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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(z) on R? fastly decaying at least like O(|z|™*) for some p > 2.
The slowly decaying case for which the decay rate p € (0,2) requires additional
conditions, roughly sign conditions [Yal, Ya2, Na, F'S, DS1, DS2|. The critical case
is defined by V(z) =~ Clz|~2, possibly with angular dependence, and the results
depend on the coupling constant [Wab, 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 Schrodinger 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 Ag, i.e., A 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 A\g = Y5 (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 Ay > X5 as well
as multiple two-cluster and degenerate eigenvalue cases, which also call for refined
analysis, in particular micro-local analysis.
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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 Ay, the restriction of the total
Hamiltonian onto the orthogonal complement of the associated spectral subspace is a
non-local N-body Hamiltonian for which A is no longer a threshold. We essentially
prove the Mourre’s estimate at Ay 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 = (Cy, Cy) of N particles be given. We then write
the full Hamiltonian as

H=H'®101+1H’®21+11@p>+1,

where H*, k = 1,2, are cluster-Hamiltonians (defined like for H in their center of
mass frames), p? is the inter-cluster kinetic energy Hamiltonian and I, is the inter-
cluster potential. Suppose A, = )\g is an eigenvalue of the sub-Hamiltonian H* =
H'®1+1® H? () being of two-cluster type, see (1.27)). Picking a corresponding
orthonormal basis ¢f, ... % € ker(H®— \g) C L*(X%), m = m,, the effective inter-
cluster potential is the m x m matrix-valued function in the relative position variable
of the two clusters, viz. R = Ry — Ra,

V(R = (2, L) 120xe) = Q1Qadi BRI + Qu(R)| R[>+ O(IR[™®).  (1.1)

Here @)1 and @), are the total charge of the particles in the clusters €', and O,
respectively, and dy; is the Kronecker symbol. In addition we denote by @, the
matrix-valued homogeneous potential (Qy) and R = R/|R|. Let P® denote the
orthogonal (rank m) projection onto ker(H® — )\g) in L?(X?). Then obviously I1* =
P*® 1 projects onto the span of functions of the form ¢* ® f,, p* € ker(H* — \y),
in L*(X).

In terms of (1.1) a relevant classification reads:

Case 1 (slowly decaying case) (1Q2 # 0.
Case 2 (critically decaying case) @1(Q2 =0 and the function @, # 0.
Case 3 (fastly decaying case) Q1Q2 =0 and the function @, = 0.

In general A\g might be a multiple two-cluster threshold, which might suggest
that we group the set of thresholds a for which \g € o,,(H®), say denoted by A,
into A = A; U Ay U A3 specified as follows.

Aji: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,

ie. QlQQ < 0.

Aj: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,

ie. QlQQ > 0.
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Ajs: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|x,|™2), i.e. Q1Q2 = 0.

Clearly the elements of A; U A, are classified as Case 1, while the elements of Aj
are classified either as Case 2 or Case 3. This motivates the splitting Az = A U.AM
by specifying

A = {4 € Ay| Q, # 0} and A = {a € Ay Q, = 0}

corresponding to Case 2 and Case 3, respectively.

For any a € Aj there are computable numbers s, > 1 and d, € Ny determined
by spectral properties of the vector-valued Schrodinger operator on the unit-sphere
S? with the matrix-valued potential @, (see Section 4.3) such that in terms of
standard weighted L?-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 \y:

1) The space of locally H' solutions to (H — X\g)u = 0 in

DML+ Y L g+ D LY gy e + L20j, (1:20)

ac Ay acAs ac A3
say denoted by &, has finite dimension.
2) If A3 =0, then & C HL,.

3) The dimension of the space of resonance states

Nres = dim (€/ ker(H = X)) < Y d.

acAs

4) The numbers s, = 3/2 and d, = m, for any a € AL. In particular if AF =0,
then (1.2a) simplifies as

DML+ D MLy + L2y, (1.2b)

acA; acAUAR

and 3) reads

Nres < E M.

fd
ac Az

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 L? J9» and we note that for almost all (probably valid for all) such

energies the space of generalized eigenfunctions in L? | 2—e (for any € > 0) has infinite
dimension [Sk6]. In comparison in the context of Theorem 1.1 with A = A; = {a}
we show that the space of generalized eigenfunctions at Ay in H“‘Li3 Jae T L%l o
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 L? eigenfunc-
tions at the two-cluster threshold \g. 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 \g 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 Ag 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 A = A; U Ay U A (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 Ay be any two-cluster
threshold for which n.,s > 1, i.e. Ao is a resonance of H. Suppose the technical

conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b) (referred to above),
ranIl; C L} for somet > 3/2, (1.3)

where Iy is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H — X\g) (i.e. the eigenprojection if
Ao s an eigenvalue of H and zero otherwise), and suppose

A=A, U Al (1.4)

Then the following asymptotics hold for R(\g+ z) = (H — Ao+ 2)~" as an operator
from H;' to H',, s > 1, for 2 — 0 in Zo = {Rez > 0, £Im z > 0} and for some

X

e=¢€(s) > 0.
i Nres L
R0 +2) = ="M+ 20 (g + O(el 7, (1.5)
j=1
Here {uy, ... ,u,. } C H(lfl/z)_ is a basis of resonance states of H being independent

of the choice of the sign of Z4.

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 g is
exceptional point of 1st kind, (1.3) is obviously fulfilled since then I = 0. Our
Theorem 5.43 as well the above Theorem 1.2 require explicitly AS! = ().

Under a spectral condition for certain elements of AS! (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 A\g = Yo is a two-cluster threshold, the technical con-
ditions (4.68a) and (4.68b),

A=A, (1.6)

and suppose the Regular Case (i.e. that Ay is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance
of H). Let C denote the set of scattering channels o = (a, Ny, o) with a € A (note
that Ao is a simple eigenvalue of H*). For a, B € C the element of the scattering
matriz Sga(N\) (modelled after [DS1, DS2]) is well-defined for A slightly above g
and possessing a strong limit as A — (X\g). Moreover the singular support of the
limiting element Spo(Xo) fulfills

C{(w,W) |w-w==1} for a=p,

sing supp Sga(Ao) { =0 for a8

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
Seou(F) for the one-body problem with an attractive Coulomb potential. See also
[Val, Va2| for N-body scattering matrices in the short-range case.

Another result under (1.6) concerns the difference

Saoz()\) - Scou()\ - )\0)7 A € [)\0, )\0 + 5]

Under conditions, in particular including the non-multiple property #./T =1 (pri-
marily used to simplify the presentation) however covering the case where the two-
cluster threshold \g > X5, 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 S, (o) 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 \g.
This is a ‘geometric concept’ amounting to the feature

11 = Saa(N)*Saa(N)|| = 0 for A — (Ao)- (1.7)

We derive a formula under (1.6) (see Corollary 6.15) indicating that transmission
does occur in this case if Ay > 35 (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

#A=1):
I) Effective repulsive Coulombic case, i.e. A=A,
IT) I,(z* =0) =0, ‘above the Hardy limit’ and Ay be regular.

II1) I,(z* = 0) = 0 and ‘fastly decaying case’, i.e. A= A and Ay be ‘maximally
exceptional of 1st kind’.
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A special case of IT) is that A= Al and )\ 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
Schrodinger operator on the unit-sphere S? with the matrix-valued potential Q,
(writing A = {a}), more precisely

inf o(— Ag+ Qq(0)) > —1/4. (1.8)

For III) the potential ), = 0 and ‘maximally exceptional of 1st kind’ refers to
Exceptional Case 1 and the condition n,e = m, = dimker(H® — \g). We note for
comparison that if m, > 1 and n, = {1,...,m, — 1} then indeed transmission can
occur for Ay 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 \g = 3}, is a two-cluster threshold,
the technical conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b), (1.3) and A = AL, It is known from
[JKW| that for any channel a = (a, Ao, o), @ € ‘A, and any incident direction
w e S?,

the total cross-section o, (A, w)

is finite for non-threshold \’s above \g. In the present work we derive bounds and
asymptotics of this quantity as A — (Ag), (see Section 6.4). The result depends on
whether )\ is regular or exceptional of 2nd kind (yielding bounded asymptotics, see
Theorem 6.33) or if )¢ is of 1st or 3rd kind (yielding (A — \g)~! type unbounded
asymptotics, see Theorem 6.34). Our proof relies on the derivation of Theorem 1.2.

1.2 Many-body Schrodinger operators

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

N
~ 1
H=— E %ij + E : Vlj(xl - xj)v r; € RY, (1.9)

where x; and m; denote the position and mass of the j'th particle. The pair po-
tentials V;; are assumed to be real and relatively compact with respect to —A in
L?(R"), and they satisfy for some p > 0 the condition

\Vii(y)] < Cyly| ™ for y € R™ 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 p > 0 such that for all pair potentials V;; there is a
splitting V;; = Vigl) + VP where

ij
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(1) Vig-l) is smooth and

804‘/'('1)(?/) — O(|y|—P—|0¢‘). (110)

y

(2) Vigg) is compactly supported and

(2) -1 2(mn
Vi (=A+1)"" is compact on L*(R}). (1.11)

The Hamiltonian H is regarded as a self-adjoint operator on L?(X), where X is
the n(N — 1) dimensional real vector space X := {Eﬁvzl m;x; = O}. Let A denote
the set of all cluster decompositions of the N-particle system. The notation a,,., and
(min Tefers to the 1-cluster and N-cluster decompositions, respectively. Let for a € A
the notation #a denote the number of clusters in a. Fori,7 € {1,..., N}, i < j, we
denote by (ij) the (N — 1)-cluster decomposition given by letting C' = {3, j} form a
cluster and all other particles [ ¢ C' form 1-particle clusters. We write (ij) C a if
and j belong to the same cluster in a. More general, we write b C a if each cluster
of b is a subset of a cluster of a. If a is a k-cluster decomposition, a = (C1, ..., Cy),
we let

X={zeX|Y mn=0j=1. k=X"@ . oX%
lECj

and
X,={zeX |z =u;ifi,j € Cy, for some m € {1,...,k}}.

Note that a C b < X% C Xb. Moreover X¢ and X, give an orthogonal decomposi-
tion for X equipped with the quadratic form

q(x) = Zij|xj|2, r € X.
J

For z € X, we have the corresponding orthogonal decomposition: x = x* + x, with
¢ =7n% € X® and z, = m,x € X,.
With this notation, the many-body Schrodinger operator H introduced above
can be written in the form
H=Hy+V

where Hy = p? is (minus) the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the Euclidean space
(X,q) and V = V(z) = >_,_;jyca Va(z®) with Vi (2?) = V;(z; — z;) for the (N —1)-
cluster decomposition a = (ij). More precisely, for example,

l‘(12) = (mlTZLerQ (xl - x2)7 _mlrilmz (xl - x2)7 0,..., O)

We note the following geometric properties for N > 3: For all a,b € A with
#Ha=2, #b=N—-1land b a
ran (7rb7r‘1) = ran 7°, (1.12a)

7 X, — X" 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

1 - n
H:—Z%A%Jr Z Gg;lvi — ;7Y w; € R, n >3, (1.13)

j=1 J 1<i<j<N

where z;, m; and ¢; denote the position, mass and charge of the j’th particle,
respectively. H is regarded as a self-adjoint operator in L?(X) (with mass center
removed).

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

H=H®I11+10H*01+110p*+1,
where H*, k = 1,2, are cluster-Hamiltonians (defined similarly in their center of
mass frames) and
I, = Z qigjles — x5

1€C1,jeCs

To expand I, we let for k = 1,2

Q=Y My=>_m,

JECK JECK
Ry = Ry(z) = ) §iaj, Qn = Qu(a™) = Y q5(x; — Ra),
JECy JEC)

M:Ml_'_MQu R:RI_R27
and we decompose for all z € X

@+ 2%+ 1,
- xl_R17"'7xJ_R17O7"'70) EXCl7
07"'707xJ+1_R27"'7xN_R2) EXCQ7

Mg . AMp MR -MR)eX,.

8
Qg
| [l

/\&

8
Il
—

Lq

I
—~

Note that indeed the center of charge @k is a function of 2%,
Consequently we can expand for ¢ € C and j € Cs

|2 — 2|7 = [RIT = i - (25— Ra) = (25 — Re)) + O(IR[7%) 2",

~IRP

This is in the regime |R| — oo and |z; — Ry| + |z; — Rs| < 3| R|.
Whence in turn we obtain for |R| — oo

I, = Q1@ R + % : (Q1©2<1’02) - Qzél(xcl)) + O(|R‘_3)‘$a‘27 (1.14)

which leads to various cases. We use the notation ©*, k = 1,2, to denote a cluster
bound state (for the cluster Hamiltonian H*) and (-, -); to denote the corresponding
cluster inner product. The effective potential

V(R) == (' @ ¢°, L' @ ©°) 12 (xa).-
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Case 1 V =~ |R|™!: Q1Q2 # 0.

Case 2 V =~ |R|™%

Subcase 2a Q) # 0, Q> = 0 and (2, Q2?)s # 0.
Subcase 2b @, £ 0, Q1 =0 and (", Q1)1 # 0.
Case 3 V = O(|R|™?):

Subcase 3a @ =@, = 0.

Subcase 3b Q1 £ 0, Q5 = 0 and (2, Q2?)5 = 0.
Subcase 3¢ Q, £ 0, Q; = 0 and (¢, Q1)1 = 0.

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

V(R) = (¢' ® ¢* L' @ %) 12xe) = Quiis - (9%, Qo) + O(IR[™).  (1.15)

Whence indeed V a |R|~? at infinity in Subcase 2a, while indeed V' = O(|R|~%)
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|™!, and V is said to be slowly
decaying. For Q12 < 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 Ry := (@', Q1¢')1 # 0 and Ry := (©2, Q2¢2)s # 0
due to the computation for this case

O(IR[™) = |RI°(|RP*Ry - Ry — 3(R- By)(R - Ry)) + O(|R|™)

If certain ‘moments’ vanish for Subcases 3a and 3b the order of the second term
of (1.15) is of the form O(|R|™*), cf. [JKW, Appendix Al]. 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|™*). 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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A, be a non-threshold eigenvalue of the sub-Hamiltonian H* = H' ® 1 + 1 ® H?
(more precisely, we will need A\, € Ts, see (1.27)). Picking an orthonormal basis
0}, .. 9t € L*(X*), m = m, (being one or possibly bigger), in the range of the
corresponding eigenprojection, the effective potential is the m X m-matrix-valued
function in the variable R = Ry — Rs

V(R = (. L) 12(xe) = Qu Qa0 R~ + Qu(R)|R[ 2 + O(|R[7®).  (1.16)

Here 6, is the Kronecker symbol and R = R/|R|. In terms of (1.16) the more
general (and correct) classification reads:

Case 1 Q1Q2 # 0.
Case 2 Q1Q2 = 0 and the matrix-valued function Q, = (ka) £ 0.
Case 3 21Q> = 0 and the matrix-valued function @, = (le) =0.

1.3 N-body Schrodinger operators with infinite
mass nuclei

In the case of M > 1 infinite mass nuclei located at R,, € R", m = 1,..., M, the
Hamiltonian reads

1
H=— Z %Am] + Z Vb(l’l — .Tj) + Z ‘/;I;Zl(ﬂfj — Rm), (117)
j=1 " 1<i<j<N 1<j<N, 1<m<M
where we impose similar conditions on Vj?;l as for V;; 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 = R™", and we use the metric ¢ as before. The ‘electron-
electron’ interaction V;;(x; — z;) takes as before the form V,(z*) where 2* = 7%z,
a = (ij), is the orthogonal projection of x onto an n-dimensional subspace. Similarly
the ‘electron-nuclei’ interaction 3, -, Viel(x; — Ry,) takes the form V,(2*) where
again x* = 7%z, a = a(j), is the orthogonal projection of x onto an n-dimensional
subspace (let 2% = (0,...,0,z;,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’ {X*} similar to those considered in Section 1.2 we
prefer henceforth to appeal to abstract labeling. Precisely we consider the smallest
finite family {X* | 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
{X* | a € A} which can be useful to have in mind: Consider a = (C}, ..., C,) where
the sets C, are disjoint subsets of {1,..., N}. For p > 2 and ¢ < p we have #C, > 2
and we let X% = {z € X | 2; = 0if j ¢ C; and >3,_ myz; = 0}. Either similarly
X% ={zeX |z, =0ifj ¢ C, and >icc, miz; = 0} (in that case we have
#C, >2) or X = {z € X |z; =0if j ¢ C,}. In both cases let correspondingly
X=X @@ X%, Moreover we supplement by writing X®i» = {0} where, for
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example, @y, = (). 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 C b < X% C Xb. We denote X = X%ax and X2 4+ X? = X0,
The orthogonal complement of X* is denoted by X,. To have a uniform language
we refer to the indices a € A as ‘cluster decompositions’. The length of a chain
of cluster decompositions a; € --- C a; is the number k. This chain is said to
connect a = a; and b = a;. The maximal length of all chains connecting a given
a € A\ {amax} and ayay is denoted by #a. We define #ay. = 1 and note that
Hamin = 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 ¢ a

ran (r’7*) = {0} or ran (7°7*) = ran 7’ (1.18a)

7 X, — X" 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

N
—1 - nc —
= _Z oy Dyt Yo aglri—wl T+ > g e =Rl (1.19)

j=1 """ 1<i<j<N 1<j<N,1<m<M,

where z;, m; and ¢; denote the position, mass and charge of the j'th ‘electron’, and
R,, and ¢*? are the position and charge of the m’th ‘nucleus’.

Consider the two-cluster decomposition a = (C'), C' = {1,..., N — 1}, meaning
X ={z = (21,...,2n5) € X = R"™W | zy = 0}. Letting R = zx we write
H=H'®1+1®p%+ I, where H! is the cluster-Hamiltonian (i.e. the Hamiltonian
for the first N — 1 electrons) and

L= Y aqavlzi—R™+ > avg|R— Rn|™

1<i<N—1 1<m<M,

Introducing

Q= Y g+ Y, ¢

1<j<N-1 1<m<M
Q=Q"= Y gz,
1<j<N-1
@nd: Z Q?ndRma
1<m<M

the asymptotics of I, for |R| — oo reads

I, = QIR + an i - (Qa*) + Q™) + O(|RI7®) (1 + [°]). (1.20)
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For the expectation in a cluster bound state ¢ = ¢%(z®) with sufficient decay we
consequently obtain the asymptotics for |R| — oo

(@, Lap)r2xe) = QIR + v s - (0, Q) 2 (xe) + Q™) + O(IRI™). (1.21)

This leads to various cases.

Case 1 gn®@ # 0.
Case 2 an (e, @90>L2(X“) # —qnQ" and Q = 0.
Case 3 gy =0,0r gy #0, Q@ =0 and (p, @@Lz(xa) = —@nd.

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 ¢
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 Schrodinger operators

Motivated by Sections 1.2 and 1.3 we discuss the abstract N-body problem, cf. [DG,
Section 5.1|. Let X # {0} be a real finite dimensional vector space with an inner
product g. We consider a finite family {X* | a € A} of subspaces of X* C 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 C b < X C X°’. We denote
{0} = Xamin X = Xmax and X + X = X% The orthogonal complement of X¢
is denoted by X,. We refer to the indices a € A as ‘cluster decompositions’. The
length of a chain of cluster decompositions a; C --- C ay, is the number k. This chain
is said to connect a = a; and b = aj. The maximal length of all chains connecting a
given a € A\ {amax} and anyay is denoted by #a. We define #a.x = 1 and denoting
Hamin = N + 1 we say the family {X* | 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 Schrodinger operators. Let —A% = (p®)? and
—A, = p? denote (minus) the Laplacians on L?(X%) and L*(X,), respectively.
Here p* = 7% and p, = m,p denote the internal (i.e. ‘within clusters’) and the
inter-cluster components of the momentum operator p = —iV, respectively. For all
a€ A=A\ {amin}, we introduce

H* = —A* 4+ V*(2), V{a*) =Y Vi(a"), Ho = H* = A, I,(z) = Y _ Vi(a"),
bCa bZa

where the potentials fulfill the condition below. We define H%i» = () on L?(X%min) =
C and H = H®™> on L*(X).
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Condition 1.5. There exists p > 0 such that for all a € A’ there is given a function
V, : X* = R with a splitting V, = v 4 Va(Z), where

(1) VY is smooth and
oV (y) = O(ly| 7). (1.22)

y Va
(2) AT compactly supported and

Va@)(—Ay + 1)~ is compact on L2(R21mxa). (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 ¢ a:
ran (7’7*) = {0} or ran (7°7*) = ran 7’ (1.24a)

™ X, — X 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 ¢ a for which the conditions (1.24a) and (1.24b) are not
fulfilled, the singular part Vb(Q) = 0 and hence V}, = Vb(l) € C>(X?Y).

If T is a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space the subsets of C,
0(T),04(T), 0ess(T') and oy, (1)

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

The operator H* is the sub-Hamiltonian associated with the cluster decomposi-
tion a and I, is the sum of all inter-cluster interactions. The detailed expression of
H® depends on the choice of coordinates on X®. Let

T =T(H) = Ugeaga>2 0pp(H")

be the set of thresholds of H. The HVZ theorem [RS, Theorem XIII.17| gives the
bottom of the essential spectrum Yo := inf 0os(H) of H by the formula

Yo = aeAril{iarrlnax}infa(H“) = aeg}#rézz info(H?). (1.25)

If N > 2 we also introduce

Y3 i= in info(H®). 1.26
3= min info(H") (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 Schrédinger 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
[ATIS].

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

)\0 € 75 = T\ UaeA,#azfi Upp<Ha>- (127>

Note that \g = 0 for N = 1, while Ay < 0 for N > 2. Note also that \g # X3 for
N > 2 and that \y > X3 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 \y < 0. The special case for N > 2 when )\ is equal to Y5 and is
given as the eigenvalue of a unique two-cluster sub-Hamiltonian is studied in [Wa2|
for fastly decaying potentials, meaning p > 2 or bigger.

1.4.1 Spaces and notation

For given Banach (or Fréchet) spaces X and Y, the space of linear continuous
operators 7 : X — Y is denoted by £(X,Y), and we abbreviate £(X) = L(X, X).

Let H* k,s € R, be the weighted Sobolev space on X (or possibly X, for any
a € A') equipped with the norm

lwllk,s == </ }<x>8(1 - A)k/%}?dx) 1/2’ where (z) := (1 + |x|2)1/2-

The space H-* can be identified as the dual space of H * with the usual L? inner
product used as ‘pairing’. Let L(k,s;k,s") = L(HF, HY). Tt will be convenient
to regard H as an operator in £(2,0;0,0) or as an operator in £(1,0;—1,0). We
abbreviate H* = H}, L? = H?, and HY = NycrHY, H* = U HE, L2 = Nyer L2
and L?__ = User L?. Introduce also Hﬁr = Ug  HE, Hf_ = Nyt HE, L2, = Us L2
and Lt2, = Nyt L? for any k,t € R.

We shall also use weighted Sobolev spaces of C™-valued functions/distributions
on X indicated by similar notation, for example H* = H*(X;C™). For any complex
Hilbert spaces H; and H; we use the notation C(’Hl, ’Hg) - E('Hl, 7—[2) for the space
of compact operators T': H; — Ho. By standard Sobolev embedding theory, for all
ki > ks and s; > s, the operator HY' 5 f — f € H is compact. Let H}_ denote
the set of locally H' functions, more precisely the set of v € L? __ for which pv € H*
for all p € C°.

Consider balls B(R) = {z € X| |z| < R}, R > 1, and the characteristic functions

Fy=F(B(Ry)) and F,1 = F(B(Ry11) \ B(R,)), R, =2", v € Ny :=NU{0},
where F'(M) denotes the sharp characteristic function of a subset M C X. We

introduce the Besov spaces B; = Bs(X) and B! = B(X) = (BS(X))*, s > 0, as
follows.

Bo={ € L} | [lls, < oo}, [¢lls, =Y RillFlLe,
v=0

By = {v € L, | |[¢]

B: < oo}, ¥z = sup R°F¢ L2,
v>0
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respectively. (Note that indeed B} is the dual space of B,.) We define B, to be the
closure of L? in B. Note that

u€ B < ue Ly, and sup R°||F(B(R))ul|r2 < oo,
R>1

and that

u€ By u€ Ly and lim R7|F(B(R))ullz> = 0.
' —00

Note the following relations between the standard weighted L? spaces and the
Besov spaces:

Vsi>s>0: L2 CB CLICL*CL>, CBl,CB:CL? (1.28)

—s1°
We introduce for any R > 1

<
Xr(t) = x(t/R) for a real-valued x € C*(R) : x(t) = { é igi i > g;g ;

(1.29)

and Ygp = 1 — xg. We assume —x’ > 0 and that /—x’ € 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
Ao < 0, denote by F the closed subspace in L?(X) ‘spanned by’ bound states of
all possible two-cluster sub-Hamiltonians with eigenvalue Ag. (For a precise defini-
tion/representation in a special case see (2.15) and the discussion there.) Let IT be
the orthogonal projection from L?*(X) onto F, II' = 1 — Il and H' = I'HIT'. We
study a Grushin problem for an operator of the form

H(z) = =5 on L2(X) & H, (2.1)
()

where the space H is some auxiliary one-body type space, S : H — L*(X) is an
appropriately defined operator whose range coincides with F, i.e. the range of the
projection II, 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 A\g and Imz # 0. If

this is realized, we set
B(z)  By(2)
H(z) ' = : 2.2

Then the resolvent R(z) = (H — z)~! is represented as
R(2) = B(2) — By(2) En(2)E_(2). (23)

The operator H(z)™! can be computed in terms of the reduced resolvent R'(z) =
(H' — z)7'I'. If R'(z) has some good properties near \g, the spectral analysis of
H near ) is then reduced to the analysis of Ex(z)™! on H. Ey(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 Ey(z)™' as 2 — Ao, Imz > 0.

17
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Below we shall only give detailed analysis in some situations. In fact, the reductions
given below are only useful in the case A\g & o, (H'). The case A\g € op,(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 C 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 IT denote the orthogonal projection in G onto F, and let II' = 1 — II. Suppose
H is a self-adjoint operator on G with 11 : D(H) — D(H), and that II"HII and
[THTI" (initially defined on the domain D(H) of H) extend to bounded operators
on G. Define H' = II'"HII" with domain D(H') = D(H) Nran(ll') = II'D(H) and
Hy = IIHII with domain D(Hy) = D(H) Nran(Il) = IID(H). Then H' and Hy
are self-adjoint on II'G and F, respectively (see the proof of Lemma 2.8 3)). Let
R'(z) = (H' — 2z)7'II’ for Im 2z # 0.
Introduce for all z € C with Imz # 0

E(z) = R'(2), (2.4a)
Ey(2)=S—-R(2)HS, (2.4b)
E_(z)=5"—S*HR/(2), (2.4¢)
Ey(z) =S5"(2— H+ HR'(2)H)S. (2.4d)

Obviously E(z) € L(G), E+(z) € L(H,G) and E_(2) € L(G,H). Also note that
S*HS = S*Hp S is self-adjoint and consequently that the operator Fy(z) of (2.4d)
is a closed operator on H with domain given by S™'D(Hy).

Proposition 2.1. Under the above conditions, for Im z # 0:
1) Ey(2)" = Ex(2).

2) Ey(2) is an invertible operator on H obeying

% > 58 (2.5)
3)
R(2) = B(z) — E+(2)Bu(2) ' E_(2). (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
Im By (2) =ImzS*(1+ HR'(2)*R'(2)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)

HII' =1I'H'TI' + IIHTI'. (2.8)
The result is the expression II'+11H R/(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 IT = (S*)71S* to the left and
then combine the factor S* with the given calculated expression. This gives a
factor Ey(2)Ex(z)~ which of course can be omitted on H = ran E_(z). Then by
substituting the expression (2.4c) we conclude that the contribution from the second
term of (2.6) is II — IIH R(z). Hence the result of applying H — z from the left on
the right-hand side of (2.6) is

(I' + IHR'(2)) + (I -THR'(2)) = 1,

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

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)z(HS_*Z i) on G ®H. (2.9)

To simplify the notation, we denote still by (SS*)™' = (SS5*)'II the extension of
(SS*)~! to G by setting (SS*)~! =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 := (55*)71S, and let Q(z)
and B(z) be defined by

[ R(2) T B IIHR' () I'HT
Then one has, at least formally,
H(2)Q(z) = 1+ B(z).

Since B(z)? = 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)"' = Q(2)(1 — B(2) + B(2)?). (2.10)
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Write H(z)~! in the form

H(z)"! = ( é@ %(Z) ) (2.11)
E_(2) En(z)
We have the formulas
E(z) = R'(2), (2.12a)
E.(2) =T — R'(2)HT, (2.12D)
E_(z)=T"—T*HR'(2), (2.12¢)
By(z) =T"(» — H+ HR'(2)H)T, (2.12d)
and
R(z) = E(2) — E,(2) Ey(2) "E_(2). (2.13)
Now (2.6) follows from (2.13) and the identity
T =(S9*)'S=9(5*5)"". (2.14)

Remark 2.3. Suppose Ao ¢ o(H’) so that the operators in (2.12a)—(2.12d) have
limits when taking z — A = Ay € R. Then we learn from the identities
E_(\)(H = X) C —En())S",
SEx(\) C —(H = NEL()),
that
S* ker(H — \) — ker Ey()),
E,(X) :ker Ey(\) — ker(H — ),

respectively.
Combined with the identities

E,(N)S* D1 —E\(H —\),
S*EL(\) =1,

we then conclude that in fact
E.(\)S* =1 on ker(H — \),
S*E,(\) =1 on ker Ey()\),

ie. S :ker(H — \) — ker Ey()) is a lincar isomorphism.

Whence, cf. (2.14), T* : ker(H — \) — ker Ey()) is a linear isomorphism
with inverse E, (\) : ker Ey(\) — ker(H — X). We shall refer to the vector f =
T*¢ € ker By () as the eigentransform of a given ¢ € ker(H — \), and the equation
¢ = E,(\)f as the inversion formula for the eigentransform of ¢. The Hilbert space
setting discussed here is in our application an L? setting which will have extensions
to Besov space settings and settings where \g € o(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 \g < 0 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the
following sense:

Condition 2.4. There exists a unique ag € A \ {amax} such that A\g € o,,(H™).
This cluster decomposition is a two-cluster decomposition, i.e. #ag = 2. Condition
1.6 is fulfilled for a = ay.

Note that we do not here impose that \g € oq(H). Nevertheless )y is not
a threshold for the Hamiltonian H%, and consequently the corresponding bound
states have exponential decay, cf. [FH, AIIS]. Note that the multiplicity of Ay as
an eigenvalue of H%, say m, can be arbitrary. The simplest case is \g = X (under
Condition 2.4 necessarily m = 1 in this case), and it is studied in [Wa2| for fastly
decaying potentials. For Ay > X5, 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 \g > 3.

Let {®1,...,¢m} be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace of H* associated with
Xo. Let II be the projection in G := L*(X) defined by

g = Z%‘ ® (@), 9)r2(xe0), 9 € G. (2.15)
j=1

Let I" = 1 — II and H' = II'HII". Note that H' is self-adjoint with domain
D(H') = D(H) Nran II' = II'D(H). In fact H,, is reduced by II" (‘reduced’ in
the sense of [Ka, Subsection V.3.9]) implying in particular that H) = II'H,II" is
self-adjoint. Since I, = II'I,,IT" is infinitesimally small relatively to H; it follows
from [RS, Theorem X.12| that indeed H’ is self-adjoint. For Im z # 0 we set

R(2) = (H' — 2)"'IT.

Let Iy = I,, and abbreviate similarly py = p,,. Since we have imposed Condition
1.6 with a = ag we can use a ‘free factor’ (|p®|? + 1)~! (from II) to conclude that

I € £(G). (2.16)

Let H = Hay = L*(Xoy; C™), HZ, := H?*(X4;C™) C Hq, and the operator S :
H — G be defined by

S:f=(f1, ... fm) = Sf= Zsjfj - ngj(xao)fj(xao). (2.17)
=1 j=1

Obviously S : H; — H?*(X) and the (L?) adjoint S* : H> — HZ . 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 1,, of size m)

E(z) = R'(z), (2.18a)
E.(2) = (1 - R(2)L)S, (2.18b)
E_(2) = S*(1 - L,R'(2)), (2.18¢)

(2) )

Ex(2) = (2= Xo) = (Ipo|* 1 + S 1oS = S* IR (2)1,S), (2.18d
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which can be used in combination with (2.6), i.e.
R(z) = E(2) — EL(2)By(2) ' E_(2). (2.19)

We examine in the following some basic properties of Ey(z). Note that S*1,,S is
a matrix-valued potential. Let us first split Iy = Iél) +I(§2) = Iflé) +IO(L(2)) in agreement
with the splitting of Condition 1.5 and look at the contribution from [él). Recalling
the elementary geometric property

X.NX,={0}if #a =2 and b £ a, (2.20)

guaranteeing that 7 : X,, — X’ is injective for all b ¢ ag, 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 ¢; that

SISV S = 18(0 4 )65, + O(ly| 77 for |y| = 003 4,5 < m. (2.21a)

Here the variable y = z,, can be thought of as a vector in R", abbreviating here
and henceforth dim X,, = n. We claim the following analogue of (2.21a) for IéZ):

SIS, — 180+ )by € C(H2(Xay), L2 (X)) for all s,t € R. (2.21D)

To prove (2.21b) it suffices to consider the contribution from V;)(Z) for any b ¢ ag
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;(Q)(: V;(Q)(y)) € C(HX(Xq), L}(Xy)). It
is compactly supported, possibly with singularities. On the other hand S} Vb(Z)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)~°. By the compact
support property we can pick R > 1 such that

F(lr* | > R)S;VP'S; = S;F(|ny| > R)F (x| > Ln’y|)V,>)s;.

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

SiyS; — Iél)(() +y)0ij € C(H2(Xqy), L7 (Xqy)) for s,t €ER, t < p+1+s,

’ 0 ] , (2.22)
Si16S; — 1p (0 + y)bi; € L(H?(Xay), L1 14(Xq,)) for s € R.

It remains to examine the term S*I4R'(2)IpS in (2.18d). Note that the two
factors of I freely can be changed to I1[yII" and II'IHII, respectively. We can then
conveniently implement the following improvements of (2.16):

MU, I oIl € £(L3(X), L2, (X)) for all s € R. (2.23)

)

For these bounds it suffices to consider IT'[yIl. The contribution from Iél is treated

by a Taylor expansion as in (2.21a) (and by (2.50a)). The contribution from [éz)
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is treated by using a ‘free factor’ (|p®|* + 1)~! (as for (2.16)) as well as using the
above proof of (2.21b).
We conclude the following representation of the operator Fy(z):

En(2) + (B3 + 13 (M) + o = 2) 1 = V = (1) P K (2) () 7
V= O({y)~"), K(z) = O((y)");

here the meaning of the O(-) notation is given more precisely by (2.22) and (2.23),
respectively. Note that V is multiplicative matrix-valued, while K € £(H) is non-
multiplicative with a z-dependence through the appearance of the factor R'(z).
Note also that (y)p[él)(y) is bounded. Although the above discussion is based on
a natural operator interpretation of Fy(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 # 0, but for our
purposes it is only useful if one has good properties of R'(z) for z near \g. When
Ao 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 Ao 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 \j, and so
are Fy(2), Fy(z) and E_(z). Moreover in this case R'(z) has uniform bounds in
weighted L? spaces (see (2.56) for a similar assertion for the multiple case). This
is helpful in the study of asymptotic expansions of Fy(2)~! at A\ and therefore in
turn (by (2.19)) for expansions of R(z) near A\ (see Section 5.1.2 for the multiple
case). In the case \g happens to be an eigenvalue of H' another reduction is needed.

If \og > X5, Ao 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 \g provided )¢ 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 \g (see Section 5.1.3). The analysis for A\g > ¥ is
more complicated than for A\g = 5 in that, some more refined mapping properties
of R'(z) near \g are needed, causing in particular some ‘loss of weight’.

2.3  Multiple two-cluster threshold, F; N7, = {0}

Consider now the case where there exist at least two two-cluster decompositions
such that the two-cluster threshold A\o(< 0) is an eigenvalue of the corresponding
sub-Hamiltonians. To simplify the presentation, let us only consider in detail the
case where )\ is double occurring without eigenvalue multiplicity:

Condition 2.5. There exist unique aj,as € A\ {amax}, @1 # a2, such that
Xo € opp(H%), j = 1,2. The cluster decompositions a; and ay are two-cluster
decompositions, i.e. #a; = #ay = 2, and Condition 1.6 is fulfilled for both of them.
The number ) is a simple eigenvalue for both of the operators H* and H®.

Denote

XJ = X%, X; =X, and n; =dimX, for j=1,2,
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and similarly for elements x of X% and X, viz. = = 27 @ zj. Let p; denote the
corresponding (real) normalized eigenvector of H%, j = 1,2. Let

Fi={g=wi(@")f;(x;) | f; € *(RY)}, j=1.2

Note that F; is a closed subspace of G := L?(X). Let II be the orthogonal projection
in G onto F, which by definition is the closure of 7| + F» in G. Let H = L*(X;) @
L3 (X3).

To construct an associated Grushin problem we need to distinguish between two
cases: a) F; N Fy = {0} and b) F; N F;, # {0}. Here we shall impose the condition
a), i.e.

Fi+Fa=F & Fo. (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 = (S1,52) : H — G be defined by Sf = S;f; + Safs for f = (fi1, f2) and
with
Sjt LA(X;) = G, f; = Sifi = ¢;(2) @ fi(xy),
SiG—LX(X;), f—=Sf=(pf);; j=12
Here (.,.); denotes the scalar product in L*(X7); the notation (-,-) will be used to
denote the scalar product in G. One has

(2.25)

0 S12

S*S =1+
S921 0

) on H = L*(X;) ® L*(Xy),

where s;; € L(L*(X;), L*(X;)), i # j, are given by
sijfi = (@i, 05 ® fi)i-

In the proof of Proposition 2.7 stated below we shall use that s;; € C(L*(X;), L*(X;)),
1 # j. This property is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. For allr,t € R
sij € L(LY(Xy), HY (X)) N L(H(Xy), Li (X))
Proof. Note that (2.20) implies that
ran(m,m®) = ran(m,) if #b =2 and a ¢ b. (2.26)

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

Sij S E(L2(XJ), H2(XZ)) .

Whence for |a] < 2 we have a formula for 0. s4j involving partial derivatives o,
k = 1,2 and |B] < 2. By using this formula, polynomial decay of 9%y, and the
bound

2’| + [27] = clz|
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(the latter is a consequence of (2.20)) we obtain that indeed
sij € L(Ly(X;), H (X5)).

: ¥
Since s;; = s; also

siy € L(H(X;5), L{(X3)).

Proposition 2.7. Suppose (2.24). Then
1) F=FL @ F (i.e. Fi+ Fyis 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 1is
wwertible on F. One has

S*(SS*)1S =1 onH. (2.27)

3) S*S is invertible on H and
S(S*S)"tS* =M on G. (2.28)

Proof. 1). For f € Fi + Fs, one has for some f; € L*(X;),

f=01® fi+v2® fa.

Since FiNFy = {0}, this decomposition is unique. We claim that N(f) = || f1||+]| /2|l
defines a norm on F; + F» which is equivalent with the norm of G. Clearly, one has

11l < N(f).

Conversely, we want to show the existence of a constant C' > 0 such that N(f) <
C||f]| on Fi 4+ Fo. If this is not true, there would be a sequence g, € F; + F» such
that ||g.|| < 1/n and N(g,) = 1. Write g, as

I =01 @ fin+ 2@ fon

with || fin| + [[fon]] = 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that {f,}
converges weakly to f in L?*(Xy) as n — oo. Then, one has

fin = (P1,9n)1 — S12fon = O(n™') — s12f2.n,
fom = (@2, gn)2 — s21f10 = O(n7") = 521 fLn-
Substituting the second equation into the first one, we obtain that
fin =00 + Kifin, Ki = s12501.

Since fi,, is weakly convergent and K, is compact, K fi,, is strongly convergent.
This implies that f;, converges to some f; in L*(X;). Similarly one shows that fo,
converges to some f, in L*(Xy). Since g, — 0, this implies

pr1®fit 2@ =0, [IAll+ Ll =1,
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which is impossible since F; N Fy = {0}. This proves the equivalence of the norms.
It follows that F; + F» is closed.

2_). Let S:H — F act as S, ie. gf = Sf for f € H. By the equivalence of norms

shown above we see that S is a bi-continuous isomorphism. Clearly S* =0 on F L
On the other hand we can identify (S*);7 as the adjoint of the map S, i.e. (5),

which is a bi-continuous isomorphism (since S is). In particular SS* is invertible on
F. As for the last part of 2) we note that P := S*(55*)71S is bijective on H and
that it is also a projection, P? = P. Therefore P = 1, showing (2.27).

3).  The invertibility of S*S on H follows from 2). Letting @ = S(5*5)~'S*, we
note

Q*=Q, Q =Q, ran(Q)=ran(S) =7,

showing @) = II.
O

Put II' = 1 — II and H' = II'HII" with domain D(H') = D(H) Nran(Il') =
II"D(H). We show below that indeed II’ preserves D(H) and that H' is self-adjoint.
Let II; = 5,57 and H;» =1—1I;; 7 = 1,2. We recall that Condition 1.6 is imposed
for a = a; and a = as. As in (2.16) we record that

1L € £(G); j = 1,2, (2.29)
Here and henceforth we abbreviate I;(z) = I,,(x); j = 1,2.
Lemma 2.8. Suppose (2.24). Then

1) The operators
I1 - S5 € £(G, H*(X)). (2.30)

2) II preserves D(H), and II'HI1 and ITHIT" (initially defined on D(H)) extend
to bounded operators on G.

3) H' is self-adjoint.

Proof. 1). We shall use the identities

1= S(S*S)"15* = 55* + 5(5*5)—1 - 1) s, (2.31a)

1 0  s12 0 s12 1 0 s12
(S*S) ' —1=— + (5*9) . (2.31b)
S921 0 S21 0 So1 0

which follow from Proposition 2.7 and the general identity
A+ —1=-AA+1) " =-A+AA+ 1A,
respectively. The statement (2.30) follows from Lemma 2.6, (2.31a) and (2.31b).

. Writing SS* = II; + Il it suffices (due to 1)) to show that II; preserves

2)
D(H) and that II'HII; extends to a bounded operator on G (note that boundedness
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of ITHII" follows from boundedness of II'HII). Since II; reduces H,, clearly II;
preserves D(H) = D(H,,), and since II'HII; = I'I151, I1; € £(G), cf. (2.29), we
are done.

3). Take g € D((H')*) C I'G. The functional I'D(H) > f — (g, H'TI'f) extends
to a bounded functional, so by (2)) also D(H) > f — (g, H f) extends to a bounded
functional. This shows that g € D(H*) = D(H). Whence g € D(H’). O
Some parts of the previous lemma can be generalized as follows.
Lemma 2.9. Suppose (2.24). Then
1) Forallr,t € R

- $S* € £(L2(X), HA(X)) N £(H;*(X), L(X)).

2) For allt € R there exist extensions

(z) TV HIL, (z)* T IHI € L(L}(X)).

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

()P TH(IT, = I0) Iy, ()P0 (T — 10) € £(L7(X)); 4 # J.
Next we implement (1.24a) of Condition 1.6. We obtain, cf. Lemma 2.6 and (2.23),

Vit eR:  ILLILG, ILLIL € £(L3(X), LA(X)) (i # j), (2.32)
(@) I, ()P LI € £(L2(X)). |

0

2.3.1  FiNFy={0}; the case \yg = Xy and \y ¢ oy,,(H')

The case \g = > is simpler and there are better mapping properties of various
operators compared to the case Ay > 5. 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 A\ = Yo and (2.24). Then there ezists
€9 > 0 such that the essential spectrum of H' = II'HII' satisfies

Tess(H') C [No + €9, 00). (2.33)

Proof. Note
Ao = ¥ < inf o(H?), for b ¢ {a1, as, Gmax }- (2.34)

In particular we have
)\0 = minad(H“f).
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We introduce a auxiliary Hamiltonians (with inter-cluster momenta p; = pa;)
H' + piIl, + p3ll,,
D(H) = D(H) = D(H).

H =
H =

These operators differ by H-compact terms:

H=H- K + Ky: (2.35h)
Ky = TTHI' + I'HIL + 11 111 + o oI,
K2 - HlHﬂl -+ HQHHQ - HHH

Note that the first and second terms of K; are H-compact due to Lemma 2.9. The
relative compactness of the third and fourth terms of K; follows from rewriting
IL I = @5 @ S51;S;(p;] and then invoking the complete analogue of (2.22). As
for Ky we can also use Lemma 2.9 first by replacing the factors of II in the third
term by SS* = II; 4+ Il; and then expanding into four terms. We are left with
considering the sum of cross terms

I, HII, + 11, HT1, .
By writing

I HIIy = 111 [1115 + H,, 1110,

(2.36)
I 115 = ¢1 ® s12(pal,

and then using (2.32) and Lemma 2.6, we conclude that the term II; HII, is H-
compact. We can argue similarly for the term 1, H1I; and then conclude that also
K5 is H-compact.

Next, it follows from the very definition (2.35a) that F reduces H. Whence
Oess (H') C Ooss (ﬁ ), and consequently it suffices to show (2.33) with H’ replaced by
H and hence in turn with A’ replaced by H (by the compactness shown above).

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

obeying that for some ¢ > 0:

> )’ =1, (2.37a)

#b=2
|2 jp(z) > c|x|jp(x) for a ¢ b and |z| > 1, (2.37b)
0%, (x)] < Colax) 1 for all o € NdmX, (2.37¢)

We have, using this family of functions,
H=> joHuja+ Y Lj2= > Vial* = Y joHujo + K, (2.38)
#a=2 #a=2 #a=2 #a=2

where K is H-compact.
For a # a;, j = 1,2, it follows from (2.34) that inf o(H,) = inf o (H*) > A\ + €,
for some ¢, > 0. Therefore,

S e = ote) Y. G (2.39)

#GZQ,(I#(IJ' J=1,2 #a:27a¢aj J=1,2
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Since )\ is the lowest eigenvalue of H%, j = 1,2, there exists ¢; > 0 such that
H;HajH; > (Ao + el)H;.

Hence for a = a;, j = 1,2, we obtain (assuming in the last step that Ao + ¢ <0
and using that p7 > 0)

jajHajjaj Z ()\0 + 61)jaj1_.[;-jaj +jajH(lejjaj
Z <)‘0 + El)jgj + )\OjajHjjaj' (240)

It is a consequence of (2.37a) and (2.37b) that the operator Hjjgj —1II; is H-
compact. Using (2.37¢c) it follows by a Taylor expansion that [jq,, IT;]{z) is bounded
(cf. (3.42)). We conclude that also

K := o (ja,1Lja; — I1;) is H-compact. (2.41)
We write (2.40) as
jajHajjaj - AOHj Z ()‘0 + El)jgj + Kjlv ] - ]-72 (242)

Let ¢g = min{¢y, 1} We then deduce from (2.37a), (2.38), (2.39) and (2.42)
that

H > (X +e€)+ K, (2.43)

where K = K + K/ + K.
Since K is H-compact it follows from (2.43) and Weyl’s theorem [RS, Theorem
XIII.14] that

Uess<H> - [)\0 + €0, OO)
U

Remark 2.11. By appropriately enlarging the projection II as to include the span
of all threshold eigenstates corresponding to thresholds A* € [¥q, X5 — €y) for any
given €y > 0, one can make sure that oes(H') C [X3 — €9, 00). Here H' = TI'HII 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 »3. We
prefer for simplicity of presentation to treat two-cluster thresholds Ay > 35 on an
equal footing not distinguishing between the cases \g € (29, 33) and \g > ¥3. In
fact our results would be the same anyway for the two cases.

