well as the identity

2J ′
ν(t) = Jν−1(t)− Jν−1(t);
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cf. [Ta1, (3.6.17)]. Now by combining (6.107a) and (6.107c) we can write

R+
ν,k = R+

ν,k,1 +R+
ν,k,2;

R+
ν,k,1 ∈ Ls′,−s; s > 1, s′ > 1 + ǫ,

‖R+
ν,k,1‖Ls′,−s

≤ o(ν0)kǫ.

R+
ν,k,2 ∈ Ls′,−s; s = 1− ǫ, s′ > 1 + ǫ,

‖R+
ν,k,2‖Ls′,−s

≤ o(ν0).

(6.108a)

3 . We show bounds of R+
ν,k for the case ν ≤ 1. Let again ǫ ∈ (0, ν0). Note the

representation, cf. [Ta1, pp. 228–230],

R+
ν,k(r, r

′) = πi
2k
(kr<)

1/2Jν(kr<)(kr>)
1/2H(1)

ν (kr>),

as well as the classical pointwise bounds

|t1/2Jν(t)| ≤ Cν
(
t
〈t〉
)ν+1/2

,

|t1/2H(1)
ν (t)| ≤ Cν

(
t
〈t〉
)−ν+1/2

.

Whence

∀ν ∈ (0, 1/2] : |(kr<)1/2Jν(kr<)(kr>)1/2H(1)
ν (kr>)| ≤ C2

νk r
ν+1/2
< r

−ν+1/2
> ,

∀ν ∈ (1/2,∞) : |(kr<)1/2Jν(kr<)(kr>)1/2H(1)
ν (kr>)| ≤ C2

νk r<.

Using the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion we obtain from these bounds:

∀ν ∈ (0, 1/2] : R+
ν,k = R+

ν,k,2 ∈ Ls′,−s; s = 1− ǫ, s′ > 1 + ǫ,

‖R+
ν,k,2‖Ls′,−s

≤ Cν,s,s′.
(6.108b)

∀ν ∈ (1/2, 1] : R+
ν,k = R+

ν,k,2 ∈ Ls′,−s; s, s′ > 1/2, s+ s′ > 2,

‖R+
ν,k,2‖Ls′,−s

≤ Cν,s,s′.
(6.108c)

Clearly R+
ν,k,1 = 0 in (6.108b) and in (6.108c), and it is natural to ask if we also

can take R+
ν,k,1 = 0 in (6.108a)? Well, we dont know. Note that it is known for

the above pointwise bound of the Bessel function that the constant Cν → ∞ for
ν → ∞, see [La]. This is the reason we proceeded differently in Step 2 to treat the
regime ν > 1.

4 . With reference to Step 1, we claim that

−1 /∈ σ(K+
0 ). (6.109a)

This is equivalent to asserting that r±λ is regular at k = 0, so it remains to show
that 0 is not a ‘resonance’ for ha. We say that 0 is a resonance if there exists
0 6= f ∈ H1

−s0 \H1, s0 = 1+ ν0, such that haf = 0, cf. Definition 4.6. Note that the
notation H1

t here and henceforth is used as an alternative to H1
t (to conform with
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the notation of Chapter 4). So suppose f ∈ H1
−s0 obeys haf = 0. Then we learn

from the proof of Theorem 4.7 using (6.108a)–(6.108c) with k = 0 that f ∈ H1
−s′

for any s′ > 1− ν0 (note that K+
0 ∈ C

(
H1

−s′
)

for s′ ∈ (1− ν0, 2− ν0)). In particular
f ∈ H1

−1. Next we mimic the proof of Theorem 4.2, that is integrate by part and
deduce that

0 = lim
R→∞

〈χRf, χRhaf〉 = lim
R→∞

〈χRf, haχRf〉 ≥ c‖|x|−1f‖2.

Whence f = 0.

5 . We can obtain bounds of r±λ using (6.109a) and (6.108a)–(6.108c). Note that
thanks to the time-reversal property the latter bounds also hold with R+

ν,k replaced
by R−

ν,k. Bounds of r±λ can then be derived from the formulas

r+λ =
(
1 +K+

k

)−1
(G−

k )
∗ = G+

k

(
1 + (K−

k )
∗)−1

. (6.109b)

We can here use G±
k = G±

k,1 +G±
k,2 in agreement with the splittings R+

ν,k = R+
ν,k,1 +

R+
ν,k,2 in (6.108a)–(6.108c). Implemented in (6.109b) leads to two formulas for r+λ =

r+λ,1 + r+λ,2 exhibiting mapping properties directly determined by (6.108a)–(6.108c).
Since we are assuming that λ0 is not a resonance, we are lead to write

−E+
H(λ) = p2a + w + v+λ + λ0 − λ

and then consider (
K̃+
k

)∗
=
(
− E+

H(λ)
∗)(r+λ

)∗ − 1.

By the regularity condition of Case II) the limiting operator K̃+
0 := limk→0+ K̃

+
k ∈

L
(
H1

−1−ǫ
)

(which exists for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0) fulfills that

−1 /∈ σ(K̃+
0 ). (6.109c)

By using (6.109a)–(6.109c) in combination with (6.108a)–(6.108c) we can obtain
bounds of the inverse of E+

H(λ). However we also need bounds on the Fourier
transform to treat (6.104).