Assume from this point that
Ao is not an eigenvalue of H'. (2.44)

By Lemma 2.10 we can then chose ¢ > 0 such that o(H')N{|z — \g| < 6} = 0. Due
to Proposition 2.1
R(z) = B(z) — B, (2)Bu(2) ' B_(2), (2.45)

where the quantities (2.4a)—(2.4d) in this case are analytic in {|z — \g| < d}.
Let us analyse the form of Ey(2). For f € F, f = p1 ® f1 + p2 ® fo and we can
write

Hf=Xof+ 0i + 1) (1 ® f1) + (05 + L) (92 ® fa),
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recalling p; = p,; and I; = I,,, j = 1,2. Therefore, for 7, j, k € {1,2}

Si(H — 2)S, = pi + Ao — 2 + Wi(x), (2.46a)
SZ*(H — Z)Sj = S’Z'j(Z) + Wl'j, (246b)
SZ*HR,(Z)HS] = —KZ'(Z), (2460)
where
5i5(2) = (01,05 ® (7 + Ao — 2)" )i, (2.47a)
Wij = (%‘, [jSOj ® '>z‘a (2-47b)
Wi () = Wik = (o, Ik (), (2.47¢)
Kij(2) = —(pi, LR (2)[;(p; @ )i (2.47d)

Introducing H? = H?*(X;) & H?*(Xy) this yields the following expression for the
operator Ey(z) : H? — H.

E’H(Z) =z — )\0

Ay, + Wi(zy) + Ki1(2)  812(2) + Wia + Kia(2)
- ( 501(2) + Wor + Ko1(2)  —Au, + Wa(ma) + Koa(2) ) . (2.48)

Clearly 3;;(2) = s;5(Ao — 2+ p3) for i # j, and therefore Lemma 2.6 yields that
$,j(z) for i # j is bounded and in fact polynomially decreasing (uniformly in z
near \g). Here and henceforth an operator b; : L*(X;) — L*(X;) is said to be
polynomially decreasing if for all r,t € R

by € C(HA(X,), LA(X0)) N C(LA(X,), H*(X))).

We note that also the operators Wiy, and Ws; are polynomially decreasing. An
operator B on H is said to be polynomially decreasing if its entries b;; : L*(X;) —
L*(X;) are polynomially decreasing.

We claim that also Kj5(z) and Ky (2) are polynomially decreasing, in fact uni-
formly in z near \g. To see this it suffices (by symmetry) to consider Kj5(z), and
it suffices to show that Ki5(z) € £(L?,(Xs), L2(X;)) 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

(") (x)*R'(2)(z)*(z*)~* is uniformly bounded near \,. (2.49)

Recall that {z||z — Ao| < 0} is included in the resolvent set of H' for a small § > 0,
cf. (2.44). We also record the following elementary estimates,

(x4 y)t < 22 ()l ()¢, (2.50a)
(z) < C((z') + (27)) < 2C(x")(?). (2.50b)

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

of

('R (2)(2*) " and (1) 'R/(2)(z')" 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) = R()IT, R(z) = (H—2)"", (2.52)

we first bound (22)'R(z)(22)~*. Whence we want to bound (rk22)R(z) (k)" with
r = 1, for which it suffices to bound this quantity for any small x > 0. We show
such bound uniformly in z near \y. As in the proof of Lemma 2.10

H=H — (I, +1Iy) — K, + K. (2.53)
Letting H,.; = (ka?)'H (kz®)~" we obtain from (2.53) that
Hey, = H+ O(r)(H —1).
For example, seen by using Taylor expansion and (2.50a),

(kx®)TI (k2?) " =TI, = [(kr?a)t — (km?zy)t, T (ka?)
= kO ((km?a1)" ) (kay) ™ (2.54)
= O(k).

We can treat the terms K; and K, similarly. Therefore

Y]

(Hey — 2)R(2) = 1+ O(r)(H — ) R(2)

is invertible for |z — Ao| < & and for small £ > 0. This shows that (H,; — z)~! is
uniformly bounded accomplishing our first goal. The second goal, cf. (2.52), is to
bound (x?)Tl'(z*)~*, but indeed (2?)'TI(z*)~* is bounded due to Lemma 2.9 1) and
(2.54). Consequently we have justified (2.51) and therefore shown that Kis(z) is
polynomially decreasing uniformly near .

One can somewhat similarly show that

{2y K;;(2){z;)** is uniformly bounded for on L*(X;) for p;+ps < 2p+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 [;1)(:U) = [j(»l)(a:j)+(9((:L’j)p+2)(xj)_p_1, cf. (2.50a), which
in turn leads to the following bounds for all s € R and for p' € {py, p2},

I ()" LIV, TV (x;)P' 1L € £(L2(X), L2 (X)).

p—p +1+s

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

(2)*R(2)IT'(z)~* is bounded for all s € R (uniformly near \y). (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 Ay = X9, (2.24) and (2.44). As a
bounded operator Ey(z) : H?> — H one then has

—Ay, + Wi(xy) + K11(2) 0 ) ., (2.57)

En(z) = 2= o - < 0 — Ay, + Wo(we) + Koo(2)

“—

where means the equality modulo a polynomially decreasing term which depends
holomorphically on z near \g. We have

Wjla;) = I} () € L(H2(X)), L y(Xy)) for s € R, (2.58a)
W(z;) — IV (x)) € C(HA(X;), LX) for s € R, t < p+1+s, (2.58b)
Kjj(z) € L(LA(X;), L3, 10, 4(X;)) for s € R. (2.58¢)

Moreover the operator K;;(z) depends holomorphically on z, and the potential W
18 p?-compa,ct 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 F3(z) as an operator
Fu(z): HY(Xy)® HY(X3) = HY(Xy)® H (X3). Now an operator b;; : L*(X;) —
L?(X;) is said to be polynomially decreasing if for all r,t € R

by € C(H,(X;), H '(Xy)).

Also we note that the expansion (2.58a) should be given the interpretation of being
in the space £(H!(X;), H;J:HS(X]»)), s € R, rather than in the stated space (and

similarly for (2.58b)). Note for comparison that I;l)(:cj) e L(LX(X;), L2, (X)),
s € R. With these modifications (2.57) still holds. Moreover it is easy to show by
a resolvent equation that the null space ker F3()g) is independent on whether the

operator or the form interpretation of Ey()\g) is used.

2.4 The case \; € o,,(H')

We discuss briefly the modifications needed in the previous two sections to treat the
case \g € opp(H').

2.4.1 )y € opp(H'); non-multiple case

For simplicity we assume m = 1 in the setting of Section 2.2. The corresponding
eigenfunction is denoted by ¢ (rather than ¢;), and we shall use the notation (¢|-)g =
(©,)0 = (¥, ) L2(x0). We follow [Wa2| assuming for simplicity that A is a simple
eigenvalue of H' and introduce a corresponding normalized eigenfunction v, (H' —
Ao)w = (. Let IQ = Iao-

Now H = L*(X,,) ®C, and S : H — G = L*(X) is given by

S(f,e) =9 [ +cy.

We let the orthogonal projection SS* onto the range of this new S be denoted by
1—TI1" (for the S in Section 2.2 the projection is denoted by 1—1I"), and we introduce
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H"” =T1"HII” on the Hilbert space I1"G. By construction \q is not an eigenvalue of
H". Using (2.4a)—(2.4d) as before we obtain (2.19) now with

—FEn(z) =-S"(x—H+ HR"(2)H)S
. ( (% =2+ 8% + (el ® o = (IR (2)ole @ )o) (o, Toto ) |

<[0’l/}7 2 X > )\0 —Z
Let

H=H- I, T=¢a (oo,

H=H-K:

3

K =TIy + IoIT — TLIIT + Ao|t) (1]

(2.59a)

Note that K is H -compact. This construction is motivated by the following direct
sum decomposition. y
H=H"+p.1I; H =1I"HII". (2.59b)
The basic structure of resolvents is given as follows.
R'(2) = R(2) = (5, — 2) 'L = 2 ) (¥,
R'(z) =II"R(z)II" = I"R(z) = R()I1"; R(z) = (H —2)"..
We shall prove that ¢» € HZ (X) (see Theorem 3.12), which in turn implies ‘good’
properties of R(z) and II” near )\ (see Remark 3.21).

(2.59¢)

2.4.2 )\ € opp(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 \y = ¥, as in that subsection. In
particular (2.24) is satisfied.

Assume for simplicity that Ay is a simple eigenvalue of H'. We introduce a
corresponding normalized eigenfunction (H' — X\g)y = 0. Now H = L*(X;) @
L*(Xy)® C, and S : H — G = L*(X) is given by

S(flanac):Spl®f1+§02®f2+0’¢).

We introduce I1” in terms of this S as in the previous subsection and let again
H"” =T1"HII". Note that I[1” =1 —1II — |) (| = II" — |¢)) (| where II is given as in
Section 2.3. We obtain (2.19) now with

Ey(z)=S*(2—H+ HR"(2)H)S),

and this operator has a similar representation as in the previous subsection, now
by a 3 x 3-block representation (e;;); j<s rather than a 2 x 2-block representation as
given there. Here (e;;); j<2 is given as in Proposition 2.12 (with R’(z) replaced by
R"(2)), es3 = 2z — Ao, €3 = — (i, L;1); and e3; = e}y = (es;|; ¢ = 1,2. The analogue
of (2.35a) reads

H" + pTl + p31ls,
)= D(H) = D(H).

i
H

= |

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

H=H - K, + Ky; (2.60D)
Ky = TIHIT + IV HIIL 4 T 11T + T, 15005 + Ao|e) (1)),
KQ - HlHﬂl -+ HQHHQ - HHH

The basic structure of resolvents is given as follows.

R'(z) = R(2) — (piTh + p3Tly — 2) 7' — 2~ |u) (4],

b b ’ ) o (2.60¢)
R'(z) =II"R(z)II" =1I"R(z) = R(z)II"; R(z)=(H —=2)"".

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

2.5 Multiple two-cluster case, F; N JF, # {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 Schrédinger
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 =Y (=Au +Vj(a?)) + Vigla' — %), (2.61)

J=1

where 2/ € R". Here r = (x',2?) is used as global coordinates on R?". Let Ay be
the lowest threshold of H. Assume that this threshold is double and is attained by
the lowest eigenvalue of H;

Hj=—A, +V;(2?), j=1,2.

In this case, the condition (2.24) is not satisfied. In fact, let p;(27) be the eigen-
function of H; associated with \g. Then clearly one has

F1 N Fy = span{e: (z')pa(a?)}.

2.5.1 FiNFy #{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 Ag.
We define

H={fel*X))®LXy) | fLkerS*S}, (2.62)

where the components of this S = (5;) are given by (2.25). Due to Lemma 2.6 the
space ker 5*S is finite dimensional consisting of vectors with components in H2 (X;).
By assumption dim(ker S*S) > 1. Clearly S : H — F = F1 + F, C G = L*(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 II, II', H" and R/(z) be given (as in Section 2.1).
If we consider S as a map from the bigger space L?(X;) & L?(X,) (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 L ker S*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 A\g. Let us here
assume that Ay = 35 and (2.44). Then of course we can let z = \g in (2.48) and ob-
tain formulas as in Proposition 2.12 and Remark 2.13. We consider correspondingly
the operator Ey () either as an operator mapping (H?(X;) & H*(X5)) NH — H
or as an operator mapping

(H'(X1) @ H'(X2)) NH = {f € H'(X1) ® H ' (X3) | f L ker $*S}.

If \g € opp(H') we need to modify the construction of S and Ey(XAg). This is
doable along the lines of Subsection 2.4.2. Finally letting Py denote the orthogonal
projection onto ker S*S in L*(X;) @ L*(Xy) it is convenient to study Ex(Ao) + Py
on L*(X;) & L*(X,) (rather than Fy,()\¢) on H). This is because we have a ‘good
parametrix’ of diag(hy, hy) on L*(X;) & L*(Xy).

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 Ao = 2.






Chapter 3

Spectral analysis of H' near )\,

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 H 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, Wal]|. 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 Iy = I,, and py = p,,. We introduce the
following modifications of H (note the similarity with (2.35a) and (2.35b)),

H
i

— Mol
- K; (3.1a)
K =TI, + I, — TTI,I1.

[
o

Note that K is H -compact. This construction is motivated by the following direct
sum decomposition.
H=H +pIl; H =1I'HIT'. (3.1b)

The basic structure for resolvents is given as follows.

v

R(z) = R(z) — (pg — )T,

. . . . . . (3.2a)
R'(z) =TI'R(z)Il' =1'R(z) = R(z)II"; R(z)=(H —2)"".

Note that (3.2a) yields ‘good estimates’ of R'(z) near Ag provided we can show
‘good estimates’ of R(z) near \g. 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

9

Xo & opp(H). Then there exists the strong weak-star limits

s-w*-lim R(Ag & i€) = R(Ao £10) € L(By)2(X), B; 5(X)), (3.2b)

€~>O+
and if R(\g+i0)f = R(\g — i0)f for a given f € L2 for some s > 1/2, then

R +1i0)f = R(A\g —i0)f € L>_,. (3.2¢)

37
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We shall prove a Mourre estimate for H near Ao and show that Ay cannot be an
accumulating point of eigenvalues of H (which are the same as those of H'). If \j is
not an eigenvalue, the limiting absorption principle and some microlocal estimates
hold for the resolvent of H near Xo. If Ag is an eigenvalue of H , the associated
eigenfunctions are polynomially decaying. We don’t assume that \y < Ys.

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 & with symmetric derivative @,
and a partition of unity {G,} indexed by a € A and consisting of smooth functions,
0 < q, <1, such that for some positive constants r1 and ro

(1) @) = 32, Tada-

(2) @%z) =0 of [z <ry.

(3) 2] > 71 on supp(da) if b & a.

(4) |z <7y on supp(da).

(5) For all « € Ng™X and k € Ny there exist C € R:

102Gl + 102 (2 - V)* (@(2) — 2)| < C.

For each a € A there is a similar vector field, denoted by @®, 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 0 > 0 there exists R = R(6) > 1 such that for all a € A

&

() =z, + @%2?) for all z € Y, (3.3)
Y =Y,z ={reX]|z| >R, [" > d|z| if b ¢ a}.

Considering rescaled vector fields @%(z) := Rw(x*/R), R > 1, obviously a conse-
quence of (3.3) is the analogous result for the rescaled fields,

Wp(r) = 1, + 0R(2") forall z €Y ;5 pm, B> 1. (3.4)
Now, proceeding as in [Sk3|, we introduce

Ap = 3(@r(z) -p+p-or(e)), R>1,
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and a function d : R — R by

a0 = {infTem)(_A —7), T\ = TN] = 00, ] # 0, .

L T(\) =0.

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 A € R and € > 0 the exists Ry > 1 such that for all R > Ry
there is a neighbourhood V of X\ and a compact operator K on L? such that

J(H)I[H, Ag|f(H) > f(H){2d(\) — e — K} f(H) for all real f € CZ(V). (3.6)

We can write @ = Vr?/2 for some positive smooth function r with r? — x?

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

B=1(w() -p+p-w)eLlH L, (3.7)

where w = wp = Wr/Tr, Tr(z) = Rr(%). Note that O = Vr}/2, and whence that
wr = Vrg. We shall suppress the dependence of the parameter R (which eventually
is taken as a large number, depending on \). In particular we shall slightly abuse
the notation writing for example r rather than the rescaled version rg. Using the
notation D for the Heisenberg derivative i[H, -| we note the computations 2B = Dr,
A =r'2BrY/2 and (formally)

DB =r'?(DA-2B*)r "2+ 0(r ®). (3.8)
Here the function
O(r™?) =iw - (V?r)w/r* = r~%v(x),
where v belongs to the algebra F = F(X) of smooth functions on X obeying
Vo € NImX vk e Ny @ 0% (2 - V) 0(z)| < Co.

Note also that the function r?—2? € F. Obviously F(X) D F(X%) for any a # amin.
The exact computation of DA reads

DA = 2pi, (£)p — (4R?) " (A(V - @) (&) — Ra(Z) - VV. (3.9)
In particular

DA =i[H, A] = Zvapo‘; Vo € F,

la<2

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

I[H, A] — Sgl_i)lontfl(HeitA o eitAH) c L(Hl,Hil). (310)
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Similarly the formal commutator in (3.8) can be computed as a strong limit in
L(H', H™),

DB = s-limt ! (HeitB — eitBH)
t—0
—p1/2 (DA — 232)7“_1/2 +r 30
= Z r_lvapo‘; Uy € F.

o <2

(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 H*!.

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

Bu.r=B(r*B>+1)', A=A.pg=7r"*B.rr'’* kel0,1]. (3.12)

We may consider H defined in (3.1a) as a ‘generalized” N-body Schrodinger
operator. The set of thresholds of H, say denoted by 7, coincides with the set T
of thresholds of H except for having one less point. This exception follows from the
identity

Upp(ﬁao) - (Upp (Hao) \{)‘0}> u{0}; H = H™ — \olL.

Note in particular that it follows that \g & 7. On the other hand there is no simple
relationship between the eigenvalues of H 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 oy, (H — )\OP) and opp (H ) hold. Let in the following

d: R — R refer to the (lower) distance function defined by replacing 7 — T in
(3.5). Note that d(A\g) > 0.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose Conditions 1.5 and 2.4. Let A, r and H be given by
(3.12) and (3.1a), respectively.

For all A € R and € > 0 there exist Ry > 1 and ko € (0, 1] such for all R > Ry,
there exist a neighbourhood U of A\ and a compact operator K on L?:

pEe . (3.13)
> f(H){2d(\) — e — K} f(H) for all k € [0, ko] and real f € CZ(U).

The meaning of the appearing commutator will be explained in Subsection 3.1.1.
However for x = 0 there is an alternative interpretation to be elaborated on now.
We claim that we can use (3.13) at A = )¢ and for x = 0 to conclude, that there
are at most a finite number of eigenvalues for H' in a neighbourhood of A\g. 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[H, Ag] = s;l_i)ront’1 (ﬁeitAR - eitARFI) c L(H? H?). (3.14)

Writing H = H — T, T := M\l + K, 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°(X), extends as follows.
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Lemma 3.4. The form iada,(T) = i[T, Ar| extends to a bounded form on H?.
More generally iada,(T) € L(H*, H-Y)NL(H', H?).

Proof. Write the form as
1[)\0]._[ + HIQ + I()H — HI()H, AR] =T+ ---+Ty.

We know that [Io, Ag] € F C L(L?). Let us only consider the contribution [II, Ar|I,
(from Ty) and only show that [II, Ag]ly € L(H? H™'). For that it suffices to show
that [II, Ag] € L(L*, H).

Let 1 = x1 + x2 be a partition of unity on X given as follows. We demand that
for some (small) o > 0 and all R > 1:

(1) x1 € C*(X) and for all @ € NI™mX there exists C' € R:

()15 x1 (2)| < C.

(2) xi(z) =1 for z € {|z| > 2R, |z®| < o|z|} and
supp 1 C {J] > R, 2| < 20la]} € X\ Upzan X

Note that (2) implies, referring here to notation of (3.3) where § = d(c) > 0 is taken
sufficiently small (independently of R),

suppx1 C Y, 5 & (3.15)

We write

i[IL, Ar] = (x1 + x2)ilIL, Ar](x1 + x2) = xai[ll, Agr]x1 + S. (3.16)

Now for all sufficiently big values of R (viz. B > RR = RR(J)) we obtain by
combining (3.4) and (3.15) that

Op(T) = x4, + Wi () for all z € supp x;. (3.17)

The above construction can be done in an explicit way (1nclud1ng an explicit de-

pendence of parameter R): Let us here and henceforth fix R = RR((S) and choose
x1(z) = Xp(|2])O(x/|x]) with xj specified in (1.29) and for a suitable real-valued
smooth function ©. We record the following improvement of (1).

(1) For all @ € N3™X and k € N there exists C' € R such that for all R > 1:

@02 (@)] + () 0 (i amlanata) )| < €.

Since the operator Ag is a local operator the first term in (3.16) simplifies due

0 (3.17) as
Xli[H, AR]Xl = Xll[H, A%O]Xl = 1X1 (HA?%O - A%)H)Xl € E(LQ) (318)
Now let us look at the term S in (3.16). It is given by

S = XQI[H, AR] + Xll[H7 AR]XQ- (319)
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The two terms are treated similarly, so let us only elaborate on the first term. We
write

Ag =rrBr — $|(Vr)(z/R)|?,
and then

X2[IL, Ar] = xollAR — x2 ARIl
— KBy — Bpk, — iKs:
K1 = xaIrg, (3.20)
Ky = rgxell,
K3 = 5x2I1|(Vr)(2/R)[” + gx2| (Vi) (x/R)PTT+ (g - Vx2)TL.

Noting, cf. (1)’, that
K\, Ky € LIHY)YNL(L?*), Kz € L(L?) and Br € L(L*, H™ ), (3.21)
we are done. 0

Remark 3.5. It follows from the technique of the proof that the second order com-
mutator adi1R (T) € L(H? H~?) (and possibly no better for singular potentials).
This suffices for the limiting absorption principle at Ag, 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 r-distortions of Ar and Br will allow us to treat multiple
commutators. Note for example that for k > 0 the above proof yields, at least
formally, the improved result ads,_,(T) € L(H', H™"). We introduce a calculus of
the r-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 € > 0 the operators
Xe=X.gp=r/(1+er), A..r=X?B.gX!?* rel0,1]. (3.22)

Note that A. . r € L(H? H'). Whence i[H, A. . g] is a well-defined form on H?.
We define the commutators i[H, A, g, i[H, A, g and i[H, A, g] as strong weak-star
limits in £(H?, H~?) in the following way. For technical reasons to be explained

after the definitions, this works for small enough values of £ only. Let for each of
the operators H#* = H, H or H

i[H#, A, 5] = s-w*-limi[H# A_ . g]. (3.23)
6*>O+
It is easy to see that for k = 0, these limiting forms exist and coincide with our
previous computations, cf. (3.14) and Lemma 3.4. The case of k > 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 H cannot
accumulate at A\g. Note that this assertion does not require \g = ¥ for which case
in fact Ao & 0es(H), cf. [Wa2, Lemma 2.1] or the proof of Lemma 2.10. Proposition
3.3 will be a crucial tool for us only for A\g > ¥5. 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 k > 0
Bor=o((kB+1)"+ (kB—1)7"). (3.24)

Note that it follows from Mourre theory, [Mo], that (kB =4i)~! preserve H? provided
 is small enough. We need a uniform bound in x and R. Thus, more precisely,
we claim that there exists k; € (0, 1] such that for all x € [0, k(] and all R > 1 the
space H? is preserved, and in fact

sup  |[(kB £1) 7| g2y < oo (3.25a)

R>1, k<k(
We may take this constant as s = min{(2C)~!, 1}, where
Note that the R-dependence of B is through wg(z) = (Vr)(z/R), which is bounded

along with all derivatives. Whence the above finiteness claims hold. We also note
that for any R > 1

s-lim (kB + i)"! = Fiin L(H?). (3.25¢)
K>
Clearly there are similar properties as (3.25a) and (3.25¢) with H? replaced by

L? for any s > 0. For (3.25a) in that case, kj 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* A, g], with H* = H, H or H, are well-defined
bounded form on H? for k € [0,kp). More generally i{H* A, g] € L(H?* H™')N

L(H H™?).
Moreover for each of the above three forms
3C > 0VR > 1Vk € [0, k) |[i[H*, Asr] — i[H#,AR]HE(HQ oy < Ch. (3.26)

Proof. We need to examine the case k > 0. We start by examining the quantity
i[H, Ay R)-
We calculate using (3.11), (3.24) and (3.25a)

1|:H7 AE,R,R:|
— iX2[H, By p| X2+ 2Re (1| H, X!/?| B, nX2?)

= =33 XVP(kB £ 1) Y[ H, B] (kB 1) X2 + 2Re (Re (X, VA(VXL) - p) B nX12)
+
=5 Y XVkB 1) ey (kB £1) 7 X1

laf<2,+

+ 2Re (7’_1/4(1 + er)_3/4BR(1 + er)_3/47’_1/4B,@RX€1/2); vy € F.
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We can let ¢ — 0, yielding the existence of the desired limit in the H2-form sense.
The result is

i[H, AH,R} =— Z rY2(5B £ 1)) tugp® (kB £ 1) /2

laf<2, &

+ 2 Re <T_1/4BR7“_1/4B,@R7“1/2); vy € F.

1
2

This expression is obviously in L(H?, H- )N L(H', H~?) (in fact in L(H', H!) in
this case).

Next we move multiplication operators to the middle as to become sandwiched
by (kB 4 1i)~!. Thereby we pick up errors of order O(x) in L(H?, H?) uniformly
in R > 1, cf. (3.25a) and the remark after (3.25c). This means that we only have
to consider

—1N (kB xi)7N[H, A] (kB £1) 7, (3.27)

where i[H, A] is given by (3.9). But
(kB4i)"' +i= +ik(kB +1)'B, (3.28)

which give an extra error O(k) in L(H?, H~?) when removing the factors (kB +i)~!
in (3.27) one by one. This proves (3.26) in the case H# = H.

For the commutators i[H, A, | and i[H, A, z] we proceed similarly and by using
in addition the proof of Lemma 3.4. Note that in the case of H# = H the topology
in (3.26) is the strongest Sobolev space topology we can use for singular potentials
by this method, cf. Remark 3.5. O

Lemma 3.7. For all A € R and € > 0 there exist Ry > 1 such for all R > Ry, there
exist a neighbourhood V of X and a compact operator K on L?:

FUDI[H, Ap)f(H) (3.20)
> f(H){2d(\) — e — K} f(H) for all real f € CZ(V).

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

L. We note that for any product P - - - P, of factors P, given either as P, = (%)
or P, = A} we have
Py PyIl € L(L*(X%)). (3.30)

In fact since (z%0)™(H® 4 i)™ € £(L*(X™)) the result follows from the property
Pp-- Pp(H®™ +1) 7™ (z%)™™ € L(L*(X™)),

which in turn follows from repeated commutation and the property A% (z%)~1(H+

i)t e L(L*(X™)).

II.  There is a complete analogue of Lemma 3.2 with the triple (H,i[H, AR],d)
replaced by (H Ji[H, Ag], CZ) It reads conveniently as follows.
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For all A € R and € > 0 there exists Ry > 1 such for ~all R > Ry, there exist a
bounded neighbourhood V of A and a compact operator K; on L?:

FCEH, Arl () )
> f(H){2d(\) — €/2 — K, } f(H) for all real f € C=(V).

This statement follows by mimicking the proofs of [Sk3, Corollaries 4.2 and 4.5].
One comment is due since the ‘potential’ II is not local: Expanding the operator
T'(0") appearing in [Sk3, (4.16)] one ‘new term’ is given by T' := [II, j,]; here j, is a
partition function with similar properties as the ones in (2.37a)—(2.37c). We need
to show that T is H-compact. If ag ¢ b indeed IIj, and 7,11, and hence also T', are
H-compact, cf. Step I If on the other hand ay C b we have ag = b and we can write
T=->, #b[H, ja]. Since for any such term we have ag ¢ d the previous argument
yields that [I1, j4] 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 Ky = K(R) such that
1y (Hi[=AoIT, Ag]1y(H) > —¢/2 — K. (3.32)

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

i[11,4] = (a4 )i 4] (a + ) = i A + 5.
Since
|ITAR — ARII|| — 0 for R — oo,

cf. Lemma 3.1(2) and Step 1, 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 K;, Ky and K3 are not
only bounded (as stated in (3.21)) but also (p)-compact. Since V is bounded (3.32)
follows. O

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let A € R and € > 0 be given. We need to specify Ry > 1,
ko € (0,k() and for R > Ry a neighbourhood U(R) of A and a compact K(R) such
that (3.13) holds.

1. First we use Lemma 3.7 to obtain the statement (3.29) with the factors of
f (Ef ) replaced by the factors of f(H). More precisely we use the statement with
e replaced by €/2 allowing us to pick corresponding Ry > 1 and for R > Ry a
neighbourhood V(R) of A and a compact K (R) such that (3.29) holds. Now take
for any such set V(R) any smaller neighbourhood of A, denoted by U(R), with

compact closure contained in the interior of V(R). We can pick a real function
f € CX(V(R)) such that f =1 on U(R) and then estimate as follows. Note that
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Ky = Ko(R) := (Ho + 1) (f(ﬁ) — f(ﬁ[)) is compact (cf. (3.37) given below) and
that i[H, Ag] € L(H?, H2) (cf. Lemma 3.4). Writing then
Ry = FCELH, Apl F(11) — FC)IE, Al f(T)
i 4 TRy,
T = (Ho+1) 'i[H, Ar)f(H),
T = (Ho+1) i[H, Aglf(H),
we conclude that K is compact. Note also that

Ky(R) := (2d(\) — ¢/2) (F(H)? — f(H)?)

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

K3(R) == f(H)Kf(H) — Ky + K»; R > Ry,
yielding

FUH[H, Ag)f(H)
i

){2d(\) — €/2 — K3} f(H) for all real f € C=(U(R)).
II. We note that

K4(R) := Ly (Hi[K, Ap)lyr) (H) is compact.
We subtract these terms in the previous estimate, yielding

FUDH, Ag]f(H)
> f(H){2d(\) — /2 — K}f(H) for all real f € CZU(R)),

where K = K(R) = K3 + K.
III. We invoke (3.26), estimating

Lory(H) (I[H, A g] — i[H, Ap]) Lory (H) > —€/2,

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

3.2 Multiple commutators and calculus

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

Vi € (0,1, VR >1: B,plL? C L. (3.33)
For operators S, T on L? we define (formally) multiple commutators by
ad2(T) = T and ad%(T) = [ad% *(T), S] for k € N.

Let X be multiplication by r = rz on L?, and recall that x{, € (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 L? is of k-order t € R if
(1) D(T).D(T*) > L2,
(2) T and T* leave L% invariant,
(3) Vi € (0,r] Vs eR Vk e Ng:  X**adp  (T)X ™ € L(L?).

For any operator T' of k-order ¢ the adjoint 7™ also has xk-order ¢, and we write
T, T* = O.(X"). The class of such operators is denoted by O, (X"). It is readily seen
that X' = O, (X"), cf. (3.39) and (3.40) stated below. This is related to the fact
that ad%(X*) € 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 k-order s and ¢, respectively,
then ST is of order s + t. We do not keep track of neither the x- nor the R-
dependence, however it is important for our applications of the above concept of
‘order’ that x = 0 is not included in (3). We abbreviate R(z) = (H — z)~! and
R.(z) =(Bs—2)'=(Bep—2)""

Lemma 3.9. Let R > 1 be given big enough. Then for any f € CX(R), g € C*(R),
veF, |al <2,z C\R and polynomials Py, Py in A® and the components of x®
and p*, such that the total number of components of p*™ s at most two for Py as
well as for Py, the operators

9(By), v, PPy, Iy(p* + 1)7%, p°R(2), LIIR(2), f(H) € O,(X°).  (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 B C 9,.(X?); this algebra contains a few operators not listed above for
which the assertion that they are contained in O,(X?) will also be useful later.

By repeated commutation we obtain for the regularization X, of (3.22) that for
any s > 0,e>0and z€ C\R

[s]
X}(B =27 =) (-D)¥B - z) " adj(X2)
k=0
+ (=D)EHY(B = 2) B tadld T (xoy (B — 2)

(3.35)

We multiply by X~ from the right and take ¢ — 0 observing that the resulting
right-hand side is explicitly in £(L?). Note that the operator adg]H(X 5) € 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

(kB41)"" € O.(XY). (3.36)

g(By); 1st proof. In terms of an almost analytic extension g of a given g € C°(R)
(‘absorbed’ in a measure p = p, and writing z = u + iv)

g(B) =1 /C (99)(=)(B — =) dudv = /C (B—2)ldu(z).  (337)



48 Chapter 3. Spectral analysis of H' near \g

Let for any t € R
G = {g € C°[R)|Vk € Ny : |¢"(2)| < Cpla)7*}. (3.38)

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

Now for any given g € C*°(R) we write g(B,) = g.(B)+ ¢(0) with g, € G 1. By
using (3.37) for g, we conclude by using (3.35) with € = 0 (and its adjoint version)
that g(B,) = g.(B) + 9(0) € D(X?).

9(By); 2nd proof. Since B, g is bounded we can write g(By r) = f(By,r) for some
f € CX(R) and then apply (3.37). For s > 0 (treating only this case in (3)) we
expand as in (3.35)

[s]
X*Ro(2) = Y (1) Ru(2)adly (X*) + (—=1)FF R (2) 1 ad i (X°) Ru(2).
k=0

It suffices to show that
adf, (X*)X** k=0,...,[s], and adgjl(Xs) are bounded. (3.39)
Using (3.24) and (3.36) we compute for k =1,...,[s] +1
adk, (X*) = > Tv, X7 T,

o=(01,...,06)E{—1,1}F

k (3.40)
T, = H(/{B +o;i)7, v, €F.

Clearly this shows that ad[sHl(X %) is bounded. For k < [s] we obtain the first part
of (3.39) by using that X*~ kT X% is bounded, cf. (3.36). Consequently we are
done.

v.  We compute similarly (using the same notation)
ad%ﬁ Z T ,UO' 0
oce{-1,1}¢

We conclude that v € O,(X°) using again (3.36).

PIIP,. We let T be of the form T' = P 11P, and compute
adp, (T)=— Y (B+0i)"'[T, B](sB +ai) ",
oce{-1,1}
T, B = r~V3[T, Al /2 4 2Re (i T, /2] 4r112)
= ir 72 (TA — AT xyr ™2 + Ty + Ty + T
T, = T—1/2X2i[T’ T‘l/QBTl/z]T_l/Q,
T2 — T_l/lei[T, 7“1/237’1/2])(27“_1/2,
Ty = 2Re (i [T, r_l/z]rl/zB>.
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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 =7 cn, Br, where By is given by linear combinations of any products of

X (s € R)v e F,(kBE1), T, P2, (P2) PLi=pT,(p + 1) (ja] <2).

Here T is any operator of the form T'= P,I1P; and T, is given by the last equation
of (3.40) for k € N while 7}, := [ for k = 0, and for any such product the total sum
of appearing exponents s € R is given by k. We claim that

VS e By, : adBN(S) € Bk+1. (341)

From this property it follows that ad};, (S) € By for any S € By (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 C 9,(X?), in particular T' € 9,(X?) follows.

To show (3.41) it suffices to consider & = 0 and then in turn only the operator
T = PIIP, € By. So we consider the above computation of the commutator with
B,.. The first term is clearly in By since T A% and A%T have the same form as T'
and the two outer factors of r~/2 together provides us with the extra factor X!
required for the class B;.

For the term 7} and 75 we also ‘undo’ the commutation. Whence

—iTy = T71/2X2T7’1/QB - BX2T1/2TT*1/2 + [B, X2]7’1/2Tr*1/2.

We use (3.28) to combine the factors of B with the factors of (kB + oi)~!. The
remaivning terms can for any s € R be written as X ’SUITUQX %, where v,vy € F
and 7" has the same form as 7' (cf. (1)’ in the proof of Lemma 3.4). In particular
we get the extra factor X! by choosing s = 1/2. We can argue similarly for T5.

For the term T3 we note the following general formula. Let g € G, for any ¢t € R
and consider the commutation formula for the composition g(r),

i[H, g(’r)} = ITh(z) — h(z)II,

1 t 3.42
h(z) = i/o dt ¢'(r(tz® + x,)) /0 - (VPr)((sz® + z,)) 2" ds. (3.42)

Here we used two zero’th order Taylor expansions, the fact that [II, g(r(z,))] = 0
and the property Vr (xa) -2 =0, cf. Lemma 3.1(2).
Applied to g(r) = r~/2? we conclude that

i[T,r~'?] = Th(z) — h(z)T, (3.43)

with h given by (3.42). We can write h = (2%)7/2y=3/2y, where v € F.
This representation can be refined using the formula

rVir = V*?/2 — |Vr)(Vr| € F. (3.44)
In fact it follows from (3.42) and (3.44) that (3.43) holds with

h = (x%)%2p =52 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 ¢(r) for g € G;, 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! and (3.28) we see that also Ty contributes by a term in B.
For an application in the next step of the proof let us note that

Spi=@* + DH(p* + 1) € By and Sy := (p? + 1[I, B.](p* + 1) € By (3.46)
Obviously Sy € By, and therefore the second assertion follows from (3.41) and

Sy = [S1, By] — [p2, Bn]<p2 + 1)7151 + 51[172, Bn]<p2 + 1)71 € B;.

I(p* + 1)~ and p*T,, Uj}v%(z), pTy, JJ.H}?(Z); la] <2, 5 €Ny, We add these

..........

operators as well as the adjoint expressions to the list of generators of algebra B
and denote the corresponding algebra by B = ZkeNO By, where as before the total

sum of appearing exponents s € R in any term of an element of By, is given by k.
We claim that

VS e By,: adp,(S) € By (3.47)

From this property it follows that ad]fBK(S ) € By, for any S € By (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 B C 9,(X?), in particular
the fourth, fifth and sixth operators listed in (3.34) are all in O,(X?) as claimed.
In conclusion it suffices to show (3.47), and therefore in turn (3.47) with £ = 0. As
for the first term we note that [Iy, B] € X 'F. Whence it suffices to consider the
other terms. For the second term S = p°T,, Uj}?(z) = p°T,R(z) we compute

-----

1S, B.] = [p*, BT, R(z) — p°T,R(2)[H, B,]R(2)
=T+ Ty + T3+ Ty;
Ty=— > (kB+01) ' BlT,,. 0.0 R(2),
o’e{-1,1}
Ty = —p"T, R(z)[H, B, R(2),
13 = )\opaToé@)[Ha B.|R(2),
T, = p°T,R(2)[K, B,]R(z).

R
R

Since [p*, B] € X! > 181<2 vgp® where vy € F, the operator Ty € B;. Thanks to

(3.11) we conclude that also 75 € By. Since I € By and therefore [II, B,] € By (due
to (3.41)) also T3 € B;. For T we combine the facts that

L(p®+ 1), (* + DR(z) € By
and (3.46). Thus, for example (with Sy given in (3.46))
[IoIL, By R(2) — [Io, BJIIR(2) = (Io(p* + 1)) So((p* + 1)R(2)) € Bi.

Clearly the second term to the left is in B, too, completing our treatment of one of
the three terms of K. This argument also works for the other terms of K.
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Finally for the third term S = p*T,IIR(z) we write
S = P2Si((p* + 1)R(2)).

Since P*, S; € By, cf. (3.46), [P2Sy, B,] € By C By, and since [(p*+1)R(2), B, € By
(as proved above), it follows that indeed [S, B,] € B; as we want.

V]

F(H). We use (3.37) with B replaced by H. We have proven that R(z) = O,(X°)
for any fixed non-real z. Whence we can compute any number of commutators
with By, redistribute powers of X as we want, and then estimate to see that indeed
f(H) € 0,(X%). Note that the bounds ||[R(z)™|| < |Imz|™™ come in naturally
estimating integrals like (3.37) and in fact appear ‘harmless’ in combination with
the appearing measure pu. ]

3.2.1 Computing a commutator

We are interested in computing commutators 1[FI , P] where P in all relevant cases
has the form

P = f(H)h(r)g(B)h(r)f(H); feC*R), h,g € C*(R), real-valued.

(We suppress the dependence of R.) Let f(A) = Af(A ) for any real-valued f €
C>(R) chosen such that f =1 on the support of f. Let H=fH /) and denote the
corresponding Heisenberg derivative i[H, -] by D, in particular i[H, P] = DP. We
are interested in specific choices of h and ¢, and for those choices P has a k-order,
say 2t. More precisely we impose the condition h € G;, cf. (3.38), and conclude that
the composed function h(r) has k-order ¢, so that indeed P has a k-order 2t (note

that due to Lemma 3.9 the s-order of g(B,,) and H are zero). This implies that the
commutator DP has order 2¢, 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 € G,. Then

DP — L, — Ly € O,(X*7?);
Ly = Af(H1) Re (B> + DI(")Bug(BIAM) [, (3450)
Ly = f(H)h(r) Re (¢/(B.)DB,) h(r) f (H).
The operators Ly, Ly € DR(XZt_l), s0 in particular DP € O (X2,
Suppose in addition that ¢’ > 0 and that (g')"/?> € C*®. Then Ly can be re-

placed by any of the following expressions L, Ly, Ls € O.(X?7Y) for which Com =
FUDI[H, A f(H) is defined in agreement with Lemma 3.6.

\/' ) f(H)i[H, B “\/' h(r (3.48D)
Ly =h(r)\/¢ (B X" 1/2C'0mX 1/2\/ <) h(

)
— 2h(r \/7)( V2 (1) (2 B2 + 1)B2 (H)X'2\/g (Bo)h(r), e
I — 172 \/70077@ \/7)( Y2h(r) (3.48d)

—2h 1/2\/7‘](- 2B2+1 B2 (f{ \/7)( 1/2
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Proof. We write
DP = L + L;
Ly = 2f (i) Re ((DA(r))g(Bo)h(r) ) (1), (3.49)
Ly = f(H)h(r)(Dg(B,))h(r) f(H).

By (3.37)

Dh(r) = — /C R(2)i[H, h(r)]R(2)dus(2); (3.50a)
i[H, h(r)] = 2Re (W (r)B) — Noi[IL, h(r)] — i[K, h(r)]. (3.50b)

We insert (3.50b) into (3.50a) obtaining then three terms, say 77,75, 75. We can
write (seen by commutation)

Ty = 2f' (H)W (r)B+ O.(X'™2) € O,(X'1).

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

Ty, T3 € O, (X"7?).
Next we insert the resulting formula
Dh = 2f (H)W (r)B + O.(X'2) € O, (X" (3.51)

into the expression L), and we see that L) = Ly + O.(X?*72) (note that ff = f).
Clearly Ly € O, (X*71).

As for Li, we can assume that g € C°(R) (since B, is bounded we can truncate
g outside o(B,)) and use (3.37) again

Dg(B,) = [c Ro(2)(DB.) Ra(2)dp 2)

= ¢'(B.)DB, + /CRﬁ(z)2[]33mBH]RR@)dﬂg(Z) (3.52)

= ¢(B.)DB, + 0.(X2) € O, (X Y);

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, = Ly + O, (X*72).
Whence L} + Ly = Ly + Ly + O, (X?*7?), showing (3.48a). Clearly Ly, € O, (X*1).

Next to show that Lz — Ly € 9,(X*72) under the extra conditions on g we
first note that the truncation of g outside o(By), to make it compactly supported,
obviously applies to (g')/? as well making again (3.37) applicable. Whence we can
symmetrize Lo, so that it suffices to show that

Ly—Lze DH(XQt_Z);
Ly = f(H)h(r)\/g'(B.)(DB.)\/ g (Bo)h(r) f(H), (3.53)
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(Note that Ls = Ls.) Using (3.51) and (3.52) with f replaced by f we see that

[F(H), h(r)] € Du(X*Y), [f(H), Vg (By)] € Dx(X ),

which shows (3.53). By this proof we see that Ly € O,(X?~!). Alternatively
we may easily check the latter property directly. (We can verify similarly that
Ly, Ls € O,(X*71).)

To show that Ly — Lz € O, (X*7?) it suffices to show that

XV PR, B f () X2 = FOETH, A F() (3.54)
2 (H)(WB* + 1)B2f(H) € D,(X 7). |

For the first term we substitute
i[H, B] = i[H, B.] — \i[IL, B,] — i[K, B,).

As we saw in the last part of the proof of Lemma 3.9 each of these commutators
contributes by an operator in B C O,(X?). This remains valid if we replace the
term by

FOEXYH[H, B XY f(H),

and indeed the error (given by commuting the factors of X'/2 and f(H)) contributes
by an operator in O,(X~!). On the other hand

FUH) <X1/2i[ﬁ, BJXY2 —i[H, A + 2(k2B* + 1)Bg>f(1§r)
f )( — 2Re (i(H, X2 B,X"/2) + 2(x*B + 1)B§)f(ﬁ1)
(FI)( e (X"22BB,X"2) 4 2(x? B2 + 1)Bg>f(zfl) L OXY
O,(X7H).

Thus (3.54) is proven.
Noting that Com € O,(X°) and [v/¢'(B.), X /%] € O,,(X~%?) it follows that
Ls — Ly € 9,,(X?*72), which finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.11. The formula (3.52) is an example of the following general com-
mutator expansion formula for operators in O,(X*), cf. [GIS]. Thus for given

SeD (XN, teR, ge CPR)and K > 1
1S, 9(By)]
~ [ Rue)ad, ()Ru(2)iy(2)

C
K
k=1

R(K) = (_DK“/CRH(Z)K“adg:l(S)R,{(z)d,ug(z) c DH(XFKA).

(3.55)

(B )adj, (S) + R(K)

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
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the function ¢ 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

DP — L, — Ly = (L, — L) + (L}, — Ls) € D,,(X*7?).

Due to (3.51) we can write

(H)
+f() ( (X” h(r)) f(H) (3.56)

=L+ f(H ) e(O,@

For L}, we apply (3.55) to S = f(H), yielding (for K > 2)

(3.57)

= f(H)h(r)g'(B.)(DBy) f(H))A(r) f(H) + D Sp + O (X" 5.

k=2

The terms Sy, € O,(X?*7%), 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

K
Ly=Ly+ Y Re(Sk) + On(X*7K7), (3.58)
k=2

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’ (., cf. [AIIS]. It is constructed in terms of a cut-off function 7, € C*(R)
with special properties: The parameter ¢ > 0 is considered small, and we define
n(b) = 1n(%), where 1/'(b) > 0 for [b] < 1, n(b) = 0 for b < —1 and n(b) = 1 for
b > 1. We can choose 7 such that 7’ is even, \/n, /1 € C*°(R) and for some ¢ > 0

n'(b) > cn(b) for b e (—1,1/2]. (3.59)

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

(5 —b)ne(b) < én (D) for all b € R. (3.60a)
Note also that since 7. is even
1 = enc(b) + en.(—=0). (3.60b)

Let C(b) = 1c(b) — ne(—D).
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3.3 Positive commutator estimates

We shall prove properties of possibly existing eigenfunctions of H at \o. In the
case where they dont exist we shall prove various resolvent estimates of H near Ao-
Our analysis is based on Lemma 3.10 and positive commutator methods of [IS2],
[ATIS| and |GIS]. For convenience we abbreviate in this section the Besov spaces
with index s = 1/2 as B := By, B* := B}, Bj := B} 5. (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 ofﬁl at \g, or at any suffi-
ciently nearby real Ny, is in L?_.

Proof. We shall use the Mourre estimate (3.13) with A = Ay, say with the positive
number € = d()\) and R = Ry > 1 fixed sufficiently big. In agreement with
the statement ko > 0 is fixed too (small), and we can freely use the estimate for
k € (0,k] and for a fixed (small) neighbourhood U of Ay and a fixed compact
K. Whence we have freedom to choose x > 0 very small whenever conveniently
in the proof (note that ¢ and K do not depend on x). Now suppose ¢ € B and
(H—\,)¢ = 0 with | Ao — A} | small, then we can write ¢ = f(H)¢ where f € C>®(U),
f(Ay) =1 and f is real.

Let y.(r) = 15 and z.(r) = ry.(r) for ¢ € [0,1], and let X. and Y. be the
operators of multiplication by x. and y., respectively (this notation is consistent
with (3.22)). These quantities are henceforth used with R = R, only. We note that
X = X, agrees with the notation used in Section 3.2 and that X. = XY.. Note
also that V. (r) = y2w, whence for example i[H, X.| = 2Y.BY..

It is convenient to introduce the following terminology for families (7)p<.<1 C
9,.(X?) of operators on L% t € R. We say (T.) is uniformly of x-order t if

Vi € (0, k)] Vs € R Yk € Ny : 51(10p1}||X8_k_tad%mRo (T.) X || < oo.
ee(0,

We shall allow ourselves to write T, = Oune(X") and T. € O(X") to symbolize
that the operator 7. is member of a family of operators (7%.) which is uniformly of
r-order t. If (S.) and (7%) are uniformly of k-order s and ¢, respectively, then (S.T%)
is uniformly of x-order s + ¢.

I. We show that ¢ € L%I/T Fix any § € (0,1/2). We shall consider the ‘propaga-
tion observable’

P. = f(H)X2((B) X2 f(H), £ € (0,1].

Clearly P. € O.u(X?%). The positive parameter ¢ used here will be fixed shortly,
small enough. Note that X. and P. are bounded due to the appearance of the
factor y.. Eventually this factor will be removed by letting ¢ — 0. More precisely
we shall demonstrate some ‘essential positivity’ of 1[[7 , P.] persisting in the ¢ — 0
limit. For any n € N the function ¢, = x,(r)¢ € H' (cf. the notation (1.29)),
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(H — X)) = [H, xn]¢ and whence the expectation (we use in general the notation
(T = (6, T9))
G, P.)) g, = —2 ReGiLH, xa) P (3.61a)
Since ¢ € Bj the term to the right vanishes as n — co. Writing H = H-)II—K this
claim is obvious for the contribution from H. For the other terms the commutator
is effectively of order X2 cf. (3.42) and the subsequent discussion, whence their
contributions vanish too as n — oco. It remains to study the left-hand side of (3.61a)
in this limit.
Let S. = V2X27! (€ Oype(X°7")) and 6. = /. We compute using Lemma 3.10
(ilH, P}y, = (DP.)g, = (L1 + Ls + Oun(X* 7)),
Ly = 46 f (H) Re (5 B* + 1)S:B.C.(B,) X2) f (H),
XX Ls X X'? = 0B ) ( 1)i [ ]f(H)9e(BH)
- 205(3,‘@)]0(?])(’%232 + I)Bif(f{)ee(Bn)
- 205(_35)]0([?)(’%232 + 1)Bzf(ﬁ)05(_Bn)

Noting the essential positivity of the term containing the factor x2B? we obtain
after symmetrizing

Ly > 46 f(H)Y. X"V B C.(B) X V2Y f(H) 4 Opng( X%72). (3.61b)

Using the Mourre estimate of the form discussed in the beginning of the proof and
factors of f(H) (the latter can be inserted for free to bound x%B?), we can estimate
for k > 0 sufficiently small

Ls > X2X7VP0.(B,) f(H) (d(X > K)J
+ XX Y20 (—B,) f(H) (d( N
—4e f(H)XIX 1/2(4 )

(H)0c(B,) X '/2X?
~ K)f(H)0.(-B )X_1/2X5
(= )> 1/2X5 +Ounf(X26 2)

We shall require that € > 0 is so small that 8¢ < d()\o), implying J()\O) — 4e% >

d(Xg)/2. We shall use (3.60a) with ¢ = 8’\5“ and any possibly smaller €, henceforth

considered fixed. Now we fix a big m € N such that (with this €)
d(No) =46 — || K — XK x| = d(X0)/2,

and note that the contribution from the operator X,, K Xy, is in Oune(X2°~2).
Then we estimate

Ls = 27 () f () XEX T2 (0l (Bi) + (= Bi) ) X ™V2XC () 4 O (X¥772)
> 406 (H)Y. X2 (0 (B.) + nl(=B.) ) XE Y (H) + Ouus( X772)

We conclude the following lower bound by combining this bound with (3.61b)
and by using (3.60a) and (3.60b),
L+ Ls > 26ef(H ) Xé 1/2 ('fk(Bn) + ne(_Bn))Xs(sile;:f(ﬁ) + Ounf(X%%)
=26 (H)XZ'Y2[(H) + Ouut(X¥72).
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Whence we obtain from these arguments the uniform bound

| X220 |* = lim [ X2VAYLf(H)gu|® < CX 01 (3.62)
n—o0
By letting € — 0 in (3.62) it follows that ¢ € L§71/2 C L%l/z.

II. We show that ¢ € L2 by a bootstrap argument. So suppose we have shown
that ¢ € L%mfl)/2fl/2 for an m € N. We did show this for m = 0 in Step I. Then
we come to the conclusion that ¢ € L?, 2172 by repeating the previous procedure
using now the observable

P = P. = f(H)X™?*(B)X™?f(H), ¢ > 0,
leading to the bound

[YoX2 /272002 = lim [V X272 f(H),|? < CIX D)2 (3.63)
n—o0

By letting ¢ — 0 we deduce that ¢ € Lib/zq/z'

3.3.2 LAP bound

We show a Besov space limiting absorption principle bound, largely mimicking

|AILS].

Theorem 3.13. Suppose Ay is not an eigenvalue of H. Then there exist a neigh-
bourhood I C R of \g and C > 0 such that for all for z € C\ R with Rez € I and
ally € B

1R(=)¢

To prove this bound we shall use the following weight-functions parametrized by
v € Ny and defined on R

g < Cl[¢]s. (3.64)

O=0,0) =1-(1+r/2)".
Noting the formula for derivatives
Ok — (—1)F k12 (14129 k1,
we obtain the bounds

0 < © <min{l,r/2"},

3.65
0 < (=)W < k(-1)krto®Y <kl to; k>2 (3.69)

Below we will consider the composition ©® = ©,(rg) 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 = Ry only. Since \g ¢ op,,(H) we can now take K = 0 and therefore
replace 2d(Ag) —e— K by d()g) in (3.13). More precisely we use the Mourre estimate
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(3.13) with € = d(X\)/2 > 0 and R = Ry > 1 fixed sufficiently big. In agreement
with this assertion, o > 0 is fixed too (small, in particular ko < k;), and we can
freely use the estimate for x € (0, ko], for a fixed (small) open neighbourhood U of
Ao and in fact with K = 0, leaving us with the lower bound d()o) as claimed above.
By the virial theorem o, (H)NU = (). We fix a compact neighbourhood I C U of Ag
such that there are no nonzero generalized eigenfunctions of Hin B} 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°(U) such that f =1 on a neighbourhood of 1.

Below we use the notation B and B* for the Besov spaces given in terms of rp,
(rather than in terms of |z| as before), the latter written for short r = rg,. 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 7 as in the previous subsection, however we find it more convenient
to use the notation 7 only, even though mostly it will be the operator of multiplica-
tion by r. We will assign the notation O,,¢(r") a different meaning (although very
related) than Ouu(X") used in the previous subsection. More precisely we introduce
the following terminology for families (7},),en, of operators on LZ.

We say (T,,) C O.(X?") is uniformly of k-order t (for ¢t € R) if

Vi € (0, ko) Vs € R VE € Ny

sup||7“5_k_t8bd]fB - (T,))r~*|| + sup 2”/2||7“S_”“_t_1/28udlj’“B - (T,)r~°]| < oo.
vENg o veNy ®,Ro

For the elements 7, in such a family (7,) we write T, = Ouu(r?) and T, € Oyne(r?).
Note that for example ©'/2, considered as the composed function ©)/ (r()), is
uniformly of k-order 0, cf. (3.65). If T, € Oue(r’) and S is any of the opera-
tors listed in Lemma 3.9 (with R = Ry), then (S7),) and (7,5) are also uniformly
of k-order ¢t. More generally for any 7, € Oune(r’) and S € O,(X?) the opera-
tors ST,,T,S € Ouue(r®™). Similarly, if S, € Ou(r®) and T, € Ouue(r') then
S, T,,T,S, € Oune(roth).

Lemma 3.14. There exists C > 0 and such that for all z € C\ R with Rez € |
and for allv € Ny and ¢y € B

1"726]1* < C(lIglls- 19 ll5 + 1[I + 27217~ g]|?), (3.66a)
lollz. < C(IllE + lIr=**ol1%); (3.66b)

here © = ©,(r(+)) and ¢ = R(2)1.

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

We consider P, = f(H)©'Y2(.(B,)0Y2f(H), where B, and (, are given as in the
previous subsection and f is the function introduced above. Note that P, = O¢(r°).
As before we have the freedom to choose xk > 0 sufficiently small, and again also the
parameter € > 0 will be fixed sufficiently small.
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Let 6. = v/n.. We compute using Lemma 3.10

{[H, Py = (DP Jo = (L1 +L5+Ounf( e

Ly =2f(H)R (< B? + 1) 25 B.((B,)OY?) f(H),
PO L0 = 6.(B.) f(H)IH, A (H < )
+0.(=B,) f(H)i[H, A f(H)0.(—B,)

= 26,(B)f () B* + ) BLf(H)6.(B.)
— 20.(~B,) f(H)(+*B* + 1)Bf (1)0.(~B,).

Noting the essential positivity of the term containing the factor x?B? we obtain
after symmetrizing

Ly > 2f(H)O"?B,.(.(B,)O" 2 f(H) + Ount(r~?). (3.67)

Using the Mourre estimate of the form discussed in the beginning of the proof and
factors of f(H) (the latter can be inserted for free to bound x?B?), we can estimate
for k > 0 sufficiently small

Ls = (d() = 4¢3) f(H)O*r™2 (1 (By) + (= By) )r™ POV2 F () + Ouui(r72).

We shall require that e > 0 is so small that 82 < d()o), implying d(\g) —
4€® > d(N)/2. We shall use (3.60a) with ¢ = d(\g)/4 and any possibly smaller e,
henceforth considered fixed. Thus by combining the above bound with (3.67) and
using the bound 70" < © we finally obtain the following lower bound

L+ Ls > €f( )@/1/2 (Tk(BH) + ne(_Bn))@llpf(F[) + Ounf("’72)
= [(H)O'f(H) + Ouns(r™).

Note also the trivial bound (©’) < C||1¥||% (using that Re z € I) leading

finally to the bound

(1-f(H))$

1©720)* < 2G[H, P])s + C (27?0 |* + [0 13). (3.68)
On the other hand

([H, P))o = i($, Bo) — 1Py, ) + 2(Im 2)(P, )y
< 2| lle 19 lsll6] 5 + 21 [Tm (H = 2)|

(3.69)
< 2([[Plle) + 1R DN sl 5
< Cllolls- 1/}”5-
The combination of (3.68) and (3.69) yields (3.66a). O

Proof of Theorem 3.13. Let I be given as in Lemma 3.14. Suppose by contradiction
that z, — A, € I, |[¢n]ls — 0 and ||¢,||z- = 1 where ¢, = R(z,)¢, (here B and
B* are defined in terms of r = rg,). Fix s € (1/2,3/4). We can assume that there
exists w*-lim, .o, ¢, =: @ € LZ_S. By local compactness and an energy estimate we
easily see (using the notation (1.29) and x,, = xm(r)) that

Vm € N:  lm Xpmon = Xmo® in H'.
n—oo
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Moreover by (3.66a)

3C >0Vm e NVv e Ny:  [|012x,,0[% = lim |0 2xn0,]? < C277/2.
n—o0
From this bound we learn that ¢ € B%, and since also (H — X))¢ = 0 we
obtain that ¢ = 0 (cf. Theorem 3.12). By local compactness it then follows that
limy, 00 o = ¢ = 0 in L2, ,, and by (3.66b) we then deduce that limy, || ¢ =0
g = 1 for all n. O

contradicting the assumption that ||,

3.3.3 Microlocal bounds and LAP

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

We assume \g ¢ opp(ﬁ ). 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 d(\g)/2 in Lemma 3.15 by any positive number less than d()y).) With
the given neighbourhood I 5 Ay we define I. = {z| Rez € I, £Imz > 0} and
Ie=1,UI_.

We start by showing a version of the first step of an induction procedure of
|GIS], cf. [AILS]. Let for all o > 0 the notation G7 and G signify the classes of real
functions g € C*°(R) with support in (—oo, o) and (—o, 00), respectively.

Lemma 3.15. Under the above conditions let & > 0 be given by 5 = d(X)/2 and
let 0 € (0,5). There exists ko € (0, ko] such that the following bounds hold for any
X(£ <o) €G] andt € (0,1/2).

V]

Vi € (0,k0)3C > 0Vz € Tt |(£Bx < 0)R(2)l| oz 2, <C. (3.70)

Proof. Let t € (0,1/2) and 6 = 1/2 —t. Let z € I, 1 € L? , and ¢ = R(2)1) (we
only consider I). We introduce for e > 0 (and with R = Ry) the following operator
P of k-order 26,

P = f(H)X°9(B)X f(H);  g(b) = —(0 + 2 = b)* (0 = b). (3.71)
We compute
5(0+2e = 0)"gi(0) = dnZ(o = b) + (0 + 2¢ = b)(nen) (o — D), (3.72)

and noting that ¢/ > 0 and (g/)'/? € C> we see that all of Lemma 3.10 applies.
Letting 0. = /g’ we read off
([H, P])g = (DP)y = (L1 + Ls + Ox(X*7%))y;
Ly = 45 f (H) Re ((x* B + 1)) X" Bog(B,) X°) f (),
X'Ls X' = 0(B,.) f(H)i[H, A f(H)0:(By)
—20(B,) f(H)(r* B> + 1) B f(H)0.(By,).
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Letting 7' = (0 + 2¢ — B,) "nc(0 — B.)X ' f(II) we can estimate
Ly Z45f(ﬁ) tBKg( ) f(ﬁ)+OH(X26—2)
> 46T" (B} — (0 + €)(0 4 26)) T + O (X2

To bound Ls we first fix iy € (0, xo) such with ¢ = || f(H)B*f(H)|| and with
an arbitrary sufficiently small ¢ > 0, the constant

= d(X\g) — 2(0 + €) (0 + 2€') — 2R2C" is positive. (3.73)

Then for all K € (0,%g] and € € (0, €] the second term on the right-hand side of
(3.72) contributes by a non-negative term and we obtain

Ls > X7 f(H)(d(No) — 26°C" — 2B2)¢'(B,.) fF(H) X~ + O, (X*72)
> 20T (d(No) — 26°C" — 2B2)T + O, (X*72).

Observing the cancellation of the terms containing B? these bounds lead to the
lower bounds

DP > 20T*( = 2(0 + €)(0 + 2€) + d(Ng) — 2k2C") T + O, (X*72)

eals 20—2\. ~ ! (374)
> 20 T*T + O (X*77); k€ (0,ko), € € (0,€].

Next, introducing S = n.(c — B,)X " and using the fact that B, is bounded we
obtain

ISf(H)SI < Ci|ITo|.
Using the notation || - || = || - ||,z we also note that
1S(L = f(H)9]| < Collt 512
We conclude that
1S¢lI* < Cs(IT1* + 1I9ll5-1/2)-
By combining this bound with (3.74) we obtain
cllSoI” < (DP)y+ Cu(lll13-1 + [03-12); = 20¢/Ch.

On the other hand for any ¢ > 0

(DP)y = i1, Po) — i(Pg, ) + 2(Im 2){P),
<C(|ISo] + |9lls-3/2) ¢ lls21/2
<Ce (|| + 18lI3_3/2) + Ce |¥]13110-

We choose € = ¢/(2C), yielding

s1501* < Cs (0151 + 1911541/2)-
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Finally we invoke Theorem 3.13 and conclude (after a commutation) that for all
k € (0, ko] and € € (0, €]

(o = Bi)oll5-1/2 < Collll541/2- (3.75)

This finishes the proof since for any given function xy = x(- < o), we can write
X = exne(o — ) for a small enough € and then for any x € (0, ko] bound

IX(Bx < 0)9lls-1/2 < Crl[ne(o — Bi)@lls—1/2 < Csllth][s11/2-
]

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 J,, = i([Z, 3) — m); m € N. We saw in the previous proof that 5y =
Ro(o) € (0, ko] chosen in agreement with (3.73) works for any given o € (0,5), and
in particular we obtained (3.70) with ¢ € J;. We fix &g = Ro(0) this way along with
the other positive constant € = €/(o) of (3.73) and proceed to show by induction
the assertion g(m):

Vo € (0,6)Vt € J,Vg € GIVk € (0, ko(0)] :
sup  |g(Bo)R(2)llcqz 12, < 0.

zel4
Since we have shown ¢(1) we can assume ¢(m — 1) for a given m > 2 is known, and
then it remains to verify g(m).

Let t € J,, and k € (0,Ro| be given, and introduce again 6 = 1/2 —t. Let
zel., e l?,and ¢ = R(2)Y (we consider only I,). We consider again (3.71)
for € € (0,¢']. Tt suffices to show (3.75) for any such e 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 6 — 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 DP from L) — L; € 9,(X%~2) of (3.56),
i.e. we look at

9

Qa2 = f(I) Re (Ou(X*2).(B) X" ) £ ().
By commutator expansion we see that with g. = n.(c + 2¢ — )

Q26—2 = gE(BH)Q26—2.g€(BK) + OK(X_Q)

3.76
_ QE(BH)X_t_l/ZOH(XO)X_t_l/zge(Bn) + OH<X_2). ( )

Whence the induction hypothesis combined with Theorem 3.13 works upon taking
€ > 0 sufficiently small. 5

Next we look at the contribution to DP from L), — Ly € O,(X?~2). As in the
proof of Lemma 3.10 we split

Ly — Ly = (Ly— Ly) — (L3 — Lo) — (Ly — L3) — (Ls — Ly) = ZT] € O,(X272).

Jj=1
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By (3.58) the term T can be represented as (Qo5_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 7} € O, (X 20-2) 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 9, (X%~2?). We obtain
q(m). O

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

Proposition 3.17. Let & > 0 be given by 62 = d(\)/2 and let o € (0,5). There
exists kg > 0 such that the following bounds hold for any s > 0 and for any pair
g+ € G7 such that supsupp g_ < infsupp g;.

%

VK € (O, /‘Vﬂ}o] JC' > 0Vz € [+ . ”97<BR)R(Z)9+(BH)”L(LQ_ng) S C. (377)

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 \g is not an eigenvalue of H. Then

Vk € NVs <1/23C >0Vz€lc:  ||R(2)" |z 2 ) <C. (3.78)
In particular for any t > 1/2 the limits R(A £ 10) = lime_o, R(\ + i€) exist in
L(L? L?,) uniformly in X\ € I. Moreover there exists the strong weak-star limits

s-w*-lim R(\ +1i€) = R(A+i0) € £(B,B*); Xe I (3.79)

E*)O-'»
We will need the following application, see (4.37c).

Corollary 3.19. Suppose Ay is not an eigenvalue of H, s> 1/2 and that f € L?* is
given such that R(Xo +10)f = R(X\g —i0)f. Then

R(Xo +10)f = R(No —i0)f € L?_,. (3.80)

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.16 and Theorem 3.18 by using a suit-
able decomposition 1 = ¢g_(By) + g+(Bx), g9+ € G1. O

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 K of (3.1a) needs to be replaced K = K, — K, with
K, and K, given by (2.35b). To simplify the form of this operator K we introduce
the notation

L_oo00 = Npser L(L2(X), L7(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

f( - f(l - f(Q S ‘C—oo,oo;

y (3.82)

Note for example that

M-I —Ih e (1-A)'L2  C L

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 a; and 11, j = 1,2, rather than for ay and II. This is all we need to repeat the
proof. In Lemma 3.9 we need a similar replacement (in particular the polynomial
factors in P11, P, are polynomials in quantities defined for a; rather than for a¢). In
the proof of Lemma 3.9 we can obviously add the class of operators in the intersection
of all operators of finite k-order to the classes B’k Note that £_, « 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 \g € op,,(H'). We shall
use Section 2.4 and Remark 3.20. Note that Ay ¢ o,,(H") and that Theorem
3.12 implies that the L*-eigenfunctions of H' at Ay are in L% (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’ Ag|t) ()| of (2.59a)
and (2.60b) is consequently in £_, . We can therefore prove Proposition
3.3 with the operator H of Section 2.4 (c¢f. Remark 3.20) and obtain the
corresponding resolvent bounds of R from Subsections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. In
particular Corollary 3.19 also holds for the operators H and R of Section 2.4
in the case \g € op,p(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 H, := H — olly,
o > 0 small, where Iy is the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of
H corresponding to A\ (assuming that ) is an eigenvalue). In the context of
Chapter 5 this projection has finite rank, and if all L?-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

ranIl; C H? for some t € (1,3/2), (3.83)

and suppose Ay is not an eigenvalue 0£ H, and that f € L? for some s €
(1/2,t —1/2). Then there exist limits R,(A\o +10)f, R,(A\g —i0)f € L%ﬂ/z)—-

If in addition R, (Mg 4 i0)f = Ry(Xg — i0)f, then

Ry(Mo +10)f = Ry(Xg —i0)f € L?_,. (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 —olly are re-
garded as ‘errors’, in fact we can use Lemma 3.10 and freely interchange f (I;T )
and f (FI ) by f (FIO) and f (I;TU), 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 ¢ we need Lemma 3.15 for E’o, 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 )¢ 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 H (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 H* denote the
weighted Sobolev space of order k with position-space weight (z)® (as defined in
Subsection 1.4.1) and

Hop = Hi(X0) @ Hi(Xo), H{=HIT H'=H;, H.=H M=%
H];o - msERHfa Hlioo = USERHEa HI;-F - Ut>SHfa Hl;— = mt<st~
We may write the operator Ey,()g) of Proposition 2.12 as
Ey(Xo) = —(pf + W) ® (p3 + Wa) = V. (4.2)

This is for the lowest threshold only, and the operator V' is a non-local symmetric po-
tential of order O(|z|~*7%¢), 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)

4.1 The case Ay = >

For p < 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
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the potential is negative or positive at infinity like —|x|™” or |z|™?, 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 Wi and Ws5. 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 \g > ¥
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 \y = >,

Recall from Remark 2.3 the eigentransform and the corresponding inversion formula:
f=Twand u=FE_ (\)f =Sf—R(N\)ITHSJ. (4.3)

We can apply these relations to L*-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€ H (= HYX)) and (H — X\)u =0« f € H! and Ey(No)f = 0. (4.4)

Proof. Let s € R be given. First we extend the boundedness result (2.56), now
claiming that

R(2)I' € L(L? H?) c L£(L? H) (in particular for z = ).

Noting that (z)*(—A — H)(z)~* is e-bounded relatively to —A 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(H!, ML) and (1 — R(\)ITH)S € L(H!, HY). (4.5)
In particular (4.4) holds. O

The above proof is rather simple due to the fact that Ay ¢ o(H’). In Subsection
4.2.1 we derive a rather detailed version of the lemma when A\g > 5. 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 € H} by v € L? or u € H? 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 p < 2 and that I;(z;) = [;(x)z—0, j = 1,2, fulfill the following condition,
cf. [FS|:

dR>0 Je>0 VyeX;with|y|>R:

1

i(y) < —e(y)™ and — 21;(y) —y - VI;(y) > ely)~". (4.6)
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—

We can for each j write the potential W;(z;) = W;(x;) + B;(z;), where B; is
polynomially decreasing and Wj is smooth with 97W; = O({y)=~lel) and fulfills

Jde>0 VyeX;: (47)
Wi(y) < —e(y) " and —2W,(y) —y - VW(y) > e(y) >

To see this we split each V4 in the definition of I; as Vj, = Vb(l) + Vb(Z), where the
second term is compactly supported. We note that <V;(2))%. () = (tpj,‘/},@)(- +
x;)p;); is polynomially decreasing. This can be proven in the same way as we
proved (2.22). It remains to consider the contribution from Vb(l). Now the potential
Azj) = <V;(1))¢j (x) — V;(l)(xj) is C*. We note that A(y) = O({y)~*~1) follows
in the same way as we proved (2.21a). In a similar fashion one checks that also
y-VA(y) = O((y)~"~'), and due to these properties we are lead to consider Vb(l) (),
or rather I](l)(xj) => Vb(l)(xj). Since we know the property (4.6) for this sum we
conclude a similar property for Eb(‘/b(l)>%, and we can add a suitable compactly
supported potential to have the bounds fulfilled for R = 0 (and some € > 0), cf.
[F'S]. This leads to a /Wj fulfilling (4.7).

For convenience we use below the notation w; for the potential /Wj. Introducing
the operators h; = p? +w;, j = 1,2 we write (4.2) as

Note that v —V is polynomially decreasing. The operators hy; and hy 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 sq = % + £. Then for any s > sy there
exist the norm-limits

r;(0£i0) = lim r;(die) € L(H; (X)), H' (X)),

6~>O+
where 7;(z) = (h; — z)~'. Moreover it is known from [Sk4]| that
r;(0 £i0) € L(By,, BY,), (4.92)

stated in terms of the Besov spaces introduced in Subsection 1.4.1. We are going to
use yet another property.
Suppose 7;(0 +10)f = r;(0 —10) f for a given f € L? for some t > sq, then

(0 +1i0)f = r;(0 —i0)f € L? for any s < t — 250,

cf. [FS, Theorems 4.1 (ii) and (iii)|]. In fact one can strenghten the proof in |[FS]
and obtain the following statement:
Suppose (0 +10) f = 7;(0 —10) f for a given f € L} for some t > sg, then

ri(0+i0)f =r;(0 —i0)f € L} ,,,. (4.9b)

This statement is similar to Corollary 3.19, and it can be proved by improved
versions of some resolvent bounds from [F'S| 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 — \g) < oc.

If ¢ € B: ,(X) solves the distributional equation (H — \g)¢ = 0, then ¢ € L2 (X).

$0,0

Proof. I. By Remarks 2.3 and 2.13
dimker(H — X\g) = dim ker E ().

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 Rfiag =7r1(0 £1i0) @ (r2(0 £ i0)

and suppose [ € ker Ey(\g). We write the equations RfﬁagEH()\o)f =0 as

(1+K*5f=0, K*=Ri v (4.10)

diag ¥
where 1f arises by writing f = (f1, fo) € H' and using (to be shown below) that
ri (0 £10)h, f; = f;. (4.11)
We note that
K* € C(H™,) for s € (50,20 + 2 — s0). (4.12)

Since K* is compact (on any such space) it follows from Fredholm theory that
dim ker Ey(X\g) < 00.

1. We prove the following more general version of (4.11): Suppose f; € B 4(X;)

50,0

and that the distribution h;f; € Bs,(X;), then (4.11) holds and the function f; €
H!, for any s > sy (for the problem above h;f; € L2(X;) C By, (X;) for any s as
in (4.12)). To see this we let xr(x) = x(Jz|/R), R > 1, be given in agreement with
(1.29). We consider xp as a multiplication operator on X;. Now r;(0+i0)h;xrf; =
Xrf; for all R > 1. On the other hand

hixrf; = xrhjf;i — (Axr)f; —2(Vxr) - Vf;.
For the last term

Rz”(VXR) : Vf]’”%%xj)

<C <p2>sz>ZR/2fj

< Co(Re(XopXiyati hifi) + R°lIxarfi|?) (4.13)
— C,(O(R) + Ro( "))

= o(R'™"?),

yielding

Aim R (Vxg) -V jllzex;) = 0.



4.1.3. Positive slowly decaying effective potentials 71

For the middle term
R [[(Axr) fill 2 x,) < CR* 72 (R xar fill r2(x,))
yielding
Aim R (Axr) fill2x;) = 0.
These computations lead to
fi = wlim xp f; = w-lim 75(0 £ 10)hyxr f; = 750 £10)h; f; in B (X;),
and therefore (4.11) holds for f; € B: ((X;) obeying h;f; € By, (Xj).

III.  Using again the ’eigentransform’ of Remark 2.3 it is readily seen that any
¢ € B, ((X) solving the distributional equation (H — Ag)¢ = 0 corresponds to a
(distributional) solution f = (fi, f2), Exn(Xo)f = 0 with f; € B ((X;) obeying
h;f; € Bs,(X;), 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

=Im(f,vf) = — Im(R§,,vf, vf) (4.14)

for any solution to (1 4+ K™)f = 0, where f = (f1, f2) obeys f; € B} (X;), j = 1,2.
Whence also (1 4+ K~)f = 0 for any such f. (Similarly a solution to (1+ K~)f =0
is also a solution to (I + KT)f = 0.) Moreover Ey()\g)f = 0 in the distributional
sense. If (14+ K*)f =0and (1 4+ K~)f = 0 where f = (f1, f2) and f; € B; (X;)
better decay is obtained by invoking (4.9b). Explicitly we may fix s as in (4.12) and
starting with the input f € H"_ conclude that f € H°,,,., where Kk = p+1 — s0.
By iterating this argument we conclude that f; € L2 (X;). Next, by the ‘inversion
formula’ of Remark 2.3 any such f corresponds to a

¢ € ker(H — \o) N L2 (X),

see Lemma 4.1. In particular, cf. the remark at the beginning of the paragraph,
this is valid for any ¢ € B ,(X) solving (H — Ag)¢ = 0.
O

4.1.3 Positive slowly decaying effective potentials

Suppose p < 2 and that [;(x;) = I;(x)|mi—, j = 1,2, fulfill the following condition:

JR>0 Je>0 Fpe[p2(1+p) VyeX;with|y>R:

Li(y) > e(y)~". (4.15)

We write for each j the potential W;(x;) = W, i(z;) + Bj(z;), where B; is poly-
nomially decreasing and W is smooth with 6O‘W O((y)=r~lely and fulfills

Je>0 Pelp2+p) WeEX;: Wily) >ely)™ (4.16)
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This is seen by arguments as in Subsection 4.1.2 (using that p < 1+ p). Again we
shall use the notation w; for the potential /Wj, introduce the operators h; = p? +wj,
Jj = 1,2 and write (4.2) as (4.8).

We introduce the symbols s; = s;(y,&) = (& +w;(y))~'. Note that s; belongs
to the Hormander class S (<y>’j (€)=2, g), where the metric is given by

9(v) = )P Vol + ()P g, v = (uy,ve),

and note that the corresponding Weyl calculus has ‘Planck constant’ of size

PPV =(y) =14 p—3p/2.

Next we may construct a parametrix to infinite order for h; = OpY(&7 + w;(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 r? = OpY(s;). We
compute rh; = 1+ A; for some A; = Op¥(a;) with a; € S((y)~*(£)~, 9).

Theorem 4.3. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.15) for j = 1,2,
dimker(H — \g) < o0.

If ¢ € L? (X) (or alternatively ¢ € H! (X)) solves the distributional equation
(H — Xo)¢ =0, then ¢ € L% (X).

Proof. I. By Remark 2.3
dimker(H — X\g) = dim ker E ().

Suppose (H — \g)¢ = 0 for ¢ € H!(X) for some s € R (possibly nonzero). Due to
Lemma 4.1 the eigentransform f = T*¢ € H! and Ey(\o)f = 0. Let R = r? & r)
and A = A; ® A,. Then we write the equation REx(A\)f = 0 for any f € L? as

(1+A+K)f=0, K= Ruv, (4.17)
where we use (4.8) and that for the components of f = (f1, f2)

r3(0)h; f; = (14 A)) [

We note that A+ K € C(H!). Tt then follows from Fredholm theory that f belongs
to a finite-dimensional subspace of H!. This dimension is an upper bound of the
dimension of the set of functions ¢ € H!(X) solving (H — \g)¢ = 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 € H!__ must belong to H. . Note
that we can deduce that f € H.,, given that f € H;Jr(k_l)t, where t = 1+ p—3p/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 \g in H'__(X) are all in L2 (X). O
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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 hj_l, J = 1,2, in fact is a pseudodifferential operator. We do this
below. In particular hj’1 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

Va,b > 0,a—b>p: B= s—hm( ) (hj + ) Hy)" exists. (4.18)

E*)_F

Here we note that B, = (y)~%(h;+¢)~*(y)" is bounded uniformly in small positive €,
which follows by keeping track of constants in the proof of [Ya2, Theorem 1]. Since
lime_o, Beu exists if u = (y) °hjv with v € D(h;) and the set of such u’s is dense in
L*(X;), indeed (4.18) follows (in fact Bu = <y>*ahj_1(y)bu for any w of this form).

Lemma 4.4. The operators s-lime_o, (y)?(h;+€)™", j = 1,2, (extending (y)~"h;")
are pseudodifferential operators with symbol in S(<§>*2, g).

Proof. Recall r0h; = 1+ A;, where A; has symbol a; € S((y)~"(¢)"",g). If =1 ¢
o(4;)

(hs + )7 = (14 45)7) — el + 4;)” 1r°-<hj+e>*1,

yielding s—lime\o( YP(hy + )7t = (y)yP(1+ A) M (Whence formally h;' =
(1+A;)7'r?.) Using the Neumann series to expand ( + A;)~! and Beal’s Crlterlon
cf. [FS, Subsectlon 4.2], we conclude that indeed (y)~?(1 + A;)~"r} has symbol in
S((¢)~% g) completing the proof in this case.

To treat the general case we let x1(r) = x(r < 1) and x2(r) = x(r > 1) form a
quadratic partition of unity of smooth non-negative functions on R, y; (r)*+x2(r)* =
1, such that y; is supported in (—o0,2) and x;(r) = 1 for r < 1. We introduce for
[ > 1 the functions y;,(r) := x;(r/l); i = 1,2. Let

Ry = @?zl(XLl(rj)hj_le,l(rj) + XZ,Z(Tj)T?XZ,l(Tj)) = @5217},1-

Here x1,(rj)h; ' x14(r;) = s-limeo x14(r) (hj+€) " x14(r;). Using (4.18) and Beal’s
criterion we deduce that Xl,l(rj)hj_lxl,l(rj) and therefore also r;; are pseudodiffer-
ential operators with symbol in S((y)?(£)72, g). Next we write r;;h; = 1+ A;; and
note (as above) that A;; has symbol a;; € S({y)~*(¢)', g). We also observe that

Ix2.1(75) Ay x20(r;)|| = 0 for I — oco.
Using this and a little computation it follows that
| 4|l = 0 for I — oco.

In particular it follows that —1 ¢ o(A,;) for | taken big enough. Consequently for
any such big number <y>*’3hj_1 = (y)"P(1+Aj;)"'r;; has symbol in S((£)72,¢). O

We note that Lemma 4.4 can be used to replace (4.17) by the cleaner assertion
(1+K)f=0; K=Rv, R=h'®h", (4.19)

of course given an appropriate interpretation.
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4.1.4 Homogeneous degree —2 effective potentials

Suppose p > 1/2, the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and that W; = W;(x;), j = 1,2,
fulfill the following condition (recall that in general W} is bounded outside a bounded
set):

For j = 1,2 there exists a real continuous function ¢; = ¢;(y) on the unit sphere
S; of X, and a bounded potential B;(x;) = O({(x;)~?®) on X, such that

JR>0 Vy=r6e X;with |y =r > R: W;(y) = 22 1 B;(y). (4.20)

This condition may arise by a Taylor expansion of I;(x), j = 1,2, as follows: De-
compose

S VPE) =@ + 3 @) VI (25)") + O(ay) ).

ngaj nga] b¢aj
Assume now that the first term vanishes identically and that the last term con-
tributes to W; by a term of order O((z;)~?) (valid for p > 1 of course). The middle
term contributes to Wj by >Z, ... kY- VVb(l)((:L’j)b), where k; = (¢;,27¢;);, so the
content of (4.20) would in this case be the condition

Z Kb V(l ) ) = qu(f) +O(r ).

bZa;

This has relevance with nonzero g;’s in a certain case for systems with Coulomb
interactions, see Subsections 1.2.1 and 1.3.1. The case ¢; = 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 n; =
dim X; > 2 the spectrum of the (minus) Laplace-Beltrami operator —Ay, on the
unit sphere S; C X; is known to be {l(l +n; —2) | l € Ny}. For our problem it
is relevant to study the spectrum of —Ay. + ¢;. For n; = 1 we define —Ay, = 0,
so in this case the spectrum of —Ay, + ¢; is {¢;(—1),¢;(1)}. In any dimension it is
convenient to use the following parametrization: Write each 1 € o(—=2y, + ¢;) as

p=v*— @, (4.21)

where by convention v > 0 if p > —%, and iv > 0 if p < —@. Then
the collection of such numbers v is denoted by o;. Let P;,, v € o;, denote the
orthogonal projection onto the corresponding eigenspace. For convenience we omit
in the following the subscript j. Letting ¢ denote a corresponding eigenvector, the
eigenvalue problem

(A + 20 (73 () © ((6) =

reduces to the Euler equation

—u(r) + S (r) = 0. (4.22)
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Consider now for any v > 0 or iv > 0 the Dirichlet problem
u fulfills (4.22) for r > 1, and u(1) = 0. (4.23)

The regular solution is

1/24v_.1/2—v
r—-r-— fOI" 1% # O,
(bV(T) — { 2v .

r2Inr forv=0"

note that indeed ¢, (1) = 0. The outgoing solution to (4.22) (also defined for r > 1)
1s

U (r) =17

note that indeed this is ‘outgoing’ for v complex. These two solutions form a fun-
damental system, and we can define a Green’s function by

R,(r,7") = ¢,(r ), (rs);  re =min{r,r'}, r~ = max{r,r'}.
Its formal adjoint R} (r,r") = ¢, (r<),(r>) is also a Green’s function. This means
that for all sufficiently decaying functions v = v(r)

r2

—u"(r) + Mu(r) = ov(r), where u(r) = /100 R, (r,r")o(r") dr’,

and similarly for R}.

Let x1(r) = x(r < 8) and x»(r) = x(r > 8) form a quadratic partition of unity of
smooth non-negative functions on R, x1(r)?+ x2(r)? = 1, such that y; is supported
in (—o0,8) and xi(r) =1 for r < 4.

Let w; = Wj, h; = p? +w; and v =V (this notation conforms with the previous
subsections). We easily check that v € L(H2, H,,) for s € R, cf. (2.58¢). Let

1—7Lj nj—l
Gy = @5:1<X1(Tj)(hj =) alry) + D Gelr)r 2 Riur; 2 xalry) @ ij)a
veEo;
2 -1 J Ly n 1
G =@y () + ) () + D0 (el)r 2 R T () @ Piy),
VeEo;

(4.24)

where 7; = |z;| and R;, has a formal interpretation as an (unbounded) operator on
L? := [*(I;dr), I := [1,00). Phrased differently the powers of r are isometrically
identifying the spaces L% and L*(I;r™~'dr); note that the latter space appears
naturally for tensor decompositions in spherical coordinates. The operators Gy and
G”_ are parametrices for —Fy(Ao) 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
Vo = min minRev, so =1+ 1. (4.25)
je{1,2} veo,

In the fastly decaying case, ¢; = 0 for j = 1,2, these numbers are explicit dimen-
sional depending constants, cf. (4.67). For example vy = 5 for ny = ny = 3 in this
case (to be considered in Section 5.1.2).
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Lemma 4.5. 1) The operators

Gy, G € LML HE,) for s, s > 1 — 1y with s+ 8 > 2, (4.26)
K} = —E;(M)GL — 1€ C(HY) for any s € (1 — 15,2 + 1p); (4.27)

here E3,(Xo) = Ew(Xo) is given the distributional meaning, and we define
K* = (K%)* € C(HL,). Explicitly

Kt =Gw+ab, (xl(hj — 1) (ix1 + 1. p3))
L—ny ni=1
+ Z ((XQT 2 Rjur 2 x2) ® P]u> B;

VEoT;

(4.28)

1—n; n;—1
£ (or 2 Rr T ) © B,

VEoT;
2) KTf = =G Ey(No)f — f for every [ € HL, such that Ey(Xo)f € H' for
some s > 1 — 1.
3) For any s > 1 the operator G, € L(H;', H',) is injective, and

Gy = S > @2 (g (hy + 1) (hy — 1)) > 0. (4.29)

Proof. I. Let s,s be given as in (4.26). We show that r—* jJ,r_S/ is bounded on
L% with a bound independent of v € ;. The Hilbert-Schmidt criterion works. We
note the bounds (here for v # 0 only; the case v = 0 is simpler)

[eS) [eS)
/ dT|I/|_2’f‘1+2ReV_28/ T/(1—2Reu—23’)d,r,/ S C|I/|_2(S, + Rev — 1)—1’
1 r

0o r
. . . _ /
/ d’f"l/‘ 2T1 2Rev—2s / r (1+2Rev—2s )d'f’/
1 1

(s+Rev—1)"(s —Rev—1)"t for s >Rev+1,
<CWw[*¢ (Rev+1—-5)" fors <Rev+1,

100 pl=2Rev=2s1nrdr for s/ = Rev + 1,

This gives in particular the operator bound O(|v|=%/2) for Rev — co. Similarly
9,77 R;,r~* is bounded with the bound O(|v|~*/2). This leads to

1-n; n;—1
(—a;+2) ((X27’ 2 Ryur 2 xe) ® Pm”)
1-n; n;—1

= (P2 xalr 2 Ryur 2 x2) @ Py +X3® Py, € L(L2, L2)),

where the first term is bounded by O(|v|~1/2). By using the ellipticity of —A; + qu(f )
and interpolation we then obtain that

1—nj nj—l

(xar™2 Rjur™2 x2) @ Py € L(H', H)
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with the bound O(|v|?).
Since the infinite sum defining GG, is an orthogonal direct sum decomposition
(and x1(h; —1)~Yxy € L(H,', H' ), obviously) we conclude (4.26).

II. The compactness assertion (4.27) follows by first computing K7, estimating
as in Step I (for a good choice of parameters) and then invoking compactness on
‘each v-sector’ (obtained by the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion) and the O(|v|~'/2) bound
(also from I). The requirement s € (1 —vy,2+14) is dictated by the Hilbert-Schmidt
criterion. More precisely fixing any such s we need to find s’ € R such that, most
importantly, 7~ R} ,r~* and r*~R} r~* are bounded on L?. Due to (4.26) it suffices
to have

s >1—yy, s+s >2and s—3+5s <0.

These requirements are fulfilled with s’ = 3—s, and we can use that || "R r~°|| —
0 for v — co. We have shown 1).

III.  'We show 2) by mimicking the proof of Theorem 4.2. For any given f € H!
with Ey(No)f € H;! for some s > 1 — 1y we apply G to Ey(\)f and do an
integration by parts. More precisely we compute as follows for any g € H% 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:

(9, G+ Ep(Xo)f) = (Gg, Eau(Mo)f) = hm <G+9 XrEn(No)f)
= (-Kig—g,f) =g, —K+f - ),

yielding 2) by a density argument. This argument uses conveniently that vf €
7—[(},1_80),, which in turn follows from (2.56).

1V. For the assertion (4.29) it suffices to show that Im R;, > 0. For v > 0 the
kernel of R;, is real and symmetric, whence Im R;,, = 0 in that case. If v = —io
where o > 0 the kernel is

(Im Rj,) (r,1') = 06 (r<)du(r>),

and since ¢, is real, it then follows that Im R;, > 0 also in that case.
If G, f =0, f=(f1,[f2), then (4.29) yields x;f = 0. Whence

1—n; n;—1
(Xﬂ 2 ijrp]T) ® Pj,x2f; =0 for all v € 0.

Since R, , (r,7") is a Green’s function it follows from these formulas that also xaf = 0.
Therefore in turn f = 0, and 3) is shown. O

Remark. The space H! s in 2) is not optimal for the assertion. It suffices to
require that f; € B 4(X;), j = 1,2. On the other hand if one uses a slightly
smaller space than below in the case sy = 1 to define the notion of a resonance, viz.
H( 1+ = Uss— 1H! rather than H!,, one avoids the special treatment of the case
Sp = 1 in Theorem 4.7 3) and 4).
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Definition 4.6. (1) ) is called a resonance of H if the equation (H — \g)u =0
admits a solution w € H!, \ H'. Such solution is a resonance state of H. The
multiplicity of the resonance \q is defined as the dimension, say denoted by
Nres, Of the quotient space

ker(H — Ao)‘Hiso/kGI'(H — )\0)|H1-

(2) 0 is called a resonance of Ey,(\g) if the equation Ey(\g)f = 0 has a solution
fe ML, \H' Such solution is a resonance state of Fy(Ag). The multiplicity
of the resonance 0 is defined as the dimension of the quotient space

ker EH(AO)"Hlfso/ ker EH<)\O)|’H1 .

It follows from Lemma 4.1 (applied with s = sy and s = 0) that )¢ is a resonance
(resp., an eigenvalue) of H if and only if 0 is a resonance (resp., an eigenvalue) of
E3 (o) and their multiplicities are the same.

We introduce for j =1, 2,

ok =05\ (k,00) and o, = 0; N (0,k]; k€N

We take an orthonormal basis in ran P;,, for each v € o}, say C](ly), ey ;Zj’”). The set
of resonances is partially determined by the set cr;fl, 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 vectorsu € H_ solving (H—Xo)u = 0 is finite.

If a vectoruw € HL, obeys (H—Xo)u =0 then f =T*u € HL, and Ex(\o)f =
0, and conversely, if f € HL, obeys Eyx(Xo)f =0 then u = E (\o)f € H.,
and (H — Xp)u = 0.

2) A wvector f € H, obeys Ey(Xo)f = 0 if and only if f € H(lyo_l), and f €

s
ker(1 + K*); here KT is given by (4.28) (as an operator on H', for any
se€(l—wvy,2+ 1))

3) Suppose [ € ’HI,SO and Ey(Xo)f = 0. In the case so = 1 suppose in addition
that f € H', for some s < 1. Then the components of f = (f1, f2) can be
decomposed as

Nj,v 2—mn.;

—fi(rif) = > Zlj,u,k(f)TjTJ7VX2(Tj)C](',ku)(9j)+gja

veoj 1 k=1

where g; € L? and (4.30)
njfl ~
fi = xa(vf), + x2By fi + [, 031 f (€ L3,
Here
Live(f) =0 foriv > 0. (4.31)

In particular
fel < Vji=12veo/, k=1...n,:

Liwik(f) = 0. (4.32)
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4) Suppose u.€ H:  and (H — \g)u = 0. In the case so = 1 suppose in addition
that w € H' for some s < 1. Then
wue ’(X) < Vji=12ved),

ljJ,,k(T u) =0.

k=1,...,n;,:
” (4.33)

In particular if so # 1, then the multiplicity n..s of the resonance of H at Ay
(if existing) is bounded by

Mres < Z Z M- (4.34)

- VEU 1

For sg = 1 the bound (4.34) is valid provided the left-hand side is replaced by
the dimension of the quotient space ker(H — AO)‘HE )+/ ker(H — Ao)m-

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 Ey(\)f = 0 with f € 7—[_80

By Lemma 4.5 2) we can write —f = G Ey(No)f+ KT f = KT f, and we recall that
Kt € C(H',) for any s € (1 — 1,2 + 15). In particular f € H',, K+ € C(H!,)
and f+ Kt f =0 for s =3/2+ 15. Whence it follows from Fredholm theory that
the dimension of the space of functions f € ’Hl_so solving Ey;(Ao)f = 0 is finite. We
have shown 1).

II. To show the ‘only if part’ of 2) we consider any f € 'H_SO Nker(l1 + K*). Due
to Step [ it suffices to show that f € H 1) This property is trivially fulfilled for
so = 1. If sp > 1 we argue as follows. By using (4.28) we conclude that f € H!
for any s; > max{sop— 1,1 — 14}, and we are done if sy < 2 — /5. In general we pick
the smallest £ € N such sy — k < 1 — 14y and note that after £ — 1 iterations of the
above argument we get [ € 'Hl,’sk for any s; > max{so —k,1—1}=1—-1.

To show the ‘if part’ of 2) suppose f € ’H (o—1)- ker(l + K*). We need to
show that Ey(M\o)f = 0. By an explicit calculatlon using (4.28) it follows that
Ey(No)f = —Ex(No)KTf € H ! for all s < 2+ 1y, in particular for some s > 1 —wvy.
Whence by Lemma 4.5 2) we have —G, Ey(\)f = f+ K*f = 0. Invoking Lemma
4.5 3) we then conclude that Ey () f = 0.

III. We show (4.30) for any given f € H!  obeying Ey(Xo)f = 0. If 1, = 0 by
assumption f € H! for some s < 1. If vy > 0 we know from Step II that f € H!,
for all s > 1 — 1. Whence

for some s <1: feH,. (4.35)

Since v and B; appearing in the definition of ;, x(f) in (4.30) are of order r—3, we
conclude that

for some s <1landj=1,2: f;€L? .. (4.36)

_n—1

On the other hand for v € g the vector xa(|y;|)é.(|y;])|y;|~ 2 C(k € H1 2)-
so l;,k(f) is well-defined. As we saw in the proof of Lemma 4.5 the operator
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r—* jJ,'r’_S' is bounded on L# with a bound independent of v € o, provided s, s’ >

1 —Revand s+ ¢ > 2. In particular if v > 1 we can take s = 0 and conclude
boundedness of R;,r~* for any s’ > 2. In combination with (4.36) we conclude that
the terms in the expansion of —K, f corresponding to v > 1 sum up to a vector in
L2

It remains to consider the contributions from v € ¢;;. We examine the term in
K. f corresponding to any fixed j, v € 01 and k =1,...,n;,. Write it as

1—-n; n;—1
(k) Iony o molg *)
<Cjw<><2'f’ 2 Ry,r 2 fj)('r*j,~)>L2(Sj)®Cj,y
lfnj

=r;° Xz(’f’j)(]uk(f)wu(ﬁ)"‘fyvk(rﬂ)) CJV’

where

171 ~
f]uk ¢V / ,QZ)V j]/? fj(Tla')>L2(SJ)dT,
— 1 (r / BN T () s

Using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality and (4.36) we obtain that
for r > 1 and for some s < 1: |f;,1(r)| < Crs=3/2.

1—n;
In particular we see that the function g given by g(rf) = TTXQ(T‘)fj7V7k(T‘)CJ(i)(9)
is in L.
We have shown (4.30). Obviously (4.31) and (4.32) are consequences of (4.30)
and (4.35).