6 . Bounds on the restriction of the Fourier transform. We note the bound

‖Fλ0(λ)〈x〉−1−ǫ‖L(L2(R3),L2(S2)) ≤ Cǫ,ǫ′(λ− λ0)
ǫ′, 0 < 2ǫ′ < ǫ ≤ 1/2,

which follows by using the well-known expression for the free three-dimensional
resolvent kernel and the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion. In terms of the k-variable it
corresponds to the first of the following bounds. For the second bound we refer to
[Ag, Theorem 3.2].

‖F0(k
2)〈x〉−1−ǭ‖L(L2(X),L2(S2)) ≤ Ckǫ

′

, 0 < ǫ′ < ǭ ≤ 1/2,

‖F0(k
2)〈x〉−s‖2L(L2(X),L2(S2)) ≤ Ck−1, s > 1/2,

Interpolation of these bounds yields

∀κ ∈ [0, 1], ǫ′ < ǭ ≤ 1/2, s > 1/2 :

‖F0(k
2)〈x〉−κ(1+ǭ)−(1−κ)s‖L(L2(X),L2(S2)) ≤ Ckκǫ

′−(1−κ)/2.
(6.110)
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7 . We can now treat (6.104). The middle term of (6.104) may be written

−2πJα(λ)
∗Tα(λ) = −2πiFλ0(λ)

(
w +O(r−3)

)
Fλ0(λ)

∗

= −2πiFλ0(λ)wFλ0(λ)
∗ + o((λ− λ0)

0).

The first term corresponds to the ‘Born term’ for the one-body scattering ma-
trix with potential w, and similarly in the third term of (6.104) the contribution
2πiTα(λ)

∗Sr+λ S
∗Tα(λ), recalling r±λ = (p2a + w + λ0 − λ∓ i0)−1, may be written up

to a term of order o((λ− λ0)
0) as

2πiFλ0(λ)wr
+
λwFλ0(λ)

∗.

The combination of this expression, the identity operator 1 and the Born term is
exactly Sw(λ− λ0). Whence it suffices to show that

‖Tα(λ)∗
(
R(λ+ i0)− Sr+λ S

∗)Tα(λ)‖ → 0.

Using formulas as (6.7) and (6.8) (cf. Remark 6.1) it suffices to show that

‖Tα(λ)∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′Tα(λ)‖ → 0, (6.111a)

‖Tα(λ)∗ qR(λ+ i0)Tα(λ)‖ → 0. (6.111b)

To prove these assertions we look at three cases a)–c) as in the proof of Theorem
6.10.

a). The asymptotics (6.111a) follows by first writing

Tα(λ)
∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′Tα(λ) = Jα(λ)

∗O(〈x〉−2)R̆(λ+ i0)Π′O(〈x〉−2)Jα(λ)

and then using Theorem 3.18 and (6.110).
As for (6.111b) we expand qR(λ+ i0) as in the proof of Theorem 6.10, cf. Cases

b) and c) in the proof.

b). We write

Tα(λ)
∗Sr+λ

(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗Tα(λ)− Tα(λ)

∗Sr+λ S
∗Tα(λ)

= −T+
α (λ)

∗Sr+λ ṽ
+
λ r

+
λ S

∗T−
α (λ);

ṽ+λ =
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
v+λ .

In this formula we insert the two representations of r+λ = r+λ,1 + r+λ,2 from the
beginning of Step 5 (replacing the factor of r+λ to the right with the middle expression
of (6.109b) and replacing the factor of r+λ to the left with the third expression of
(6.109b)). Then we can show the desired decay.

When we exand the two sums we obtain four terms. Let us first consider the
contribution when the type r+λ,2 appear twice. We insert 1 = 〈x〉s〈x〉−s with s =

1 − ǫ, ǫ > 0 small, next to the two factors of r+λ,2. Thus for the left factor we
write r+λ,2 = 〈x〉s〈x〉−sr+λ,2 and then in turn r+λ,2 = r+λ,2〈x〉−1−2ǫ〈x〉1+2ǫ using bounds
(essentially given by (6.108a)–(6.108c)) to estimate 〈x〉−sr+λ,2〈x〉−1−2ǫ. Similary for
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the right factor we write r+λ,2 = r+λ,2〈x〉−s〈x〉s. In combination with (6.110) (used
with a vanishing right-hand side as k → 0+) we then obtain the bound o((λ−λ0)

0).
We can obtain the same conclusion for the three other terms in a similar way. The

only difference lies in the choice of parameters. Thus the worse mapping property of
r+λ,1 leads to an application of (6.110) with a (small) negative power of k. However
the bounds (6.108a) offer positive powers in this case, which in combination indeed
leads to the bound o((λ− λ0)

0).

c). There are four terms to be considered given (up to the common factor 2πi)
by:

S1 = −Tα(λ)∗Sr+λ
(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗IaR̆(λ+ i0)Π′Tα(λ),

S2 = Tα(λ)
∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr

+
λ

(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
S∗IaR̆(λ+ i0)Π′Tα(λ),

S3 = −Tα(λ)∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr
+
λ S

∗Tα(λ),

S4 = Tα(λ)
∗R̆(λ+ i0)Π′IaSr

+
λ

(
1 + v+λ r

+
λ

)−1
v+λ r

+
λ S

∗Tα(λ).

We argue similarly as for Case b) and conclude again the bound o((λ − λ0)
0),

skipping the details. Whence (6.111b) is established.

6.3.3 Proof of (6.98), Case III)

We consider the assertion (6.98) for Case 3 of Sections 1.2 and 1.3 under the con-
ditions a) and b) stated after Theorem 6.28. By definition of Case III), λ0 is a
resonance but not an eigenvalue of H . We can apply (5.117a) of Theorem 5.24
with ρ = 1 (or alternatively Theorem 5.45), used formally with small z > 0. More
precisely we consider R(λ + i0) with λ slightly above λ0, given by (5.117a). We
insert this expression in (6.104) (again with the wave operators given by (6.96) with
J±
0 = 1).

As λ → (λ0)+ the second term on the right-hand side of (6.104) disappears in
the limit, cf. (6.110). As for the third term there is a cancellation of powers of
λ− λ0 exactly as for the one-body resonance case of [JK]. In fact we compute as in
[JK, Section 5], and by using Remark 5.25,

lim
λ→(λ0)+

2πiT+
α (λ)

∗R(λ+ i0)T−
α (λ) = −2〈Y0, ·〉Y0; Y0 = (4π)−1/2.

Whence

lim
λ→(λ0)+

Sαα(λ) = 1− 2〈Y0, ·〉Y0, (6.112)

and since the right-hand side is unitary, indeed (6.98) is proven.
We remark that (6.112) agrees with Levison’s theorem for the one-body problem,

see for example [Ne]. In the context of (5.117a) of Theorem 5.24 with multiplicity
m = ma > 1 and upon assuming κ = nres = m (the maximality condition) we obtain
the same result as (6.112), see below. We will study the case 1 ≤ κ = nres < m in
the next subsection, but let us here give a formula valid in both situations.

We will use the normalization in Remark 5.25, i.e. (c(S∗uj), c(S
∗uk)) = δjk for

j, k = 1, . . . , κ, where for any u ∈ E (with E given in Theorem 4.17)

ci(S
∗u) =

1

2
√
π

∫

X

ϕiI0u dx; i = 1, . . . , m.
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Considering αi = (a, λ0, ϕi), i = 1, . . . , m, we compute the following substitute
for (6.112),

lim
λ→(λ0)+

Sαiαi
(λ) = 1− 2

∑

j≤κ
|ci(S∗uj)|2〈Y0, ·〉Y0. (6.113)

Obviously the result (6.98) for Case III) follows from (6.113) (since κ = m in that
case), cf. (5.35).

6.3.4 An example of transmission

For Case III) treated above, but with the maximality condition replaced by 1 ≤
κ = nres < m, the limiting scattering operator might differ from (6.112). Thanks
to (6.113), obviously this happens for αi = (a, λ0, ϕi) unless

∑
j≤κ|ci(ψj)|2 = 1

(i.e. not smaller). The other extreme is that
∑

j≤κ|ci(ψj)|2 = 0 meaning that
limλ→(λ0)+ Sαiαi

(λ) = 1, which is a unitary operator. If on the other hand 0 <∑
j≤κ|ci(ψj)|2 < 1, the isometry property of limλ→(λ0)+ Sαiαi

(λ) is not fulfilled
and transmission from the channel αi will occur. We will construct such exam-
ple by redefining the basis Φ := {ϕ1, . . . , ϕm}. Whence we consider a general
unitary transformation (ϕ′

1, . . . , ϕ
′
m)

t = M(ϕ1, . . . , ϕm)
t. We introduce the basis

Φ′ := {ϕ′
1, . . . , ϕ

′
m} and notation SΦ, SΦ′ and similarly for adjoints to indicate the

dependence of basis.
We compute

S∗
Φ′ =MS∗

Φ. (6.114)

Using the notation αi = (a, λ0, ϕi) and α′
i = (a, λ0, ϕ

′
i), i = 1, . . . , m, we similarly

compute

(
Sα′

iα
′
j
(λ0)

)
i,j≤m =

(
lim

λ→(λ0)+
Sα′

iα
′
j
(λ)
)
i,j≤m

=M
(
Sαiαj

(λ0)
)
i,j≤mM

∗
. (6.115)

Let us on E introduce the Cm-valued function cΦ, slightly abusing notation,

cΦ,i(u) =
1

2
√
π
〈1, (S∗

ΦI0u)i〉0 =
1

2
√
π

∫

X

ϕiI0u dx; i = 1, . . . , m, u ∈ E .

Using (6.114) we compute

cΦ′(u) =McΦ(u); u ∈ E . (6.116)

The normalization of the resonance functions in Remark 5.25 reads with this
notation

(cΦ(uj), cΦ(uk)) = δjk; j, k = 1, · · · , κ.

Let e1, . . . , em denote the canonical basis in Cm, (ej)i = δij . We choose the
unitary matrix M such that

McΦ(uj) = ej; j ≤ κ.
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Thanks to (6.116) this leads to

cΦ′,i(uj) = δij ; i ≤ m, j ≤ κ. (6.117)

Using (6.117) we compute as in Subsection 6.3.3

Sα′
kα

′
l
(λ0) = δkl1− 2

∑

j≤κ
cΦ′,k(uj)cΦ′,l(uj) 〈Y0, ·〉Y0

= δkl

{
1− 2 〈Y0, ·〉Y0, for k, l ≤ κ,

1, otherwise.

In view of (6.115) this formula is an explicit diagonalization of the operator-valued
matrix

(
Sαiαj

(λ0)
)
i,j≤m. Each of the appearing diagonal elements is given by either

1 − 2 〈Y0, ·〉Y0 or 1 (depending on its location). Since both of these options are
unitary we conclude that transmission from an incoming channel associated with
(a, λ0), if occurring at all, is limited to outgoing channels in the family associated
with (a, λ0). Morover indeed such transmission does not occur from any of the
channels α′

i = (a, λ0, ϕ
′
i), i = 1, . . . , m. However for ‘mixtures’ of these channels

indeed transmission occurs. Thus for example considering α = (a, λ0, ϕ) for the
mixture ϕ = cos θ ϕ′

1 + sin θ ϕ′
m, cos θ sin θ 6= 0, we compute using (6.115)

Sαα(λ0) = 1− 2 cos2 θ 〈Y0, ·〉Y0,

and this operator is not isometric.