1V. Asfor 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).
0

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
W;, 3 = 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 W is determined by a [; fulfilling (4.6) while W, 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 Fy(\g) (defined similarly in this
case) have a similar structure as in Theorem 4.7 3) and now constitute a subspace
of HY' . | where sg is defined as in (4.25) in terms of the (assumed) asymptotics of

00,—S0"?

Ws.

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 Ay > >

Here we investigate the case where A\g > ¥5. We need a replacement R'()\g) —
R'(N\o £10) in the definition of E3()) in Proposition 2.12 (or rather in Remark
2.13), giving rise to the notation F3;(Ag). For that (and for other purposes) we need
various statements from Chapter 3. The basic structure of the resolvent is

R'(z) = R(z) — (p1, + p2Il, — 2) I,

N o ) (4.37a)
R(z) =I'R(2)II' = R(z) = R(2)IT'; R(z) = (H—2)"".

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 R(Ag & i€) = R(\g £i0) € L(By2(X), B; 5(X)), (4.37h)

6~>O+
and if R(\g+i0)f = R(\g — i0)f for a given f € L? for some ¢ > 1/2, then
R(Mo +10)f = R(A\o —i0)f € L2 |. (4.37¢)

We shall use the operators h; = p? + wj, j = 1,2, from Subsections 4.1.2-
4.1.4. Recall that w; — W} 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 \g > ¥,. For
each case we write (4.2) as

—EE(N) = hy @ hy +vF € L(HY, HY), (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'(\o£i0), respectively. As before they are non-local, but
now no longer symmetric. Due to to (4.37b) they are roughly of order O(|z|~172),
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;-Et()‘O) = h1 D hg -+ (Kz;lj;(AO))i7j§2’ (439)

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

K5 o) € £(I20K,), LE(X0) for all s > —1/2= pand ¢ <1/2 4+, (440
and we note that
TImo* = FIm(K;(No))ij<2 > 0,

FIm Y (fi, KE(o) f;) = £(F,Tm R'(X\o £10)F);
1,]<2 (441)

F::Z Fi, F, =1Ly ® f;.

i<2
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4.2.1 Extended eigentransform for )y > >,

Since the operator R()\O +10)II" cannot be expected to preserve weighted spaces for
Ao > Yo (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),

EX(\o) = (1= R(h £ i0)IT(H — X))S € L(H!, H})

‘ (4.42)
provided s > —1/2 —p,t < —1/2 and t < s,

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

(=AV2R(Ng £ 10)IT'(H — \o)S € L(B, Bi5(X));

(4.43)
B = B1/2(X1) © Bija(Xa).

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 Ay > ¥5). We introduce
sy =1/24 p' /4, where 0 < p < 4p, p' <2 and

W;(y)| < Cy)™ for [y| > R; R large. (4.44)

If p =1 (our main interest) the condition simplify as (4.44) for some p' < 2,
and in that case we would choose p' = 1 and p’ = 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

Hy = L2(X1) @ L2(Xy).

Lemma 4.10. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
Ao > Yo). Let s < s, and t € (0, sp).

1) The map T* : E9, — EM,, where

—8’

E9 ={ue L’ ,(X)|(H—-X)u=0, Tue Bi20(X)},
% —{f € My | Bj(M)f = O},
is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse ET(\) : E — &Y.,

2) The spaces E™ and {f € H_s | E;;(Mo)f = 0} coincide, and E;(No)f =
Ef(No)f forall f € EX,

8) The map T* : ker(H —Xg) — ker E3; (o) is a well-defined linear isomorphism
with inverse Ef (o).

4) The map T : ng — &M, o, where

5(515,0 ={u € B, o(X) | (H— Xo)u =0, ' € 31/2 o(X)},
53,0 ={f € B y(X1) ® Bf((X2) | E (o) f = 0},

is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse ET()g) : 5270 — 52,0.
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5) The spaces EP, o and {f € B} y(X1) ® Bfo(X2) | E;(Xo)f = 0} coincide, and
B (\)f = EX(o)f for all f € €%,

6) There exists o < 0 such that for any real function x, € C*(R) which is
supported in (—oo, 0 /2) and which is 1 on (—00,0), 8886 o and the two spaces

9% ., = {u e By o(X) | (H — o)u=0, u € By 5(X),
Xo(£Br,)Tu € BT/zo(X)}

all coincide. (Here B = Bpg, is given by (3.7).)

Proof. I. Letu e &Y, be given. Then f = T*u € H_, follows easily, so to show that
f € EM it remains to show that E3;(\)f = 0. Note that II'(H — X\o)[Tu € By 5(X),
cf. Lemma 2.9, so that R'(Ao £10)(H — Ao)Ilu is a well-defined element of Bj ,(X).
We calculate using this fact, (2.14) and (2.31a)

— H)ST*u+ S*HR' (A £10)(H — \o)ST™u
(Mo — H)Iu+ S*HR' (Mo £10)(H — o)l

— H)Iu + S*(H — Xo)IT'R(Ng £ i0)(H — Xo)TIu
“(ho = H)Mlu + lim S*(H ~ Xo)IT' R(No & i0)(H — o)y g

here xgr(z) = x(|z|/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 = By 2(X;) ®
B1/2(Xs)

lim S*(H — X\o)IT'R(\o £ i0)(H — A\o)IIx gu

R—o0c0

= —w*lim §"(H ~ Xo)IT' R(Ag % i0)(H — A\)IT'x gt
—00

+w-lim §*(H — AT R(N\o £ i0)(H — \o)xru
—r 00
= w*-lim S*(\g — H)IT'xgu

R—o0
+w-lim §™(H — M) IV R(Ao + i0)[H — o, xrlu
—00
= S*()\Q — H)H,U
+w-lim §*(H — M) R(Xo & i0)[H — N, xru.
— 00

Suppose we can show that the second term

wh-lim S*(H — Ao)IT'R(X\o £ i0)[H — Ao, xr]u = 0. (4.45)

R—o0
Then we obtain from the above computations the desired result
Ex(No)f = S* (Mo — H)u + S*(A\g — H)T'u

= 0.



84 Chapter 4. Rellich type theorems

So it remains to show (4.45). We note that
—[(H = Xo), xrlu =2V - (Vxr) u — (Axr)u

and that for all the components V, of V, the operator V;, 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=Tu+ My = yu + Hau + (IT — SS*)u + M'u.
For j =1,2
'V - (Vxp)Lju =1V, - (VXR)piollju + O(R*)Iu = 0+ O(R*)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

'V - (Vyp) Ty = ORIy

does not contribute in the limit, and obviously the term (Axg)u = O(R™?)u does
not neither. We conclude (4.45).

II. First we note that Ei()\o) f has a well-defined distributional meaning for f €
H_, so that % is well-defined. We show that E},(\)f = 0if and only if Ey,(A\o)f =
0. Suppose E3;(X)f = 0. First we show that

I (fy, hif;) =0, hy= =8, +W;, j=1,2. (4.47)

Note that ﬁjfj € L2 forany s <1/2+p, f; € LQ_S6 and that sj < 1/2 4+ p, so that
(f;, iLj f;) is well-defined. We compute

Xrhifi = hjxrfi + (Axr)fi +2(Vxr) -V,
and then
Im(f;, hif;) = }%ggo Im(Xrfj, Xrh;f;) = 21%220 Im(xrf;, (Vxr) V)
Next we estimate as in (4.13)
R?|[(Vxr) - ij”%%xj)
<C <p2>X2R>ZR/2fj
< 02(R8<X§R>ﬁz/2fja hifi) + R_p/||X4Rfj||2)
= C5(o(R) + R o( R*))
—o(RP)

yielding

Aim R [|(Vxg) - Vjllzx;) = 0.
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Moreover
Jim B0 10, = 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, Ej;()\o)f) = Im(F, R'(\o +10)F');
F=F, F=ILyaf (4.48)

i<2

Whence also Im(F, R'(A\g —i0)F) = 0 and we learn that R'(\g +i0)F = R'(A\o —
i0)F', and therefore that also E (\g)f = 0. We can argue similarly for the other
implication.

III. Suppose f € EM. We need to show that u := ET(\)f € £9, and that T*u =
f. Clearly Sf € L? (X). We noted in Step II that R'(\g +i0)F = R'(\g —i0)F
where F' is specified in (4.48). This means that v = E_(\o)f, and using (4.37a)-
(4.37c) we then conclude that v € L? (X) and IT'u € B; 50(X). To show that

u € £Y, it remains to show that (H — \g)u = 0. We calculate
= (H = Xo)Sf —'(H = Xo)R'(\o +i0)(H — Xo)Sf
—TI(H — Xo)R' (o +10)(H — X\o)Sf
=(H —X)Sf -1 (H —X\)Sf—TIHR (A +10)HS f
= TI(H — \o)Sf — IHR (X +i0)HSF.
We conclude that (H — \g)u € TIL? (X) (since Af € H_,) and that

and therefore (since S* maps injectively on the space I1L? (X)) that indeed (H —
)\0)’& =0.
Next we compute
T*EY(\o)f = T"Sf — T"R (Ao +10)(H — Ao)Sf
= f—0 (since T*II' = 0)
= f.

IV. Let u € £9, and note that we showed in Step I that f := T*u € £ Using
parts of the proof we show that u = E(\g) [ as follows.
ET(Xo)T"u = ST u— R' (Ao +10)(H — X\o) ST u
= Ilu — lim IT'R(No + i0)(H — Xo)IIx zu
—r 00
= Tlu + IT'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 83‘36 0 C 5?’:6[ 4, We choose o < 0 such that

>_<0'<BRO>R<)\O - iO) € £<81/Q<X)7 BT/2,0<X>); XU<BRO) = (1 - XU(BRO>)7
cf. Lemma 3.15. We show the opposite inclusion for 5?’8’,;0 only. So let u € 5?’87;0
be given. Then we can mimic Step I and see that also in this case f = T*u € 51{5670'
Note that for showing (4.45) we can use the above bound to estimate

w*-lim S*(H — A\o)IT'R(X\o + i0)[H — Ao, xrlu

R—00
= 2w lim §*(H — )R + 101V - (V) (o (Bry) + %o (Br,) )
=0+0
= 0.
We use the same argument mimicking Step IV, cf. 4). So indeed u € 593670’ and we
have shown that 5?’87;0 = 528670' O

In the regime s € (s}, 1/2 + p) we can define £*, 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

82{5 = {f € H*S‘ E;-Z()\O)f = E;[()\O)f = O} for s < 1/2 + P

which is consistent with Lemma 4.10. Obviously we can also extend the definition
of £, given in Lemma 4.10 1) to any real s.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
Ao > Yo). Suppose s < 3/2 and s < 1/2+ p. Then the map

T 89, — EX,

is a well-defined linear isomorphism with inverse E()\g) : £ — EY9, (defined by
(4.42) ). Moreover E(X\o)f = EL(No)f for all f € EX,.

Proof. We can assume (4.44) and that s € (sj,1/2 + p), in particular that s > 1/2.
It follows from Step I of the proof of Lemma 4.10 that 7* maps into £7,. Obviously
ET (M) maps into L2 (X), but to show that F()\o) in fact maps into £9; we cannot
use (4.48), however the following substitute works:
0= Tn(f, Bf0)f — Bx(M)f) = 21m(F, R (% + 0) F);
F= ZEW Fy = Lip; ® f;. (4.49)
i<2
This shows that R'(\g +10)F = R'(\g — i0)F for all f € £ and therefore that
IEL(Xo)f € By jy(X) and EY (o) f = E{(Xo) [ for all f € EF. Next we use Step
IIT to see that also (H — X\g)E(\g)f = 0 showing that indeed E7()\g) maps into
9,
Finally it follows from the last part of Step III and of Step IV that T™ and
Ef(\o) are mutually inverses, as we want. O
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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 Ay > ¥5). In particular p < 2 and we can use Lemma 4.10 with
sy = So = 1/2+ p/4 (corresponding to taking p = p').

Theorem 4.12. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 (except for assuming now
Ao > 22) and (46) fOT’j =1,2

dimker(H — \g) < o0.
Moreover €9, o C HL..

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

dimker(H — \g) = dim ker E3;(\o), (4.50)
and that the map
ET(No) : ker B3 (Ag) — ker(H — o) (4.51)

is an isomorphism.

We shall use the notation hq, hy and Riag = r1(0+£1i0) @ (r9(0 £ 10) from the
proof of Theorem 4.2. Suppose f € ker Ei()\o). Then we write the equations
Ri. B (N)f =0 as

diag

(1+K*)f =0, K*=Rg,v", (4.52)

where 1f arises by writing f = (fi, f2) € H' and using that

Note that it is shown in Step II of the proof of Theorem 4.2 that generally, if
fi € B, o(X;) obeys h;f; € B, (X;), then (4.53) holds. In particular (4.53) holds

for f € ker B3 (\o).
Next (4.40) and (4.9a) imply that

K* e C(HL,) for s € (s0,1/2 + p). (4.54)

Since K+ is compact (on any such space) it follows from Fredholm theory that
dim ker E3;(\g) < 0o, proving the first assertion of the theorem.

By Lemma 4.10 any given ¢ € 8(_}8070 corresponds to the vector f = (f1, fo) =
T*p € X , (obeying ¢ = ET(Xo)f = E7 (\o)f). Note also that h;f; € L2(X;) C
Bs,(X;) for any s given as in (4.54), so by the assertion in Step /I 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 Imv* < 0. Since
Im R:;ag > 0 the equation

0 =TIm(f,v"f) + Im(Rg, 0" f,v"f) (4.55)
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for any solution to (1 + K*)f = 0, where f = (f1, f2) € B (X1) @ B}, (X3), then
yields that v~ f = o™ 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
Ei()\o) f =0 in the distributional sense indeed yielding a converse statement.

More importantly we can improve the decay of any f = (f1, f2) € B (X1) @
B: (X3) solving (1 4+ K*)f = 0 (and therefore also (1 4+ K~)f = 0) by invoking
repeatedly (4.9b) and (4.37c): Since f; € B; (X;), j = 1,2, and v~ f = v*f (as
noted above) we deduce from (4.37c) that v*f € H,* for any t < 1+ 2p — so. Next
using (4.9b) (in combination with (4.55)) we deduce that f = —K*f € H!_, for
any € < €y, where ¢g = 1+ 2p — 259 = %p. Repeating this argument, say k& times,
vields f € H} , for any t < ek, and therefore that f € HL .

t—so
We have shown that for any given ¢ € 5?50’0 the vector f = (f1, fo) =T*¢ € HL,
and therefore, due to Lemma 4.10 1), indeed ¢ = ET()\)f € HL. O

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 Ay > ).

Theorem 4.13. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.12 and (4.15) for j = 1,2,
dimker(H — \g) < oc.
Moreover £9, C HY. for and real s such that s < 3/2 and s < 1/2 + p.

Proof. Due to Lemma 4.11 we need to study the space £% for any such s. Using
the notation R = h;' @ hy' of (4.19) as well as the notation (4.38), we write the
equation RE}, (o) f = 0 for any f € E7 as

(1+K)f=0; K=Rot (4.56)

Due to Lemma 4.4 we can easily check that K € C(H',). Tt then follows from
Fredholm theory that f belongs to a finite-dimensional subspace of H! ,, yielding in
particular the first statement of the theorem by taking s = 0.

Finally we show

EM cHL, (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
fe H1—5+£ given that f € 7—[1_5+(k_1)t— where ¢ := 1+ 2p — p. 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 £9, ¢ HL. O
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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 Ay > Y, and having the physics examples in mind we demand
p = 1 rather than p > 1/2 as before. It is easy to see that our theory is void if
p = 1/2is kept. On the other hand there is something to say in the case p € (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 sj = 1.

First we examine how Lemma 4.5 can be modified for Ay > >,. Due to restricted
mapping proporties of v we can only obtain the following weakened result (by the

same proof). Let s; = max{l — 1y, 1/2}, and recall that so = 1 + 14 in agreement
with (4.25).

Lemma 4.14. 1) The operators

G.,GY € LH HE) for s,8' > 1 — v with s+ 5" > 2, (4.58)
Ki = —FEf(N)"G% —1€C(H,") for s € (s1,3/2); (4.59)

here B3, (Xo)* is given the distributional meaning, and we define K™ = (K3)* €
C(H',). Explicitly

Kt =Gt + a2, <X1(hj — 1)~ (ixa + [xa, p7])
1—n; ni—1
+ Z ((X27’ 2 Rjr 2 x2) ® PJ”) B;

veo;

1-n; n;—1
+> (er 2 R 7 [xe,pl]) ® Pj,u>-

veo;

(4.60)

2) KTf = —=GyEf,(N)f — [ for every f € Uscyo Hl—min{s,so} with Ef,(Xo)f €
HE L
(1—vo)+

3) For any s > 1 the operator G, € L(H, HL,) 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 < sq.

1) The dimension of the space £9, C H*
If a vector u € E9,, then f = T*u € ™, C H . Conversely if f € E™,, then

—8J —S87

u=Ef(\o)f €&, andvtf =v"Ff.

—S

s finite.
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2) If [ € EX, then [ € H, - and f € ker(1 + K*); here K* € C(HL,) is
given by (4.60) and t € (s1,3/2) is arbitrary.
Conversely if f € H', and f € ker(1 + KT), then f € &Y (in particular
E7(Mo)f = ET(Xo)f)-

3) Suppose f € E™. In the case sy = 1 suppose in addition that f € HL, for
some t < 1. Then the components of f = (f1, f2) can be decomposed as

J,v k
= 3 S skl T ) @) + g5,
veoj1 k=1
where g; € L* and (4.61)
Liwi(f) = (&u(ly;]) |yy|77 waJ Yj >L2 (dy;)

f X2(v7f), + x2Bifi + e, P15

Here
Live(f) =0 foriv > 0. (4.62)
In particular
EH = Vi=1,2,veo,, k=1,. L
d ! 2 " (4.63)
lj,l/,k(f) =0.

4) Suppose u € E9,. In the case s = 1 suppose in addition that u € H!, for
somet < 1. Then

we (X)) < Vi=12veo/  k=1...n,:

(4.64)
lek(T u) = 0.

In particular if sg # 1, then

dim (Sgl/ker(H o) ‘H1> Z Z Ny (4.65)

- VEUI

For so = 1 the bound (4.65) is valid provided that £9, to the left is replaced by

9. n HE ..

Remark 4.16. We note that Remarks 4.8 and 4.9 apply equally well for the case
)\0 > .

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 Ay < 0. For
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convenience we shall not distinguish between the cases \g = Y and Ay > >, as
done before. Whence we will be concerned with generalizing Section 4.2 only (note
that the case A\g = X5 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 )y for the models of Sections 1.2 and 1.3,
grouping the set of thresholds a for which Ay € o,,(H®) into Ay, Ay and Aj (all
depending on \g) for which

Aji: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,
As: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,
Ajs: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|x,|™2).

Note that this distinction does not depend on choices of corresponding sub-Hamiltonian
bound states ¢® (i.e. channels); it is determined by charges only (cf. Case 1 intro-
duced independently in both of the above sections).

Let for a € A= A, U Ay U As (again we suppress the dependence of \g) the
operator P be the corresponding orthogonal projection onto ker(H®—\g) in L*(X%)
and let m, be the dimension of this space. Obviously II* := P® ® 1 projects onto
the span of functions of the form ¢ ® f,, ¢* € ker(H® — )\¢), in L*(X). We identify
ran P?, say spanned by an orthonormal basis ¢f, ... ¢, , with C™ (using the basis),
and similarly

LZ(X(M Cma) =~ @mgma LQ(X(L) > @mﬁmafa,m - fa
~ S, f.:= Z ©r @ fam € ranll®.

m<mg,

Considering for the moment only a € Az we write W, := S*1,S, = Q,|Ta| >+ Ba,
where ), is a m, x m, matrix-valued function depending only on 0 = &, = |z, 'z,
while B, = B,(z,) = O(]z,|™®). The ‘right generalization’ to the case m, > 1 of
the distinction between Cases 2) and 3) (discussed primarily for m, = 1 in both
of Sections 1.2 and 1.3) is to let Case 2) correspond to @), # 0 and let Case 3)
correspond to @), = 0, respectively.

Let S, = S* !, n = dimX,, denote the unit sphere in X,. We use spherical
coordinates on X, and the Laplace-Beltrami operator Ay to express the Laplacian
p? on L*(X,,C™). The operator —Ag + @, on L*(S,, C™) has discrete spectrum.
As in (4.21) we parametrize its eigenvalues in terms of a parameter v the collection
of which is denoted be o,. More precisely consider for each p € o(—Ay + Q,) the
equation pu = v — @, where by convention v > 0 if y > —("_42)2, and iv > 0
if p < —%. Then the collection of such numbers v is denoted by o,. The
orthogonal projection onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by F,,. We

take an orthonormal basis in ran P, , for each v € og,, say CC(L,I,Z, ey O(LTL,,“’”). Let

Oa,1 :Oa\(l,OO), 0-;_71 :aam(oa 1]7

vV, =minRev, s,=1+v,, d,= g Ny y-
V€T, ’
VEUII
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Now for the physics models we have the following result, recalling the notation
L2, = L2, (X) = Ug= L2(X) for any real ¢.

Theorem 4.17. 1) The space of locally H* solutions to (H — X\o)u = 0 in

DMLy ) MLy + Y LY gz sy + Lo,

ac Ay acA acAs

say denoted by &, has finite dimension.
If A3 =10, then € C HL,.

2) The number

dim (€/ker(H — X)) < > da

acAs3

3) There exist linear functionals lva,uk : & — C defined for a € Az, v € ‘7:,1 and
k=1,...,n4,, such that for any u € €

we Ll s lva,%k(u) =0 for all such a,v and k.

Any u € &€ fulfills the asymptotics

u= Y o)l ® () @ |2 T F (o] > 1) € L2, (4.66)

a,v,k,m

(Here gé’? labels the m, coordinates of QS’? )

For those a € Az for which s, € (1,3/2) we can replace L%_ min{3/2, sa))+ DY L2,
in the definition of £. If \j = X5 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 (), vanishes (for a given a € Aj3). Note that for m, =1
this corresponds to Case 3 of Sections 1.2 and 1.3. If Q, = 0 the set o, is given
explicitly as

{%}, n =3,
a;fl =< {1}, n=4, (4.67)
0, n>5.

Moreover for n = 3 and n = 4 the total multiplicity of the single point in 0;,1 is my,

(corresponding to constant eigenfunctions nggy), k=1,...,m,). In particular we see
that if @), = 0 for all a € As, then the space £ simplifies as the space of generalized
eigenfunctions in

DMLy Y ML e + L2,
ac A a€A2UA3

and we see that A\g can be a ‘resonance’ only for n = 3 or n = 4 and then with
multiplicity at most X4, M.
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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 lva,uk 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 = L?(X) and F, = [1°G, a € A. The first assumption is

Fi=) F.=) @&F. (4.684)
acA acA

Let IT be the orthogonal projection in G onto F (with (4.68a) F is closed, cf.
Proposition 2.7). The second assumption is

No & opp(H'); H' =TUHIV, II' =1—11. (4.68b)

Under (4.68a) and (4.68b) we let H = > 7 ®H, where H, = L*(X,,C™) =
Bm<m, L*(X,), and we let S = (S,) : H — F C G be given by

@aejfa_)Z Safa; fa: Z EBfa,rm Safa: Z @%@fa,m-

aej m<mg m<mg

Letting 7' = (55*)71S we note that IT = ST*.
In agreement with (2.4d) and (4.39) we consider two operators E3;(\), specified
by the entries

—EE (M) = SE(pE + 1,)Sy + K5 (M) = dapha + K5(No); a,be A, (4.69)

as operators from H' =3 7 ®H (X, C™) to H™' =3 4 o, OH (X, C™).
Here h, = —A,+S:1,S, and K (\g) = —Si I, R'(\g£i0)1,S,. Asin (4.39) the differ-
ence is symmetric and polynomially decreasing. The latter notion is defined as in Re-
mark 2.13, i.e. (bay) is polynomially decreasing if by, € C(H(X,, C™), H; '(X,, C™))
for all r,t € R.

We note that

K35 (\o) € L(L* (X, C™), L2(X,,C™)) for all s < 3/2. (4.70a)
For a € A the effective inter-cluster interaction W, = S:1,S, obeys

Wa - Ca|xa|_11(cma + O(|xa|_2)7

4.70b
where C, # 0 if and only if a € A; U A,. ( )

Recall also

Va € Az W, = |147°Qu(%0) + Ba(za), Ba= O(|z.]7%). (4.70¢)
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Write A3 = {ai,...,a;} (assuming A3 # ) and let 7 denote the set of vectors
= (t1,...,t;) € R such that ¢, > —min{3/2, s,,} for all | < [. We introduce for
> —3/4,s> —3/2 and t € T the spaces

HE, = H¥(X,,C™), kER, ac A
Hr st T EBbE.Al Hb r @ EBbG-AQ Hb s @ 69l<l,7"-£al t; ke R7
Elr={feH 5| Ei(N)f =Ex(ho)f =0},

where E3;()\o) is given by (4.69). A similar notation may be used if Az = (), for
example 57?:‘,8, however we prefer to keep the uniform notation £ ; not distinguising
between whether one (or two) of the sets A;, A, and Asj is (are) empty or, possibly,
all three sets are non-empty. Let

e = Us>—3/27 teT 5?3/4,37{- (4.71)

Let EX(\g) € L(E™,E) be given by

Ef(No)f = Sf =) R(Ao £i0)1,5fa. (4.72)
acA

By mimicking the proof of Lemma 4.11 we can show that indeed Ef()\) : EM — &
and that, considered as such a map, it is a linear isomorphism with inverse 7™ :
& — EM. Note that as before we need the property that ET(A\o)f = E7(A\o)f for
any f € ™.

Next we adapt the parametrix construction of Section 4.2 (combining the three
different cases treated there) and convert the equation Ej;(Ao)f =0, f € E®, 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 Rt = ®,ci"a Where 14 is the
following parametrix (depending on the three cases): For a € A; U Ay we take r,
diagonal in H,, 4 = ®m<m, Ta,m- For a € Ay and m < m, we let

Tam = lim (ha — €)™ € LH(X,), HY (X)), s > 3/4,
e—U4
where h, = p? + w, is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.2. For a € Ay we let
Te = Om<ma Tayms Where 14, = h;! with h, = p? + w, been constructed as in
Subsection 4.1.3. Note that in this case (-)7'h;! is a bounded pseudodifferential

operator, cf. Lemma 4.4. Finally we let for a € A3 the operator r, = G, , where
G,y is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.4, i.e.

o 1-n n—1
Gay = x1(ha —1) " tx1 + Z (X212 Rawl| 2 x2) ® Puy. (4.73)
VvEo,
Here h, = p? + W,, where W, = S*I,S, = | - | 2Q, + O(| - |~*) acting as a (matrix-

valued) multiplication operator on H,. The quantities @, o, and P, are introduced
before Theorem 4.17, and the operator R, , is the one-dimensional Green’s function
studied in Subsection 4.1.4. While the parametrix r, for a € A; U A, is in some
sense taken as an exact inverse, the operator r, = G, chosen for a € Aj 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 € A; U As,.

Next we write the equation —RTE} (A\o)f = 0 for f € E¥ as (1+ KT)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 r, K (\g). Effectively K7 (o) is of order —3 when applied to an f
given as above. For a € Aj 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 —v, imposed by mapping properties of G, cf. (4.58). Note for example that
to prove ), TQK;%()\O)fb € 'H;_S for a € A3 we need at least s > 1 — v,. 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 € A; the component f, € Ha _1/40
that for a € Ay the component f, € H} _1/2) while f, € H.
¢ for a € As (noting though that the latter property is an assumption if v, = 0).
With one more iteration we then obtain that f, € H,, for a € A; U Ay. If Ag = ()
continued iteration leads to f € H. (with Lemma 4.11 this proves the very last
part of 1)). In particular we can conclude that

fe&=fen =H, 5

ac1 for some positive

where all coordinates of ¢ are taken to be —4/3. Since K € C(H!) we have shown
1).

[t remains to prove 3). We only need to construct linear functionals lv,w,k :€—C
such that (4.66) is fulfilled for any u € £. For given u € £ we let f = T*u and need
to examine the components f, of f that might not be in H,. As we have seen this
amounts to looking at a € Az only in which case we know the analogue of (4.35)
that f, € H, _, for some s < 1. Looking at —f, = (K™ f), for such a we need the
first equation of (4.69) written as

_E’;:F[(Ao)ab = S;(pg + Ib)Sb + K;%()\()) = 5abiLa + ’U;E); ila = pi + Wa. (474)

Now, by using (4.73) and the analogue of (4.60), we obtain by mimicking Step I/
of the proof of Theorem 4.7 that

Na,v

= fa(|7al0a) Z Zlavk |xa| L X2<‘5L’a|)<a(f3<‘9a>+gaa

vEo,,1 k=1

where g, € H, and (4.75)

Lawi(£) = (bul(yal)yal 2" ® CB), Falva)),,
fo=x2>_vhfo + X2Bafa + [x2. P2 fo-

beA

Note that f, € Hp 5, for some s < 1, cf. (4.36), yielding in particular that [, (f)
is well-defined. Next we deduce from (4.75) that

Liwi(f)=0foriv > 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 [, x given by

lovr(u) = =loyix(THu); we& a€ Az, ve a;fl, k=1,...,n4,.
]

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 ) _ 7 F, is closed
by considering as in Subsection 2.5 the 'restriction’ of S to

(€ ot b)) Su =58 )
ac

where as before H, = L*(X,,C™). Then S = (S,) : Ho = Fo =y pc5Fa CG =
L*(X) is a continuous isomorphism. In particular indeed Fj is closed, and we let IT
denote the orthogonal projection onto Fy in G. The quantities I, H" and R'(z) are
introduced as in previous sections (with Fy playing the role of F).

Next we would like to consider limits R'(A\g & 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, Ay has finite
multiplicity as an eigenvalue of H' with eigenfunctions in HZ .

To simplify the presentation let us make the same assumption as in Subsection
2.4 that this eigenspace is given as span{®}, ||| = 1. We introduce then H =
Ho® C and S: H — F := Fy @ span{¢} by

Sf: Z Sofa+ ), ]FZ ((fa)vc)'

We let II” denote the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement
of F in G, and let H” := I"HI" and R"(2) = (H" — 2)~'. Note that II" =
1 —1II— ) (| = 11" — |¢)(¢]. Recall then (2.4d)

Ey(z)=S*(—H+ HR"(2)H)S. (4.78)

Letting M = #A + 1 this operator has a M x M-block representation (€ij)ij<M-
Here (listing the elements a € ./Z as aq,...,ap—1) €My = 2 — Moy €0 = —S;in =
=Sy I, and ey = efyy = (ear| for i < M — 1, while for 7,7 < M — 1 we set
eij =S; (= H+ HR"(2)H)S,,. The analogue of (2.60a) reads

f/{ = H” + Z pZHa,
aE.Z
H=H-X>Y 1% (4.79a)
acA

D(H) = D(H) = D(H).
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These operators differ by H-compact terms, cf. (2.60b),

Ky =TIHIT + IWHIT+ ) T LIT + Aol ) (4],
aE.Z
— ZH“HH“ — IIHTI,
aE.Z

and the basic structure of resolvents is given as
y -1
R'(2) = B(z) = (30 I —2) T— =),
acA (479C)
R'(z) =II"R(z)II" = I"R(z) = R()I1"; R(z) = (H —2)"..
Due to the good properties of ¢ we can make sense to R()\O +i0) and then

in turn to R”(A\g £i0). In particular we can consider (4.72) with f replaced by
f=((fa),c) € H and R'(X\ £i0) by R"((\g £1i0)), i.e

Ef(Mo)f =S5F =) R'(Ao +i0)1aSafa. (4.80a)
aej

Similarly, by taking limits in (4.78), we obtain
Eii()\o) = S* ()\0 —H + HR”()\Q + IO)H)S = (eij)’i7j§M,Z:>\0:|:iO' (480b)

The previous definition of £ given in (4.71) needs to be modified as follows. We
introduce (for parameters given as before)

MO = {f e M | f Lker (Sw), i)

rst {f ( ) |f€H7~stacEC E+(>‘0)f oy ( ) _O}
SH = Us>—3/2,f€T 573/4,3,1?'

As before we can now check that Ef(\g) : £ — £ and that, considered as such a
map, it is a linear isomorphism with inverse T* = S*(SS*)~1: & — £%.
Next we consider the space

— (Y o) ocC

acA

Clearly H = Hdker (Sab)a b i
introduce E’i()\o) = E3(A\o) + Py, where Py denotes the orthogonal projection onto
ker (Sab)a be i in Eae 1 DHa. We can consider Fy as acting on the second component
of H and hence write Ei()\o) = Ei(\) @ 1. Clearly ker Eﬁ()\o) = ker E3;(\o),

and similar relations hold in weighted Sobolov spaces. We are lead to consider
E3 (M) = E3(X\o) @ 1 on spaces of the form

and E3;(\o) acts only on the first component. Let us

HE = (H“ @C)@ker(s b)

r,8,t

_ a4k
abed = Mrsg® C.



98 Chapter 4. Rellich type theorems

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 @, 77, of the
previous proof of the theorem (the regular case) extended as Ré{iag = (@ae I Ta) P 1c
to the equation

E’i:l()‘())fzov f:: (f,C) = <(P6f,0),P0f) Eﬁf,sf’ PO/::[—PO’

we arrive again at Fredholm theory. More precisely, using that the operator Ei()\o)@
0 is realized concretely by the expression on the right-hand side of (4.80b), we arrive
at the equation

0= R, (Pof + (B (M) f — Pof)) = —(1+ K*)f
for a ‘nice’ operator K*. Indeed using the specific form of this slightly modified
new KT we can proceed as before. We omit the details. O

Remark 4.18. If A; = () we can write the above operator as K+ = R;Eag

0", where
Im o™ < 0, however in general the form of K™ is more complicated. Moreover the
structure of the set of solutions to the equations (1 + K+)f = 0 or (1 + K*)f=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 A3z # ()
resonances states could occur, and for this reason our theory of resolvent expansion
at the two-cluster threshold is more complicated for A3 # (). 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(|z,|™?) 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
Ao is an (un-restricted) two-cluster threshold. It could be that )¢ 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 S, f, = ¢©*® f, to bring this vector into the fermionic
subspace of L?(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 Ay for the N-body Schrédinger operator H. As discussed in Chap-
ter 4, for physics models, the effective potential may decay like O(]z,|™") (slowly
decaying case), O(|z,|™%) (critically decaying case) or O(|z,|™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) Ay = ¥ is a double two-cluster
threshold (the case A\g = ¥, is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold is easier and
already studied in [Wa2]); ii) A9 > ¥ 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.
(JAW, 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)~! 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 A\ = ¥ (when 3 is a double
two-cluster threshold) and in Subsection 5.1.3 for A\g > 3. 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 5. 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 Ao € T be a two-cluster threshold of H. We analyze in this subsection spec-
tral properties of H at )y, assuming the effective potential obtained through the
Grushin method decays sufficiently fastly. In addition, we assume the intercluster
configuration X, is of dimension three for two-cluster decompositions a such that
Ao is an eigenvalue of H®.

5.1.1.1 The case )\ = X

Consider first the case
Ao = X9 is a double two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.5.  (5.1)

Whence the lowest threshold 35 is a two-cluster threshold of H and an eigenvalue of
exactly two sub-Hamiltonians H%, j = 1, 2. Here of course a; and as are two-cluster
decompositions of the N-body system. The above condition implies that Y, < 0,
however the requirement of Condition 2.5 that \o(= X3) be a simple eigenvalue for
both H* and H* is automatically fulfilled. It is also a part of Condition 2.5 that
that Condition 1.6 are fulfilled for a = a; and a = as. In agreement with Section
2.3, let ¢, denote a corresponding (real) normalized eigenvector of H%, j = 1,2.
Denote
X' =X% X;=X,, j=12,

and 27 (resp., x;) variables in X7 (resp., in X;). Let
Fi={g =) fi(z;) | f; € LX)}, j=12
Fj is a closed subspace of L?(X). Assume, cf. (2.24),
FinF,={0} andn;:=dimX;=3 for j=1,2.

Recall from Proposition 2.7 that F = F; 4+ F» is a closed subspace in L*(X).
Let II be the orthogonal projection from L?(X) onto F and II' = 1 —II. We borrow
the notation (4.1) and denote, in particular,

HY = HF (X)) © HF(Xy), HF=HE, H,=H), H=H).

Let L(k,s; k', s") = L(HE, HE), cf. Subsection 1.4.1.
Let S = (S1,52) : H — L*(X) be defined by Sf = S, f1 + Safs for f = (fi, f2)
and with
i LX) = LAX),  fi = Sifj = ¢i(a?) ® fj(x;)-
Then S} : L*(X) — L*(X;) is given by S;: [ — S;f = (¢j, f);, for j = 1,2. Here
(., .); denotes the scalar product in L*(X7); the notation (-, -) will be used to denote
the scalar product in L*(X) (or in L?(X;)). One has

0 si2
S*S =1+ on H = L*(X,) ® L*(X,),
S921 0
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where s;; € L(L*(X;), L*(X;)), @ # j, are given by s;;f; = (@i, 05 ® f;)s.
Introduce for z € C with Im z # 0

E(z) = R'(2),
E (2)=S—-R(2)HS,
E_(z)=8"—S"HR/(2),
Ey(z) =S*(2— H+ HR'(2)H)S.

Then (recalling from Section 2.3)
R(z) = B(2) — By(2) Ex(2) " E_(2). (5.2)
Ex(2) : H — H is computed in (2.48):

Eq.L(Z) =z — )\0

B ( _A:vl -+ Wl(ﬂfl) —+ KH(Z) 5’12(2) + Wis + K12<Z) ) (5 3)
S01(2) + Wor + Ko (2) —Ag, + Wa(xs) + Kao(z) )7 ’

where

8ij(2) = (0i, 05 ® (Mo — 2 — Ag;) )i,
Wij = (@i, Lip; @ )i,
Wi(:) = Wiw = (0r, epr)r(+),
Kij(z) = —{¢i, LR (2);(0; ® )i
Assume now \g & oq(H’). Then by Lemma 2.10 R'(z) is holomorphic in z for

z near \g and Fy()\o) is well-defined. To simplify notation, denote P = —FE3 (o)
and decompose this operator as P = Fy + U, where

([ Py O [ A 0
pe (M 2 Y (A 0 -
U U Wi Wis + 512(Ao) )
U= = 5 + K (o). 5.5b
( Uz Us ) < War + 821(No) Wa (ho) ( )

We impose the condition p > I (where p is given in (1.22)) and (4.20) with
¢;(6) = 0 for j = 1,2, and hence (cf. Proposition 2.12) that at least for py = 3

U:H',—H,", iscontinuous for any s € [0, po). (5.6)

This leads us finally to impose the following set of conditions (including the
previous ones):

dimX; =dimX, =3, FNF,={0} and N\ &€ o(H), (5.7a)
p> 3 and diag(Wy,Ws) € L(H', 1, ) for some py > 3, (5.7b)
24 2p > po. (5.7¢c)

Actually (5.7c) is imposed for Section 5.1.2 only; it is a convenient assumption
relevant for the case py > 3. Clearly (5.6) is fulfilled (in fact the operator U(z)
of Section 5.1.2 fulfills U(z) € L(1,—s;—1,p9 — s) for 0 < s < py 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 H' = N, H} and H; = NH! for any ¢ € 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) X is a resonance of H if the equation Hu = A\gu admits a
solution u € H (171 /2)- \ H'. The multiplicity of the resonance ), is defined as
the dimension of the quotient space ker(H — )\0)|H(1 ) [ ker(H — Xo)jm-

—1/2)—

(2) 0 is a resonance of P if the equation Pv = 0 has a solution v € 7—[(1_1/2), \

H!. The multiplicity of the resonance zero is defined as the dimension of the
quotient space ker sz ) / ker Py.
—-1/2)—

Similarly we can define (although this will not be needed) a notion of zero-
resonance for P = ($*S)"1P(5*S)~L. Since ($*S)~! and $*S are continuous on 7!
for any s, zero is a resonance of P 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 Ay according to its spectral nature as follows.

Case 0 A regular point: Ao (0, resp.) is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of
H (P, resp.).

Case 1 An exceptional point of the first kind: Ao (0, resp.) is a resonance but not
an eigenvalue of H (P, resp.).

Case 2 An exceptional point of the second kind: Ay (0, resp.) is an eigenvalue but
not a resonance of H (P, resp.).

Case 3 An exceptional point of the third kind: Ao (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. )\ 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,v9) € H(l_l/Q)_ and Pv=0. Then one has

(1, Ujivn + Ujpva)
Ar|z;|

v;(T;) = — +wj for x| > 1, (5.8)

where w; € L*(X;); j = 1,2. Moreover

vEH<— <1, Ujlvl -+ Ujg’UQ) = O, j = 1, 2. (59)
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(b) Suppose u € H(171/2)_ is a solution to the equation (H — Xo)u = 0. Let v =
T u € 'H (—1/2)- - Then u is an eigenfunction of H at Ao if and only if

<1, Ujlvl -+ UjQUQ) = O; j = 1, 2. (510)

Proof. Since n] = 3 and we assume that ¢;(¢) = 0 for j = 1,2, in Theorem 4.7 the

sets ;1 = {3}. Whence by this theorem we need to consider the functionals lj 1,
2
applied to v € 7-[(_1/2), solving Pv = 0. Since ¢; = 0,

VAT 1 ) = Gy QuDlual™ Ay, (@) (1)) gy, -
By integrating by parts in the integral to the right of this formula we verify that
\/Elj,l = (1,2, (x2v) (y; >L2(dy <1,ijvj(yj)>L2(dyj) = (1, Ujyv1 + Ujava),
showing (5.8). Trivially (5.9) is a consequence of (5.8). The above computation and
Theorem 4.7 4) yield (b). O

Remark 5.4. Although this was not used above let us note that the equation
Py =0 for v=(vy,v9) € 7-[%71/2)_ (equivalently) reads

v=—-GyUv, (5.11)
where G := s-lim, g ,¢[0,00)(FPo — 2) "
specified by its integral kernel

is computed as Gy = Go1 @ Goo with Gy ;

1

o =12
Ar|z; — y;l

Go,j(7j,y5) =

This assertion follows from an integration by parts argument as in the proof of
Lemma 4.5 2). We note that the operators (x)~*Gy;{z)~* are Hilbert-Schmidt
operators for s,s' > 1 and s + s’ > 2, cf. [JK, Lemmas 2.2]. The asymptotics (5.8)
may alternatively be derived from (5.11).

The condition (1, Ujjv; + Ujavs) = 0 for j = 1,2 is equivalent to the condition
(U*c,v) = 0 for all ¢ € C*. Since Hu = \u 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 € H( 1/2)- be a solution
to the equation Hu = Mgu. Then u is an L*-eigenfunction of H if and only if

(TU*c,u) =0  for any c € C>. (5.12)
The condition (5.12) can be rewritten as the system of equations

/ onLiuda + (1, 515(T"u)a) = 0, (5.13a)
X

X
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In fact, using u = Sv — R'(Ag)HSv with v = T*u and writing Sv = @101 + pavs,
one has

/ o1 ludr = (111, Sv — R'(\o) HSv)
= <1, (Wl -+ Kll()\()))’lJl) —+ <1, <W12 -+ K12<)\0))’02>,

showing, by using (5.12) with ¢ = (1,0), that
/Xgollludx (1, B1a0m) = (1, (UT"u)1) = 0.
Similarly (5.13b) follows from the computation
/X palyudz + (1, 5wy} = (1, (UT"u)s) = 0.
By the same computations we see that (5.13a) and (5.13b) imply (5.12).

For s € (3,3) we set
K = ker(1+ GoU) C H,. (5.14)

This space K coincides with the subspace {v € ,H%—l/Q)* | 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

1
g]<.§lfl) = m for x; € Xz; 1= 1,2 (515&)

Set g1 = (g1,0) and go = (0, g2). For v € K, define c¢(v) = (¢1(v), c2(v)) € C* by
ci(v) = (@i, Uv) = (gi, Unvr + Uppa); i =1,2. (5.15b)

Theorem 5.3 implies that v € K is an eigenfunction of P if and only if ¢(v) = 0.
In case zero is a resonance of P, we use the following normalization of resonance
states:

e If zero resonance is simple, we denote by 17 € K a resonance state such that

le(i)] = 1. (5.16)
e If zero resonance is double, we denote by v); and 1, two resonance states in
such that
c(1) = (1,0) and ¢(¢q) = (0, 1), (5.17)
respectively.

If \g is a resonance of H, let xk denote its multiplicity. Then x € {1,2} and the
corresponding normalization condition for resonance states u; = (1 — R'(X\o)H)Sv;,
1 <j <k, of H reads

(TU g1, un)|* + (TU go, un)|* = 1, if k=1, (5.18)
(TU*g;,u;) = 6;; for 1 <i,j <2, if 5 = 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 35 is a resonance of multiplicity x but not an eigenvalue of H, then

R(z)= o= (Z (4 -yu; + Oz = m) (520

j=1
in £(—1,s;1,—s), s > 1, for z near Ay and z — \g & [0, 0).

The case where Y, is an eigenvalue (and possibly a resonance as well) is also
studied, see Theorem 5.14 when py > 3. For py = 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 py should
be sufficiently big. We shall not pursue this direction, but rather mainly restrict
our study to the case pg = 3 which indeed has relevance for the physics models, see
discussions in Sections 1.2 and 1.3.

5.1.1.2 The case \y > X

In this Subsection we consider the case

Ao > Yo is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.4.
(5.21)
This means there exists a unique ag € A\ {amax} such that \g € o, (H*) \ {Z2},
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 Ay of H* and
{¢1,...,om} be an orthonormal basis of the associated eigenspace. Let II be the
projection in L?*(X) defined by

Mg =Y ¢ ® (9, 9)12(xw0), 9 € L*(X). (5.22)
j=1
Put I'=1—1I, H = T'HII' and R'(z) = (H' — z)"'TI. Let in this Subsection
H = L*(Xo;C"), HY = H{(Xo0;C™), Hi- =MicsHf3 ks €R.
The scalar product in H concerns only the z,,-variable and will be denoted as (-, ),

but we shall allow ourselves (slightly abusively) to use the same notation for the
inner product on L*(X,,). Define S : H — L?(X) by

S:f=(fi,eoosfm) = Sf= Z 0 (2%) fi(Tay)- (5.23)

From Section 2.2 we have the representation formula for the resolvent,

R(z) = E(2) — E.(2)Exn(2) 'E_(2) for Imz #0, (5.24)
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where
E(z) = R'(z),
Ei(2) = (1= R(2)1o)S,
E_(z) = S*(1 - LIhR'(2)),
Eq.L(Z) (Z — )\0) (Po + S*[OS - S*[ORI<Z)[OS),
where Py = —Axao 1,, with 1,, being the identity matrix of size m and I, =

> bta Vy(2b). We assume (5.27a) stated below. Then one has the following lim-
iting absorption principle for H’,

Vs >1:  [(z)*R'(A£i0)(z)~°|| < C; for A near A. (5.25)

This follows from Theorem 3.13 for R(z), recalling R'(z) = R(z)I'. Decompose

P:t = _E'H()‘O + 10) as

P* =Py + U™, (5.26a)
where
U* = 5*1,S — S*IyR' (\g £i0)1,S. (5.26b)
In addition to (5.21) we assume that
dimX,, =3 and \g & o, (H'), (5.27a)
p>1and S*[)S € E('Hl_pl,’Hp_ll) with p; > 2, (5.27b)
p=p—3. (5.27¢)

Recall that p > 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 < p; uniformly in z near zero with
Im z # 0.) Imposing only (5.27b) obviously the property (5.27c¢) is valid for p; = 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(H ,, H") for s < 2. (5.28)

—3)

The free resolvent ro(z) = (Py—z)~! can be expanded in appropriately weighted
spaces as

ro(z) = Go+ 272Gy + 2Ga + - -, (5.29)
see (5.94), and K* = GoU* are compact operators on H!, for s € (3,3). Using
the integral kernel of G, one deduces that kerﬂls(l + K*) C 7-[%_1/2),. Set K =

kergn (14 K*) for s € (3 Let for any s < 2

5:3)-
E9, ={ue L? (X)| (H - Xo)u =0, Mu € B ;5 o(X)}.
Theorem 5.6. Assume conditions (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b), and let s € (3, 3).
(a) For anyv €K

R'(A+i0)IoSv = R'(\o—i0)[pSv  and  Utv=U"v e H, . (5.30)

—-1/2)~
Moreover

K =keryp (1+K7)=keryp (P") =kerypn (P7). (5.31)
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(b) For anyv = (v, - ,vy) ELandk=1,....,m

(LUSv + -+ UL )
47|24, |

Ug(Zgy) = — 04 Wk (Tay) for |xqe,| > 1, (5.32)

where w = (wy, -+ ,wy,) € H.
(c) Letv € K. Then v € H if and only if

Yee C":  (c,U*v)o=0. (5.33)

3

Here ¢ € C™ is considered as an element of H , s > 3.