6.4 Threshold behaviour of total cross-sections in

atom-ion scattering

The scattering process for multi-particle Coulomb systems with initial two-cluster
data has been studied in physics literature, both experimentally and theoretically.
In particular, in the collision of a neutral cluster with a charged one (atom-ion
scattering), physical pictures suggest that if the neutral sub-system has no static
dipole moment, the total cross-sections would be finite. Its mathematical proof is
subtle. In [ES], V. Enss and B. Simon put forward several open questions and the
sixth one of them is the following:

“6. Atom-Ion Scattering. An induced polarization picture suggests that Coulomb
cross-sections with one neutral and one charged cluster will be finite if the neutral
system has no static dipole moment. We are unable to prove this. Can one obtain
explicit bounds in such a case?”

In [JKW], the authors give an affirmative answer to this question of Enss-Simon.
In fact they prove the finiteness of Coulomb total cross-sections in atom-ion scat-
tering for non-threshold energies and study the Born-Oppenheimer approximation.
Here we are interested in the threshold behaviour of total cross-sections.

Recall the well-known fact in one-body scattering theory (see for example [Ya4])
that if a bounded real potential V on R3 decays like O(|x|−ρ) for some ρ > 2 then
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the total cross-section for the scattering process described by the couple of opera-
tors ( −∆, −∆ + V (x)) is finite, while if V (x) ≈ C

|x|2 as |x| → ∞ for some C 6= 0
then the total cross-section is infinite. In the scattering theory for multi-particle
Coulomb systems with initial two-cluster data, the inter-cluster interaction between
the two clusters decays like O(|x|−1) in the general case, like O(|x|−2) if one of
the clusters is neutral (atom-ion scattering) and like O(|x|−3) if both clusters are
neutral (atom-atom scattering), see Subsection 1.2.1. Here x ∈ R3 denotes the rela-
tive position between mass-centers of the two clusters. For atom-ion scattering, the
known results for the one-body case suggest that without an additional assumption,
the total cross-section would be infinite. On the other hand with the assumption
that the atom is in the fundamental state the finiteness of total cross-section follows
from [JKW], since by the symmetry of Coulomb potentials there is no static dipole
moment for the atom in this case, cf. Subcases 3b and 3c listed in Subsection 1.2.1.
The goal of this section is to study the threshold behaviour of the total cross-section
in atom-ion scattering at the lowest threshold Σ2.

Consider the Hamiltonian of a diatomic molecule with N electrons which can be
written in the form

Hphys =

2∑

k=1

1

2mk

(
−∆xk

)
+

N+2∑

j=3

1

2

(
−∆xj

)
+

Z1Z2

|x1 − x2|
(6.118)

+
2∑

k=1

N+2∑

j=3

qjZk
|xj − xk|

+
∑

3≤l<j≤N+2

qlqj
|xl − xj |

,

where xk ∈ R3, k = 1, 2, denote the position of the two nuclei with mass mk and
charge Zk > 0 and xj ∈ R3, j = 3, . . . , N+2, denote the position of N electrons with
mass 1 and charge qj ∈ R (for the physical case charges are equal and negative).
Planck’s constant ~ is taken to be 1 in this formula. Obviously (6.118) is a special
form of (1.13).

We are interested in scattering processes where the incoming channel is a two-
cluster one, while the outgoing channel is arbitrary. Let a = (C1, C2) be a two-cluster
decomposition of {1, . . . , N +2}, i.e. a partition (C1, C2) of the set of particle labels
{1, . . . , N +2}, where j ∈ Cj for j = 1, 2. In order to make explicit calculations, we
choose so called clustered atomic coordinates (x, y) ∈ R3 × R3N adapted to this
cluster decomposition:

h =

(
1

2M1
+

1

2M2

)1/2

, Mk = mk + |C ′
k|, C ′

k = Ck \ {k}, k = 1, 2,

Rk =
1

Mk

(
mkxk +

∑

j∈C′
k

xj

)
, k = 1, 2,

x = R1 − R2,

yj = xj − xk, j ∈ C ′
k, k = 1, 2,

l(y) =
1

M1

∑

j∈C′
1

yj −
1

M2

∑

j∈C′
2

yj.
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In the Born-Oppenheimer approximation studied in [JKW], h is regarded as a small
parameter. Here h is regarded as a constant, so we set h = 1. Note that Rk is the
center of mass of the cluster Ck for k = 1, 2, and that x is the relative position of
these centers of mass. These coordinates are well adapted to describe two-cluster
scattering of diatomic molecules. After removal of the molecular center of mass
motion, the Hamiltonian Hphys may be written in this system of coordinates as

H = −∆x +He(x), He(x) = Ha + Ia(x), (6.119)

where the sub-Hamiltonian Ha is given by

Ha = HC1 +HC2 , (6.120)

with

HCk =
∑

j∈C′
k

(
−1

2
∆yj +

Zkqj
|yj|

)
− 1

2mk

(∑

j∈C′
k

∂yj

)2

+
∑

l,j∈C′
k

l<j

qlqj
|yl − yj|

,

and the inter-cluster interaction Ia by

Ia(x) =
Z1Z2

|x− l(y)|+
∑

k∈C′
1

j∈C′
2

qkqj
|yk − yj + x− l(y)|+

∑

j∈C′
1

Z2qj
|yj + x− l(y)|+

∑

j∈C′
2

Z1qj
|x− l(y)− yj |

.