(d) w € &Y, if and only if u = (S — R'(\o £i0)1yS)v for some v € K. In this case
v s uniquely given by v = S*u € K.

(e) ue€ &9, NLAX) if and only if v = S*u € KNH.

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 Gy is of course simpler to use than the more general construction
used in Section 4.2.4, but the resulting null space kery (1+ K7) is independent of
the specific choice of parametrix to define K, c¢f. 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 Gy, cf. Remark
5.4. O

We are lead to define the following effective version of the notion of threshold
resonances.

Definition 5.7. (1) Ao is a resonance of H if the equation Hu = Aqu admits a
solution in 5(911/2), = Ne>1/2 53@ which is not in H'. The multiplicity of the

resonance )\ is defined as the dimension of the quotient space 5(911 /2)- / ker(H—
o)1

(2) 0is a resonance of P* if the equation PTv = 0 (and therefore P~v = 0, and
vice versa) has a solution v € H%A /2)- \ H'. The multiplicity of the resonance

zero is defined as the dimension of the quotient space ker Pf / ker Plill

R 12~

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 )y are determined by those of P* at zero. In fact, com-
pletely parallel to the case of the lowest threshold Y5, \g 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/(KNH)
has dimension k = dim /C/H > 1. We call k the multiplicity of the zero resonance

of P*. Let p = dimK. For ¢ = (vy,- -+ ,v,,) € K, define ¢(¢) € C™ by

1
:ﬁ(

Theorem 5.6 (b) shows that ¢ € K is a resonance state of P* if and only if
c(¢) # 0. Clearly ¢(+) is a linear action on K. It follows that a family of resonance
states {11, ..., ¢} of P* is linearly independent in IC/H if and only if the family
of vectors {c(11),...,c(¢x)} is linearly independent in C™.

C<¢) <17 Ul:livl + et Ul:tmvm>07 T <17 Uf;ﬂfl Tt Uimvm%) (534>

Proposition 5.8. (a) Assume zero is a resonance of P¥ with multiplicity k.
Then there ezists a basis {11, -+ , 0.} of K/H such that

(c(i), c(¥y)) = bij, 4,5 =1,-+ ,K, (5.35)

where (-, ) is the scalar product of C™.

(b) Assume zero is a resonance but not an eigenvalue of P* (i.e. that Kk = ).
Then the operator ) defined by

Q:Z<wjv'>wj :sz—l —>H1_5,8> %7 (5'36>
j=1

is independent of the choice of basis {tn,..., ¥} of K wverifying (5.35): If
{Y1, ..., Y.} is another basis of IC verifying (5.35), then one has

R R

D (s = Y (W),

J=1 J=1

Proof. (a). Let ® ={¢1,...,¢.} be a basis of /H. Then the rank of the matrix
C(®) = (c(¢1),...,c(dr)) € My is equal to k, where ¢(¢;) is considered as the
j’th column of C(®). Consequently C'(®)*C(®P) is positive definite. Let M, €
M.x(C) be the positive definite Hermitian matrix obeying Mg = (C'(®)*C/(®))~.

Set MO = (mij)lsl"js,@ and define
k=1

Then {41, ...,1,.} is also a basis of /H.
Let C(V) be the matrix defined in the same way as C(®) with ® = {¢1,...,¢.}
replaced by ¥ = {4,...,%,}. Then

k=1
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This shows C'(V) = C(P) M, and
C(U)*C(¥) = MyC(®)*C(®)My = 1 in M,.,..(C).

It follows that W = {4q,..., 1.} is a basis of I/H verifying the normalization con-
dition (5.35).

(b). Lett; € C,1<14,5 <&, be such that

j=1

Then c(¢)) = >.7_, tije(y;) in C™. The condition (¢(v)), c(¢)) = d;; becomes

? J

(c(e)), e(w)) = > Tatjm(c(t), c(tom))

I,m=1

= Zt_iltjl = 0
=1

for i,7 = 1,...,k. This means that if both {¢1,...,9.} and {¢1],..., 9.} satisfy
(5.35), the matrix T = (¢;;)1<; j<x is unitary. We obtain

SOt = S0 (S Tt ) W Yo = 3 St Vb = D

i=1 Lm=1 =1 I;m=1 =1
O

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)~! for z near \g and Im 2 # 0
in the case )\g 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 A\g = X5 is a double two-cluster threshold.

A main result on the resolvent expansion in Subsection 5.1.3 is for the case where
Ao is not an eigenvalue of H, see Theorem 5.24, Case 0 and Case 1. However the
case where )¢ 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 L?-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, \y = ¥, is a double two-cluster threshold. We want to study the
asymptotics of the resolvent R(z) = (H — z)~! near ¥, using the formula (5.2) for
R(z). We let P(z) = —Ey ()Xo + 2z) and decompose P(z) as

P(z) = Py +U(z) — z and U(z) = U + 2U; + 2°Us(2) (5.38a)
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with Py and U defined by (5.5a) and (5.5b), respectively, and

U=~y 25 T0) — K (5.381)
Us(z) = — Z 272K (M), (5.38¢)
K;(Mo) = ({1, (R (X)) ™ o) 1<im<2; - J € N. (5.38d)

Since K (g + z) is holomorphic in z near zero and continuous from H!, , to Hi! o
with p > 0 given by (1.22), the above power series converges in the space £(1,—1—
p; —1,1+ p) for example. Note that

P(z) =P —2(1—Uy) + 22Us(2); P=Py+U. (5.39)
Differently from one-body Schrodinger 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)~! as z — 0 in the
case 0 is an eigenvalue of P.

Lemma 5.9. 1 — U; is positive definite on H.

Proof. Note firstly that K;(\g) > 0. In fact, for f = (fy, fo) € H, since R'(\) is a
bounded self-adjoint operator,

(f, K1) f) = > (@i ® fi, (R (X)) Lip; @ f;) = || R/ (M) FI|* > 0,

/[:7.7

where F' = 25:1 Iip; ® f;. One can check that

0 (p1, 02 @ )1 )
1+ > O
( (2,01 ® )2 0 -

In fact, cf. the proof of Proposition 2.7, its expectation value on f is given by
LA+ 152115+ 2Re{pr @ fr, 02 @ fo) = [lo1 © f1 + 2 @ fol|*
It follows that
(L=U)LH = o1 @ fi + 2@ fo* + R (M) F* > 0. (5.40)
Therefore, 1 — U; is non-negative on H and f € ker(1 — Uy) if and only if
©1® fi+ @2 ® fo=0and R'(\)F =0.

In particular, since we assume (5.7a), ker(1 — Uy) is reduced to {0} and 1 — U; is
positive definite on H. O
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Set
ro(2) = (Py—2)"Y 2 ¢€10,00). (5.41)

To obtain the asymptotic expansion of P(z)~! for z & [0,00) and z near zero, we
first use the resolvent equation

P(2)"' = W(2) 'ro(z) where W(2) :=1+ro(2)U(2). (5.42)

Next we shall apply the Grushin method to study the factor W (z)~'.
Let N € Nand s > N + 1. Since dimX; = 3, the free resolvent ro(z) can be
expanded in £(—1,s;1,—s) as

ro(2) = Go+ V2G1 + -+ 22 Gy + O(|2] > ), (5.43)

for some ¢ > 0 depending on N and s, where G; = diag(G;1,G;2) for i < N
are diagonal matrices which can be calculated explicitly, cf. [JK, Lemma 2.3]. In
particular the integral kernel of GG; ; for ¢« = 0,1 and j = 1,2 are given by

1 i _
, Gujlagy) = j=12 (5.44)

) = e = i

We also recall, cf. [JK, Lemmas 2.1-2.3|, that ro(2) € L(—1,5';1,—s) if 5, >
1/2 and s+ s’ > 2 with a Holder continuous dependence in z at z = 0. Hence
ro(z) — Go = O(|2[) € L(—1,5';1,—s) for s,8' > L and s + 5" > 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 & [0,00)) hold in terms of the quantities

W0:1+GOU, W1:G1U, W2:G2U+G0U1,

and for some (small) positive number € (depending on given parameters s and s').

(a) Fors>1,s>s and py— s > max{3,2 — s}
W(z) = Wo+ O(J2I1) € £(1, —5';1,—5). (5.46)
(b) Fors>3,s>s and py—s >3
W (z) = Wo + VWi + O(|2]2%) € L£(1, -5 1, —s). (5.46b)
(c) F0r5>g, s>s andpo—s’>g
W(z) = Wy + V2Wy + 2Wo +O(|2|'T) € £(1, —5';1, —s). (5.46¢)

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-,-) = (Fy-,-) on K = ker(1 + GoU) and an integration by
parts (cf. (4.13)) it follows that (—U-,-) is a positive quadratic form on K. Let

p=dim kK,
and let {¢1,...,¢,} be a basis of K orthonormalized with respect to (=U-,-):
<_U¢i7 ¢g> = 5z‘j-

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 x, ¢; for 1 < j < k are resonance states and ¢; for k < j < p (for
k < p only of course) are eigenstates of P.

In order to obtain the expansion of W (z)™!, consider the Grushin problem

Wi(z) S
W(z)z( S(*) O) CHL X CF - HE x CH

where s € (3,p0 — 3), S: C* — H! _ is defined by

1
2

7
SC:ZCj¢j7 Cc = (Cl,...,C“> EC“,

j=1

and
Sf=(=Usr f)....(=U¢yu [)), feH,

Note that S* can be regarded as the formal adjoint of & with respect to the form
(—U-,-) on H!_ (it is not the Hilbert space adjoint). Define for s as above the map
Q:H, — H', by
m
Qf = (~U¢;, ).

j=1

Then,
88" =Q on H!, and §*S =1 on C*,

in particular Q is a projection in H! .
One can then prove (see [JK, Wa2|) that

H!, = K ®ran(1 + GoU), (5.47)

and that @) projects onto K relatively to the direct sum decomposition (5.47), in
particular ker () = ran(1 + GoU). Then of course ' = 1 — @ is the projection from
HL, onto ran(1 + GoU) relatively to (5.47). Tt follows readily that Q'(1 + GoU)Q’
is bijective on ran(1 + GoU). Since ran(1 + GoU) is closed the operator

Dy = (Q'(1+ GoU)Q) ' (5.48)

exists and is continuous on H! .. By an argument of perturbation based on (5.46a)
it follows that for |z| small enough QW (z)Q' is invertible on ran(1l + GoU) with
continuous inverse. Let

D(z) = (QW(2)Q)™'Q"



5.1.2. Resolvent asymptotics near the lowest threshold 113

The following expansions hold in £(1, —s; 1, —s) under the specified conditions and
with

Dy = (QWoQ)'Q';, Dy =—DyW,Dy, Dy = —DoWyDo+DoWyDoW,Dy.

D(z) = Do+ O(|2[), if § < s < po — 3. (5.49a)
D(2) = Do+ VzDy + O(|2[37), if § < s < py— 4. (5.49D)
D(z) = Dy + /2Dy + 2Dy + O(|2|*T), if g <5< py— g (5.49c¢)

Note that if £ = {0}, we have Q' = 1 and D(z) = W(z)~! and the asymptotic
expansion of W (z)™! is given by the one of D(z). In the following we treat the
case IC # {0}. The assertions (5.49b) and (5.49¢) 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

E(z)  &(2)
W)t = , 5.50

- (6_<z> 6_+<z>) o
where

E(z) =D(z), & (2)=8—D(z)W(z)S,
E(2)=8"—SW(2)D(z), E_41(2) =8 (—W(2)+W(z)D(2)W(2))S.

One obtains from (5.50) a representation of the inverse of W (z),
W) =E(2)—E(2)E_ 4 (2) T E (2). (5.51)
Ei(z) and £_,(2) can be expanded similarly as D(z), that is

gi<z) = 5:I:,O + \/251,1 —+ z(‘,’i,Q + ...
Ev(2)=E_so+ V2l j1+2E 4o+ -

More precisely one has the following result.
Lemma 5.11. Assume (5.7a)—(5.7c).
(a) One has in L(CH, HL,) (for the + case) or L(H!,, C") (for the — case):
5:|:<Z) = g:b() + O(‘Z|E), ZfS > % (552&)

Ex(2) = Erp+ VZEen + O(|2779), if s> 2. (5.52b)
Ex(2) =Expo+ V2Er1+ 2800+ O(2|"), if s > 2 and po > 4. (5.52¢)

Here

5+,0 = 87 57,0 = 8*7
54_71 = —DOW15, 5_71 = —S*WlDo,
5+72 = —<D0W2 + D1W1)8, 5772 - —S* <W2D0 -+ WIDI)-
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(b) One has in M,x,(C):

E_(2) = VzE_i1 + O(|2]2). (5.53a)
E (2)=VzE 1+ 2E 1o+ Oz, if po > 3. (5.53b)
Here
E_ 1= —8WS,

5_4_,2 = —S*(WQ — WlD()Wl)S.

Proof. (a). Recall that S € £(C*, H! ) for any s’ > i. Since WS = 0, using

A 2

(5.46a)-(5.46¢), the following expansions in £(CH; H! ) hold.

Vs>1: W(2)S=0(z])S. (5.55a)
Vs> 3 W(2)S = VaWiS + O(|2]2 ). (5.55b)
Vs> 5 W(2)S = (VaWi 4 2Wa)S 4+ O(|2]'F), if py > 3. (5.55¢)

The expansions for &, (z) follows from (5.49a), (5.49b) and (5.55a)-(5.55¢). The
results for £ (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 WS =
S*Wy =0 and D(z) : H:, — H!_ is uniformly bounded for any s € (3, po — 3), one
obtains

SW(2)S = V28" WS + O(|z]219), (5.56a)
S*W(2)D(2)W (2)S = O(]z|21). (5.56b)
Clearly (5.53a) follows from (5.56a) and (5.56b).
For (5.53b) we use (5.46b), (5.46¢) and (5.49a). Note that
S*W(2)S = V28 W18 + 28 WS + O(|2)'19), (5.57a)
SW(2)D(2)W (2)S = 28" W1 D(2)W1S + O(|2] )

5.57b
= ZS*W1DOW18 -+ O(|Z|1+E). ( )
Clearly (5.53b) follows from (5.57a) and (5.57b). O

If zero is an eigenvalue but not a resonance, then ¢; € L? for all j and S is
continuous from C* to H, and by Theorem 5.3 the composition WS = 0.
In the case py > 3 the asymptotics (5.53b) then amounts to the statement

£ (2) = —28 WS + O(|2]"). (5.58)

For py = 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 py = 3,

Ve>0: & ,(2)=0(z"). (5.59)
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To show (5.59) we apply (5.46¢) with s' = 0 and s € (2,3] and conclude that
S*W(2)S = 28" WoS + O(J2]7) = O(|2)).

Next by (5.46b),
W(2)S = O(|2|2)

in £(C, HL,) for any s > 3 and with € = e(s) > 0. We apply (5.49a) with an s

taken close to % Then we argue that for any small § > 0
S*W(z) = O(|2]27) in LOH .CH), k= (s — 2 +6)/2, (5.60)
Given (5.60) it follows that
SW(2)D(2)W(2)8 = O(|[F™),
showing that
E_(2) + S W(2)S = O(|=["77") = O(|=["™").

In particular (5.59) holds.
The bound (5.60) follows by interpolating the bounds

S*W(z) = O(|z]) in L(H' 5
—5+o

SW(z) = O(|z]2*) in L(H! 5 C),
T2

) CM)?

in turn valid due to (5.46a) and (5.46b), respectively. (The interpolation requires
the bounds with ¢ = 0 only.)

Calculation of £ ;, 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,
i =1or 2 and

i1 =((Udi,GrU;))1<ij<p-

If,LL = 1, 57+,1 = <U¢1, GlU(bl)O. Note that Gl = diag(GLl, Gl,g) with Gl,ia 1= 1, 2,
given by the rank-one operator

where g; is the constant function in z; introduced in (5.15a). Using (5.15b) we then
obtain

G U¢1 = i(c1(d1) g1, c2(d1)g2)
and

E_ra=1(er(@n)]” + [ea(dn) ) = ile()]” (5.62)
with ¢(¢1) = (c1(¢1), c2(d1)) € C?. If u = 2, a similar computation gives

GiU¢; =i(c1(9j)g1, ca(9j)g2);  J=1,2.
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Therefore

(Ui, G1U ;) = i(c1(@i)er(@y) + caldi)caldy)).
It follows that
E 1= (Udi, GrU®;))1<ij<2 = iBo (5.63)

_ [ ald) ale)
Co = ( ca(¢1)  ca(go) ) (5.64)

where By = C;Cp and

Summing up, one obtains in Case 1
E_ 11 =1DB) (5.65)
where By is a pu X p matrix given by
By =le(¢p)]? ifu=1,and By=C;Cy if u=2. (5.66)

In both cases By is invertible due to Theorem 5.3. The explicit formula of £_, 5 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 ¢;’s are eigenfunctions and by Theorem 5.3 on the characterization of resonance
states, one has WS = 0 which implies

Ei1=-8SMWMS=0. (5.67)
Assume pg > 3, so that (5.53b) and (5.58) apply. This means more explicitly that

E y2=((Udi, (G2U + GolUr)b;))ij=1,..u-

Moreover, since ¢; € L*,j = 1,..., u, we can check as in [JK] that

(Ui, G2Uj) = (¢4, 05)- (5.68)

In fact, writing

Gy = 27! (ro(2) — Go = v2Gh) + O([2[)
for Im z > 0 and z near zero, one obtains using the 1st resolvent equation that
GoUg¢j = —ro(2)¢; + O(|2[)U ¢y,

and
(Ui, Go2U¢j) = —(ro(2)U i, &) + O(|2[).

Similarly r0(Z)U¢; = —¢; — zZro(Z)¢;, and by taking the limit z = iy — 0 with
v € Ry, we indeed obtain (5.68).
It is clear that (U¢;, GoU1¢;) = —(¢;, Ur¢;). Therefore in Case 2, one has

En1=0, & 4 a=(¢i,(1=U1)dj))<ij<u- (5.69)

By Lemma 5.9, ({(¢;, (1 — U1)9;))1<ij<u is a positive definite matrix.
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Case 3. Suppose zero is both a resonance and an eigenvalue of P. Let rk be the
multiplicity of zero resonance of P. Then k =1or 2 and x < u. For s +1 < 5 < p,
¢; is an eigenfunction and therefore

€_4 1 can be computed as in Case 1. One has in M, (C)

iBy 0 0
57+71 - . . . . (571)
0 0 - 0

where By is the £ x £ matrix given by (5.66) with p replaced by k.
Using the method of Case 2 and taking notice of (5.70), we find that under the

condition py > 3
5(2) 5(2)
£ .= & &) (5.72)
(551’ £
where

£ = (Ui, (Wa = WiDoW1)6))) 1<, <
68 = (Ui, W) 1<icn, me1<i<u

<U¢zu W2¢]>)n+1<z<,u 1<j<k>

(

= (
22 = ((¢s, (1 _U1)¢j>)n+1§i,j§u-

If 0 is an eigenvalue of P we let Il denote the spectral projection in H onto the
zero-eigenspace of this operator. The quantity Il enters for Cases 2 and 3 below.

Proposition 5.12. The following asymptotics as z — 0 and z ¢ [0,00) 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) = %QO +O(2] ). (5.73)
Here ;
Qo = Z<—U¢j, ST (5.74)

with 1; € IC such that if kK = 1, 1y verifies the normalization condition (5.16) and
if kK =2, 11 and ¥y 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 py > 3. Then

W(z)™' =2 Tlh(1 — Up)Mp) U + O(Jz] 1. (5.75)
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Proof. Case 1. For any s € (3,po — 3) and for some € > 0
E(z) = Do+ O(|z|), in L(1,—s;1,—s),
Ei(z) =Exo+O(|2[%), in L(CH,HL,) or L(HL,,CH),
E_4(z) = iVzBy + O(|2]+7)

where By is given by (5.66). Note that £, o =S, - o =S8" and S§* = Q. It follows
from (5.51) that

W(z)t = %33015* +O(|2] 5. (5.76)
If k=1, By = |c(¢1)|% Set
1
= — . 5.77
Yy |C(¢1)|¢1 (5.77)

Then 1, verifies (5.16) and

SB;'S" = (=Uéy, Y1 = (=Uthy, Y1hy = Qo.

1
|c(¢1)[?
If kK =2, then By = C{Cy. Take 11,15 € K such that

< z; ) = 'cyt ( z; ) : (5.78)

For f € H!,, set (vi,v9) = ((—Udy, f), (—Uda, f)) € C%. One has

SBy'S* f = (¢1,¢2)C ' C5 ! ( Z; ) = U1 + uztPy

(o )=a ()= ()

SBy'S* f = (=Utpr, )t + (—Utbs, f)ha = Qo f-

To show that 1, and v, verify the normalization condition (5.17), set Cp = (¢i;)1<i j<2
tcal = (dz])lgz,]SQ and 'l/fk - (wkb wk2> Then

where

It follows that

2
cj(¥r) = (95, Un 1 + Ujathra) = Z dkmCim = Oji;  J, b =1,2.

m=1

Therefore 1, and 15 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 1 (2) = My + O(|2]),

where the matrix M; = ((¢, (1 — U1)®;))1<i i<, is positive definite. We deduce from
(5.51) that
W(z) = —21SM IS + O(|z|19)).
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Let S# be the adjoint of S with respect to the scalar product (-,-) of H. Then
S* = —8#U and M; = 8#(1 — U,)S. The orthogonal projection Ily of H onto the
zero eigenspace of P can be expressed in terms of S and S# as

Iy = S(SS#)~'8* (5.79a)
and obeys
IS =8, S*I, =8* (5.79b)
Letting T = S(S#(1 — U;)S)!S# we compute using (5.79a) and (5.79b)
—SM{'S* =TU,
(Iy(1 — U T = S(SS*)~18* =11,
T(y(1 — Uy)IL,) = S(SS*)~1S# =11,
This leads to the identity 7' = (IIo(1 — Uy)IIy) 'y, and consequently that
—SM{'S* = TU = (Ily(1 — Uy) ) U,
which proves (5.75)

Case 3. We use again (5.53b). We want to show £_,(z)~! exists and to calculate
its leading term as z — 0 and z ¢ [0, 00). To do this, let M(z) = /2 1+2E_ 42 €
M5, (C). Decompose M (z) into blocks:

(o) = (VARG e )

with
My =& for (ij) # (11).

My, is positive definite by Lemma 5.9. The diagonal part of M (z) is invertible and
one has

M (z)diag((v/z My (2)) ™, (2Mag) ™) = ( 11) Cll )

where

a = MlgMQEI, b= b(Z) = \/EMQlMH(Z)il.

Since b = O(4/|z|), the matrix ( Zl) Cll ) is invertible for z ¢ [0, 00) and |z| small,

and an elementary calculation gives

1 a\ ' [ (1—ab)' —a(l—ba)"

b 1 O\ =b(1—ab)™t (1 —ba)t '
Consequently we obtain a formula for the inverse of M(z) for z ¢ [0,00) with |z
small, and from that we read off that

= (e s Y o)
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Recalling our choice of basis {¢1,...,¢,} in K the map S splits naturally as
S =888, : CrpCr* — H' _ with the range of S, (S,, respectively) included in the
zero-resonance space (the zero-eigenspace, respectively) of P. Similarly, decompose

§* =8 @S Then,

ST’S: - Qr7 S:Sr - Im SeS: = Qea S:Se =1

=K

where Q, = 377 (=U¢;,-)¢; and Q. = > . (=Ug¢;,-)¢;. Since £ ,(2) =
M(z) + o(]z]), we obtain that

CELRE () E(2) = (— SME'S: + O(12])).

z

Since Mas = (((1 — U1) @i, @) ut1<i, j<u, We can verify as in Case 2 that
~S. My'S = (Ily(1 — Up)IL) o U.
Whence (5.75) is proved for Case 3 also. O
Recall that
Ey(Mo+2)t=-W() " (Py—2)", and GoU = —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 ¢ [0, 00) with |z| small.

Case 1. Suppose zero is an exceptional point of the first kind. Let k be the
multiplicity of zero resonance. If k = 1, let 11 be a resonance state normalized
according to (5.16), and if kK = 2, let Yy and 1y be resonance states normalized
according to (5.17). Then for some € > 0

Bu(ha+ )" = === S (w505 + O] +). (5812

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the second or the
third kind, respectively, and suppose that pg > 3. Then for some ¢ > 0

Ey(No+2)71 = 2 HII(1 — UIT,) Iy + O(|z| 1), (5.81b)

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.12, (5.80) and the leading order expansion
Vs>1: (Py—2)"'=Go+0(z) € L(—1,81,—5). (5.82)
O

We are now able to give the asymptotics of the resolvent of N-body operator H
near its first threshold \g = 5. Let R(\g+ 2) = (H — Ao — 2)~!. By (5.2),

Ro+2) = R'(No+2)— (1= R (M+2)H)SEx(Ao+2) 1S (1= HR (M+2)). (5.83)
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Here R'(A\g + 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 v is
a zero-resonance state of P if and only if u = (1 — R'(\g)H)S% is an Aj-resonance
state of H and ¢ can be recovered from u by ¢ = T*u, where T* = (5*S)~15*.

If )¢ is a resonance of H its multiplicity is denoted by x. If Ay is an eigenvalue
of H the spectral projection of H onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by
II;. Define

Sif = hofi+ Leaofa,  f=(f1,f2) e H! .
Theorem 5.14. Assume (5.7a) and (5.7b). The following asymptotics hold for

R(Xo + 2) as an operator from H;' to H', s > 1, for z — 0 and z € [0,00), and
e=¢(s) > 0.

X

Case 0. Suppose \g is a reqular point of H. Then one has

R+ 2) = B'(Ao) + (S — R'(A)S1) DoGo(S* — SiR (X)) + O(|2]%).  (5.84a)

Case 1. Suppose \g is an exceptional point of the first kind of H. Then
i < 1.
RO +2) = = > s + O(J=| 4), (5.84D)
j=1

where u; = Sv; — R'(Xo)S1; with v; given in Proposition 5.13. The quantities
uj are resonance states of H obeying (5.18) and (5.19) for k = 1 and k = 2,
respectively.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that \y is an exceptional point of the second or the third
kind, respectively, and suppose that py > 3. Then

R(Xo + 2) = —2z Iy + O(|z|711). (5.84c¢)

Proof. Case 0. One has
(1—R'(MN+2)H)S=5—R(\)Sr+0(|z]) = E+ (M) + O(]2]),

in L(H,, HY,) for 0 < s < 3. Similarly, S*(1—HR'(Ao+2)) = S* = SR (M) +0O(z)

—39

in L(H;',H;'). One obtains then from (5.80), (5.49a), (5.82) and (5.83) that
R(Xo+ 2) = R'(Xo) + (S — R'(Ao)S1)DoGo(S* — SR (No)) + O(|z]) (5.85)

in £(—1,s;1,—s) for s > 1, proving (5.84a).

Case 1. One obtains from (5.83) and Proposition 5.13 that

R(Ao +2) = —E(Xo)Ex(Xo + 2) "E_(Xo) + O(|2|219)
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in £(—1,s;1,—s) for s > 1. Let u; = E,(\g)¥;. Since E_(X\g)* = E4 (o) it follows
from (5.81a) that

E (M) En(Xo +2) " E- (M) = —% Z(Ujv Yy + (277,

proving (5.84b).

Cases 2 and 3. We can apply (5.81b) and (5.83) to obtain

R(Ao+2) = —27'B+O(|2]7'7),
where in terms of the spectral projection Il of P (for the eigenvalue zero)
B = E;(A)(Io(1 = U1) ™' o) T o E- (Ao).-

It remains to check that B is equal to the spectral projection Iy, cf. [Wa2|. In-
troducing 7 = Ey (Ag)Ip it follows that 7 =TI E_(\g), and by using the properties
R'(X\o)S = S*R'(A\g) = 0 and (5.40) we compute

T = HQ(S*(]_ - HR,()\()))(:[ - R/()\Q)H)SHO = Ho(l - Ul)Ho.
Consequently B can be written as
B =7(r"r)"'1"

It follows that B is an orthogonal projection with ran B C ran 7 and ker B = ker 7%,
and therefore in fact ran B = ran 7. Since ran 7 is equal to the A\y-eigenspace of H,
we conclude B = Il as wanted. OJ

For the case where py = 3 and )\ 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 Ay 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 (5.7¢) is needed
and give limitations. For example it could be that (5.7b) is fulfilled for Coulombic
systems (for which p = 1) with a big po in some cases, but then the condition (5.7¢)
would read py < 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 py > 4 for such systems
(not even with s = py/2 only). This is rooted in the fact that we do not know
how to estimate the diagonal parts of the matrix K()\g) better than O({x;)~*) for
p = 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 py = 3. Suppose g is an eigenvalue of
H and that ranTly C L? for somet > 3/2. Then the following asymptotics hold for
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R(X\o + 2) as an operator from H;' to H!
e=¢€(s) > 0.

s> 1, for z— 0 and z ¢ [0,00), and

—8’

RO+ 2) = —2 'y + % 3 {ug, Yuy + Oz 72). (5.86)
j=1

Here the second term on the right-hand side appears only if k > 1, that is if Ny is a
resonance of H, and in that case the states u; constitute a basis of resonance states
of H (recall that either k = 1 and k = 2). If on the other hand \q is not a resonance
of H, then R(\o + z) + 2 'y 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 H, := H — ollg, 0 > 0. Note that )y is not
an eigenvalue of H,. Letting R,(¢) = (H, — ¢)~! we decompose

R()\() + Z) = R0<)\0 + Z) — ZﬁlﬂH + (Z + 0')71HH, (587)

and conclude that it suffices to show that for a fixed small ¢ > 0
Ry(No+2) = IZ uj, Yy + O(|2] 7). (5.88)

This can largely be shown as before since the last assumption in (5.7a) is valid
with H' replaced by H! := II'"H,II' for o > 0 small (by an argument of perturbation).
We can largely mimic the previous procedure, now for H, 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 u; in (5.88), which
a priori are resonance states of H,, in fact also are resonance states of H. For that it
suffices in turn to note that IIzu; = 0, which follows from the fact that —ollzu; =
Iy (Hy, — Xo)u; = 0. If k, denotes the dimension of the space of resonance states
of H,, we see that k, < k. The converse k, > k follows by modifying any given
base of resonance states of H by projecting out the corresponding components in
ran Iy, yielding a base of resonance states of H,. Whence our use of the notation
K in (5.88), rather than the initially correct quantity k., is justified.

Another comment relates to (5.8). The added term —olly is not local, and if
we introduce the notation U, and P, for the corresponding reduced quantities, the
corresponding version of (5.8) does not follow the same way unless ran Iy C L? 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=(v,v9) € H%A/z)— and P,v = 0:

v=0<= <1, Uo,jlvl —+ Uo,jz’U2> = O, j = 1, 2. (589)

This follows by noting that if the functionals to the right vanish on v, then the proof
of (5.8) shows that v € H%71/2)+. Then the corresponding u € H( 1/2)+ (given by
the inverse eigentransform), and this cannot hold unless u € L? since by the above
discussion (H — X\o)u = (H, — A\g)u = 0, and therefore we can conclude that u € L?
using Theorem 4.7. Since )\ is not an eigenvalue of H, it follows that v = 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 H, = H —olly and conclude (5.88).
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Remarks 5.17. 1) We used, among others, the conditions \g = X9 & o, (H')
and F; N Fy = {0}. The case \g € opp(H') can be treated as in [Wa2| when
Y 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 F; N Fy # {0}, one can still
reduce the spectral analysis of H at \g to a one-body problem, cf. Sections
2.5 and 4.3. The conditions dim X; = 3 and py > 3 of (5.7a) and (5.7b), as
well as (5.7¢), simplify the resolvent expansion at the threshold Ay 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 ranIly C L? for some
t > 1 (rather than this decay for some ¢ > 3/2, as required in Theorem 5.16)
due to the fact that A\, under the given hypotheses, is neither an eigenvalue
nor a resonance of H,.

3) The cases where dim X; # 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 \y. 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) = —Fy (Ao + 2) for z near zero and

Im z # 0. Then P(z) can be written as

P(z) =Py +U(z) — z, (5.90)
where Py = —A,, 1,, and U(z) = S*[pS — S*IoR (Ao + 2)1pS. Here 1,, denotes the
identity matrix in M, x,,»(C). Applying Theorem 3.18, one has for +Imz > 0 and

U(z) =U*" 4 2Uf + -+ 22U + O(|2*), (5.91)
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as bounded operators from H!, to H;! for any s < p; — j and for some ¢ > 0
depending on s and p. Furthermore

U* = 5*1,S — S*IyR'(\g £i0) 1,5,
U = =S*Io(R' (A £10)) ' [pS;  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 = keryp (14 GoU™) for s € (2,2), 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)-, -)o defined on KNH is positive
definite and independent of sign +.

Proof. For v € K NH one has I[I'[,Sv € H.} " allowing us to conclude that

(3/2
R'(\ £i0)?[,Sv € 7—[%73/2)_. Hence ¢ is well-defined. Now R/()\g + i0)[,Sv =

R'(N\ —10)I5Sv and R'(N\g £ i0)[pSv € L*(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*IoR'\o +10)* IS, v)
= ||v]|® + (R'(\o +1i0)IySv, R (Ao — i0) I, Sv)
= [[o]* + | R (Ao +10) IpSv* > [|v]]?,

proving that ¢(+) is positive definite on N H. O

We shall study the asymptotics of the resolvent R(\g + 2) = (H — X\ — 2) ! as
z—0and £Imz > 0. Set

ro(z) = (Po—2)"" 2z £[0,00). (5.92)

To obtain the asymptotic expansion of P(z)~! for z € R and z near zero, we use as
in Section 5.1.2 the resolvent equation

P(2)™' = (1 +70(2)U(2)) tro(2) (5.93)

and apply the Grushin method to study (1 + ro(2)U(2))~!. For simplicity we shall
mostly consider the case Im z > 0 only.

Let N> 1and s > N+%. Similarly to the (partly scalar) case studied in Section
5.1.2, the free resolvent r4(z) can be expanded £(—1,s;1,—s) as

ro(z) = Go+VzZG1 + -+ + 22 Gy + O(|2|27), (5.94)

for some € > 0 depending on N and s, where G; is the m x m diagonal matrix (with
operator-valued entries) whose integral kernel is given by

%|xa0 — Yoo 'y j € Np. (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).
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Since Ut = U~ on K it follows that (—U"-,-) is a quadratic form on K. By
the identity (—U"-,-) = (P, ) and an integration by parts it follows that (—U*-,-)
is a positive quadratic form. Hence there exists a basis {¢1,...,¢,} of K which is
orthonormal with respect to (—=U™-,-). If zero is a resonance of P, we denote by
r its multiplicity. We use the convention that the functions ¢; for 1 < j < k are
resonance states of P while the other ¢;’s are eigenfunctions of P*.

With the above notation, we can apply the Grushin method to obtain asymptotic
expansions of W(z)™! as z — 0, Im z > 0, where

W(z) =14 ro(2)U(2).
The leading order expansion of W(z) is given by
W(z) =14+ GoU" +O(]z|°) € L(1,—5";1,—s), (5.96)

for Imz > 0 and % < 8,8 < p; and for some € = €(s,s’) > 0. In particular this
holds under the minimum conditions p = 1 and p; = 2, see Lemma 5.19 (a) below
and the outlined proof.

A higher order expansion of W (z) needs a stronger condition than p; = % and
therefore also p > 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 p = 1. Nevertheless we
will later show a higher order expansion of W (z)¢ when applied to vectors ¢ € K,
even when p = 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 p = 1.

Lemma 5.19. Suppose (5.21) and (5.27a)—(5.27c). In terms of the quantities
Wo=1+GU", W, =GU", Wy=GU"+ G, (5.97)
the following expansions in z (with Im z > 0) hold for some € = €(s,s") > 0.
(a) Fors,s' € (3,p1), s > ¢,
W(z) =W+ O(z]) € L(1,—5"; 1, —s). (5.98a)
(b) If p1 > 2, then for s, s’ € (3, p1) with s > ¢,
W (2) = Wo + vVzWi + O(|2]21) € £(1, =5 1, —s). (5.98h)

(¢) If p1 > 2, then for s € (3,p1), s> s and s’ € (3,p1 — 1)
W(2) = Wy + V2Wy + 2Wo + O(J2|7¢) € L(1, —5; 1, —s). (5.98¢)
Proof. By Theorem 3.18 there exists for any 7 € N and € > 0 a constant C' > 0 such

that ) )
[{x)2 7R (Ao + 2)’ ()7 77| < C,

and therefore

() 727 (R'(\o + 2) — R (Ao +10)){z) 27| < Clz]
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for z near zero with Imz > 0. Using complex interpolation we then obtain the

following Holder estimate for the reduced resolvent for 0 < ' < r <1,
1) 277 (R (Mo + 2) — R'(Ag +10)) (@) 27| < Cr|2[”, Tmz>0.  (5.99)

In particular this bound yield the expansion (5.91) with j = 0.
By a similar argument it follows that for 0 <’ <r <1 and Im z > 0,

() =277 (R (Mo + 2) — R'(Ag +10) — 2R (Ao +10)%) ()™= "|| < Cyrp|2|™*"", (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 p; > 2. Applying (5.94) (with N = 2) we first obtain that
in £(1,—-5';1,—s) with s, 8" € (2, p1). Note here that U(z) € L(1,—s"; —1, ) with a
uniform bound, cf. Theorems 3.13 and 3.18 . Making (again) use of the boundedness
of G5 and the expansion (5.91) with j = 0 we obtain
GoU(2) = GoUt + O(]2[) in L(1, =551, —s).

It follows from (5.99a) that for s € (2, p1) and &' € (2,p1 — 1)

{a0) " GL(U(2) = U ) {wao)” |

< O@ay) LS In(R (Mo + 2) — R (Ao +10)) 1S (24,)* | (5.100)
< C'|(@) 2R (A + 2) — R/ (Mg +10)) (z) 7172+
S C/I|Z|%+5

this is for some ¢ > 0.
It remains to show that

GoU(2) = GoU™ 4 2GoU + O(J2)*19) in £(1, —5';1, —s).

This expansion for s € (3,p1) and s’ € (2, p; — 1) follows from (5.91) with j = 1
(justified by (5.99b)). We conclude (c). O

Let S: C* — H',, s € (1, p1), be defined by
Sc—Zc]@, = (c1,...,¢,) € CH,

and 8* : HL, — C* by
S*f: (<_U+¢17f>"'7<_U+¢;mf>)7 feHl_S-
Let Q : H', — H!, be given by

I
Z —U*¢;, f)
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One can then prove, cf. Section 5.1.2, that Q is a projection from H! onto K,
Q' =1—Q is a projection from H!_ onto ran(1 + GoU™") and that
Dy = (Q'(1+GoUNHQ) '@ (5.101)

exists and is continuous on H! _, s € (%, p1). By an argument of perturbation, it

89

follows that for |z| small enough and Imz > 0, Q"W (2)Q’ is invertible on ran(1 +
GoU™) with continuous inverse. Let

D(z) = (QW()Q)~'Q"

Then according to the varying conditions on p; in Lemma 5.19 one has the following
expansions in £(1, —s; 1, —s):

D(z) = Dy + O(|2]), if s € (5, 1). (5.102a)
D(z) = Dy + /2Dy + (’)(|z\%+61), if p1 >3 and s € (3, p1). (5.102b)

Here
DO = Dar and D1 = —DOW1D0.

Using the operator D(z), we can establish the following representation formula
for W(z)~! for Im 2z > 0:

W)™ =E(2) - E.(2)E 4 (2) T (2), (5.103)
where

E(z) =D(z), & (2)=8—D(z)W(z)S,
E(2)=8"—SW(2)D(2), E_i(2)=8"(—W(z)+W(2)D(2)W(z))S.

The operators £4(z) and £_,(z) can be expanded similarly as D(z),

Ex(z) =Eso+ V2Een + 2620+ ...
E4(2)=E 1o+ \/ES,JFJ +2E Lo+

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(C*,H™ ) (for the
+ case) or L(H!,, CH) (for the — case):

Ex(2) =Ero+ O(|2]9), if s € (3,p1)- (5.104a)
Es(2) =Esp+V2Es1 + (9(|z|%+6), if pr >3 and s € (3, p1). (5.104b)

Here

Eio=S8, £ =8,
5+,1 = —D0W18, 57,1 == —S*WlDo.
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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_4(2) = 8" (~W(2) + W(2)D(2)W(2))S € Myuss(C)

as
E 1 (2) = V2E_11(2) + 2612+ O(|2|'1), (5.105a)
where
E 11=-8WS, (5.105b)
57452 = —S*<W2 — W1D0W1)8. (5105C)

The following lemma gives a precise meaning to this expansion. Note that (5.27¢)
is not imposed. Furthermore none of the assertions (5.98¢c) 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 p = 1 and p; = %) Note that consequently the strong

condition p; > g of (5.98¢) is not relevant for the lemma, although superficially

this condition might appear necessary for justifying (5.105a)—(5.105¢); 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 PT, then
E_(2) = VZE_ 1+ O(|2]219) (5.106a)
for z near zero and Im z > 0, where the matriz €_ ; is given by
E 11 =1C;0C) (5.106b)

with the j’th column of Cy € My,x,(C), 1 < 5 < p, specified as

c(¢;) = LZ D50, Z +edindo) € C™ (5.106¢)
k=1

Here ¢; is denoted as ¢; = (1, , djm) € K.

Case 2. Assume zero is an exceptional point of the second kind of P, p > 1 and
p1 > 3. Then

E_(2) =26 15+ O(2|'F) (5.107a)
for z mear zero and Im z > 0, where
E o=~ U1+)¢i> bi)0)1<ij<p- (5.107Db)

Case 3. Assume zero is an exceptional point of the third kind of PT, p > 1 and
p1 > % Let 1 < k < u denote the multiplicity of zero resonance of Pt. Then

E+(2) =VzE 11+ 2E 42+ O(2]"T) (5.108a)
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for z near zero and Im z > 0, where £_1 1 and £_ 5 can be written as block matrices

with the j’th column of Cy € Mp«(C), 1 < j < kK, equal to c(¢;) and with
£ = (1 = U{) 1, 63)0)wsriju-

Proof. Case 1. We start by estimating the contribution from the second term of
the representation

€+ (2) = ((UT i, W(2)$; = W(2) D(2)W (2)5) h1<ijp-

Using the identity ¢; = —GoUT¢;, j < p, one can estimate |[W(z)@;l5:  for any
s € (1,m) as

W (2)¢; a0z, < ll(ro(2) = Go)U(2); 13, + |Go(U(2) = UT) I -

By the (uniform) bound U(z)¢; € 7—[(’31/2), and a free resolvent bound, possibly
deduced by interpolating (5.45) and (5.94) (with N = 1),

[(ro(2) = Go)U(2)djll31 | < C\Zﬁ“.
From this point we fix any s € (1,2). Then 14 p — s > 2 and by (5.99a)
IGo(U(2) = U)sllan . < Cull{a) ™ 7T (R/(Xo + 2) — R(Ag +10)) ()~ ~#+|

< Colz|it.

This proves that
W ()5l < Ol (5.109a)

Similarly we can prove that

W (2) U gillyor < Cla]ie. (5.109b)

Due to (5.102a) the operator D(z) is uniformly bounded in £(H!

LLHE), and
we conclude using (5.109a) and (5.109b) that

E 1 (2) = (Ut W(2)dj)1<is<p + O(|2|37%).

Next we simplify the first term to the right. It follows by similar arguments that
it is expanded as

(U 60 W(2)b500 = (Uten &) + ro()U* 65D 1<ayep + O[HH),

Since Ut = U~ on K, it follows from Corollary 3.19 that Ut ¢;,UT¢; € H@I/Q)Jr.
Then we obtain from (5.94) (with N = 1) that

(U*65,W(2)8100 = (U i VZGU ) h1ien + O(|2]27),
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Using the explicit formula for the integral kernel of GGy, one obtains
(Ui, G1UT d5)0 = i(c(¢h), ()

where c¢(¢;) € C™ is given by (5.106c). This shows £_, 1 = iCiC), and we have
proven the assertion for Case 1.

Case 2. If zero is an exceptional point of the second kind, then ¢; € H and
Theorem 5.6 shows Wi¢;, = GiUtT¢; = 0 for 1 < j < p. Therefore £ 4, =
-S*W1 S =0.

By possibly making p; smaller we can assume that (5.27¢) is fulfilled and there-
fore that (5.102a) is valid for some s > 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(2)D(2)W(2)S = O(|=[1).
It remains to show that
(UT 65, W (2)pi)h<ijen = 2({(1 = U )i, o) o h<ijen + O(|2]F). (5.110)
For that we first invoke (5.91) with j = 1 and write
(Ui W(2)$j) h1<ijen = —S* (L +10(2)(UT + 2U1))S + O(|2[*).

Next we note that Ut¢; € 7—[(_51/2)+ (cf. Corollary 3.19), so that we can use the

expansion (5.94) with NV = 2. Finally we proceed as in the proof of (5.69) to rewrite
the leading term obtained this way, concluding (5.110).

Case 3. 1If 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.
O

We remark that for Case 1, rank Cy = k = p and CjC is positive definite. More-
over Lemma 5.18 ensures that the matrices (((1 — U;")s, #;)0)1<i ;< for Case 2 and
({((1 = Ui, ¢j)0)wr1<ij<pu 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 PT (relevant for Cases 2 and 3 below) we let II; 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

%QO +O(|z] 739, (5.111a)

W)™t = 7
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Here

K

Qo= > (=UTdy,-)ot; (5.111b)

j=1
with vectors 1; € K obeying

(c(y),c(¥n)) = 0z for k=1, K. (5.111c)

Here c(1pj) € C™ is defined as c(¢;) in Lemma 5.21 with ¢; replaced by ¢; and (-, -)
denotes the scalar product of C™.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose that zero is an exceptional point of the second or the
third kind, respectively, p > 1 and p; > % Then

W(z)t =2 Ilo(1 — UNHI) Ut + O(Jz] ). (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, p1), one has for some € > 0

E(z) = Do+ O(|2]°) in L(1,—s;1,—5),
Ei(2) =E1o+O(2]) in L(CH,H,) or in L(H,,CH),
E_4(2) = ivzBy + O(|2]7%),
where By = C;C) is positive definite. Therefore
L
NE

Decompose By ' as By' = MZ where My € M,.(C) is a positive definite Hermitian
matrix. Set MO = (mij)lgﬁjg,ﬁ and

W(z)t = —=SB;'S" + O] 2*). (5.113)

w
Vi =Y Mg, i=1- K. (5.114)

k=1
Then {1, - ,1.} is a basis of resonance functions of P*. Similarly to the proof
of Proposition 5.8 (a) we can check that {¢y,---,1,} verifies the normalization

condition
(c(i), c(y)) = bij; 4,5 < k.
Hence the expansion (5.111a), with the specification (5.111b)-(5.111c), is proved.
U

Since Ey(Ao + 2)7t = =W (2) Y Py — 2)~! and GoU = —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 k be the
multiplicity of zero resonance. Then for some € > (0

Bu(o+ 97 = == 3000 0+ O3, (5u15)
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where ¢;, j=1,--- Kk, are resonance states verifying (5.111c).

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose zero is an exceptional point of the second or the third
kind, respectively, p > 1 and p; > % Then for some € > 0

En(Xo+2)71 = 271 (o1 — UHp) Iy + O(|z|711). (5.115b)

A main result of this section is the following. In agrement with previous usage,
if \g is a resonance of H its multiplicity is denoted by , and if \q is an eigenvalue of
H the spectral projection of H onto the corresponding eigenspace is denoted by 1.

Theorem 5.24. Assume (5.21), (5.27a) and (5.27b). The following asymptotics
hold for R(A\o + 2) as a bounded operator from H; ' to H', for any s > 1, as z — 0
and £Imz > 0, and € = ¢(s) > 0.