He(x) is the electronic Hamiltonian in the Born-Oppenheimer approximation. Fi-
nally, we set

Ha = −∆x +Ha. (6.121)

This operator as well as the full Hamiltonian H are considered as self-adjoint oper-
ators on L2

x,y = L2(R3(N+1); dxdy).
For an arbitrary cluster decomposition a = (C1, . . . , Ck) of {1, . . . , N + 2}, i.e.

C1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ck = {1, . . . , N + 2} and Cj ∩ Ck = ∅, for j 6= k, we can, as for the
case k = 2 discussed above, choose adapted coordinates (xa, y

a). We call Ha the
sub-Hamiltonian, xa ∈ R3(k−1) the inter-cluster coordinates, ya the intra-cluster
coordinates, and Ia(xa, y

a) the inter-cluster interaction. By Dxa (resp. Dya) and
by −∆xa (resp. −∆ya), we denote −i times the gradient and the Laplacian in the
inter-cluster (resp. intra-cluster) coordinates. It is well known [Do, De3, Sk6] that
for this Schrödinger operator H , the Dollard wave operators

W±
α = s− lim

t→±∞
eitHe−it

(
−∆xa+

∫ t
±1 Ia(2sDxa ,0)ds+λα

)
Jα (6.122)

exist for an arbitrary channel α = (a, λα, ϕα), recalling that (by definition) a is an
arbitrary cluster decomposition (6= amax) and ϕα is a normalized eigenfunction of
Ha with eigenvalue λα, Haϕα = λαϕα. The operator Jα denotes the identification
operator, which is defined for any L2-function f of the variable xa by

(Jαf)(xa, ya) = f(xa)ϕα(ya). (6.123)

Furthermore, the family of wave operators {W±
α , all α} is asymptotically complete

[De3]. If a = (C1, C2) is a two-cluster decomposition with one neutral cluster (an
atom), say C1, i.e. ∑

j∈C′
1

qj = −Z1, (6.124)
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then for any channel α = (a, λα, ϕα) the wave operators simply (cf. Section 6.2) as

W±
α = s− lim

t→±∞
eitHe−it

(
−∆xa+λα

)
Jα. (6.125)

For any two channels α and β we define the associated scattering operator from
channel α to channel β by

Sβα =
(
W+
β

)∗
W−
α , Tβα = Sβα − δβα, (6.126)

where δβα = 1 if α = β and 0 otherwise.
Following [ES], we define the total scattering cross-sections as follows. For λ >

λα, we introduce the magnitude of the momentum associated with the kinetic energy
of the relative motion of the two clusters in the channel α via

nα(λ) := (λ− λα)
1
2 . (6.127)

For g ∈ C∞
c (Iα;C), Iα = (λα,∞), and ω ∈ S2, we consider the wave packet

R3 ∋ x 7→ gω(x) = g̃(ω · x) (6.128)

where

g̃(ν) =
1

2
√
π

∫

R

einα(µ)ν
g(µ)

nα(µ)1/2
dµ.

The normalization is chosen such that

‖g‖L2(R) = ‖g̃‖L2(R).

Denoting by C the set of all channels we want to apply the operator Tβα, for any β ∈
C, to the function gω(x)ϕα(y). Since this function does not belong to L2(R3(N+1)) - it
decays rapidly only in the direction defined by ω - we regularize it by multiplication
by a function hR,ω ∈ L∞(R3), depending only on the variable x−(ω ·x)ω transversal
to the direction ω of the incident wave packet gω(x), such that pointwisely

lim
R→∞

hR,ω = 1. (6.129)

For the purpose of this paper we shall specify this cut-off function to be a Gaussian,
explicitly we take

hR,ω(x) = e−(x−(ω·x)ω)2/R. (6.130)

Definition. ([JKW]) For λ ∈ Iα and ω ∈ S2, we shall say that the total cross-
section σα(λ, ω) with the incoming channel α exists at the energy λ with the incident
direction ω, if the following limit is finite:

σα(λ, ω) := lim
n→∞

lim
R→∞

∑

β∈C, λβ<λ
‖TβαhR,ωgn,ωϕα‖2, (6.131)

where gn,ω is defined as in (6.128) with g replaced by gn:

gn(µ) = n−1/2h((µ− λ)/n)

and h is any C∞
c (R)-function normalized by

∫
R
|h(µ)|2dµ = 1.
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Recall that in [ES] and [Wa3], the total cross-section is defined as a distribution
in µ ∈ Iα by

∫

Iα

σα(µ, ω)|g(µ)|2 dµ = lim
R→∞

∑

β∈C
‖TβαhR,ωgωϕα‖2, (6.132)

for all g ∈ C∞
c (Iα;C). Since |gn(·)|2 converges to βλ(·), the Dirac measure at λ,

as n → ∞, the definitions (6.131) and (6.132) coincide if the distribution defined
in (6.132) can be identified with a continuous function in a neighbourhood of λ.
For fastly decaying pair potentials, total cross-sections can also be defined through
scattering amplitudes (see [IT]).

6.4.1 Finiteness of total cross-sections in atom-ion

scattering

Hypothesis 1. Let α = (a, λα, ϕα) be a channel with λα ∈ σd(H
a) and cluster

decomposition a = (C1, C2) such that the cluster a1 is neutral (an atom), that is

∑

j∈C′
1

qj + Z1 = 0. (6.133)

Assume that λα = λ1α + λ2α, ϕα = ϕ1
α ⊗ ϕ2

α, H
Cjϕjα = λjαϕ

j
α for j = 1, 2 and

that λ1α is a simple eigenvalue of HC1 (i.e. the eigenvalue for the neutral cluster is
non-degenerate).

The following result of [JKW] shows the finiteness of σα(λ, ω) for λ outside the
set

Tp = Tp(H) = T (H) ∪ σpp(H)

of thresholds and eigenvalues of H , and it provides an optical formula which is useful
in many problems.

Theorem 6.30 ([JKW]). Let α = (a, λα, ϕα) be a scattering channel satisfying
Hypothesis 1. We set

F (z, ω) =
〈
Iae

ω
α , R(z)

(
Iae

ω
α

)〉
, Im z 6= 0, (6.134a)

where

eωα(x, y) = einα(λ)ω·xϕα(y). (6.134b)

Then, for any energy λ ∈ Iα \ Tp and any incident direction ω ∈ S2, the limit

F (λ+ i0, ω) = lim
ǫ→0+

F (λ+ iǫ, ω) (6.135a)

exists and defines a continuous function of λ ∈ Iα \ Tp. The total scattering cross-
section σα(λ, ω) exists for any energy λ ∈ Iα \ Tp and any incident direction ω ∈ S2

and one has the optical formula

σα(λ, ω) =
1

nα(λ)
ImF (λ+ i0, ω). (6.135b)
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Note that under Hypothesis 1, Iaeωα only belongs to L2
(1/2)− = L2

(1/2)−(R
3+3N ; dxdy).

The existence of the limit (6.135a) is non-trivial. Its proof given in [JKW] uses the
limiting absorption principle (cf. Theorem 3.18) and phase space analysis through
appropriate localizations in the relative kinetic energy of the two clusters. For the
same reason, the results established in Chapter 5 on threshold resolvent asymptotics
can not be applied directly, because they hold as operators from L2

s to L2
−s with at

least s > 1. Nevertheless, as the reader will see, various ingredients from Chapter
5 can be applied to study the threshold behaviour of σα(λ, ω). In this subsection
we consider for convenience only the simplest case, where the channel satisfies the
following condition. (In Subsection 6.4.3 we consider a more general setup.)

6.4.2 Total cross-sections at Σ2, non-multiple two-cluster

case

Hypothesis 2. Let α = (a, λα, ϕα) be a scattering channel with λα = λ0 = Σ2, the
lowest threshold of H. Assume that Σ2 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold and
Σ2 6∈ σ(H ′), where H ′ = Π′

αHΠ′
α and

Π′
αu = u− 〈ϕα, u〉y ⊗ ϕα, u ∈ L2(R3+3N

x,y ).

Under Hypothesis 2, we can apply the Grushin reduction (cf. [Wa2], extended in
Chapter 5) to study the behaviour of σα(λ, ω) for λ near λ0 = Σ2. The more general
situations where λα possibly is a multiple two-cluster threshold and/or λα ∈ σ(H ′)
can also be studied by the methods developed in the present work (the multiple
case will indeed be studied in Subsection 6.4.3). Under the Hypothesis 2, R′(z) =
(H ′ − z)−1Π′

α is holomorphic for z near λ0 and one has

R(z) = E(z)− E+(z)EH(z)
−1E−(z) (6.136)

where

E(z) = R′(z)

E+(z) = S − R′(z)HS

E−(z) = S∗ − S∗HR′(z)

EH(z) = S∗(z −H +HR′(z)H)S

and S : L2(R3
x) → L2(R3+3N

x,y ), (x, y) ∈ R3 × R3N , is defined by

Sf(x, y) = f(x)ϕα(y), f ∈ L2
x.

Under Hypotheses 1 and 2, it follows from Theorem 6.30 that for λ > λ0 close to λ0

σα(λ, ω) =
1

nα(λ)
Im〈Iaeωα, R(λ+ i0)(Iae

ω
α)〉

= − 1

nα(λ)
Im〈f(λ, ω), EH(λ+ i0)−1f(λ, ω)〉x;

(6.137)

f(λ, ω) = E−(λ)(Iae
ω
α). (6.138)
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Here we used the fact that R′(λ+ i0) = R′(λ) is self-adjoint for λ near λ0. One can
calculate

f(λ, ω) = 〈ϕα, Iaeωα〉y − 〈ϕα, IaR′(λ)(Iae
ω
α)〉y, (6.139a)

〈ϕα, Iaeωα〉y = O(|x|−4), (6.139b)

〈ϕα, IaR′(λ)(Iae
ω
α)〉y ∈ L2

(5/2)−(R
3
x), (6.139c)

uniformly in λ and ω. For (6.139b) we refer to [JKW, Lemma A.1]. Hence

f(λ, ω) ∈ L2
(5/2)− = L2

(5/2)−(R
3
x) uniformly in λ and ω.

Similarly,
EH(z) = z − λ0 − (−βx + U(z)),

where
U(z) = 〈ϕα, Iaϕα〉y − 〈ϕα, IaR′(z)Ia(ϕα ⊗ ·)〉y

is an operator-valued holomorphic function for z near λ0. One has

〈ϕα, Iaϕα〉y = O(|x|−4), 〈ϕα, IaR′(z)Ia(ϕα ⊗ ·)〉y ∈ L(H1
s , H

−1
s+4); s ∈ R.