Case 0. Suppose \g is a reqular point of H. Then one has

R()\o + Z) = RI()\O + 10)

5.116
(S = R (Ao £i0)1pS)DoGo(S* — S*IyR (Ao = 10)) + O(|2]9). (5.116)

Here the boundary value of resolvent R'(A\g + 10) (resp., R (Ao —10) ) is used when
Imz >0 (resp. —Imz>0).

Case 1. Suppose \g is an exceptional point of the first kind of H. Then
i 1
R(M\o + 2) = %Z(uj,-)uj+(’)(\z|5“) (5.117a)
j=1

where u;’s are resonance states of H given by
where ;s are the resonance states of P* given in Proposition 5.22.

Cases 2 and 3. Suppose \g is an exceptional point of the second or the third kind
of H, respectively, p > 1 and p; > % Then

R\ + 2) = —2 Iy + O(Jz| 1. (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 Imz < 0 can
be proved in the same way with PT replaced by P~. Note that due to Theorem 5.6
(a), the resonance states u; 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(\o+
z) is expressed in terms of a specific basis of resonance states {u1, ..., u,} of H such
that ¢; = S*u;, 7 = 1,..., Kk, are given as in Proposition 5.22. The normalization
condition (5.111c) expressed in terms of the u;’s reads

(c(S™u;), e(S*ug)) = 0k, J,k=1,...,K. (5.119)

By Proposition 5.8 (b), (5.117a) remains valid for any basis of resonance states
{uy,...,u.} of H verifying (5.119). Note also the formula

1
c(S*u;) = ﬁ</xg01[0ujd:c, o ,/)(@mloujdx>, j=1,...,k. (5.120)

For Cases 0 and 1, p =1 is legitimate. However Cases 2 and 3 of Theorem 5.24
have the stronger condition p > 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 L?-eigenfunctions
if \¢ 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 p = 1. Note
however that the property \g & o,,(H.) for small ¢ 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 p = 1 and
p1 = 3/2. Suppose \g is an eigenvalue of H and that ranlly C L? for some
t > 3/2. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(A\o + z) as an operator from
H ' to H',, s> 1, for 2 — 0 and £Tmz > 0, and € = ¢(s) > 0.

s’

K

> ug, Yuy + O(l2] 72 ). (5.121)

J=1

R(Xo+2) = —2 'y + 7
Here the second term on the right-hand side appears only if K > 1, that is if X\ is
a resonance of H, and in that case {uy,...,u.} is a basis of resonance states of

H being independent of the choice of the sign £. If on the other hand Xy is not a
resonance of H, then R(\o + z) + 2 'y has limits in norm as z — 0, £Tm z > 0.

Remark 5.27. As in Remark 5.17 2) the condition ranTly C L7 for some ¢ > 1
suffices for the last assertion of Theorem 5.26.

5.2 Positive slowly decaying effective potentials

Low-energy scattering for one-body Schrédinger operators with positive slowly de-
caying potentials is studied in [Na, Yal, 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 Schrédinger operator at the low-
est threshold \g = >, 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
Hy in this framework is a closed second order elliptic operator of the form

— _ i O, 0" (2)0y,; + Zb )0y, + v(z), (5.122)

ij=1

where " (z), bj(x) and v(z) are complex-valued functions in R™, n > 1. We assume
that a", b; are bounded C"! functions with bounded derivatives and there exists ¢ > 0
such that

Re(a"(z)) > cl,, VrcR™ (5.123a)

Assume also that v is relatively bounded with respect to —A with relative bound
zero and there exist some constants 0 < p < 1 and ¢y > 0 such that

|(Hou, u)| > co||Vul|® + |[{z) " u|®), for allu € H? — (5.123b)
sup [(x)"bj(z)] < oo, 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), Hy is bijective from D(Hj) to
R(Hy). Let Ro(0) : R(Hy) — D(Hy) be its algebraic inverse. Ry(0) is a densely
defined and closed operator, continuous from L3 to L7 ,, and compact from L2 to
L? € >0, for any s € R (|[Wa6, Ya2|). Thus Ry(0)" : L2 — L? , v is bounded.

s—2u—e>
If Re H > 0, one can check that the strong limit

shim  (2)"2N4(Ro(2)N — Ro(0)Y) = 0,

2€Q(6),z—0
where Q(0) = {2 : largz| > § + 6} with § > 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
(5.123¢). For any a > 0 there ezists C, > 0 such that

||e—a(g3)1—HRO(O)N|| + ||RO(0)Ne—a<a:>l—u < CéV+1NyN’
. ‘ 2
uniformly in N > 1. Here v = ﬁ

From Theorem 5.28 one deduces the following result.

Corollary 5.29 ([Wa6, Corollary 4.2|). Let Hy = —A + v(z) be self-adjoint and
positive and satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.28. Then for any a > 0 there
exists C, > 0 such that

e~ ™ Ro(2)N]| + || Ro(2) Ve~ ™| < CNHINN YN > 1,

uniformly in N > 1 and z € Q = {( € C: |arg(| > §} with § > 0.

Since R\ (2) = NIRy(z)N+!, Corollary 5.29 means that e~*®" ™" Ry(z) belongs
to the Gevrey class G117 (Q), where

GU(Q) ={F: Q— L(L%) | 3C > 0 st. [[FM(2)]| < CNTNINY, V2 € QN € N}
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For n = 3, the repulsive Coulomb Hamiltonian —A+|70|, ¢ > 0, satisfies all conditions

of Corollary 5.29 with u = %, so its resolvent belongs to G®)(Q) in exponentially
weighted spaces. In [AW, Wa6|, non-selfadjoint perturbations H of Hy are studied
and large time expansions are obtained for the quantum dynamics e=*# and e~ *#

as t — +o0.

To study the N-body Schrodinger operator H at its lowest threshold Ay = X,
we assume

Ao = 29 is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold in the sense of Condition 2.4.
(5.124)
This means there exists a unique ag € A \ {amax} such that ¥y € o,,(H*), 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, ¢; is a normalized
eigenfunction of H® with eigenvalue 3y and H = L*(X,,)). Denote xg = z,, € X,,-
From Section 2.2 we have the representation formula for the resolvent,

R(z) = E(2) — B (2)Ex(2) ' E_(2) for ITmz # 0,

where

&
—
I\
I
=
—
I\
~—
I
e
I
I\
~—

L
=

)

E(2)

E_(z) = S*(1 - LhR'(2)),

Ey(2) = (2 = No) = (Ao + SIS — S* Iy R'(2),S),
)

and Ag = Ay, Io(7) = D0, Vi(2b) and Sf(x)(z) = ¢1(2%)f(x). The effective
potential here is
S*1pS(x0) = (lo1, #1)o;

where (-, -)g is the scalar product of L*(X®).
In addition to (5.124) we assume that

X € opp(H'), pe(0,2), (5.125a)

de, R > 0 such that S*[p.S > | C|p for |xo| > R. (5.125b)
Lo

Conditions (5.124) and (5.125a) show that R'(z) is holomorphic for z near Ag. Con-
dition (5.125b) implies that in some sense Ay can not be a resonance of H (cf.
Lemma 5.32). Therefore we need only to distinguish the cases Ay be an eigenvalue
of H or not. In the case )\g 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 Ao = Xy & opp(H). Then for any a > 0, e=*@0)" " R(2) belongs to the Geuvrey
class g(%ﬁ)(ﬁ)\o(é)), where jp = § and Q),(6) = {z € C: |z—X\o| <9, |arg(z—Xo)| >
d}, 0 >0 small.

The proof of Theorem 5.30 is divided into several steps. The main task is to
1+

prove that Ey(z)~' € G (Q, (8)) if Ao is not an eigenvalue of H. Set
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and
W(A) = =S"IoR' (Mo + M) oS = — {1, yR' (A + o) Io(1 @ *))o. (5.126)
W () is holomorphic for A near 0 and satisfies
)2 W (M) ()2 < ©

uniformly in |A| < 26 for some d > 0 small, because IT[HIT" = O({xe)'=%"). Under
the assumption (5.125b), the results of [Wa6| can be applied to —Ag+ 5*.S. How-
ever the non-local term W (\) 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 (A) in A to prove some uniform energy
estimates.

For s € R, let o, be the weight function defined by

2

|ZL‘0| 52 . 1
905<.§U0> =1+ R2 with Rs = M<S> T—p,

where M > 1 is to be chosen sufficiently large and is independent of s.

Lemma 5.31. There exist constants M,0,C' > 0 such that
1(z0) s W (\)p—s (z0)"'[| < C
forr,r" € R with r,r’ < 14 2u, for A € C with |\| < § and for s € R.
Proof. Since [p,, IT] = 0 and II,IT" = O({xe)172*), one has
I{z0) s W (A)o—s(x0)" || < Cllps R (Mo + Ao

Computing the commutator [—Ay, ¢5] one obtains

pH'e = H' + O(m) =H'+ O(%)’

where the term O(%) satisfies the bound

O (' +i) | <

uniformly in s € R. Since Ag is in the resolvent set of H’, there exists 6 > 0 such
that R'(Ao + A) is a well defined holomorphic function for |A| < 24 and we can take
M > 1 large so that

10(37) R (o + V] <

DO | —

for |[A\| < §. From the equation
1 -1
s R' (M + N)p_s = R'(Ao + A) (1 + O(M)R’()\o + A)) IT,

it follows that ¢, R'(Ao+ A)¢_s is uniformly bounded for s € R and || < §. Whence
Lemma 5.31 is proven. O



138 Chapter 5. Resolvent asymptotics near a two-cluster threshold
Let xr(70) = x1(%), R > 1, where x; € C* is a cut-off such that 0 < y; <1,
X1(xo) = 0if |zo] < 1 and x1(zo) = 1 if |z > 2. Set

F(A)=—-Ao+1—xr+xrUN)xr

(7()\) =U(\) = (1 = xr + xrU(N)XRr)
h() = _AO +1— XRrR + X?{S*[OS

Then Ey (Mg + A) can be decomposed as

Exn(Xo+A) =X—(F(\)+U(N) (5.127)
= A= (ho + (1 = xr)((1L + xr)S" IS — 1) + W(A))

For R > 1 sufficiently large, hg is a one-body Schrodinger operator with globally
positive and slowly decaying potential vy = 1 — xr + x%S*[pS:

vo(g) >

<.§U0>2“7 Zo € X07

for some ¢ > 0. The operator F'(0) = hy + xgW (0)xr is a non-local perturbation
of hg and F'(0) > 0. Note that

UA) = (1 =xr)(UQA) = 1) + xrUA) (1 = xr)-

Since 1 — y g has compact support and A is in the resolvent set of H’, making use
of the relation

ea(a:o)Hle—a(xo) — Hl + O(CL)

for a > 0 small, one sees that U (\) is exponentially decaying in the sense that
[0 T (X)e®0)|| < C (5.128)

uniformly for A near 0 and |a| < §, § > 0 small.
Lemma 5.32. Assume (5.1250) and let p = 5 € (0,1). One has

[{zo) psull + [V (esu)|l < Cll{zo)@s(F(A) = Aull (5.129)
uniformly in s € R, u € S and X\ € Qp(6) ={C € C:|¢] <4, |arg¢| > s} U{0} .

Proof. By construction, hy = —Aq+ v (z) satisfies the weighted coercive condition
(5.123b). Moreover, for A = 7€' € C with 7 > 0 and ¢ # 0, [¢| > 6 > 0, e @ (ho—\)
also satisfied (5.123b) with a lower bounded independent of A so long as |[¢| > §
and |7| < 0 for § > 0 small. Applying [Wa6, Lemma 3.1] to hg and e~**(hg — ), we
deduce

[{z0) " esull + IV (psu) || < Cl[{x0)"@s(ho — A)ull (5.130)

uniformly in s € R and A\ € Qq(0).
Since F'(A) = ho + xgW (A)xr, Lemma 5.31 shows that

(o) @s(ho = Mull < [{z0)"@s(F () = Null + CR™*|[{wo) s

uniformly in s € R and |A| small. Now Lemma 5.32 follows if R > 1 is taken
appropriately large. ]
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Lemma 5.32 shows that G(\) = (F(\) — \)~! satisfies the estimate
[{z0) " @sG(A)p—s{z0) || + IV p:sG(N)ps(mo) || < C
uniformly in s € R and A € 4(0). It follows that
[(a0) .G\l < C'fs)7, = 2 (5.131)

uniformly in s and A. The following technical estimates are the main step in the
proof of Gevrey estimates of G()), cf. [Wa6, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 5.33. There exist constants C,0 > 0 such that for anyr € R, N € N
and A € Qy(9)

[{z0) = (o)~ VMG (W) ) M| < CYFINKEN + )0 (5.132)

Here . )
TNr = ] O with Ry, = M{(2N +r)p) ™=

N,r

and (zy,) = (1+ |z, [?)z.

Proof. The case N = 0 and r > 0 follows from (5.131) with s = ru. For the general
case N > 1 and r > 0, we write

GM(N) = (GO = GO)XRW (W)xaG ()Y,
and prove by an induction on N that
)™ ()~ NG (A) ()™
< CNHFINV(2N + 7))+

with Cny1 < Cn(1 + w55) for some ¢ > 0 independent of N. The details are the
same as the proof of [Wa6, Theorem 3.4| and are omitted here. O

To convert polynomial weight depending on /N into exponential weight indepen-
dent of NV, we use the following estimate.

Va> 034, >0 |[(zy, )@V me=alo) ™) < gmax{2Ntn1} (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 C. For 2N +r > C
with C' > 1 large but fixed, consider the function

T

f<T>:<R—m

YN ).

One has

PR (.

= i (N 0= (L= (R, 7).
N,r

Since p €]0, 1], for each a > 0, one can find some constant A > 0 such that

f'(r) <0, for7> ARn,.
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Therefore for 2N +r > C,

(@, ) BV FHemal@l ™| o < qup  f(r) < (A)ENFH
0<7<ARp,,

This proves (5.133) for some appropriate constant A, > 0.
Proposition 5.33 implies the following Gevrey estimates for G(A\) = (F(\)—\)~%:

[ {z0) ""e @) G (N (o) T|| < CNHHFT NN 4 7)Y VD5 (5.134)

uniformly in 7 > 0, N € N and X € Q4(0).

Lemma 5.34. Assume (5.124), (5.125a) and (5.125b). Let u be a solution to the
equation FEy(Ao)u = 0 and v € H, for some 7 € R. Then there exists some
positive constant by such that e®@)' ™"y € H. Here H = L*(Xy) and H, =
L2(Xy, {x)*"dxy).

Proof. wu satisfies the equation u = G(0)(1—xg)(1—U(0))u. Since U(0) is continuous
in H, forany s € R, u € H, and 1—yp is of compact support, (1—xg)(1—-U(0))u €
H, 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

Ey(Mo) = —(ho + (1 = xr)(S"LoS — 1) + W(Ag)).

Since hg > —Ap + >2H for some ¢ > 0, the following Agmon energy estimate holds
true: 4b,C' > 0 suc “that

[ ) e FI7 4 [V (0 )P < O ho fo )L+ 1 FIIP) - (5.135)

for f € D(ho) with €20 ™ hof € H (cf. [Wa6, (5.37)]). R'(z) being holomorphic
for z near Ay, one has for b > 0 small enough

(2@ WO < Ci(|[(a >”“eb<’”°1“f||2+||f||)
< ef|(o) e T 12 4 O £

for any € > 0. We deduce from (5.135) that

FIP 4 Va0 (77 )P < O En(o) £ O+ I1F 1)

[} e

(5.136)
with possibly another constant C' Slnce u € Hoo and Ey(Aog)u = 0, the above
inequality applied to u shows that e?@0)' "y € H for 0 < by < b. O

Proof of Theorem 5.30. Since ) is not an eigenvalue of H, Lemma 5.34 shows
that Ey (o) is injective in ‘H for any s. Writing

Ex(Mo+ ) = —(F(\) = A)(1+GNUN) (5.137)

for A € Q0(6), one sees that 1+G(0)U(0) is injective. The mapping A — G(A)U(N) €
L(H,) is a continuous and compact operator-valued. Consequently, 1+ G(0)U(0)
is invertible and (1 + G(0)U(0))"' € L(#,) which implies, by continuity, (1 +
GA)U(N)) ™! exists and

L+ <C
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for A € Qy(d), d > 0 small. This proves that Ey(Ao+A) is invertible with the inverse
given by

En(Qo+ N =—=1+GNUN) G\ = =GN +TNGN)) ™ (5.138)

As operator from H, to Hs_a,, E3(Xo + A)~! is uniformly bounded for A € Q4(9).
Therefore the formula

R(z) = B(z) — E4(2)By(2) " E_(2)

initially valid for Im z # 0 can be extended to z € Q,,(d). We conclude that H has
no eigenvalue in (A9 — 6, Ao), hence o4(H) is finite.
E(z) and FE4(z) are holomorphic for z near \y. Since

ematwo) 7H frgatwo) ™! — 4 Ofa),

e=alw0)™" R (2)ea(0)"™" is holomorphic and uniformly bounded for |z — \o| small,
provided that a > 0 is small. It follows that e~*#)" ™ E (2)e*#0)'™* is holomorphic
and uniformly bounded for z € Q,,(d). Therefore to prove Theorem 5.30, it is
sufficient to show that e=*@)' ™" [, (2)~! belongs to g<%ﬁ>(mo(5)).

For a > 0 small, U()\)e*®"' ™ is holomorphic and uniformly bounded for A €
((8). We conclude from (5.134) (with 7 = 0) that T(A)G(\) € G0 (Q(6))

which, together with the uniform bound
la+TMG) <.
14

shows that (1+U(A\)G(A)~! € G (Q9(8)). For z = A+ A, it follows from (5.134)
that

e VT By (2) 7 = —e 0 T G (2 — X)L+ Uz — A)G(z — Ag)) !

belongs to g(%)(ﬁ)\o(@). This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.30. O

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 7 € R, one has

(o) >+ RN (2) (o) || < O (5.139)
uniformly for A € €,,(0)). This implies in particular that the limit

RO =, tim RO (5.140)

exists in £(L?, L ) for any € > 0 and R(X\) € L(L2,L?_,,) for any T € R.

T—2pu—€ T—21
Here and in the remaining part of this section, L? = L*(X, (z¢)?"dz).

2) Making use of (5.134), one can show the following improvement of Theorem
5.30: For any a > 0 and 7 > 0, there exists some constant C' such that

o) e RN (2) (o) || < CVHININ 4 1)1V 4D (5.141)

uniformly in N € N and z € Qy,(9).
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Proposition 5.36. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.30 and let s > HT“ Then
the boundary values of the resolvent

R(A+i0) = lim R(\ + ie)

e—0
exist in L(L% L*,) for X\ € [Ao, N0+ 0], § > 0 and

[{z0) > R(A £10){xo) °[| < C (5.142)
uniformly in X € [Ao, Ao + 0].

Proof. We keep the notation used before. It is known [Na| that (5.142) holds true
for ro(z) = (hg — 2)~t. Whence

Vs> 30 >0 (o) "ro(A £10){zo) *|| < C (5.143)
uniformly in A € [0,6]. For F(z) = hy + xgW (2)xr, we write

F(z) =z = (ho — 2)(1 + ro(2)xgW (2)xr), Imz#0.

For A > 0 small, 7o(A+i0)x g W (\) x g is compact in H_ 4 and continuous for A € [0, ¢],
d > 0. For R > 1large, F(0) > —Ap+ W, ¢ > 0, in sense of selfadjoint operators
and Lemma 5.32 remains true if Ey (o) is replaced by F'(0). Consequently, F(0) is
injective in H; for any ¢ € R because 0 is not an eigenvalue of F'(0). This implies
that 14 70(0)xrW (0)xr is injective in H_, hence 1 +ry(0)xgW (0)xr is invertible.
By the continuity in A\, we conclude that (1 + ro(A £10)xgW (A\)xr) is invertible in
L(H_) for A > 0 small and its inverse is continuous in A € [0,]. Consequently the

boundary values of G(z) = (F(z) — 2)~! exist in L(H,, H_,) and
GA£i0) = (1 + ro(A £ i0)xzW (N)xr) ro(A % i0)
are continuous for A € [0,6]. A similar argument shows that the boundary values
Ex(Ao+A£i0)" = —(1+ G £i0)T(N) ™ G(A £ i0)
exist in L(Hs, H_4) and are continuous in A € [0, §]. Finally we obtain
R(p +10) = B(p) — By (1) By (p £10) " B ()
exist in £(L%, L? ) and are continuous in pu € [Ag, A\g + d]. O

Corollary 5.37. Let e(\) denote the spectral projector of H on ] — 0o, A]. Assume
the conditions of Theorem 5.30. Then for any a > 0 and s > HT“, there exist some
constants b, B > 0 such that

He—a(mo)lfue/()\)(l_o)—sH < Be—blA—Ao\_W’ )\ € ()\0’ Ao + 5) (5144)

Proof. Since €' (\) = 5=(R(A +i0) — R(A —i0)), [[{zo)~%¢'(A\)(x0) %] is uniformly

27
bounded for A € (Ag, A\g + d). Iterating the first resolvent equation, one obtains for
any N € N

(A = (A=) RNV (V). (5.145)
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Applying (5.141) with 7 = s, one deduces that for any a > 0, there exist some
constants ¢, C' > 0 such that

om0 ¢/ (X)) 1| < CNNN (A = Ag)™ (5.146)

for all N € N and A € (A, Ao + d). It remains to minimize the right-hand side by

choosing N in terms of A — A\ such that N ~ A\ — )\0|_% as A — )\ for some
appropriate constant A > 0. Then

CNN'\/N|>\ o >\O|N ~ 614‘)\—)\0|_%(’YIHA+1HC)
_1
< Be—b|>\—>\0\ 77 AE ()‘07 )‘0 + 5)7

for some constants b, B > 0, if A > 0 is such that yIn A 4+ Inc < 0. This proves
(5.144). O

When ) 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 Ao be
an eigenvalue of H and 11y, be the eigenprojection of H associated with \g. Then

one has -
R(z) = ——2 4 Ry (z) (5.147)
zZ — )\0

1tp

where, for any a > 0, e=@)" ™" R (2) belongs to the Gevrey class G'1=1) (2, (9)).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.30, we are led to study FEy/(z) for z € Q,,(9).
We use formula (5.137) and another Grushin reduction to study Ex (Ao + A)7'.
The smoothness of G(A) and U(A) at A = 0 implies that they can be expanded in
appropriate spaces in powers of A for A near 0. Set

G(A) = Go + G + (), (5.148)

UN) = Uy + AUy 4 o(N). (5.149)

One has G; € L(Hs, Hs—(j+1),) and (7j € L(Hs, Hoo) for any s € R.

Let k denote the multiplicity of eigenvalue Ao of H. Then 0 is an eigenvalue of
Ex(Xo) with multiplicity k. Let K(z) = G(2)U(z) and Ky = GoUy. Then Kj is a
compact operator in H and ker(1+ GoUp) = ker Ey(Xo). As in Subsection 5.1.2, we
can choose a basis, {¢1,...,¢r}, of ker F3()\g) verifying

(—Uoi, dj) =035, 1<i,j<kh
and construct a Grushin problem for 1+ K (X). Let

k
S:Cr = H,c=(cy,-- ,ck)%Sc:chgb.

j=1

Then ) = SS8* is a projection onto ker(1 + Kj). Let @ = 1 — Q. One has
Q' (1 + Ky)Q' is invertible on ran " and by continuity, Q'(1+ K (X))@’ is invertible
on ran )’ with uniformly bounded inverse for A € Qy(9), 6 > 0 small. Let

D) = (Q(1+ K(:)Q) '@
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Since (1 + K()\)) € GA(Qy(8)) with v = i—“ﬂ, one has D(\) € G (Q(6)). By
studying the Grushin problem for 1 4+ K(z) using S defined above, we obtain

(1+ K()\))_1 =&\ — €+()\)5_+()\)_1€_(>\) (5.150)
where
E(N) = D(A),
E(N)=8-DN)(1+KQ)S
EN=8-8(1+K(\)D(\)
E . N)=8(-1+K\)+(1+KN)DN1+ K(\))S.

E+(N) and E_, (N) all belong to Gevrey classes of order 14 +. As in Subsection 5.2.1
Case 2, we can compute the k x k matrix £, (\) et obtain

E_1(\) =AMy + Nri(N) (5.151)
where My is invertible and r1(\) € G137 (Q(6)). This leads to
E (N =AMy (N
with 75(\) € G (Q4(8)). By (5.138) and (5.150), we obtain

Eu(ho+ N = —GON)1+EK\) ! = % + Ri()) (5.152)

in L(Hs, Hs o4 ), where Cy = Go&, (0) M, 'E_(0) and for a > 0, e~ @) T RI(N) €
GUH(Qy(8)). Therefore, R(z) verifies the expansion

By

R(Z) B _Z— )\0

+ Rl(Z), BO = E+()\0)C()E_(>\0)

One can show as in the proof of Theorem 5.30 that
e ) R (2) € G (0, ().

One has necessarily By = II,, by the spectral theorem for H. O

Using Cauchy integral formula to represent e 7 in terms of the resolvent, we

obtain from Theorem 5.38 a large-time expansion for the heat semi-group e 7 (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

oo (= 3T eI, — L, )| < Ce T (5153

A€oq(H)

Here 11, is the eigenprojector of H associated with eigenvalue \.
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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 *#, when regarded as
operator from L2, to L{ ., can be expanded as [t| — oo 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 *# in the N-body problem.

2) If Ay = X5 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 )y, one can not expect these results to be true for higher
thresholds Ay > Y.

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 Ay = 3
is non-multiple two-cluster and is equal to the lowest eigenvalue of a two-cluster
Hamiltonian H* with a = (C1,C;). Let Q; = Ekecj qr be the total charge of
particles in cluster C;, 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 p = 1 (see (1.14)). In this case, Theorems 5.30 and
5.38 hold true in Gevrey class G® (Qy,(6)).

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 \g = 29 and Ny > Y.

We recall that for a given two-cluster threshold Aq for the models of Sections 1.2
and 1.3 we group the set of two-cluster decompositions a for which \g € o,,(H®)
into A;, A, and Ajs for which

Aj: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order attractive Coulombic,
Aj: the effective inter-cluster interaction is to leading order repulsive Coulombic,
Aj: the effective inter-cluster interaction is O(|z,|72).

This distinction does not depend on choices of corresponding sub-Hamiltonian bound
states p® (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 fora € A:= A UAyU Ajs the operator P* be the corresponding orthogonal
projection onto ker(H® — \g) in L*(X%) and let m, be the dimension of this space.
Obviously II* := P* ® 1 projects onto the span of functions of the form ¢* ® f,,
0" € ker(H® — \g), in L*(X). We identify ran P?, say spanned by an orthonormal
basis ¢f, ... 5, , with C™ (using the basis), and similarly

Ha = L2(Xa7 Cma) =~ @mﬁma L2(Xa) > @mﬁmafa,m - fa
~ S, fo:= Z Op @ fam € ranIl®.

m<mq

The effective potential for a € Az obeys W, := S*I,S, = Q,|va| ™ + B,, where
Q. is a m, X m, matrix-valued function depending only on 6 = &, = |z,| 'z, while
B, = By(x,) = O(|z4]7). We shall here only study the case where Q, = 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 m, = 1
in both of Sections 1.2 and 1.3) is to let Case 2) correspond to @), # 0 and let Case
3) correspond to ), = 0, respectively. This means that we shall not consider Case
2) defined in Section 4.3. Whence, letting A = {a € A3| Q, = 0}, we assume that

Az = AL (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 = _ 7 ®Ha,
Ho = L*(X,, C™) = By, L2(X,) and S = (S,) - H — F C G = L*(X) is given
by

f=@ueqfo=SF=Y_ Safsi fo= Y Bfam: Safo= > ©%& fam.

acA m<mg m<meg

Let (as usual) T = (S55*)7'S. These operators S and T will freely be used on
weighted spaces, and we also adapt the following notation of Theorem 5.14.

Stf = LaSafa; [ =®peq for

acA

We write —Ey (X +2) = P(z2) = Py + U(z) — 2, where By = @, 1h, with
ha specified as follows: If a € A; or a € A, we take h, = p? + w, (acting as a
diagonal operator if m, > 1) where w, is constructed as in Subsection 4.1.2 or 4.1.3,
respectively. If a € A = A3 we take h, = p2. We define ro(z) = (Py — 2) =
@oeiTa(2) for any z € C\ R. Next we write

P(z)'=(1+ ro(z)U(z))flfro(z) =W(z) 'ro(z), z€C\R, (5.155)

as in the previous sections.

If \g is regular, meaning that ) is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of H (or,
more precisely, that the set £ in Theorem 4.17 is the zero set), then ker W*(0) = 0
where

+ 1 + . o . . . . o + =+
W=(0) = ll_I)%W (fie) =1+ 11_{% ro(Zie) 11_{% U(tie) =1+ ryU; (5.156)
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with limits taken in appropriate spaces. By Fredholm theory we would then obtain
limits lim._,o(P F ie)~! and then in turn, due to (5.2), limits lim._ o R(A\g =& ie).
Actually for A\g being regular we can take limits for z — 0 in the quadrants

Z; ={Rez >0, £Imz > 0}.

To be more precise about these assertions we first look at the three types of
(diagonal) building blocks r,(z) = (hs — 2z)~. Recall the notions from Section 4.3,

Hlj,s = HF(X,,C™) for ac A keRand s € R
If a € A, there are limits

ro(0£10) =  lim _ ry(z) in L(H, L, H]

) — )7
z—0,z€24 @8 @8

s > 3/4,

cf. Subsection 4.1.2. Similarly, if a € A, there are limits

+i0) = 1 i LA 4
r,(0 £10) z%Ol,gElZi r4(2) in E(’HQS,HQ,_S), s > 3/4,
however in this case 7,(0+1i0) = r,(0 —i0) and the common limit coincides with the
quantity h,! of Lemma 4.4, cf. [Na| and [Ya2|. Finally, for a € A% we know from
the previous sections that
+i0) = i i s M 1

r4(0 £ i0) M ra(z) in L(H, My ,), s>1,
again with r,(0 +i0) = 7,(0 —i0) and in this case the common limit Gy is given
explicitly (each diagonal entry has the kernel (47) 7|z, — ya| ™).

We are lead to consider for k € R, r;s < —3/4 and t < —1 the spaces

k k k k
Hr,s,t = Dreay Hb,r @ Do, Hb,s @ Do s Hb,t'

We could for example fix (r,s,t) = t := —(1,1,4/3), and the correspond-
ing spaces H% could then be used by considering ro(z) € L(H ;, H}), U(z) €
L(HL,H_}) and therefore, in turn, W(z) € L(H]); z € Zi. With these inter-
pretations we can check that the limits in (5.156) exist. Since A is regular for H it
follows that ker W=(0) = 0. Since W*(0) € C(H}) 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 ’Hf@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 Ay is reqular. Then for all sufficiently big r,s < —3/4
and t < —1 there is an € > 0 such that the following asymptotics holds in E(?—[},&t)
for z — 0 in Z,.

W(z)"t = W=(0)"" + O(|2]). (5.157a)
Similarly, in the space L(H "} 'Hi’&t)

r,—s,—1’

P(z) ™ = (PE) P+ 0(2]); (PE) = WE0) g (5.157b)



148 Chapter 5. Resolvent asymptotics near a two-cluster threshold

Theorem 5.43 (Regular case). Under the conditions of Proposition 5.42 the fol-
lowing asymptotics hold for R(\g + 2) as an operator from H; ' to H', t > 1, for
z— 0 in Z4 and for some € = €(t) > 0.

(S = R £10)S)(PH)1(S* = SiR (o £10)) + O(l2). 1)

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(Ag+ z) is given by the term
S(P —2)7'S* € L(H ', H',), but S(P — 2)715* &~ Sro(2)S* ~ BacaP* @ 1,4(2)
needs ¢ > 1 only for a € AL; r,(2) is ‘smaller’ for a € A; U A,.

We can also derive a result if Ay is an exceptional point of the second kind,
meaning that the set £ in Theorem 4.17 obeys 0 # £ C L% For that we need the
additional condition

ranIl;; C L? for some ¢ > 1, (5.159)

where Iy is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue A\g of H (note
that Ty L? = £). 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
H, := H—olly, 0 > 0 small. Under the given hypotheses )\ is neither an eigenvalue
nor a resonance of H,, and therefore there is an analogous version of (5.158) for H,
and we can then (as in the previous sections) invoke (5.87). Hence we obtain the
following result, where quantities depending on the ‘potential’ —clly are equipped
with the subscript o.

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 A\ is an eigen-
value but not a resonance of H. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(Ao + z)
as an operator from H; ' to H',, s > 1, for = — 0 in Z+ and for some ¢ = €(s) > 0.

—57

R()\0+2) = —Z_1HH*|>0'_1HH+R;()\Q:E10) 5160
+ (S = R, (Ao £i0)5;,)(P)H(S* = S, R (X £1i0)) + O(]2]). (5.160)

Note that the 2~ 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 ~~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~2-terms of [JK, Wa2| also
disappear.

It remains to examine the cases where )\ is an exceptional point of the first or of
the third kind, meaning (treating them uniformly) that the set £ in Theorem 4.17
is not strictly a subset of L?. For that we need the additional condition

ranIly C L7 for some t > 3/2, (5.161)

where Iy is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H — \g) (i.e. the eigenprojection if
Ao is an eigenvalue of H). We know from Theorem 4.17 that the condition £ ¢ L?
needs Az # ). If A; # 0 and AL # () 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

A=Ay U A (5.162)

the analogue of (5.47) holds (for H,), 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 \g is
a resonance of H. Then the following asymptotics hold for R(\o+ z) as an operator
from H;' to H ', s > 1, for 2 — 0 in Z1 and for some ¢ = ¢(s) > 0.

s’

i K
R(ho+2) = =2y +—= Y (uy, yu; + O]z 72). (5.163)
Here {uy,...,us} C H(171/2)_ 15 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\ A # 0 (this
is an interesting case for the physics models). Then the spherical potential @, should
not to be ‘too negative’, more precisely we need that o(—Ay + Q,) C (—1/4,00)
for all a in this set. With this extension there should be analogous results on the
resolvent expansion at Ao, 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 Az \ A # 0, see
Subsection 6.3.2. If the above spectral condition on a € Az \ AX 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, Del, De2, De3, DG, Is2, Is3, Is4, IT, Ne, Sk2, Sk4, Sk5,
Sk6, Sk7, SW, Wa6, Yal, 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 = ag
given in Condition 2.4. More precisely suppose p < 2 and that the inter-cluster
potential [,(x,) = I, (zs) = Io(z,) fulfills the condition

dR>0 dJe>0 VyeX,with|y|>R:

L(y) < —e(y) ™ and — 2L, (y) —y - VI.(y) > ely) . (6.1)

We assume
Ao ¢ opp(H'), (6.2)

or equivalently \g ¢ opp(H). 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 R(A + i0) are smooth (in
weighted spaces) in a real neighbourhood I 3 \y. We take I, R = Ry > 1 and the
operator B = Bp =: B exactly as done in Subsection 3.3.2 (this B should not to be
mixed up with the operator B, = B, r = B(k?B?+ 1)~! in the same chapter).

In addition we assume

No & opp(H). (6.3)
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If (6.3) is not fulfilled and Il is the corresponding eigenprojection then A\g ¢
opp(H—0olly) for o > 0, and we can consider the H’ construction for H, = H—olly,
say denoted by H!, 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 o > 0
is taken small enough the condition A\ ¢ o,,(H’) implies the same property with
H' replaced by H., 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(A £ i0) (in appropriate spaces)
in an interval of the form I = [A\g, A\g + 6] C I with § > 0 small. In fact we have
the formulas

R(A+10) = EX(\) — EX (V) EL (V) 'EE(N), (6.4)

where, abbreviating Iy = [,, and py = pq,,

We also have
R'(A£i0) = R(A £i0) — (p2 — NI = R(\ +i0)IT.

The matrix-valued operator W = 5*1,S is well approximated by a diagonal one
fulfilling a global virial condition, in fact approximated by a multiple of the identity
say denoted by wl, 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 = (p3 + w)1, r(z) = (h — 2z)~! and

r¥ =1\ — X £i0) and v§ = v(\ £10),
and note that
—EZN\) = h+vy — (A= o),

—EE(N) T =rE ) (1 + i) (6.5)
vy = —S* LR’ (A £i0)[,S + O(r 7).

If m, := dimker(H* — \g) = 1, a = ag, we can here replace O(r~'=*) by O(r=*>)
which would refer to a polynomially decreasing term. In any case the term is a A-
independent local potential (i.e. a function). The above expressions are substituted
into (6.4) to obtain formulas for R(A £10) to be studied.

Note that

(1+ofrE) ™ € LA NL(By); s € (s0,1/2+ p3/4), so=1/2+ p/4.  (6.6)



6.1.1. Sommerfeld’s theorem 153

This is the best we can do when m, > 1. If \y > 35 and m, = 1 then any
s € (s9,1/24 p) works. On the other hand if \j = X5 and m, = 1 then this inverse
exists in £L(L?) for any s € (sg,2p + 2 — s¢), cf. (4.12). In particular we have the
following formula for any v € B,, (we abbreviate throughout this section B := By s,
B* = Bf/z and B = 1‘/2’0),

RO\ £i0)¢p = g7 (A) + R(A £10)¢53 (V)
Pa(N) =13 fa (V) € By, (Xa),
FEO) = (14 05r5) 718 (1 = RO+ 0)IT) Y € By, (X,),
Yy (\) =1 (¥ — IS¢, (M) € B.

(6.7)

It follows that for any s > sg the £(L2%, L? ,)-valued functions R(-4i0) are continuous
on If. For each A € I} the operators R(A £10) € L(B,, B,). It will be convenient
to isolate the ‘main parts‘ of (6.7) writing

R(A+i0) = SriS* + R(A £ i0)I' + R(A £10). (6.8)

Here é()\ +10) are represented as sums of various terms. Note for example that for
any ¢ € By, (as above) fX(\) — S*¢ € L2 for any s € (sg,1/2+ p3/4).

Remark 6.1. Note that in particular (6.4) as well as (6.7) and (6.8) are valid
for A = X\p. 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 H, = H — olly 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),

AR>03e>03p€ [p,2(1+p))Vy € X, with [y| > R:  IL(y) > ely) 7.

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 Ag. First we recall the
following version of the Sommerfeld’s theorem above \g, see [AIIS, Corollary 1.10]
which extends the seminal work [Is4].

Theorem 6.2. For any A € I] \ {\o} there exist R = Ry > 1 and o > 0 such that
for any real function x(- < o) € C®(R), which is supported in (—oo, o) and whose
derivative has compact support, and for any i € B

X(£B < o)R(A+i0) € BS; B = Bp. (6.9)
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Moreover (for each sign) ¢ = R(A +10)y (€ B*) solves (H — X\)¢ = 1.
Conversely if ¢ € L*__ solves (H — \)¢ = 1) for a given 1 € B and (for either

‘plus’ or ‘minus’) X(ﬂ:é < o)p € B for some o > 0 and for all functions x(- < o)
of this type, then ¢ = R(\+10)¢ (with the same sign).

Here (most likely) R = R(A\) — oo and 0 = o(A\) — 0 for A | A\g. We state a new
version of the Sommerfeld theorem, now at A = Ay, 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 5530,0 of Lemma 4.10,

E9o={ueB | (H=X)u=0 HueB}.

—50,0 T s

Let
ép 27”’/457*”/4; T =TR, B= Br, R = Ry,

recalling that Ry > 1 is chosen in agreement with our version of the Mourre estimate
at A\¢ (as done in Subsection 3.3.2).

Theorem 6.3 (Sommerfeld’s theorem at threshold). There exists o > 0 such that

for any real function x(- < o) € C*(R), which is supported in (—oo0, o) and whose

derivative has compact support, and for any ¢ € By,, the function ¢ = ¢+ =
R(X\o £10)Y € B, obeys

¢ € B,

X(£B < o)l € B,

X(£B, < o)llp € B, .

(H = 20)6 = .

Conwversely suppose that (for either ‘plus’ or ‘minus’) ¢ € By fulfills (6.10) for
some o > 0, for all functions x(- < o) of this type and for a given ¢ € By,, then
¢ = R(A\o £10)¢) (with the same sign).

(6.10)

Proof. We shall only consider the case of ‘+’. By Proposition 3.16, for some o > 0
X(B < 0)R(X +i0)II'y € By (6.11)

(This is for Ay > Xo; if Ay = X9 the statement is trivial.) Note that I’y € B and
that (6.11) holds with B replaced by B, = B(k?*B* + 1)"! (k > 0 small). Then
(6.11) follows by using another function of the same type, say x(- < o), such that

x(b <o) =x(b<a)x(b/(K**+1) < o).

By using [F'S, Theorems 4.1 and 4.2] one can show (here omitting the argument)
that for all small o > 0

<xa)t_s"x(§p < U)ST/J{O (x,) 7507 f € L

6.12
fel? te>0. ( )

We use (6.7) writing
¢" = R(ho +10)y =S¢ (M) + R(Ao +10) (Ao)- (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 ¢ = R(\g +i0)v
is a particular solution of this problem. Whence we may assume that ¢» = 0. Due
to Theorems 4.2 and 4.12 it suffices to show that ¢ € 5580,0 (here we use the same
notation if \g = ¥), and whence that

peB ,, IocB. (6.14)

50,07

Introduce a smooth quadratic partition of unity 1 = x(- < 0)* + x(- > ¢)? such
that x(b < o) =1 for b < 0/2. Let for R > 1 the function xr = xg(r) be given by
(1.29). Abbreviating 6z = y/—Xz We can then estimate

~(XR(M))we — (X))
< 2(sp+tg) + vR;
sk = (B) (B0
tp = <BP>X(EP>0)7"_9/40RH¢7
where vg — 0 for R — co. Next we write
tR = fR + @R;
ER = <B>X(ép>o)eRH¢>v
and note that o = O(RP/?>71) — 0 for R — oco. After further commutation we
(should) obtain that
(e = (Xl
(B)otro + (Bogno) + o(R)
i[H, xr])o + o(R"),

IA
Q |
—~
S

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

Re 10 BORIT = O(R™?),
cf. (4.46). In the first step we used that

SR — <B>'9RH/¢ = _<B>X(B<J)GRH’¢ = O(RO)7
tr = (B)opmy = o(R").

The first bound is easy since BI ¢ € B* (the latter seen by an energy bound).

To get the second bound it suffices to show that also épﬂgb € B;,. Let us first
note that due to the assumption X(é < o)ll'¢ € Bj we can verbatim use Step V of
the proof of Lemma 4.10 to conclude that E;;(X\o)f =0, f =T*¢ € B: (X,). Next
we decompose

B¢ = B,ST*¢ = SB, ,f + ¢,

- (6.15)
B,, = 7’5/4’1/2 Re (xa -pa)ra”/4’1/2; re = r(x,).
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By the arguments of the proof of Lemma 3.4 indeed ¢ € B;,, so it remains only to
show that B, ,f € B; (X,). Noting that the operator B, , has symbol

bap € S(s5,9); s=(£/9a)° ga=vV=w, g=(x)da’+g,%d¢,  (6.16a)
it suffices in turn to show that g, 'Op*(s)g.f € B, (X,). As in [DS1, (4.15)]
Op'(s) — g, 'hg, ' —2 € S({(x)*™%,9) € S(1,9). (6.16b)
By writing h = (h + vj\LO) — U;\:o we end up with bounding —g, 21];_0 f, which clearly
belongs to B (X,). Whence B, ,f € B (X,) is proven. O
Corollary 6.4. For any ¢ € B the function ¢ = R(\g £10)Y obeys the bounds

B¢, g7 B,g.11¢ € B, (6.17)

Proof. We substitute (6.8) and use (6.15) and (6.16b). Note then that g, 2hT*¢ €
B;, since 2s0 > p. 0

6.1.2 Elastic part of the scattering matrix at )\,

We will to a large degree use [DS1]. We recall from (2.17) that S is given in terms
of cluster bound states ¢1, ..., Ym,, mq, = dimker(H* — \g), a = ag. The quantity
a=a; = (a, o, @), J < my, is referred to as a channel.

Let us for convenience here assume m, = 1 and denote ¢ by ¢, (see Subsecton
6.1.3 for an example where m, = 2). To make contact to [DS1] it is convenient
to change notation: Recall that up to a polynomially decreasing potential w(zx,) ~

(IC(LU(- + 24))pe. Let us now assume that
w=V; + Vs, (6.18)

where V; and V5 fulfill the following conditions of [DS1]. (For Coulomb systems one
can take Vi(z) = —yr~! for r:=|z| > 1 and Vo = O(r2).)
Let n = dim X,.

Condition 6.5. The function w can be written as a sum of two real-valued mea-
surable functions, w = V; 4+ V5, such that: For some p € (0,2) we have

(1) Vj is a smooth negative function that only depends on the radial variable r in
the region r > 1 (that is Vi(z) = Vi(r) for r = |z,| > 1). There exists ¢, > 0
such that

Vi(r) < —eir™?, r>1.

(2) For all v € Ny there exists C., > 0 such that

(@) Mo Vi(2)] < O,

(3) There exists €; > 0 such that

rVi(r) < —(2—&a)Vi(r), r > 1. (6.19)
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(4) Vo = Vi(z) is smooth and there exists e > 0 such that for all v € Nj

(:p>”+52+“||8ﬂ/2(:p)| < Cv-

The following condition will be needed (and imposed) only in the case V5 # 0.

Condition 6.6. Let V; be given as in Condition 6.5 and o := 2. There exists

2+4p
€1 > max(0,1 — a(p + 2¢;)) such that

lim sup rIV{(T’)(/j(—VﬂS))5d3>2 <271 -8&),

r—00

lim sup Vl"(r)(/;(—Vl(s))_%ds)2 <271 -&).

T—00

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
w e S X\ e [0,00) and x from an appropriate outgoing/incoming region there
exists a solution to the system of equations

(6.20)

One obtains a family y*(¢,2,w, ) 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 ¢*(z,w, \) to the eikonal equation

(Vo™ (z,w, )\))2 +w(z) =\ (6.21)

satisfying V¢ (z,w, \) = %g)(:i:l, T, W, ).
For R > 1 and o € (0,2)

I, ={yeR"[y-w>(1-0)yl| [yl >R} wesS",

6.22
Ih, = {(5w) ER" xS |y € Th, ()}, (6.22)

Lemma 6.7. There exist Ry > 1 and og € (0,2) such that for all R > Ry and for
all positive o < o the system (6.20) is solved for all data (x,w) € T}, and X > 0
by a unique function y*(t,z,w,\), t > 1, such that y*(t,z,w,\) € T};J(w) for all
t > 1. Define a vector field F*(z,w,\) on Ty . (w) by

Frz,w,\) =1y (t = 1,z,w, \). (6.23)

Then
rot, FH(z,w,\) = 0.
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We define ¢ (z,w, \) at (z,w,\) € g
¢+(R0w7wa )\) - \/XRO We 1et

x [0, oo[ by requiring V¢t = F* and
¢ (v, w, \) == —¢" (2, —w, \) for z € I oo (W) = FEO oo (—W0).
For & # 0 we write £ = vV w, w € S*!, and then
0% (2,€) = % (2,0, ); (2,0) € Ty 4

We are motivated to write, slightly abusely, (z,£) € Ff%o,oo instead of (z,w,\) €

Fﬁo o X (0,00) (in fact even for the case { = 0).

Fixing 0 < 0 < ¢’ < g we introduce a smoothed out characteristic function

1, fort>1—-o0
oo (t) =< - ’ 6.24
Xow (1) {O, fort <1-o'. ( 2)

Next define, in terms of (6.24a) and the function yz =1 — xg of (1.29),

a5 (€,€) = Xow (£2 - OXmollal); 2= 2/]2].