Set
U = U(λ0) = 〈ϕα, Iaϕα〉y − 〈ϕα, IaR′(λ0)Ia(ϕα ⊗ ·)〉y. (6.140)

Comparing f(λ0, ω) with U , one observes

f(λ0, ω) = E−(λ0)(Iaϕα) = U1, (6.141)

that is, U applied to the constant function 1 ∈ L2
(−3/2)−(R

3
x).

Recall from Section 5.1.2 that the asymptotic expansion of the resolvent (−∆x−
z′)−1, z′ = z − λ0 with Im z 6= 0, in weighted L2-spaces is given by

(−∆x − z′)−1 = G0 +
√
z′G1 + · · ·

Theorem 6.31 (Regular case). Let Hypotheses 1 and 2 be satisfied. Assume that
λ0 = Σ2 is a regular point of H (see Subsection 5.1.1.1). Then

σα(λ, ω) = 4π|slnt|2 + o(1) as λ→ (λ0)+, (6.142a)

where

slnt =
1

4π

∫

R3
x

(1 + UG0)
−1E−(λ0)(Iaϕα) dx. (6.142b)

Proof. Since λ0 is a regular point of H , (1 +G0U)
−1 exists and is bounded from L2

s

to L2
−s for any s > 1. Let z′ = z − λ0 and Im z 6= 0. One has

EH(λ0 + z′)−1

= −
(
1 + (−∆x − z′)−1U(z′)

)−1
(−∆x − z′)−1

= −(1 +G0U)
−1G0 +

√
z′
{
(1 +G0U)

−1G1

(
U(1 +G0U)

−1G0 − 1
)}

+ o(
√
z′)

= −(1 +G0U)
−1G0 −

√
z′(1 +G0U)

−1G1(1 + UG0)
−1 + o(

√
z′)
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in L2
s → L2

−s, s > 3/2. Making use of (6.137), we obtain for λ′ = λ− λ0

σα(λ, ω)

=
1√
λ′

Im
〈
f(λ, ω),

(
(1 +G0U)

−1G0 +
√
λ′(1 +G0U)

−1G1(1 + UG0)
−1 + o(

√
λ′)
)
f(λ, ω)

〉
x

= Im〈f(λ0, ω), (1 +G0U)
−1G1(1 + UG0)

−1f(λ0, ω)〉x + o(1)

as λ′ → 0+. Since G1 has the constant integral kernel i
4π

, the leading term in the
above equation is equal to

1

4π

∣∣∣
∫

R3
x

(1 + UG0)
−1E−(λ0)(Iaϕα) dx

∣∣∣
2

,

proving (6.142a) and (6.142b). �

Note that since
E−(λ0)(Iaϕα) = f(λ0, ω) ∈ L2

(5/2)− ,

indeed the constant slnt is well defined. In addition it can be written as

slnt =
1

4π

∫

R3
x

(1 + UG0)
−1U1 dx.

Recall that in the scattering theory for the pair (−∆,−∆ + V (x)), the scattering
length is related to the low-energy limit of the total cross-section. In dimension
three it is equal to

1

4π

∫

R3
x

(1 + V G0)
−1V (x) dx,

if V (x) decreases sufficiently rapidly (cf. [JK, Theorem 5.1]). Analogously to one-
body scattering, slnt given in (6.142b) can be interpreted as a scattering length in
atom-ion scattering.

Theorem 6.32 (Exceptional point of 1st kind). Let Hypotheses 1 and 2 be satisfied.
Assume that λ0 = Σ2 is a resonance but not an eigenvalue of H. Then

σα(λ, ω) =
1

λ−λ0
(
4π + o(1)

)
as λ→ (λ0)+. (6.143)

Proof. In general λ0 is a resonance (an eigenvalue, resp.) of H if and only if 0 is a
resonance (an eigenvalue, resp.) of −∆x +U , cf. Lemma 5.2. Since we assume that
λ0 is exceptional point of 1st kind the operator EH(λ0+z

′)−1 admits the asymptotics

EH(λ0 + z′)−1

= −
(
1 + (−∆x − z′)−1U(z′)

)−1
(−∆x − z′)−1

= − i√
z′

(
〈ψ, ·〉xψ + o(1)

)
, z′ → 0,

in L2
s → L2

−s, s > 1, where ψ ∈ L2
(−1/2)− is a resonance state of −∆+ U satisfying

1
2
√
π
〈Uψ, 1〉 = 1. (6.144)



6.4.3. Total cross-sections at Σ2, multiple two-cluster case 205

See the proof of [Wa2, Theorem 3.9] or that of Proposition 5.12. We deduce from
(6.137) that for λ′ = λ− λ0,

σα(λ, ω) =
1
λ′
(|〈ψ, f(λ0, ω)〉|2 + o(1)) as λ′ → 0+.

Noting that

〈ψ, f(λ0, ω)〉 = 〈ψ,E−(λ0)(Iaϕα)〉
= 〈Uψ, 1〉x = 2

√
π,

(6.143) follows. �

It is a remarkable phenomenon that in presence of threshold resonance, total
cross-sections display a universal behavior near the threshold, independent of con-
crete form of potentials. If λ0 = Σ2 is an eigenvalue of H , the method used here
does not allow us to give the leading term of σα(λ, ω), due to the lack of decay.
However with some weak decay of the L2-eigenfunctions at λ0 one can obtain sim-
ilar results as above. We shall give elaboration in the next subsection in the more
general setting of λ0 = Σ2 possibly being a multiple two-cluster threshold.