We introduce then a Fourier integral operator J; on L*(R"™) by

(JE () = (2m) "2 / S 0 (. €) F(€)dE (6.24b)

where

~

f(6) = (27r)*"/2 /eim'gf(x)dx

denotes the Fourier transform of f.
The WKB method suggests to approximate the wave operator by a Fourier
integral operator J* on L*(R?) of the form

(T () = (2m) "2 / ST 0t (o, €) F(E)dE, (6.250)

where the symbol a*(x,§) is supported in I'f o, and constructed by an iterative
procedure (partly recalled in Subsection 6.1.2. 4) attempting to make the difference
T+ :=i(hJ* — J*p?) small in I'fy . We have

(T f)(z) = (2m) " / OO (. €) F(E)de, (6.25b)
where

tH(@,§) = ((2Vaed ™ (2,€)) - Vi + (809 (2,€))) at (2, §) — iDsa" (2,€).  (6.25¢)

The symbols a*(z,¢) and ag (2, €) coincide to leading order away from & = 0, more
precisely

at(w,6) ~ (det VeV,ot (2, €)Y af (x,€) = T @Da (x,€), (6.25d)
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and a™(z, &) 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

(2Va0" (2,9)) - Va + (D26 (2,€))) e 08 = 0, (6.25¢)
takes (6.25c) onto the form

t=e" ((2V,0") - V, —iAN)0T, bt =eTat,

(6.25f)
AT = A+ 2(VCH) -V + (ACT) + (VCH2

Similar to (6.25a)-(6.25¢) we introduce a Fourier integral operator J— and 7~

(I Ha) = a2 [ 90 (m o f©ds
A (6.26)
(T 1)@ = @)™ [ w9t @ ) e
For all 7 € L*(S™') we introduce
(JE(N)7)(2) "/2/ FawNg (r, w, \)7(w)dw,
(6.27)
(TET)e) = (2m) 2 [ P w0 (),
where

at(z,w,\) = )‘(n\;m a*(z, Vw),

B ) = A )

The functions @* and ¢+ are continuous in (z,w,\) € R x S* x [0, 00), and
therefore we can define J£(\) and T*(\) at A = 0 by the expressions (6.27). These
properties hinge on [DS1, Proposition 5.3| stating properties of the function

CHa,w, \) = (i, Vw) —In XG4 X > 0.
In particular it follows that there exist locally uniform limits (along with derivatives)

CHz,w,0) = lim CF(x,w,\). (6.28)

)\*)O.Q_

It will be convenient to use a splitting T+(\) = T75(\) + T7E()) in agreement with
a certain decomposition of #*(x, \/Xw), see Lemma 6.8 and references given before
the lemma. There are wave operators

WEf = lim ™ JFe ™ f = lim ™JFe ™' f; f e CX(R™\ {0}). (6.29)
t—+oo t—+oo
The two operators W= extend isometrically on L?(RY) with extensions satisfying
hW* = W*p?. Moreover,
0= lim ™ Jfe ™' f = Jim It T e f e CF(R™\ {0}). (6.30)

t—Foo
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For p € (1/2,2) we may write W% = W, e%a® in terms of the familiar Dol-
lard wave operators [Do| (cf. (6.122) in Section 6.4) and explicit real momentum-
depending phase factors 1T, see [DS1, Theorem 6.15].

Let A, denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the sphere S*~!. For k € R
we define the Sobolev spaces on the sphere H¥(S"™1) = (1 — A,) */2L2(S"1). Let
Lk = LE(R") = L(H*(S" 1), LA(R™)) and LF = Lf for any k,s € R.

For A > 0 we introduce the restricted Fourier transform Fy(\) as

FoN f(w) = L2 F(Vw), (6.31)
Let s > 1 and k > 0. Note that Fo(\) € L£(L2,,(R™), H*(S*™!)) with a continuous
dependence on A > 0. Likewise, Fy(\)* € £L7%
A > 0. Note also that the operator

» With a continuous dependence on

TR dA: 2R - / T2 da (6.32)

Ry

is unitary, and consequently that it diagonalizes the operator p?. Formally, we
have JE()\) = JEF,(A)* and TE(\) = TEFy(\)*. The formal identity W=(\) =
WEFo(A)* = (J* +ir(AFi0)T*)Fo(\)* leads us then to consider the wave matrices

WEN) := JE(\) +ir(AFi0)TH(N), (6.33)

which in fact belong to £=* for any & > 0 for a suitable s = s(k) > so. In this space
W*(X) have continuous dependence of A > 0 (including A = 0!).

The scattering operator commutes with p?, 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, > X — S(\) with the scattering matriz S(\)
being a unitary operator on L?(S"~1) for almost all A, and such that in terms of the
mapping (6.32)

@
S:/ S(A) dA. (6.34)
Ry
A main result of [DS1] reads, that for A > 0 the scattering matrix

S(A) = —27 T (AT~ (A) + 20T+ (A (A + 10T (A) o
— W) T () ’ (6.35)

defining a unitary operator L*(S"™!) with a strongly continuously dependence on
A > 0. Moreover (6.34) is true, and

Vk e RVe>0: S(\) € L(HFS Y, HF4(S" 1)), (6.36)

depending norm-continuously on A > 0. Hence in particular S()\) maps C>(S"!)
into itself.

Another main result of [DS1] adopted to the setting discussed here (in particular
not including a certain singular term Vj3) is the following result:

Suppose in addition to Conditions 6.5 and 6.6 that Vi(r) = —yr=? for r > 1.
Then the kernel 5(0)(w,w’) is smooth outside the set {(w,w’) | w-w" = cos g7}
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6.1.2.2 Elastic scattering for the N-body problem at )\

Using the constructions J;* in the previous subsection for the potential w = V; + V5
in the variable z, and recalling —Fy(\ £i0) = h +v5 + X\ — A\, h = p? + w, we
introduce wave operators

: itH +\ —itH, 7 itH + —it(p2+Xo) f.
tLl:rtnooe (1 © JO )e Sf tlgl:nooe (1 © JO )Se f7
feCEXa\{o})m.

We consider a channel a = (a, A\, o) (recall that this means that H%, = A\opq
with [[¢a|| = 1) assuming for simplicity from this point that

(6.37)

m, = dimker(H® — A\g) =1 (6.38)

(making ¢, essentially unique). With this assumption the above limit is nothing
but the channel wave operator

ij — tlg:noo eitH(l ® Joi)% 2 e—it(P3+)\o)f 630
— lim eitH(goa ® che—it(pih\o)f); fe C(X, \ {0}). .

t—+oo

This leads us to define

Fao(MWf(w) = B2 F(XN= N w),
(J=(N)7)(2) = (27T)"/Q/ewi(x’“”)‘)‘())di(x,w, A — )7 (w)dw,

(Tx(N)7)(z) = (27r)_"/2/ei‘éi(x’“’)‘_)‘(’)fi(x,w, A — Xo)7(w)dw,

Jaf=0a®@ T f; [ = f(za),
Ty =i(HJ; = J3 (02 + X)),
Ja(NT = pa @ Jx(MT,
TENT = @0 @ Ty T + TN
TEON) =P TEN) +1(1 — w)JE),
Wi (A) = Jx (N) +iROAFI0) T (M),
Saa(N) = =205 (A)*T (A) + 2mTH (A R(A +10)T ().

Here formally
JE(\) = J5(\ = Xo) = JEF\, (V)" and TE(N) = TE(\ — No) = TEF, (),

where J* is the ‘improvement’ of Ji~ and T* = i(hJ* — J*p?) as defined by (6.25a)-
(6.25¢) and (6.26).

The first term of T;}()\) has arbitrary polynomial decay, for example stated
precisely as T(\) € £F = £5(X) := L(H*(S"1), L2(X)) for any k, s € R, and this
is also the case for H(Lgl) —w)JE(N). But II' (Lgl) —w)JEN) = IV IVTLTE(A) s only
one power better than w, more precisely it has the form O({z)~17*)J=()). Thus we
can record

OTE(N) = O((z)™>), TWTEN) = O((z) ") JE(N). (6.40)



162 Chapter 6. Applications

A similar remark is due for the ‘non-restricted” quantity Tojf in the formula
T = @T*+ 15 TE=I1PJF+ (1Y —w)JE.

Moreover, since for any f with f € C®(X, \ {0}) the quantity ||TFe @it ||
is integrable at +o00, the Cook argument gives the existence of the wave operator
W, 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 S,a(\), A > Ao, introduced
above. We will study some properties of this operator, which is an operator on
L(S"!) with norm at most one.

We state some basic properties of J*(\) and T#()\) = T75()\) +T5:(N), see [DSI,
(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) =gy = VA= o = Vi(r), A> ),

which roughly controls the momentum. Next we introduce the symbols

&)= b g =
=) gz
where F' is an arbitrary (henceforth fixed) vector field on R" extending F'(x) = & =
x/r for r = |z| > 1. Of course the symbols a and b also have A-dependence, but for
convenience this is here and henceforth omitted in the notation. Let y_, xy. € C*
be non-negative functions obeying y_ + x4+ = 1 and

L F(x), (6.41)

supp X— C (—o0,1 — 7], (6.42a)
supp X+ C [1 — 27, 00), (6.42b)

where the number & > 0 needs to be taken sufficiently small, depending on the
parameter o used in the previous subsection (see (6.24a)) and properties of the
phase ¢=(x,&). Let x_, x4+ € C™ be non-negative functions obeying x_ + xy; = 1
and

supp x— C (—o0,2), (6.42¢)

supp x+ C (1,00). (6.42d)
Introduce then symbols

X1 = x+(a),

Xz = x-(a)X-(£b), (6.42¢)

X5 = X (a)X+ (D).

These symbols belong to a class of (parameter-depending) pseudodifferential oper-
ators studied in [FS, DS1]. The ‘Planck constant’ for this class is {(x) 'g,(]z|)™!, in
particular at most (x)?/2~'. Note the partition of unity in terms of corresponding
(right-quantized) operators

1= 0p'(x1) + Op(x3) + Op'(x3)- (6.43)
Recall £F := L(H*(S"1), L*(R")), k € R.
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Lemma 6.8. Let x1, x5 and X3 be given by (6.42¢).

1) For allk € [0,00) and € > 0,
(x)ga) F(2) 12 g2 T (M) (6.44a)

is a continuous L~ *—valued function of X € [\g,00). With a bounding constant
independent of X > Ao,

g PTE(N) € L(LX(S™), By j5(R™)).
2) Forallk € R and e >0,
(@) ga) (@) /2, V2O () T (A — o) (6.44D)

is a continuous L~ *—valued function of X € [\g, 00).

3) Forall k,m € R,
()" Op 1+ E)TE A=), () TE(A—Ao) and (2 OpTxa) JE() (6.44c)
are continuous L% ~valued function of X € [Ny, ).

This lemma will be used in combination with the following excerpts of [DS1,
Proposition 4.1] (adapted to the present problem). Note that Op{(x5) = Op'(x3)*
is given by left-quantization.

Lemma 6.9. Let A denote any interval of the form A = [N, \y], and let v =
r(A— Ao £10) for A € A. Then the following bounds hold unifomly in X € A, and
the corresponding L(LZ(R"))fvalued functions are continuous.

1) For all € > 0 there exists C > 0 such that

(z) =293 Prf gy 2 (2) =2 < € (6.452)

2) Forall s >0 and 0 < e < € there exists C' > 0
(@) g2)* () 29y 0Pl ) rE gy ()~ 72 ((@)g) * < €. (6.45b)

Now taking 7 € H*(S"!) 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 S,,(\)7 is a well-
defined element of L*(S"™!), in fact with a continuous dependence of A € I} .

We insert (6.7) into the formula

Saa( N7 = 20T (A TT (A7 + 20T (A RO+ 10) T (A)7. (6.46)

Ignoring the contribution from T (M) (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 —27JF(A\)*T, (A7 &~ =27 5 (A\)* Ty (M1 €
L2(S™ 1.
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For the second term in (6.46) we (again) ignore terms containing 7=(\) and
consider only ¢, ® T (\) using (6.43) to write

Ty(N) = Ol +x5) T () + O (3 )Ty (A) = Tiz(A) + T5-(N).

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

(£aT5 (V) RO+ i0)00 © Ty (V)
= T5"(N)*S*R(A +10)ST, (N).
The contribution from the ’leading terms’, cf. (6.8), are
ToF (A Ty () and Ty (A)*S* R(A +10)TI'STy (A),

respectively. The second term vanishes. For the first term we use Lemma 6.9 2)
for the case of ‘+” and see that indeed Ty, (A\)*ri Ty (A7 ~ TN (A\)'ri Ty (AT is a
well-defined element of L?(S"~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 A. Furthermore we
can write the formula for the action by S,.(A) as

Sua(N)T = —27W AT (M), (6.47)

a

and this is a continuous L?(S"~!)-valued function of A € I for 7 € H*(S"),
kE > 0.

Next we will examine the degree of regularity that is needed on 7, measured by
the size of k. Let

Swlh = Ao) = =21 J5 A\ T (N) + 21T (A (A +10)Te(A); A > Ao,

Note that S, (-) is the scattering matrix for the one-body problem given by (6.35).
We will examine the quantity

Saa(MN)T = Saa(A\)T = Su(X = Ao)T.

By the above preliminary investigation the term S,(-) is the ‘leading term’, and
we know that k& = 0 works for this term although k£ = € for any ¢ > 0 is neeeded
for operator-continuity, see (6.36) and the discussion there. So we expect well-
definedness of S/aa()\)T and continuous dependence of A with less regularity imposed
on 7. In fact we can show that k& = —e for a computable € > 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

E+1/24(1/2-k)p/2 <1/2+p/2, ke]0,1/2], (6.48)
k+1/2<1/24p/2, k>1/2, '
or equivalently stated, one of the options
0<k<1/2 d k<pl4-2p)1
<k<1/2 and k< p(d-2)7, 6.9
1/2<k<p/2, p>1.
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Theorem 6.10. Suppose (6.38), i.e. m, = 1. For any k > 0 obeying (6.49) the
operator

Saa(A) = Saa(A) = Su(A = Xo) € L(H*H(S™), HY(S™ )

with a continuous dependence of X € I .

Remarks 6.11. 1) The number s = 1/2 + p/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 (z)¥+1/2¢gk=3; it is uniformly bounded by the power C{z)® with ¢
given as the expression appearing to the left in (6.48). If we replace I by
I5\ {\o} in Theorem 6.10 any k < p/2 suffices.

2) We assumed m, = 1. However the interested reader may check that if m, > 1,
then Theorem 6.10 remains valid. Moreover the off-diagonal elements of the
scattering matrix, denoted by Sg.(A) with a # 3, fulfill the same assertion as
the one for Saa(A) in Theorem 6.10.

3) Under the additional condition that Ag = ¥ one can show that Saa(A) is
bounded on any of the spaces H'(S"1), I € R, with a continuous dependence
of A € I, in fact it is partially smoothing. More precisely one can show
in this case that for all [ € R the operator Sua()\) € L(H"™F H™*) with a
continuous dependence on A € I;. This is for any k > 0 obeying (6.49), in
fact for a computable bigger k using (6.54) below for s = 1 4 p (recall from
the discussion after (6.5) that the latter boundedness condition is fulfilled for
Ao = X2). 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(A — Ao) has a similar property up a loss of an ‘e-smoothness’, cf. [DSI,
Theorem 7.2|, we conclude (more precisely stated) that for all { € R and € > 0
the operator Soq(\) € L(H', H) with a continuous dependence of \ € I
Note that this implies that Sy, (A)7 € C®(S"™!) for A € I} and 7 € C>=(S" ).

~

Proof of Theorem 6.10. We need to treat the term —27J(A\)*T,, (\) left out when

a

discussing —27.J} (A\)*T, (A) above. (Note that —27.J (A\)* (0 @ Tx (\)) already is

subtracted in the definition of S,q()).) Writing J(A)*T (A) = JF (AT, (A) we
can invoke (6.40).

The remaining terms of gaa()\) fall into three disjoint groups according to whether
there is a dependence of:

a) R(\+i0)), and no dependence of ry (1 + vj\“r’;r)_l.
b) ri(1+ v;\rrj{)fl, and no dependence of R(\ + 10)).

c) R(\+i0)) as well as a dependence of r} (1+ vj{rj{)_l

a). We need to treat

T RO+ 0TS (A) = TF () TUR(A + i0) T (N).
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Due to (6.40) we need to bound
(x)"VErregE(\) € £7F = £7%(X)  for some € > 0. (6.50)

By Lemma 6.8 1) this requires

{ k4 (12— K)p/2<p, ke (0,172, (6.51)

kE<p, k>1/2,
which is weaker than (6.49).
b_). We need to treat

TS (L4 vird) ST T () = T ) Ty (V)
TSP S T () = THO) 1 TR ()

— TS (L ofr) ot ST (V)

Due to (6.40) the first term is a smoothing operator, i.e. in L(H~{(S"1), H!(S*™1))
for any [ € R. We shall frequently in the rest of the proof use

1=(x)"%(x)®; s=1/2+4p/2. (6.52)
For the second term it suffices, due to (6.6) and (6.52), to bound
()5S TEN) € L7, (6.53)
Here we used that
vy € L(L2,, L?). (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 m, > 1,
c.f. Remark 6.11 2).) To show (6.53) it suffices due to (6.40) and Lemma 6.8 3) to
bound

() rfTEN) € £7F, (6.55)
or equivalently that
TR (N O0plxa)ry € L(LZ, HYS"). (6.56)
Due to Lemma 6.8 it suffices in turn to show that
((az)g,\)k(:U}e’l/QgiﬂOp'(XQi)'r’Ai € L(LZ,L?) for some € > 0. (6.57)
We need to bound

((@)ga)" (@) Y29\ * Ol )rEgy () "2 () ga)
(o072 (@) 22 (@) gn) () ") € £(L2),
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Using (6.45b) we need to check that the last factor is bounded. This amounts to
(6.58)

k+1/2+42+ (1/2—k)p/2<s, ke(0,1/2],
k+1/2+42<s, k>1/2,

which indeed is fulfilled for small € > 0 thanks to (6.48).

c). There are four terms to be considered given (up to the common factor 27i)

by:

ZﬂMS S+ vf ) TS LR+ 10)TUT, (M),
RO +10)IUL,Srf (1+ virf) T S* LR+ i0) T (N),

v

)R
Tj()\) R\ +10)I'L,Sri ST (N),
y = THO) RO +i0)T'T, Sri(1 +v)\7“j{)7 Xy S*TL ().

For S; we insert the decomposition (6.52) to the right of the factor ry (the left
one). Suppose we can show that

(x)*S* I,R(\ £ i0)IT'TF(\) € L7F,
then we are done using (6.53) and (6.58). But due to (6.40) this term has the form
O((@)* 1) R\ + 10)TTTF(A) = O((a)* 7 (A % 10)0((2)#)JF (), (6.59)

for which we can apply (6.50). The argument for Ss is the same.
We treat Sy by inserting (6.52) to the right as well as to the left of the factor r
(the left one) and then use (6.59) and Lemma 6.9 1) (to bound (z)~* j(x) 5.
We treat Sy by inserting (6.52) to the right of the far left factor ri and to the
left of the far right factor 7i". Then we invoke (6.53) and (6.54).
O

6.1.2.3 Elastic scattering at \y, a ‘geometric’ approach

In the spirit of [DS1, Section 8] we will give a ‘geometric’ description of the operator
Saa(A) studied in Subsection 6.1.2.2. To keep the discussion short we shall consider
the limiting case A = A\ 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 A > )¢ also.

Lemma 6.12. There exist R > Ry and ¢ € (0, 00] such that for all x = |z|t € R™
with |x| > R and X\ > \g there exists a unique w € S" 1 satisfying w -2 > 1 — 6

(equivalently, © € T} ;(w)) and 0,¢% (z,w, A — Xo) = 0. We introduce the notation

+ o+

Wery = W (x, ) for this vector. It is smooth in x, and for some é = é(p, €, €) > 0

crt crt

0} (wiey — &) = O(|a| =),

Let
d(x, \) = ot (z,wk (z, ), X — Ao). (6.60)
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This function solves the eikonal equation
(0:0(z,\)? +w(z) =X —No;  |z| > R and A > ).

In the spherically symmetric case (viz. Va(z) = Va(r)) we have wt, = & and

|z

P(z, A) = dspn(, A) : \/A Xo — w(r)dr + v/ X — AR, (6.61)

With reference to Theorem 6.3 let x(- < o) be one of the functions described
there (with o > 0 sufficiently small) but taken with the additional property that
x(- <o) =1on (—00,0/2). Let B and B, be given as in Theorem 6.3, and let

()\0) —{ueB (X)|Mue B, x(B<o)luehB, (H-X)u=0},
={ue B (X) | Mue B, x(B<o)lue By}

V+

—50,0

We use the notation § = y/|y| for (nonzero) vectors y € X, as well as

n—1 . 1-n
ub ) = cag Pyl |72 0N us(y) = uf(y); e =T (4m) V2,

vE(y) = £ gn (JyDuz (v).

Theorem 6.13. 1) The channel wave matrix
W (M) L2(S") — Vio(Xo) C By,

is a well-defined bicontinuous isomorphism. (In particular the space V_SO +(Ao)
does not depend on the small o > 0.)

2) For all T € L*(S"™') the vectors 77 = Sua(No)T and ¢F = W (\o)T are the
unique vectors in L*(S™™) and V7, ,(\o), respectively, fulfilling

67 (@) = pal@®) (uz (2a)7 (=) + uf ()7 (7)) € RE. (6.62a)
3) Forall T € L*(S"1), and with 77 = Saa(No)T and ¢ = W, (Xo)T as above,

(BTI6E) (@) = pa(a) (03 ()7 (=50) + 0 (2)7* (7)) € Bl (6:62b)

Proof. I. We insert (6.7) into the definition

Wy (A) = J3 (A) +1R(A+H0)T, (N),

«

leading to a study of

~

Wo(A) =W, (A) — pa @ W, (A= ), (6.63a)

«

where W, () is the incoming wave matrix for the one-body problem as discussed
in Subsection 6.1.2.1. We take A = Ag. 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)

Wo(\)H B, W, (\)H™"cB,

X(B < o)W, (M)H " C B, x(B, < o)IIW, (A\)H* C B

s0,0°

(6.63D)

(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 [DSI,
Theorem 8.2] (containing information on W, (0)) we conclude that the range of
W, (Ao) is a subset of V¥, (Xo), i.e. that the map in 1) is a well-defined map. By
the same argument it follows that this map is continuous.

II. Letany 7 € L*(S™!) 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 ¢t = W (Ag)7T
and for some 77 € L*(S"1).

Using the formula
Saa(Xo)" = 271W, (M) T, (Ao) = 2mi W (Ao)™(H — Xo)J3 (Ao)
and [DS1, Theorem 5.7| we calculate for any 7 € C*°(S"1)
(7, Saa(Xo)) = =21 lim (S (Ao)7, [H, xa(r)]W, (A0)7)

= —4n hm <J;(A0)T,QAOX%W;<)‘O)T>
n—o0
= (7,7T).

We conclude that 77 = S,,(A\o)7. (Note that with our normalization there is an
extra factor 1/4/2 in [DS1, (3.13) and Theorem 5.7].)

III. For uniqueness, suppose that for a given 7 € L*(S"™!) the formula (6.62a) is
fulfilled with 77 = 7, and ¢ = ¢ as well as for 77 = 7 and ¢ = ¢5, then by
Theorem 6.3 (applied with ¢ = 0) ¢ = ¢35, which in turn implies that 7 = 7.
The injectivity part of the assertion 1) follows similarly.

1V. We show that the map in 1) maps onto (this finishes 1) by the open mapping
theorem). So let u € V¥, ,(Ao) be given, then we need to find 7 € L* = L*(S"*)
such that u = W (A\)7. Due to the assumption x(B < o)[l'u € B we can
verbatim use Step V of the proof of Lemma 4.10 to conclude that E; f=0 f=
T u € B: (= B:,(X,)). The vector f := (1 +ry vl ) f e B fulfills hf = 0. Now
from [DS1, Theorem 8.2] we know that the map W, LQ(S" o {f e B; |
hf = 0} is bijective. Whence f = W, (0)r for some 7 € L?. We want to show
that @ := u — W, (X)) = 0. To do thls we check the conditions of Theorem 6.3
(with ¢ = 0). Since u € V¥, ,(X) also @ € V¥, ,(Ag), and it suffices to check that

X(ép < o)llu € B, ;. Using (6.63a) and (6.63b) we calculate modulo B;

s0,0

~

X(Ep <o)llu~ x(B, <0)Sf (LV? o)llp, @ W, (0)r
=x(B, < 0)Sf - x(B, < 0)SW (0)r + x(B, < 0)S(f - f)
=X(B, <o)S(f - f).
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We let éw be given as in (6.15) and then write, substitute and estimate
X(B, <0)S = Sx(B,,<0)=— / R,(2)[B,S — SBy ) Rap(2)dpt, (2)
C

by the arguments of the proof of Lemma 3.4, estimating
X(B, < 0)S(f — f) = =Sx(Ba, < o)r{vi f = 0; (6.64)
in the last step we used Lemma 6.9. Whence @ = 0, and we are done.

V. It remains to show 3). First we note that B,IIW; (X\o)7 € B, cf. the proofs of

Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 (and (6.64)). Writing u = W, (Ao)7 and f =T"u €
Bz we know that Ef, f =0 and B, ,f € BZ , and we need to show that

S0 ?
éa,pf - f2 € B:(),OS f2 = Ua_ (xa)7-<_@) + U&F(xa)T-i-(@). (6'65)
From (6.62a) it follows that
f=heB o fi=ug(wa)7(=Ea) + ug ()77 (£a). (6.66)

With symbols s and g, given as in (6.16a) we can use (6.16b) to write

f=f—Af€B s A=29,"0P(s")ga

From the proof of Theorem 6.3 it follows that ég o/ € B, and therefore we know
that Eg p f € B, and using this fact we can show that also Ea,p fe B;, o Estimating

S0

R7|IxrBa,f” < R |Ixaf I IxaB: ,fll + o(R%) = o(RY),

the assertion follows. .
Next we substitute f = Af + f into (6.65) and calculate modulo B} , using
(6.66)

éa,pf ~ Ea,pAf ~ Ea,pAfl ~ Aéa,pfl ~Afy = fo— f2; JE2 = fo—Afa.

We calculate using (6.16b)

fo~ 3A(5,1 00 ()90t — 212) ~ $Ag; %k o

It remains to show that Ag,*hf, € B ,. We approximate 7 and 7% by sequences
of smooth functions in L*(S"~') giving convergence in B since Ag,?h € L(B).
Whence we can assume that 7,7 € C*, which allow us to compute g;2hf, € B, o
and we are done.

O

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 ||Saa(Mo)|| < 1.
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Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 6.3 we calculate, abbreviating ¢ = W, (Ao)7
for any given 7 € L*(S"™1),

~ ~

0= —3([H, Xr])s = (B)ogrrs + (B)ogue + o R")
— Re(X(x)*/*11g, B,I1$) + o( R")

v

By (6.62a)
16— ¢a(2) (g (za)r(~70) + ul (2*)7(82)) € By
We insert this and (6.62b) and take R — oo, yielding 0 > —[|7]|? +||Saa(Xo)7||*>. O

Let us for any 7 € C*°(S"™!) write, using (6.7) and (6.13),

R(Ao +10)¢ =S¢y (M) + R/ (Ao +10)¢; (Ao) with input ¢ := T, (Ao)7 € By,
§(H' — Xo) = 5= (R' (Ao +10) — R'(X\o — 10)) € L(B, B*).

Corollary 6.15. Under the above conditions and with ¥ (\g) defined by (6.7) with
=T, (Xo)T for any given 7 € C=(S"1), or alternatively given by

’QZ);—()\Q) = H,(H — )\O)H/R()\O + IO)TO?()\Q)T,
T, (No)T = i(H — Xo)J, (No)T and 7€ C®(S"™1),

the following formula holds:
I711* = [[Saa(Ao)7II* = 7(6(H' = X0)) 4 (2)- (6.67)
Proof. Recall

gb = Wa_(AO)T = J;()\Q)T -+ 1R()\0+10)’¢)
We used in the proof of Corollary 6.14 that <§>6RHI¢ asymptotically is non-negative.
More precisely we can calculate
lim <E>GRH’¢ = lim <—li[H,,XR]>¢

R—o0 R—o00

= lim (—3i[H", XR]) i (rg-1i0)0t (r0) = TOH = 20)) gt (r0)-

R—o00

[\

N[

0

Remark 6.16. If \; = > the right-hand side of (6.67) vanishes for all 7 €
C>(S"1). However for the non-multiple case above ¥, we dont see any reason
this be the case. Consequently the option of ‘transmission’ is left as a conjecture
for A\g > ¥y (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 >,

We shall supplement Theorem 6.10 under the additional conditions that Ay = >
and that Vi(r) = —yr=? for r > 1, by then proving that the kernel of S,, (o) is
smooth outside {w - w" = cos rppﬁ}. With the new more restrictive condition on Ay,

Ao € oa(H®). (6.68)

With (6.68) it is possible to ‘improve’ on the properties of the operator T=(\g)
by solving the transport equations more carefully, cf. [Bo, Sk2|. Relying only on
(6.68) this does not need ¢ to be the lowest threshold. However we will need the
additional property

Ao & Oess(H'), (6.69a)

see Lemma 6.21, which indeed is fulfilled for Ay = ¥5. Although this condition
can be weakened to \g < X3, cf. Remark 2.11, we will in this subsection assume
)\0 = 22.

Recall that in this section we impose (6.2), so (6.69a) may be stated equivalently
as

Xo ¢ o(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 Ay = 3
and that Vi (r) = —yr=" forr > 1. Then the kernel Soa(Xo)(w,w’) is smooth outside
the set {(w,w’) | w - w'" = cos 7w}

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=(\g) = (H — X\o)J=()\g) we look at
the term

(I8 —w)JENg) = (LY — w) JE(N) + IV IVTLTE ().

The first term has polynomial decay, viz. it belongs to £¥ = L(H*(S"1), L*(X))
for any k,s € R, and the second term is O({z)~17*)JE(\), cf. (6.40). We look at
the leading term after a Taylor expansion

IIVTLTE (M) & (T'2%a) ® (VI (24) T5 (X))
Let 7, (Ao) be the reduced resolvent of H* at Ag. Then we add the term

JiE (o) == = (Fa(Mo)'2%0) @ (VI (24) T3 (X))

to JE(Xo) and compute for the resulting operator JI=(X\g) = JE(\o) + J1E (),
observing a cancellation,
(H = Xo) " (o)
= (2 + 1) T3 (M) — (M pa) @ (VI (24) T3 (M0))
— (2 + 1) (Ta (o) H/xasoa) (VIO (2,)JE (M) (6.70a)
= ¢a ® Ty (No)7 + O((2)*7*) I3 (M)
— (Fa)I'2%00) ® (RVILY (2a) 5 (N0)) + O({z) 2% I3 (o).
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The second and the fourth terms have better decay than the term O((z)~*7*)JE(\)
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,

WV I (a) (T5(Mo)7) (wa)

a

- (O((xa>_1_p)h +O({(xa) 2" )pa + O(<wa>‘3‘”)) Tx(do)7 (6.70b)

_ /ei¢+(xa’w’0)e§+(m“’w’O)O(<5L’a>2p3/2)7’<w)dw.

Whence the third term is a power O({x)~17#/2) better than what we started with.
Partly motivated by the above considerations let us introduce the spaces

L2 = [2(X) ={uec LX) |Vm e N: (2°)"u € L*(X)}; scR,
L%go — UsE]R Lg,a’ (671)
che = cH S, L*); k,s€R.

We shall also need the following subclasses C;, s € R; see (6.73) for a relationship.
Definition 6.18. Let F* be the set of functions in L% (X?) of the form f* = Tp,,
where T is any multiple product of factors of II', 7,(\g) and multiplication by
components of z%. Let R > Ry and ¢’ € (0,0¢) be given. We consider operators of
the tensor product type

fred () e) = / TR0 gy w)r(w)dw, = o,
N

where f* € F* and the symbol g € S}, meaning (with reference to (6.22)) that
|8£6;g(y,w)| < Cs5,(y) """ and suppg C T'% - (6.72)

The class C}, s € R, is the set of operators given as a finite sum of such products,
where for each term the symbol g € S;.

Due to properties of ¢ and 5 * it follows from the proof of [DS1, Theorem 6.5]
that

CrC LM opsy K =0,e>0. (6.73)

We also note that J*(0) is of the form J for some symbol g € 7, see (6.25a) and
(6.27), and therefore J (\o) € Cff .

Ideally we would like to solve T=(\) = (H — Xo)JE(Xo) € £ for any given
k< 0and s > 0 by modifying the construction J()y), say denoted by JE(\g) ~
JE(XN). 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 (\) = Ti5 (A — Xo) + T:E (XA — Xo), corresponding to the decomposition of
t5(x,w, \) = t7(x, vV w) in [DS1, (5.8) and (5.16)]). We shall mimic this procedure
using the reduced resolvent 7, (o) as an additional tool. In fact we computed above
for JIH(Xo) := JF (o) + JEH(No)

(H — 20)JE (N0) = 0o @ T (Mo) + T (No) + T2E (M),
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where T (\g) € Cf

51372 and (for example)

TH(No) € Ly70°

24p-(1-p/D-so—s =0, €>0.

The argument relied on using the first term of a Taylor expansion only, however
we can do the Taylor expansion of IT’ 1911 to any order, and each term will then
contribute by a term in C3, , except (possibly) a ‘remainder term’ which can be taken
in the fixed space L5 of interest. We can argue the same way for the fourth term
O((x)~272) JE(\) of (6.70a). We conclude that (H—X)J1t (X)) —a@T3 (M) +T €
L for some T € C3, .

To improve further, for this T’ € C5, , ideally we would like to ‘solve’ the equa-
tion (H — X\g)J>"(\g) &= T. This would yield a better approximation by adding
J2+ (o), viz. by considering J2t(X) = JF(Ao) + JLF(Ao) + J2H (o). We are lead to
considering the following iteration scheme. Suppose that for given m € N we have
constructed J™H (Ng) 1= JF(Ag) + JEH(No) + - - + J™F (o) such that

(H = X0) 2 (M) = pa @ T (Mo) + Tint (M) — Toat (M) € L5
T (M) €CF i Spm=(m—1)min{l —p/2,p/2} + 2+ p, (6.74)
Tt (M) € Cog oy
where Cl 4. 1s given as follows. The notation M® refers in general to the interior of

a subset M of a topological space (below taken as R™ x S*~1).

Definition 6.19. Let R > Ry and o’ € (0,09) be given, cf. Definition 6.18, and
let 0 € (0,0'). Then Cj , is the subclass of operators ¢, ® J5 € Cf for which

the symbol g = g/, € S (as required by Definition 6.18) but in addition has the
support property

supp gig € T \ (T350) - (6.75)

So far we have verified (6.74) for m = 1 only (with T;\7 (A\g) = 0). Now, suppose
(6.74) for a given m > 1. Then we split

T =T (Xo) = T (Xo) + T (No),

and both of the terms to the right contributes to the construction of J{mro (Ao)
as follows: For the first term we mimic [DS1, Propositions 5.4 and 5.5] and add

correspondingly a term, say Jfﬂ“”()\o). By a Taylor expansion (as used above) we
see that

(H — Xo) IS (Vo) — TITIH (No) € CF .+ Cify,, + L5 (6.76)
we give the details below. Letting

J5™ o) = Fa Qo) ITHE ()
we then obtain that indeed (6.74) is fulfilled with m replaced by m + 1 and with

JE0+(6g) = T (o) 4+ ST (o) T () = JUTIT () 4+ SV ().

a,
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Note that obviously (H — )\O)JégHH()\O) —II'TRH(No) € CF |+ L8, cf. (6.70a)
and (6.70Db).

To complete the recursive construction it remains to justify (6.76): We use the
function in (6.24a), more precisely we consider ‘cut-offs’ xr(r) and X, (2 - w).
Defined in terms of the function ¢ = (*(x,,w,0) of (6.28) we let A" be the
differential operator (in z = x,)

AT = A4+ 2(VEH) -V + (ACH) + (VCH?,

cf. (6.25f), and we define then for IIT" (X)) = ¢, ®.J; correspondingly JgerH (Xo) =
Yo ®JS €Cl where (with z = x,)

Im+1 —1—p/2°

Im+1 = _iXU,O'/(i‘ : W)XR(T) / gm(y(ta x,w, O)a (,U) dta
1

here y(-, x,w,0) is the classical zero-energy orbit starting at = for ¢t = 1 and with
asymptotic normalized velocity w = limy, 1o y/|y|, cf. (6.20). Let

st = X (3 - @) T(r) / At gy (t, 2,0, 0), ) dt
1
We calculate

(H = Xo)pa @ J)  + T (No) + 0 @ JF

Im+1 Im—+1
= Pa ® hJ;m+1 + ([a - w>900‘ ® J;erl + HTIZH()\O) + Pa ® Jg_m-H
k,a,
€Cl . +Cly ., LYY

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 x1(r/R)x2(2-
w), cf. (6.25f). Using next that g, 1 € S ., 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
Ci.. C L£ra 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; ,(Ao) = JME()g) and
Tor(Ro) = (H — X0)J3 0 (Mo) € a @ Ty (Xo) + Cog ,, + L5

In turn we consider the corresponding wave matrices W;M()\O) and the scattering
operator S, ar(Ao); 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> Ry and 0 < 0 < o' < 0y. Then the above
recursive procedure, terminating at any sufficiently large M € N, yields the existence
of J:,M(AO) € Ji(ho) + C2iso7 gl:)td,M S Szj;o with supp gl:)td,M - Pﬁ,o’ \ (FitR,a)o and
Rfﬁ[ € L% such that

Tia(ho) = (H = 20) iy (M) = 2m) P00 ® Jf + RST: 9= Goaar
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(In particular T;M(AO) € Cbidﬂs0 + Lha.)
The wave matrices W;M()\O) and the scattering operator S (o) defined by the
operators J;E,M<)‘0> and T;M()\O) coincide with WE(Xg) and So(X\o), respectively.

Note that the parameter R, o and ¢’ of the lemma are used to define the classes
CbidJ. 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 ,,(Ao) and S, s the
assertion is a consequence of the uniqueness part of Theorem 6.13 2). The identifi-
cation W), (Xo) = W, (Xg) follows from an analogue statement for W, (Xg) given
in terms of S,(A\g)* (not given in our presentation).

As in (6.41) the notation g means gy, = v/—V1. We introduce symbols b and ¢
to decompose the normalized momentum 7 :=¢/g € X/, as

n=>bt+c b:=2-nandc:= (I —|2){z|)n. (6.77)

Of course this decomposition requires x # 0 since & = x/|z| only make sense for
such z. (In the wave front set definition below this issue is handled by a cut-off xq,
cf. (1.29). In (6.41) a slightly different b ‘cured’ the problem.)

On the energy shelf €2 = 47~ the quantity a := 0* + ¢® = £?/g*> = 1 and the
Hamiltonian orbits solve the ODE on the ‘reduced phase space’ T*, consisting of
points (Z,¢,b),

di=c¢
de=—(1-8)bec -, (6.78)
Lp=(1-2)E

This is in the ‘new time’ 7 given by C:i—; = 2g/r.

The maximal solution of (6.78) that passes z = (z,b,¢) € T* at 7 = 0 is denoted
by (7, z). The quantity a is preserved by the flow, and the equation ¢ = 0 defines
the fixed points. Away from those points

b(r) = vatanhv/a(l — £)(r — 7o),

showing moreover that b is monotonely increasing in 7 from —/a to \/a (away from
fixed points). We introduce in terms of the variables (6.77) the ‘wave front set’
W F2(u) of a distribution u € L*%  as the subset of T* given by the condition

o0

21 = (w1, 61,b1) = (w1, 1wy +¢1) = (w1, m) € WF{(u)
PEN (6.79)
3 neighbourhoods N, 3 wi, Ny, 3 m Vxw, € CF(N,,), X € CX(NG,)

OP"(Xz X1 (r))u € L3 where Xz, = Xz, (€,€) = Xun (£) X0, (£/9(r))-

Obviously this notion of wave front set is a (fibered) adaption of the notion of ‘scat-
tering wave front set” W2 (v) of a distribution v € L? __(R") of [DS1, Subsection
4.2] to the present problem.

Due to (6.69b) the operators (H' — X)~! and R(\g) respect the above notion of
‘fibered scattering wave front set’.
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Lemma 6.21. For any s € R and u € L*>% the following properties hold.

MLITL2 C L2, TWIIIL2" C L2, . (6.80a)
WES ., () € WFS(u), WES,, (II'IIu) C WF(u), (6.80D)
R(A\)IT'L? C L*, (6.80c)
WFY(R(\o)IT'u) € WE(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 II and I’ are operators in the z%coordinate while the wave
front setting is defined in terms of quantization on X,.

The arguments for (2.51) works for (6.80c), so it remains to consider (6.80d),
actually without the factor II'. So for any z; ¢ WFE%(u) we need to estimate
OpP*(x=, )Zl(r))]v%()\o)u € L?® where we can assume that the localization function
X, is supported sufficiently close to z;. In particular there is a slightly bigger one,
say denoted by X.,, i.e. X. = 1 on supp x.,, such that Op"(x.,x1(r))u € L>*
Whence it remains to show that

OP (3= %1(r) R(2o) (1 = OB (Xerxa (1)) Ju € L2
For that it suffice to show that
Vs,t e R3r >0: OpW(leil(r))R()\o) (1 - Opw(izlfa(r))) ()" e L(LZ L]).

Clearly we can assume that s < t. We recall that the symbols x., x1(7), Xz X1(7)
as well as €2 belong to a class for which the corresponding ‘Planck constant’ is
(z)P/>~1. Using this fact we can now repeatedly commute the quantization of local-
ized symbols through factors of ]v%()\o) to extract the desired decrease. The first step

consists in noting that Op*(x., x1(r)) (1 — Op"(X» )21(7“))> has arbitrary decrease,

writing
(OB (X X1(r)), R(Xo)] = R(\o)[H, OP"(xz, x1 (1)) ] R(No)

and computing the commutator to the right to gain at least a factor (z,)?/>~'. In
the next step we make a similar commutation with the far right factor of }v%()\o) of a
similar localized operator thereby obtaining another factor (x,)?/>~'. Repeating the
argument we produce in this fashion efficiently any power of (z,)?/>~!, and taking
r sufficient big (depending on given s,t € R) we can efficiently produce any power
(x)~™, in particular an m >t — s as wanted.

0

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 (w,w’) 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 € L>* = L>*(X) for some s < sy, and suppose that for
somet > sg and k € (—1,1)

WE(u)n{b<r,a=1}=0. (6.81a)
Then the following assertions hold:
1) There exists the limit

Iy = ]%grgo (1® Tj\_o) (xr(r)u) exists in Lifzso-

2) The intersection
WE 5, (ryu) N{b < k,a=1} =10, (6.81b)
and (more generally)

WE 5, (r3,u) N {a =1}

C{y(r,z} | 7>0,ze WEH(u)} 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 ¢ = 0 (this generalization of
[DS1, Proposition 4.1], originating from [F'S|, was noted before, cf. (4.9b)). Another
generalization comes about noting that the condition on x, in [DS1, Proposition
4.1 (v)] is too strong. In fact the relevant property is not that inf supp(x;) > Cj
for some ‘big’ Cy > 1, but rather x,(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 [F'S]. Note that for the same reason we
dont need the constant Cy for the other parts of [DS1, Proposition 4.1| neither.
Now, to analyse S, 1 (Ao)(w, w’) we write (formally)
Sa7M<)‘0>(w7 wl) == 27T<j:z,M<'7 w)v t;,M('v wl)> (6 82)
PO (), RO+ 0ty (o),

where for x € X
jiM(a:,w) = (2m)~"/? (eiqbiegiaiM) z,w,0),
tiM(a:,w) = t;fM(x,w) + (Rf:jffdw) ), (6.83)
i (2.0) = (2m) " pa(a®) (€7 gty o) (a0, 0);

here the ‘symbol’ a:M is taken as a vector-valued function of y = x, and w in

agreement with Lemma 6.20, while ¢, (¥ and the functions gffd7 1 (as introduced
in Lemma 6.20) have dependence of the component z, of z and w only (i.e. no
dependence of z*). Thus we write J; ,,(Xo) € JE(Xo) + Ca, as

(JO:EM()\O)T) (x% x,) = / jiM(a:,w)T(w) dw

S§n—1

= (27?)”/2/ ei¢+(y’”’0)e§+(y’“”o)aiM(:ca,y,w)T(w) dw,
Snfl
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which in fact applies to the Dirac delta function 7 = 9§, € ﬂk<_(n_1)/zH’“(Sn_1)
thereby defining the ‘kernel’ ji - Similarly ti 1 1s the kernel

toar(@.w) = (20) "0 @ J5d, + R 0.) (2); 9= i

We note the following bounds, cf. [DS1, Theorem 6.5]|.

8ij$M(-,w) e L for all t < —(|0] +n/2)(1 = p/2) — p/2, (6.84a)
0f}ti,iM(~,w) € L7 for all t < —(|0] +n/2)(1 — p/2) + 1+ p/2, (6.84D)
REAFO56., € L2 provided k < —|5] — (n — 1) /2. (6.84c)

Let gb;;h denote the solution of the eikonal equation for the potential V; at zero
energy, cf. (6.21). It is given by

() = 2 (Ja P os(1 - /200~ BY?). (6.85)
1—p/2

where cos§ = 7, -w. We omit the subscript a writing below (including the following

lemma) z rather than z,. Using 2+ = %ncgse and V0 = —%, we can also compute

Fsph<l’, w) = F+

sph
= /1?2 (& cos(1 = p/2)0 + at sin(1 — p/2)f) .

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 t(ljcM of ti o in (6.83) matters. Note also that

(r,w) == Vol (,w)

sph

6.84a) and (6.84b) provide an a priori ‘size’ of the quantatives 9°j%, (-,w) and
wJ o, M
8215(1)4:5\/[(’("’)

Lemma 6.24. Let k < —(n—1)/2, s > 0, R > Ry and 0 < 0 < ¢ < oy (cf.
Lemma 6.20). Then for all M € N taken large enough and for all w € S™™' and
multiindices § with |0| < —k — (n — 1)/2 the quantities in (6.83) obey

W0t (w) € {2 = (3,60) € T" | (6.864)
1 — o' < +i-w, bi+e=+F iw)/ﬁ},

WEH@4E (- w)) C {z — (#,2,b) € T* | (6.86b)
1-o'<+i-w<l-o bitc= iFSph(:z,iw)/ﬁ}.

Suppose that x; € C*(R), ¥/, € CX(R) and supp x4+ C (1,00). Under the same
conditions as above the following bounds hold uniformly in w € S*~1:

OB (x+ (@) 5 3y (), OP (x4 (@))FLE () € L2 (6.86¢)

Now we fix (a big) k € N and want to apply Lemma 6.24 under the additional
conditions

v v

k<—-k—-(m-1)/2 and s>s;:=(k+5)(1-5)+1; (6.87)
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this requires M = M(k,s) taken large. We consider with xp = Xr(|7.|) and
0], 10 < &

3 Se 1 (o) (w,w)
= =2 Him (9057 5, (1), xr Ot pr () (6.88)
+2mi lim (915 (- w), xrR(Ao +10)xA Ot (W)

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 {w - w’ # cos 3757} for all multi-indices

with |8],]0'| < k, then Theorem 6.17 follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.17. I. We need for any keN (henceforth fixed) to verify the
existence and continuity of 9°9%,S, 1/(\o)(w,w’) in {w-w' # cos 325m} for 6], 0] <
k. We impose the conditions of Lemma 6.24 as well as (6.87). We also assume that
o’ 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 S"7' x §"7! (i.e. without restriction on (w,w’)). 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, (3.5¢)| that for |d], || < k,

WEL (D () NWEL(00t, 5 (-, w')) = 0. (6.89)

Note also that the functions 6ij;;M(-, w) and 85,15;]\/[(-, w') are in L%gk due to (6.84a)—
(6.84c). Next we insert a suitable phase space partition of unity conforming with
(6.89) in the expression

<85ja M( )7XRafjl’t;,M<'7w/)>7

and then we remove the factor xr (by letting R — oo). The ‘large a-part’ is con-
trolled by (6.86¢) (using here only that s > 0) applying a single partition function
X+ (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 @ Since the other function globally is in L*>* the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality apphes This argument is first used with the factor Xr in place.
Any commutator with this factor gives at least an extra factor R?/?>~!, so in the limit
we get (by dominated convergence) the corresponding expression without xr which
by the same arguments indeed is well-defined. Finally the convergence is uniform in
(w,w’) € S x S"~! 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).

1I. 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 {w-w’ # cos QTppW}. 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 05%; 1 (5,w) to the
right.
It is convenient to introduce the following notation.

Mj:{z:(i«,e,b)e’ﬂ‘* 11—’ <é-w<1l-o, b:z+5:FSph(g:~,w)/ﬁ},

w —

My ={y(r2)eT | 7>0,2ze M} U{a,b=1}.