6.4.3 Total cross-sections at Σ2, multiple two-cluster case

In this subsection we consider the atom-ion model with α = (a, λα, ϕα) being a
scattering channel satisfying Hypothesis 1. Rather than Hypothesis 2 we impose
the following condition using notation from Sections 4.3 and 5.3. Note that the
atom-ion model is a specific example covered by these sections. Although we can
not use the results of Section 5.3 directly, we can use their proofs, cf. Subsection
6.4.2. Again we consider only the case λ0 = Σ2 being a two-cluster threshold. We
shall impose the condition

Ã = Afd
3 , (6.145)

and in addition (5.161), that is

ranΠH ⊂ L2
t for some t > 3/2, (6.146)

where ΠH is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H − λ0).

Hypothesis 3. Let α = (a, λα, ϕα) be a channel with λα = λ0 = Σ2, the lowest
threshold of H. Assume that Σ2 is two-cluster, (4.68a), (4.68b), (6.145) and (6.146)
(in particular a ∈ Afd

3 ).

We remark that Hypothesis 3 implies Hypothesis 1 for any channel α, and that
it is more general (i.e. weaker) than the combination of Hypotheses 1 and 2 used in
the previous subsection. The content of (6.145) is that for the two-cluster threshold
Σ2 it holds for any a = (C1, C2) ∈ Ã (possibly not unique) that one of the clusters
is neutral, say (6.124) is fulfilled for C1.

Theorem 6.33 (Regular or exceptional of 2nd kind case). Let Hypothesis 3 be
satisfied for α = (a, λα, ϕα), and assume that λα = λ0 = Σ2 is either regular or
exceptional of 2nd kind. Let Hσ := H − σΠH with σ > 0 small. Then, using the
notation (6.134b) and that of Theorem 5.44, we let

fσ(λ, ω) =
(
S∗ − S∗

IσR
′
σ(λ)

)
(Ia,σe

ω
α); λ ≥ λ0. (6.147a)
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Here

S∗
Iσ(·) =

⊕∑

β=(b,Eβ ,ϕβ): b∈Ã

〈ϕβ|Ib,σ(·)〉yb, Ib,σ = Ib − σΠH ,

and we recall that R′
σ(λ) = (Π′HσΠ

′−λ)−1Π′. Let similarly Uσ(λ−λ0) be defined by
writing the effective Grushin Hamiltonian for Hσ as −EH,σ(λ0+z) = P0+Uσ(z)−z,
z = λ− λ0 ≥ 0, along the lines of (5.5a), (5.5b) and (5.38a). Then

σα(λ, ω) = 4π|slnt|2 + o(1) as λ→ (λ0)+, (6.147b)

where

slnt =
1

4π

∫

R3
x

(1 + UσG0)
−1fσ(λ0, ω) dx ∈ Cm; Uσ = Uσ(0), m = #Ã. (6.147c)

Proof. We can mimic the proof of Theorem 6.31, combining Theorem 6.30 and
(5.87), checking first the analogue bound

fσ(λ, ω) ∈ H(3/2)+ = H(3/2)+(R
3
x).

The latter assertion follows readily from (6.146) (yielding in fact that fσ(λ, ω) ∈ Hs

provided s ≤ t and s < 5/2).

Theorem 6.34 (Exceptional point of 1st or 3rd kind). Let Hypothesis 3 be satisfied
for α = (a, λα, ϕα). Assume that λα = λ0 = Σ2 is exceptional of 1st or 3rd kind.
Let Hσ = H − σΠH with σ > 0 small and {u1, . . . , uκ} ⊂ H1

(−1/2)− be a basis of
resonance states of H, more precisely it is taken as a basis of resonance states of
Hσ fulfilling the normalization

(c(T ∗ui), c(T
∗uj)) = βij, i, j = 1, · · · , κ, (6.148a)

cf. (6.144) and Proposition 5.8. By definition T is given by (2.14) and

c(v) = 1
2
√
π

(
〈1,Σk≤mUσ,1kvk〉x, · · · , 〈1,Σk≤mUσ,mkvk〉x

)
∈ Cm; m = #Ã. (6.148b)

Here the elements of Ã are labelled by the numbers 1, . . . , m.
Then, with the convention that 1 labels a,

σα(λ, ω) =
1

λ−λ0

( κ∑

j=1

|〈T ∗uj, fσ(λ0, ω)〉|2 + o(1)
)

= 4π
λ−λ0

( κ∑

j=1

|c1(T ∗uj)|2 + o(1)
)

as λ→ (λ0)+.

(6.149a)

In particular

σα(λ, ω) ≤ 4π
λ−λ0

(
1 + o(1)

)
as λ→ (λ0)+, (6.149b)

while in the maximally exceptionally case where κ = m,

σα(λ, ω) =
4π
λ−λ0

(
1 + o(1)

)
as λ→ (λ0)+. (6.149c)
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Proof. We obtain (6.149a) by mimicking the proof of Theorem 6.32. The analogue
of (6.141) reads

fσ(λ0, ω) = E−(Hσ − λ0)ϕα = E−(Hσ − λ0)S1[1]

= −EH[Σ
⊕
k β1k] = (P0 + Uσ)[Σ

⊕
k β1k] = Uσ[Σ

⊕
k β1k].

The assertions (6.149b) and (6.149c) follow from (6.149a) and the normalization
condition (6.148a).

Remark. The quantity
∑κ

j=1 |c1(T ∗uj)|2 of (6.149a) appears also in (6.113) and in
Subsection 6.3.4 although for a different setup. This is not a coincidence, an overall
conclusion may be viewed as the same: It may be interpreted as a probability for
resonance induced scattering phenomena at a threshold. This impact appears with
probability one in the maximally exceptionally case for both models.
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