M-, = {z —(#,e0)eT [1—0' < —G-o <1—0, bi+¢=—Fyn(d, —w/)/ﬁ},

We follow the indicated scheme, so suppose R is one of the terms of an expansion
of R(A\g+10). Then we need to treat

lim (i, xrBxm u3).
R—o0

We first study the expression (u, x RRX r U,,) without the factors yz. Welet t; = s
and intend to find ¢ € R such that

WE (ul) NWEE(Ruy,) = 0,
uf € L™, Rul, € L*

to> —t1°

(6.90)

More precisely we shall use (6.90) for all such terms R 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 (6.86¢) to u} (note that s > ¢; 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] to Lfl’a or Ii’u;,
to Li’a. In either case the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality works to make sense to the
expression. These arguments can also be done with the factors ygr 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 t; = sy < s it follows from (6.86b)
that

WF (uf) € M. (6.91)
Suppose
Ru, € L™}, (6.92a)
and that t, is chosen such that
WE? (Rug,)N{a=1} C M_,,, (6.92D)
ul € LY. (6.92¢)

Then
WF! (uf) "W EE (Ru,) € MEnM,,,
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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 M7 N{a,b =1} = (). To complete the
proof we note that

Ve M i(r,2) = w for 7 — +oo,
Vee M, \{a,b=1}: Z(1,2) = —w' for 7 = —o0.

But if w-w’ # cos prﬂ we can not find z € T* obeying these asymptotics. So indeed

MENM,, =0 and (6.90) follows.

III. Tt remains to check (6.92a)-(6.92¢) for the terms R in an expansion of R(Ag+
i0). Note that the parameter ¢, may depend on the particular term R we consider.

R= Sry.S*.  We write R=(1® ri JII = 3 II in order to apply Lemmas 6.22
and 6.24. Take t5 = sy — 2sg (recall sp = 1/2 4+ p/4). From (6.84b) it follows that

ul € L for t >ty — 1, so in particular (6.92c) is proven. To show (6.92b) we note
that WF? (u,,) C M, cf. (6.86b), and therefore the condition (6.81a) is fulfilled

for u = Ilu_, with t = sy and Kk = k,, where
ko = —cos ((1 — p/2) cos (1 — 0)).
Then we learn from (6.81c) that

WF:(Ruy)N{a=1} C M,

w4

showing (6.92b). Tt follows from (6.84b) and Lemma 6.22 1) that Ruj, € L*!,
showing (6.92a).

R(A)IT'. Take ty = t; = sg. By (6.80c) u,, R(\o)Tuy, € L*¢ . From the previous
case we know that v} € L*{, and WF? (u,) C M_,. Hence by (6.80d)

WEZ(R(M\o)Tuy) N{a =1} € WE(ul) C M, C M,

We have shown (6.92a)—(6.92c) in this case.

~

R(\o +10), ¢f. (6.8). Take t, = s; — 25 as we did treating R = Sry, 5* above, so
(6.92c) is known. We also know that the condition (6.81a) is fulfilled for u = u,
with £ = s and Kk = Ky, 1.

WE (uy) N{b<r,a=1} =0. (6.93)
We also note that for any L € N (eventually taken large) and with

K = vy, = (= S*LRO)IILS + O(r=*))rf

2L-1

Set, (14 00) 5" = 3 S (K)'S”
=0

+ S (—K)E(1+ K) T (—K)ES
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Note that the present formula vi = vy gives naturally raise to the unambiguous
notation vy. Moreover the term O(r~'7?) is actually O(r=>°) since m, = 1 making
vy, = O(r~272¢) (as discussed after (6.5)), however only the decay vy, = O(r~177)
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 R(A 4 10) from the terms in the summation.

[ =0. We consider
Ry = —Sr{ S LRI — R(A)IT' 1, Sy S*(1 — L R(M)IT').

By Lemma 6.22, (6.93) and (6.80a)—(6.80d) it follows that Rou € L% ie. (6.92a)
holds for this contribution. (This is a rough bound due to the extra factor 1,.)
Again we learn from (6.81c) (cf. (6.93)) that

W E®(Rous,) N {a=1} € M, ,
showing (6.92b).
I >1. We consider
Ry = (1 - RO\)II'L,)Sri (—K)'S* (1 — LR(A)IT).

Recalling that WF (u;,) C M_, we are lead to investigate the action of Sr3, (—K)'S*
to a vector u € L*% with WFt‘i( u) C M_,. Each factor of K improves the weight

by (z)?0717P = (£)74, ¢ := p/2, more precisely we obtain from Lemma 6.22 that
WE(S(-K)'S*u)yn{a=1} Cc M, C{b> ks a=1},
WEF (ST (-K)'S*u) n{a =1} C M,

So we learn that
WFS o(Rug) n{a =1} € M, (6.94)

in particular (6.92b) holds.
By Lemma 6.22 1) the global weight is improved by a factor (x)~7 for each action
by K as long as the condition s’ < —sq of the lemma is fulfilled (note that L2_ZO can

not be reached by the action by Tj{o). Since | > 1 and u_, € L?,, we then conclude
that ﬁlu;, € L?, , and hence also (6.92a) is shown.

Remainder term. Finally we need to examine

Ri= (1 - RO)IIL)Sr (—K) (14 K) ™ (= K)ES* (1 — LR(A)IT).
The operator (1+ K)_l =1®(1 —i—K)_1 € L(LA(X)), s € (s0, o+ q), but we dont
know its microlocal properties. Whence we proceed differently by introducing the
vectors

(—K)"S* (1~ LRI u,

s
S(( R()\O)HIG)STAO(—K)LY%L

E+€I
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and write
(uf, Ru_,) = (v, (1+ K)_lv;,).
It suffices to show that for some s € (s, so + ¢) and L sufficiently large
vy € L*, wie Ll (6.95)

To obtain the result for v, € L** we use Lemma 6.22 repeatedly as explained
above improving the global weight by a factor (x)~? for each action by K. It follows
that v, € L2 holds for any s € (s, so + ¢) for L large enough. For the assertion
v} € L*? we invoke a parallel ‘incoming’ version of Lemma, 6.22 for 7y, (for simplicity
not stated). Note that powers of 7y show up when we expand the adjoint to treat
v} . Since the construction of u} and u_, appears symmetric indeed the incoming
version of Lemma 6.22 applies in the same fashion to u} as we have seen the lemma
applies to u_,.

O

6.1.3 Scattering for physics models at a two-cluster
threshold, case A = A,

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 A = A;. (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 A = A; in the simplest possible multiple case.

We consider the setting of Theorem 4.17 with A = A; under the two ‘generic’
conditions (4.68a) and (4.68b). Let us also for simplicity assume that #.4; = 2,
i.e. Ay = {ai,as} as in Proposition 2.12, and as for the latter result we assume for
convenience that \g is a simple eigenvalue for H%; j = 1,2. We impose (6.3), again
for simplicity of presentation only.

We are interested in the four parts of the scattering operator Sz, = (I/Vﬁ+ )*Wa_
defined by (6.39), where o, 5 € {(a;,\o,¢;) | j = 1,2}, and particularly in the
corresponding pieces of the scattering operator

Spa(N) = —QWWE()\)*T’()\), A€ I =[N, N+ 4],

«

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 w; (or w,), which
essentially is attractive Coulombic. We define correspondingly gtm(k) 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 gga()\) = Spa(A) for oo # 5. With these conventions
we obtain the assertion of Theorem 6.10 (with the same value of k) for all of the four
entries of gga()\). 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 Sua(Xo) 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 S, (\g) is an
exact unitary operator (we can in fact not exclude that ker S,,(A\g) # {0}), cf.
Corollary 6.15 and a brief discussion in Section 6.3. In particular this is not known
for Ay = X9 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 S,,(Ag) in Theorem 6.10 (where A is
non-multiple) is an exact unitary operator for \g = ¥y, 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 Sz, (Ag) 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 Ag = Y9

C{(w,W) |w-w==1} for a=2p,

sing supp Sga(Ao) { =0 for a#p.

6.2 Effective r—? potentials, atom-ion case

One may consider elastic scattering in the non-slowly decaying case, as before
slightly above a given two-cluster threshold Ag. How does S, () behave as A — A7

Suppose n = 3 and consider the dynamical nuclei model, see Subsection 1.2.1.
Consider a two-cluster decomposition a = ag = (C7,Cs) of N charged particles.
Suppose (6.68), i.e.

)\0 c O'd(Ha),

and that the total charge of cluster €'} vanishes:
Q=Y ¢=0.
jeCy

Let a = (a, Ao, ¢a) be a channel; o, = o' @ = P! ®@p?. Recall from Subsection
1.2.1 the cluster charge moment

<901’ @1‘P1>2 = <<P1> Z g;(z; — Rl)é01>-
JjeC

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-
15t

WEf = lim eHe itHe (gpa ® f)

t—+oo

2) Let Spo = (W)W, and I. = (Ao, 00) \ T. Let 0 denote the coordinate vector
of w—w" € X,. Then for any e >0
®
S = / Saa(N) .
Ie
Saa(A, ) € C(I,, (S* x §*) \ {0 = 0}),
Saa(Asw, ') = 8(0)+7 " FAAE Qu (0!, Q10')2 - 7 = O(16]7).

The latter bound is A-dependent with a locally uniform dependence. A natural
question is, if (under conditions) there is a uniform bound on an interval (Ao, \g+9),
0 > 07 This question depends on the resolvent behaviour at \g, 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 I,(z* = 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 a@ = (a, Ao, ¢,) (at a given
two-cluster threshold )\g) the channel wave operators

W= f = lim eitH(l ® Jf)(pa ® e_it(ng’)‘O)f

t—4oo (696)
= lim e (p, ® JEe MWt f) fe 02(X, \ {0}).

t—=to0

In the effective Coulombic cases the appearing stationary modifiers .Ji 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 Ji¥ = 1. Let TI* = |p,){¢a| @ 1
and

a . itHyyo ,—itH
M = plim "1™ Ly ) ().

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 Ag. Such lack of transmission may be phrased mathematically as

(1 — %) F5(H — Ao)|| — 0 for & — 0. (6.97)
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Here Fs denotes the characteristic function £'([0,6]) on R.

Note that a state ¢ = 1r\,,, ) (H)? is in the range of the projection I1% if and
only if (1 — II*)(t) — 0 for t — Foo; (t) := e ). Intuitively a consequence
of (6.97) is that if for a state v localized in energy slightly above )y and effectively
(t) ~ T1*Y(t) for t — —oo then also ¢ (t) ~ [1%(t) for t — +o0o0. Whence, asymp-
totically in the low energy regime, only elastic scattering occurs and transmission
to another channel than (the incoming) o does not occur.

Clearly IIYW* = W=, and by asymptotic completeness (cf. [De3]) 1I$ C
WE(WZE)". Whence

g = W (we)".
Consequently we can compute

(1 =TT F3(H — M) = (W, — Wi Saa) Fs(p2) (W)™

Now
(Wa = WiSaa) FI? = 1117 = [|Saa fII%,

showing with the above identity that a necessary and sufficient condition for (6.97)
is that S, (M) is asymptotically isometric, that is

11 = Saa(N)*Saa(N)|| = 0 for A — (Ao)s- (6.98)

Note that in the context of Corollary 6.25 it follows from the assertion that
the limiting diagonal parts S,q(Ag) # 0, however it is not stated that S,,(Ag) 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 ag = 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.
IT) I,(z* =0) =0, ‘above the Hardy limit’ and Ay be ‘regular’.

ITI) I,(z* =0) = 0, ‘fastly decaying case’ and Ay 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
IIT) 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 m, = 1 in Subsection 6.3.2, see (6.106), while ‘regular’ as in Section
5.1.1 refers to A\g not be neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance. In general the
condition ‘above the Hardy limit’ is a spectral condition for the m, x m, matrix-
valued effective potential S*1,S, = Qu|7.|™2 + B,, or rather for its leading term
Qu(Z,). By definition it means that the eigenvalues of —Ay + Q,(0) are all strictly
bigger than —1/4, cf. Section 4.3, and of course this condition is fulfilled for Case 3
(where @, = 0), but it might not be fulfilled in Case 2. The condition ‘exceptional
of 1st kind’ refers to A\g 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. n.s = m,. Note that the fastly decaying regular case is included in Case
I).

We summarize our results as follows.

Theorem 6.28. For the physics models with n = 3 and with Condition 2.4 fulfilled
at Ng for ag = a there is no transmission assuming 1), I1) or I11). Whence for each
of these cases there is no transmission in the small inter-cluster energy regime from
any given (incoming) channel a = (a, N, o) 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) mg = 1.
b) Ao & opp(H) U o, (H).

Remarks 6.29. 1) We dont know if (6.98) holds in full generality for the fastly
decaying case and Ay be an exceptional point of 2nd or 3rd kind, although we
have results with a decay condition for the latter cases (for which Ay € o, (H)).
The proof for III) is based on Theorem 5.45 which applies under the decay
condition ranlIly C L? for some t > 3/2, where I1y denotes the orthogonal
projection onto ker(H — \g). 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 H, := H — olly, o > 0, are identical,
and that Ay in this case is a ‘maximally exceptional point of 1st kind’ of H,.

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 ran 1y C L?
for some t > 1 is needed. Note that \j is a regular point of H, in this case.

3) If m, > 1 and the word ‘maximally’ is omitted in Case III), i.e. Ny €
{1,...,my — 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 W as in (4.16) with p = p = 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 = W. We define r)jf = (hg + Ao — AFi0)7! hy = p2 +w and X\ > )\, and recall
the bound

H(:U}’srf(:chH <C, s>s = % + 4, (6.99)

cf. [Na] and [Ya2|. Recall also that r} =y .
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Next we introduce relative wave operators

QOFf = lim eltH e tHatw) (tpa ® f)

t—=+o0

and the corresponding scattering operator (21)*Q .
Using one-body Isozaki-Kitada scattering theory we can write

§(ha — A+ Xo) = Wi (X = Ao)WiE(A — No)*, (6.100)

cf. [DS1]. Here W;=(-) signify wave matrices for the pair (p?, h,) corresponding to
Isozaki-Kitada wave operators Wi, cf. [DS1]. Clearly the wave operators W =
QFWE. Let us use W, to diagonalize h,. Whence we introduce the ‘identification
operator’ J, = ¢, ® (W[ ) and the corresponding relative wave operators

Wi = s-lim e J e w2,
@ t—rdoo

Note that Wa_ = W, , while WJ = W} S; with S; being the scattering operator for
the pair (p?, h,). Whence
Soa = (W) W5 = S(W)' Wy = SiSua.

yielding upon diagonalizing p? + \¢ by the Fourier transform

Soza()‘) - Sl(>‘ - )\O)SaaO‘)'

(A similar factorization formula appears for a one-body problem in [Bal.) We can
represent, cf. [DS1, Appendix A] or [Ya3, Section 7.3|,

Saa(N) = 1 = 2]\ To(N) + 2mT0(A)* RO +10)Ta(N), (6.101)

where J,(A) = o @W (A—=Xg) and T,,(A\) = i(H —Xg)Jo(N) = i(1, —w)Jo(N). Note
that formally J,(\) = JoFa,(A)*, where Fy,(A) = Fo(A — N\g) with Fy(+) specified
by (6.31). Note also that Taylor expansion yields T, (A\) ~ O((z)2{(x*)?)J,(\) ~
O(x) ) Jul).

Now we can verify (6.98). By inserting (6.101) into (6.98) it suffices to show
that

[Ja(A) Ta(M)] = 0, (6.102a)
T2 () RO +10)Tu(A)]| — 0. (6.102b)

To show (6.102a) we note the bound
||5(ha -+ AO)H[Z(L%,LQ_S) = 0(()\ — )\0)0) for s > S0, (6103)

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 || ()" RO\ +10) () ]| < oc,

Xerf

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& = 1. Note the
following formula for the scattering matrix for A\ slightly above \g,

Sua(N) =1 — 27 (AT (A) + 2miT (V) RO +10) T (V) (6.104)

where JI(A) = J,(A) = o @ Fa,(A)* =1 Jo(A), Fay(A) = Fo(A — Ao) and similarly
THO) = T (V) = i Ja(N) = Tu(M).
As in Theorem 6.10 we subtract a one-body scattering matrix introducing

S/aa(A) = Soza()‘) - Sw(>‘ - AO)?

here w is a reel effective one-body potential to be determined. Since we know that
Sw(A — Ag) is unitary we aim at showing that

1S0a(N)]| = 0 for A — (Ao)s. (6.105)

To examine this problem we need a formula for R(\+10) like the one we used in
the proof of Theorem 6.10. In agreement with the condition of Case II) Ay is neither
a resonance nor an eigenvalue of H and the ‘above the Hardy limit’ condition

vy :=minRev > 0 (6.106)
veo
is imposed. Here the set o 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
—Ag +q(0) as in (4.21). Alternatively stated

info(—Ag+q(0)) > —1/4.

We assume that m, = 1 and that Ay ¢ o,,(H’), cf. the conditions a) and b)
stated after Theorem 6.28.

Under the condition (6.106) one could hope that the operator (p? + W + \g —
AFi0)~! with W = (pq, [,pa @ -) would be a good auxillary operator for stydying
asymptotics as A — (A\g)4, cf. Subsections 4.1.4 and 4.2.4. However zero could be
an eigenvalue or a resonance for p>+7V, spoiling this idea. To avoid this problem we
are lead to modifying W (z,) by a suitable stronger decaying term (the perturbation
will be of order O(|z,|™?)) 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 = X1(r)p2x1 (1) + x2(r) (02 + L) xa(r) = p? + w,

w=|Vxaf + [Vl + 423 = W+ 0,
ry = (ha — K> Fi0)", k€ (0,1, A=) +k%

Due to (6.106) h, > 0, and in fact h,, is strictly positive (i.e. h, > 0and 0 ¢ opp(h,)).

We will show that h, 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)jf by a parametrix
construction. In addition we will need properties of the restriction of the Fourier
transform Fy(k?).
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1. Let, in analogy with the zero-energy formulas (4.24),

G =x1(r)(ha F1) X1 (r) + Z XQ(T)T‘_lRikT‘XQ(T) ® Py;

veo

sz/:,k =+ # — kK Fi0)', p=—id,, k> 0.

Here R;—L’k € Ly_, = L(LA(Ry,dr),L* (Ry,dr)) for s,8' > 1, in fact with a
bound independent of v > 1y and k € (0,1). For simplicity we assume here and
below that vy € (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 & as
v — oo. We define the adjoint (Kf)" = (h, — k?)(G)" — 1 and conclude that
KOi = limy 0, K,f € E(’Hl,lfe) for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

2. We derive bounds of the operator Rzk acting on functions on R, here assuming
v > 1. Let € € (0,1). The kernel is given explicitly as

R:k(ra r') = —27 1y 7”7“’/ eXp(ipt + ik:2rr’/(2t) — i7r1//2) Jl,(t)t_1 dt; p= 242
0

2rr!
(See for example [Cal.) We write 1 = Yor(t) + Xor (1), cf. the notation (1.29), and

-1 . 2 ()2
exp() = (L+ (1 =9)*) " (1= ip(l = 9)d)exp(); ¥y = ooy

o0

We split the above integral [ = [ Xorr () dt + [ -X2wr (t) dt and note that for

v > 1 a Bessel function bound, cf. the proof of [Ca, Proposition 4.1], yields

‘ / Xawr (1) dt‘ < o(v") min{(kr')", 1} < o(1*)(kr")",
0
leading with the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion to the operator bound

H\/r_W/OOO e (1) dt’

<ok s>1,8>1+e (6.107a)
Ly_,

On the other hand, assuming (for (6.107b)) that v > 1,
Xokr (L)y < 1/4,
leading by integration by parts and Bessel function bounds to
‘ / Kot (1) dt‘ <o)L, (6.107h)
0

H\/r_W/OOO Naper (1) dt’

<o(¥"); s+ >2 55 >0. (6.107c)
‘cs/,—s

Note that for (6.107c) we used (6.107b), the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion, the bound
rip TR <2, ke [—1,1],
as well as the identity

2J(t) = Jy1(t) — Jy-a(b);

v
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cf. [Tal, (3.6.17)]. Now by combining (6.107a) and (6.107¢c) we can write

+ _ p+ + .
Ruk - Rukl + Ru,k,2’
R+k1€£8_8, s>1,8 >1+c¢,

IR il <o)k (6.108a)
R+k2€£8_8, s=1—¢ 8 >1+c¢,
IR olle, . < o)

3. We show bounds of R, for the case v < 1. Let again ¢ € (0,1). Note the
representation, cf. [Tal, pp. 228-230],

R;L,k(ra T,) = 2%(k‘r<)1/2jy(k‘r<)(kr>)1/2H£1)(lm“>),
as well as the classical pointwise bounds
|t1/2J (t)| C ((%)V"rl/Q’

v+1/2
[t PHD ()] < O (%)

~

Whence

Vv e (0,1/2] 0 |(kro)YV2 0, (kro)(krs)2HOD (kro)| < C2k P2 p 2 T2

Y

Vv € (1/2,00) 0 [(kro)Y2 0, (kro) (kro)YV2HWD (kra)| < C?hre.
Using the Hilbert-Schmidt criterion we obtain from these bounds:
Vv e (0,1/2]: R:k:R:“EES e s=1—¢8>1+e¢,

HRVICQHE/ < Cy,s,s/-

s',—s

(6.108b)

Ve (1/2,1]: Rjk Rij2 €Ly g 88 >1/2,s+5>2,
HRV,]%QHES/’_ < Cy,s,s/-

S

(6.108¢)

Clearly R, , =0 in (6.108b) and in (6.108c), and it is natural to ask if we also
can take R, , = 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 €, — oo for
v — oo, see [La]. This is the reason we proceeded differently in Step 2 to treat the
regime v > 1.

4. With reference to Step 1, we claim that
—1 ¢ o(Ky). (6.109a)

This is equivalent to asserting that r)jf is regular at £k = 0, so it remains to show
that 0 is not a ‘resonance’ for h,. We say that 0 is a resonance if there exists
0# feHL, \H' sy =1+, such that h,f = 0, cf. Definition 4.6. Note that the
notation H; here and henceforth is used as an alternative to H;} (to conform with
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the notation of Chapter 4). So suppose f € Hlso obeys h,f = 0. Then we learn
from the proof of Theorem 4.7 using (6.108a)-(6.108¢c) with k& = 0 that f € H!'
for any s’ > 1 — 1 (note that K € C(HL,) for s’ € (1 — 15,2 — 1p)). In particular
f € H',. Next we mimic the proof of Theorem 4.2, that is integrate by part and
deduce that

0= lim (xpf,xrhof) = Hm (xaf haxef) = cla] " f
—00 R—o0c0
Whence f = 0.

5. We can obtain bounds of 7i using (6.109a) and (6.108a)—(6.108c). Note that
thanks to the time-reversal property the latter bounds also hold with R;L,k replaced
by R, . Bounds of T;\t can then be derived from the formulas

—1

rf = (LKD) G =G (1+ (K;)) (6.109b)

We can here use GZE = Gil + Gf;2 in agreement with the splittings RIk = Rik’l +

R, 5 in (6.108a)-(6.108c). Implemented in (6.109b) leads to two formulas for 3 =

1 + 7, exhibiting mapping properties directly determined by (6.108a)(6.108c).
Since we are assuming that )y is not a resonance, we are lead to write

—E(\) =pi+w+vf+ X — A
and then consider B

(Re) = (= SO (1) — 1.
By the regularity condition of Case II) the limiting operator I?SL 1= limy 0, K e
L(H!,_.) (which exists for any sufficiently small e > 0) fulfills that

—1¢o(K]). (6.109¢)

By using (6.109a)-(6.109¢) in combination with (6.108a)—(6.108c) we can obtain
bounds of the inverse of Ej (\). 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
[ F20 M) (@) 7N cremsy p2gs2y) < Ceo(X—Xo), 0< 2 <e<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].

[ Fo (k) () c2x),12(s2)) < CkY, 0<é <e<1/2,
||]:0(k32)<$>_8||%(L2(X),L2(S2)) <Ok, s>1/2
Interpolation of these bounds yields
Vi €[0,1],é <e<1/2,s>1/2:

—k(14+€)—(1—k)s rke' —(1—k <6110)
”Fo(k?2)<3?> (1+8)—-(1-x) |’£(L2(X)7L2(SQ)) < Ck a )/2
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7. We can now treat (6.104). The middle term of (6.104) may be written

=27 Jo(N)*Ta(A) = =271iF) (A) (w + O(r~2)) Fay (N)*
= —2miFx (NwFr, (A)* + o((A — X)?).

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
2miT, (\)*SriS*T,(N), recalling ry = (p? + w + A\g — A Fi0)~!, may be written up
to a term of order o((A — \)?) as

2miFy, (AN wriwFy, (N)*.

The combination of this expression, the identity operator 1 and the Born term is
exactly Sy, (A — Ag). Whence it suffices to show that

I76(A)" (R(A +10) = S S™) Ta(A)] = 0.
Using formulas as (6.7) and (6.8) (cf. Remark 6.1) it suffices to show that

TN RO 4 10)ITTL (M| — 0, (6.111a)
I To(A)* ROA +10)To (N)]] — 0. (6.111D)

To prove these assertions we look at three cases a)—) as in the proof of Theorem
6.10.

a). The asymptotics (6.111a) follows by first writing
TN RO +10)ITT,(A) = Jo(A)*O((2) )R\ +10)ITO({(z) ) Ja(N)

and then using Theorem 3.18 and (6.110).
As for (6.111b) we expand R(\ + i0) as in the proof of Theorem 6.10, cf. Cases
b) and c) in the proof.

b_). We write
Tu(N)" S (14 o)) S Ta(V) = Tu(N)*Sr} S Tu(N)
= =T, (A)"Sryogry ST, (V)

5 = (L) Ty

In this formula we insert the two representations of ry = T;\r’l + T‘IQ from the
beginning of Step 5 (replacing the factor of 7} to the right with the middle expression
of (6.109b) and replacing the factor of 7} 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 ry, appear twice. We insert 1 = ()*(z)~* with s =
1 — €, ¢ > 0 small, next to the two factors of TRL,z' Thus for the left factor we
write 7y, = (2)%(z)"*ry, and then in turn ry, = ry,(z)~" ()" using bounds
(essentially given by (6.108a)-(6.108c)) to estimate (x)~*ry,(z)~' 7. Similary for
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the right factor we write 7}, = 73 ,(z)"*(z)*. In combination with (6.110) (used
with a vanishing right-hand side as k& — 0, ) we then obtain the bound o((A — A)°).

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
731 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((A — \)?).

c). There are four terms to be considered given (up to the common factor 27i)

by:
T () Sri (14 vfrf) T S L RN + 10)IUT, (),
— T, (A RO+ i0)TT'I,S7 (1 + virf) ™ S* LR(A +i0)IT'T, (N,
—To(A)*R(A +10)I1' 1, Srf S T (N),
To(A) RO+ 0) U LSr (14 v ) " ol rh S Ta(N).

We argue similarly as for Case b) and conclude again the bound o((A — Xg)),
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), )¢ is a
resonance but not an eigenvalue of H. We can apply (5.117a) of Theorem 5.24
with p = 1 (or alternatively Theorem 5.45), used formally with small z > 0. More
precisely we consider R(A + i0) with A slightly above A, given by (5.117a). We
insert this expression in (6.104) (again with the wave operators given by (6.96) with
JE=1).

As A — (X\g)+ 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
A — Ao 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  2miT; (A" RN +10)T, (A) = —2(Yp, ) Yo; Yy = (4m) V2
A= (Ao)+

Whence

lim S, =1—2(Yp, )Y, (6.112)
A= (Ao)+
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 = m, > 1 and upon assuming kK = n,s = m (the maximality condition) we obtain
the same result as (6.112), see below. We will study the case 1 < k = n,es < 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. (¢(S*u;), c(S*uy)) = 6 for
J,k=1,...,k, where for any u € £ (with £ given in Theorem 4.17)

1
¢i(S*u) = ﬁfxgoiloudx; i=1,...,m.
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Considering «; = (a, Ao, i), ¢ = 1,...,m, we compute the following substitute
for (6.112),

lim  Sy,0,(A)=1-2 (S Y, Yo. 6.113

im S ECES (6.113)

Obviously the result (6.98) for Case III) follows from (6.113) (since k = 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 <
K = Nyes < m, the limiting scattering operator might differ from (6.112). Thanks
o (6.113), obviously this happens for a; = (a, Ay, ;) unless ng,.;|cz‘(¢j)|2 =1
(ie. not smaller). The other extreme is that >°._ |c;i(¥;)]* = 0 meaning that
imy—(rg)y Sasa;(A) = 1, which is a unitary operator. If on the other hand 0 <
stﬁ|ci(¢j)|2 < 1, the isometry property of limy_,(x,); Saia;(A) is not fulfilled
and transmission from the channel «; will occur. We will construct such exam-
ple by redefining the basis @ = {¢1,...,9n}. Whence we consider a general
unitary transformation (¢f,...,¢0)" = M(p1,...,0m)". We introduce the basis
= {y],..., ¢ } and notation Sg, Se and similarly for adjoints to indicate the
dependence of basis.
We compute

v = MS. (6.114)

Using the notation a;; = (a, Ao, ;) and o = (a, Ao, @), 7 = 1,..., m, we similarly
compute

(Sage;(30)), e = lim Sa/a;u))im — M (Saa; (M), o, M- (6.115)

Let us on & introduce the C™-valued function cg, slightly abusing notation,

1
C¢,,i(u):2\/_( , (Splou)i)o = 2\/_/golloudx i=1,....,m, u€é.

Using (6.114) we compute
cor(u) = Mcg(u); u€ €. (6.116)

The normalization of the resonance functions in Remark 5.25 reads with this
notation

(C@(uj)7c¢(uk)) :5jk7 j,k/’:l, y K

Let ey,..., e, denote the canonical basis in C™, (e;); = d;;. We choose the
unitary matrix M such that

Meg(uj) =e;;  j < k.



6.4. Threshold behaviour of total cross-sections in atom-ion scattering 197

Thanks to (6.116) this leads to
cori(uy) = 0ij; i <m,j < k. (6.117)

Using (6.117) we compute as in Subsection 6.3.3

Sagor(Mo) = 0l —2)  car k(ug)car i (uy) (Y, )Yy
j<n
{1 —2(Yy, )Yy, for k1 <k,
= Okl

1, otherwise.

In view of (6.115) this formula is an explicit diagonalization of the operator-valued
matrix (Saiaj ()\0)) .. Bach of the appearing diagonal elements is given by either
1 —2(Yy,-)Yy or 1 (depending on its location). Since both of these options are
unitary we conclude that transmission from an incoming channel associated with
(a, Ao), if occurring at all, is limited to outgoing channels in the family associated
with (a, A\g). Morover indeed such transmission does not occur from any of the
channels o = (a, Ao, ¢}), i = 1,...,m. However for ‘mixtures’ of these channels
indeed transmission occurs. Thus for example considering o« = (a, Ao, ) for the
mixture ¢ = cosf ¢} +sinf ¢! . cosfsin b # 0, we compute using (6.115)

4,7 <

Sua(Ao) =1 —2cos? 0 (Yy, ) Yo,

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-lon 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 R? decays like O(|z|7*) for some p > 2 then
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the total cross-section for the scattering process described by the couple of opera-
tors ( —A, —A + V(x)) is finite, while if V(z) ~ % as |x| — oo for some C' # 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(|z|™!) in the general case, like O(|z|72) if one of
the clusters is neutral (atom-ion scattering) and like O(|x|73) if both clusters are
neutral (atom-atom scattering), see Subsection 1.2.1. Here x € R? 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 3.

Consider the Hamiltonian of a diatomic molecule with N electrons which can be
written in the form

1 1 2.7
Hpge = D5 (=8a) + 3 5(-A) + = (6118)

k=1 2my, |z1 — 23|

2 N+2

4 Z q4;
NP 2D M I DR )

T
k=1 j=3 3<I<G<N+2

where z, € R?, k = 1,2, denote the position of the two nuclei with mass m;, and
charge Z;, > 0 and z; € R?, j = 3,..., N+2, denote the position of N electrons with
mass 1 and charge g; € 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 = (C4, C3) be a two-cluster
decomposition of {1,..., N 42}, i.e. a partition (C7, Cy) of the set of particle labels
{1,..., N+2}, where j € C; for j = 1,2. In order to make explicit calculations, we
choose so called clustered atomic coordinates (z,y) € R® x R3*" adapted to this
cluster decomposition:

1 1\
- (m*m) L My=m+ [l CL=C\{k}, k=12,

1
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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 Ry is the
center of mass of the cluster C} 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 Hpyys may be written in this system of coordinates as

H = —A,+ H.(x), He(x) = H"+I1,(x), (6.119)
where the sub-Hamiltonian H* is given by
H® = H% + 0%, (6.120)
with

m= S (g i) - (T

jecy, 931 jecy,

ql%
Z lyr —

LieCy,
1<j

and the inter-cluster interaction I, by

Zy Zy qr4; Z2q; 214
I, (x) =
(z) = |z —I(y +Z|yk—y +z—1(y Z o=y Z|ar:—l

kECI EC, |y-7 EC,
]GC’

yj‘.

H.(z) is the electronic Hamiltonian in the Born-Oppenheimer approximation. Fi-
nally, we set
H, = —A,+ H“ (6.121)

This operator as well as the full Hamiltonian H are considered as self-adjoint oper-
ators on L2 = L*(R3M*Y: dady).

For an arbitrary cluster decomposition a = (C,...,Cy) of {1,..., N + 2}, ie.
CiU---UC, ={1,....,N+2} and C; N Cy = 0, for j # k, we can, as for the
case k = 2 discussed above, choose adapted coordinates (z,,y*). We call H* the
sub-Hamiltonian, z, € R3*~1 the inter-cluster coordinates, y® the intra-cluster
coordinates, and [,(x,,y") the inter-cluster interaction. By D, (resp. Dy.) and
by —A,;, (resp. —Aye), 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 Schrodinger operator H, the Dollard wave operators

W = s— lim eitHefit(fAzawLﬁ[lIa(2sDza,O)ds+)\a)Ja (6.122)
t—=o0

exist for an arbitrary channel o = (a, Ay, ¢ ), recalling that (by definition) a is an

arbitrary cluster decomposition (# amax) and ¢, is a normalized eigenfunction of

H* with eigenvalue A\, H%p, = A\yp.. The operator J, denotes the identification

operator, which is defined for any L?-function f of the variable z, by

(Jaf)(xaa ya) = f($a)<pa(ya)' (6-123)

Furthermore, the family of wave operators {W=, all a} is asymptotically complete
[De3]. If a = (C4,Cy) is a two-cluster decomposition with one neutral cluster (an
atom), say (1, i.e.

> g = 2, (6.124)
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then for any channel oo = (a, Ay, ¢, ) the wave operators simply (cf. Section 6.2) as

WE = s— lim eitHe—it(—Awa“a)Ja. (6.125)

t—+oo

For any two channels o and 8 we define the associated scattering operator from
channel « to channel 8 by

Spa = (WF)'W,,

Toa = Spa — Ogas (6.126)

where dg, = 1 if @ = 8 and 0 otherwise.

Following |ES|, we define the total scattering cross-sections as follows. For A >
Ao, We introduce the magnitude of the momentum associated with the kinetic energy
of the relative motion of the two clusters in the channel « via

na(A) == (A — Aq)2. (6.127)
For g € C>(I,;C), I, = (Mg, 00), and w € S?, we consider the wave packet
R*>z — g,(r) =j(w- ) (6.128)

where

. 1 : 9(n)
- ina(p)y I\ d
0= 5 [

The normalization is chosen such that

l9/lz2®) = |9l L2®)-

Denoting by C the set of all channels we want to apply the operator Tg,, for any 8 €
C, to the function g,,(z)p.(y). Since this function does not belong to L2(R3WV+1) _ it
decays rapidly only in the direction defined by w - we regularize it by multiplication
by a function hg, € L>(R?), depending only on the variable x — (w-z)w transversal
to the direction w of the incident wave packet g, (z), such that pointwisely

lim hp, = 1. (6.129)

R—o0c0

For the purpose of this paper we shall specify this cut-off function to be a Gaussian,
explicitly we take
2
hpo(r) = e~ (@ W) /R, (6.130)

Definition. ([JKW]) For A € I, and w € S?, we shall say that the total cross-
section o, (A, w) with the incoming channel « exists at the energy A with the incident
direction w, if the following limit is finite:

Ta(Aw) = lm lim Y | Tgahrwdnwlall’. (6.131)

where gy, is defined as in (6.128) with ¢ replaced by gp:

gn(p) =0 Ph(( — X)/n)

and h is any C2°(R)-function normalized by [, [h(p)[*dp = 1.
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Recall that in [ES| and [Wa3]|, the total cross-section is defined as a distribution
in €1, by

[ onlmlaPan = Jim 3 I Tsohrgseal (6.132)
o BeC

for all g € C>(1,;C). Since |g,(-)|* converges to Bx(:), the Dirac measure at A,
as n — 0o, 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 A.
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 o = (a, Ao, @) be a channel with N\, € oc4(H®) and cluster
decomposition a = (Cy, Cy) such that the cluster ay is neutral (an atom), that is

> ¢ +Z=0. (6.133)

jecy

Assume that Ao = AL + N2, 0, = oL @ 2, H%pl = Nl for j = 1,2 and
that AL is a simple eigenvalue of H' (i.e. the eigenvalue for the neutral cluster is
non-degenerate).

The following result of [JKW] shows the finiteness of o, (A, w) for A outside the
set

To =To(H) =T(H)Uoy,(H)

of thresholds and eigenvalues of H, and it provides an optical formula which is useful
in many problems.

Theorem 6.30 ([JKW]). Let @ = (a, Ao, pa) be a scattering channel satisfying
Hypothesis 1. We set

o)

F(z,w) = <Iae” R(z) (Iae§)>, Imz # 0, (6.134a)
where

w
ea

(z,y) = ™ Mrp (y). (6.134b)
Then, for any energy X € I, \ T, and any incident direction w € S?, the limit

FA+1i0,w) = lim F(\ +ie,w) (6.135a)
6~>O+
exists and defines a continuous function of X € I, \ T,. The total scattering cross-
section o, (X, w) exists for any energy X € I, \ T, and any incident direction w € S*
and one has the optical formula

Oa(A,w) = Im F'(A+10,w). (6.135b)

1
Na(N)
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Note that under Hypothesis 1, I,e only belongs to L%l 2y = L?I J2)- (R33N dady).
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 L? to L?, 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 o, (A, w). 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 s, non-multiple two-cluster
case

Hypothesis 2. Let a = (a, Ao, po) be a scattering channel with A, = \g = 2o, the
lowest threshold of H. Assume that Yo is a non-multiple two-cluster threshold and
Yo & o(H'), where H =11, HII!, and

Mu=u— (o, u)y @ pa, uE LQ(Riij?’N).

Under Hypothesis 2, we can apply the Grushin reduction (cf. [Wa2|, extended in
Chapter 5) to study the behaviour of o, (A, w) for A near \g = ¥5. The more general
situations where A, possibly is a multiple two-cluster threshold and/or A\, € o(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)~'II, is holomorphic for z near Ay and one has

R(z) = E(2) — By (2)Ey(2) ' E_(2) (6.136)
where
E(z) = R(z)
Ey(z) = S—R(2)HS
E (z) = S*—S*HR'(2)
Ey(z) = S*(:—H+ HR'(2)H)S

and S : L*(R3) — L*(R33Y), (x,y) € R® x R*, is defined by

Sf(z,y) = f(x)ealy), [feLi.

Under Hypotheses 1 and 2, it follows from Theorem 6.30 that for A > Ag close to Ag

1
OalMw) = —— Tm(Le, RO\ +i0)(Te2))
na(kl) (6.137)
B _na<)\) Im<f()‘7 CU), E’H(A + 10)_1f()\’ W)>x,

FOww) = E_(\)(Le®). (6.138)

«
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Here we used the fact that R'(A+i0) = R'(\) is self-adjoint for A near Ag. One can
calculate

FAw) = {@a, La€g)y = (Par LR (A)(La€g))y, (6.1392)
(¢a; Laca)y = O(l2[7), (6.139b)
(Par LR (N)(Ta€d))y € Lis - (R), (6.139¢)

uniformly in A and w. For (6.139b) we refer to [JKW, Lemma A.1]. Hence
f\w) e L%5/2), = L%E]/z), (R?) uniformly in A and w.

Similarly,
Ey(z) =2 — o — (=8 + U(2)),

where
U(2) = (Pa; LlaPa)y = (Pa LR (2)1o(p0 ® Ny
is an operator-valued holomorphic function for z near Ag. One has

<90a7 [a¢a>y = (9(|:L"74), <90a7 [aRI<Z)[a<90a ® ))y € ‘C(Hsla H;rlzl); s € R.

Set
U= U()‘O) - <§00m LLQOOé)y - <§00w ]aR,(AO)]a((pa X )>y (6140)

Comparing f (Ao, w) with U, one observes

Fo,w) = E_(Xo)Laa) = UL, (6.141)
that is, U applied to the constant function 1 € L%—3/2)’ (R3).

Recall from Section 5.1.2 that the asymptotic expansion of the resolvent (—A, —
)71 2 =2z — Ao with Im 2z # 0, in weighted L?-spaces is given by

(=N, —2) VP =Go+V2G + - -

Theorem 6.31 (Regular case). Let Hypotheses 1 and 2 be satisfied. Assume that
Ao = X is a reqular point of H (see Subsection 5.1.1.1). Then

(N w) = 47|sp|> +0(1) as A — (M), (6.142a)
where .
s =— | (1+UGo) " E_(A\o)(Iapa) dx. (6.142Db)
4 R3

Proof. Since )\ is a regular point of H, (1 + GoU)™! exists and is bounded from L?
to L%, for any s > 1. Let 2/ = z — \g and Im 2 # 0. One has

Ey(Mo+2)7!
= (14 (=2, —2)U(E)) (A, — )7
—(1+ GolU) ™ Go + V2 {(1 + GoU) LG (U(1 + GoU) ' Gy — 1) } + o(V7)
= —(1+GoU)'Gy— V2 (1 +GoU) G (1 + UGo) ™! + o(V7)
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in L? — L?,, s > 3/2. Making use of (6.137), we obtain for X' = X\ — \g

oA, w)

1 —1 / -1 -1 !
- \/ylm<f(>\,w), ((1+G0U) Go + VN (L + Gol) 1y (1 + UGy) +0(\/)\_)> f()\,w)>

= Im(f(No,w), (1 4+ GoU)'G1(1 4+ UGo) " (Mo, w))a + 0(1)

xT

as X — 0,. Since G; has the constant integral kernel ﬁ, the leading term in the
above equation is equal to

1 2
E’/Rg(l +UGo) " E- (M) (Laga) dz| |

proving (6.142a) and (6.142b). O

Note that since
E7<)‘0)<[aﬁpa> = f<)‘07w) € L%E;/Q)*v

indeed the constant sy, is well defined. In addition it can be written as

1
sme=— [ (1+UGy) U1 da.

47 R3

Recall that in the scattering theory for the pair (—A, —A + V(z)), the scattering
length is related to the low-energy limit of the total cross-section. In dimension
three it is equal to

(1+VGy) 'V(z) du,

47 ]R%

if V(x) decreases sufficiently rapidly (cf. [JK, Theorem 5.1]). Analogously to one-
body scattering, sj,¢ 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 \g = X9 is a resonance but not an eigenvalue of H. Then

To(Aw) = 2o (dr +0(1)) as A= (Ao)y- (6.143)

Proof. In general )\ is a resonance (an eigenvalue, resp.) of H if and only if 0 is a
resonance (an eigenvalue, resp.) of —A, + U, cf. Lemma 5.2. Since we assume that
Ao is exceptional point of 1st kind the operator Fy(\g+2')~! admits the asymptotics

E’H(AO‘FZI)_l
= (14 (=2, =) UE) (A =)
= — 5, v+ o), Z =0,

in L2 — L%, s> 1, where ¢ € L%—l/z)— is a resonance state of —A 4 U satisfying

ER

ﬁgjdjj 1) =1. (6.144)
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See the proof of [Wa2, Theorem 3.9] or that of Proposition 5.12. We deduce from
(6.137) that for X = X — A,

ga(Aw) = 5 ([, f(Ro,w))* +0(1)) as A — 0,
Noting that

(¥, f(Qo,w)) = (1, E_(Ao)(Latpa))
<U77Z)7 1)3[: - 2\/E7

(6.143) follows. O

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 A\g = Yy is an eigenvalue of H, the method used here
does not allow us to give the leading term of o, (\,w), due to the lack of decay.
However with some weak decay of the L?-eigenfunctions at Ay one can obtain sim-
ilar results as above. We shall give elaboration in the next subsection in the more
general setting of Ay = ¥y possibly being a multiple two-cluster threshold.

6.4.3 Total cross-sections at >», multiple two-cluster case

In this subsection we consider the atom-ion model with o« = (a, Ay, @) 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 \yg = X5 being a two-cluster threshold. We
shall impose the condition

A=Al (6.145)
and in addition (5.161), that is
ranlIly C L7 for some t > 3/2, (6.146)

where Iy is the orthogonal projection onto ker(H — Ag).

Hypothesis 3. Let a = (a, Ao, 9a) be a channel with A, = Ao = Yo, the lowest
threshold of H. Assume that o is two-cluster, (4.68a), (4.68b), (6.145) and (6.146)
(in particular a € AL).

We remark that Hypothesis 3 implies Hypothesis 1 for any channel «, 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
Yo it holds for any a = (C4,Cy) € A (possibly not unique) that one of the clusters
is neutral, say (6.124) is fulfilled for C4.

Theorem 6.33 (Regular or exceptional of 2nd kind case). Let Hypothesis 3 be
satisfied for a = (a, Ao, pa), and assume that A\, = \g = 3o is either reqular or
exceptional of 2nd kind. Let H, :== H — ollyg with o > 0 small. Then, using the
notation (6.134b) and that of Theorem 5.44, we let

feOw) = (5" =S} RL(N)) (Loo€l); A= Ao (6.147a)
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Here

5]

S1,() = > Aeslho())yy Do =1, — olly,
B:(b7EB7SOB)5bE.Z

and we recall that R, (\) = (I H,IT' — \)~'T'. Let similarly U, (X — X\o) be defined by
writing the effective Grushin Hamiltonian for Hy as —FEy o(Ao+2) = Po+Uy(2) — 2,
z=X— X >0, along the lines of (5.5a), (5.5b) and (5.38a). Then

(N w) = 47|sp|> +0(1) as A — (M), (6.147b)

where

1 ~
St = 7 (14 U,Go) ' fy(No,w) do € C™; U, = U,(0), m = #A. (6.147c)

WRi

Proof. We can mimic the proof of Theorem 6.31, combining Theorem 6.30 and
(5.87), checking first the analogue bound

oA w) € Higpoyr = Hezjo (R3).

The latter assertion follows readily from (6.146) (yielding in fact that f,(\,w) € H,
provided s <t and s < 5/2). O

Theorem 6.34 (Exceptional point of 1st or 3rd kind). Let Hypothesis 3 be satisfied
for o = (a, Ao, o). Assume that N\, = N\g = o is exceptional of 1st or 3rd kind.
Let H, = H — olly with 0 > 0 small and {uy,...,u.} C H(171/2)_ be a basis of
resonance states of H, more precisely it is taken as a basis of resonance states of

H, fulfilling the normalization
(e(T*w;), c(T"u;)) = Bij, 14,7=1,--+ K, (6.148a)
cf. (6.144) and Proposition 5.8. By definition T is given by (2.14) and

C(U) = ﬁ (<1, EkSmUo,lkvk)m, ey <1, EkSmUa7mkvk>x) € (Cm; m = #Av (6148b)

Here the elements of.Z are labelled by the numbers 1,...,m.
Then, with the convention that 1 labels a,

TalAw) = 15 (f} (T*ug, fo o, )P+ 0(1))

« (6.149a)
=55 (Y laTu) + o) as A= (o)
j=1
In particular
Ta(Aw) < - (1+0(1)) as A= (No)y, (6.149Db)

while in the mazimally exceptionally case where Kk = m,

oo\ w) = /\f’:\o (1+0(1)) as A= (No)4- (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

fU(Ao,W) = E_(Hg — Ao)@a = E_(HU — )\0)51[1]
= —Exn[%y Bkl = (Po+ Us)[5; Bur] = Us [ Purl-

The assertions (6.149b) and (6.149c¢) follow from (6.149a) and the normalization
condition (6.148a). O

Remark. The quantity > 7, ey (T*u;)|? 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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