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Abstract

We consider the critical temperature for superconductivity, defined via the linear BCS
equation. We prove that at weak coupling the critical temperature for a sample confined to
a quadrant in two dimensions is strictly larger than the one for a half-space, which in turn
is strictly larger than the one for R2. Furthermore, we prove that the relative difference of
the critical temperatures vanishes in the weak coupling limit.

1 Introduction

Recent work [1, 2, 10–12] predicts the occurrence of boundary superconductivity in the BCS
model. Close to edges superconductivity sets in at higher temperatures than in the bulk, and at
corners the critical temperature appears to be even higher than at edges. Our goal is to provide
a mathematically rigorous justification of these results. It was proved in [5,9] that the system on
half-spaces in dimensions d P t1, 2, 3u can have higher critical temperatures than on Rd. Here,
we extend this result for d “ 2 and show that a quadrant has a higher critical temperature than
a half-space, at least at weak coupling.

We consider the full plane, and the half- and quarter-spaces Ωk “ p0,8qk ˆ R2´k for k P
t0, 1, 2u. We define the critical temperature as in [5, 9] using the operator

HΩ
T “ ´∆x ´ ∆y ´ 2µ

tanh
´

´∆x´µ
2T

¯
` tanh

´
´∆y´µ

2T

¯ ´ λV px ´ yq (1.1)

acting in L2
sympΩ ˆ Ωq “ tψ P L2pΩ ˆ Ωq|ψpx, yq “ ψpy, xq for all x, y P Ωu, where ´∆ denotes

the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian and the subscript indicates on which variable it acts, T is
the temperature, µ is the chemical potential, V is the interaction, and λ is the coupling constant.
The first term is defined through functional calculus. For V P LtpR2q with t ą 1, the HΩk

T are
self-adjoint operators defined via the KLMN theorem [9, Remark 2.2].

The critical temperatures are defined as

T kc pλq :“ inftT P p0,8q| inf σpHΩk

T q ě 0u. (1.2)

The operator HΩk

T is the Hessian of the BCS functional at the normal state [3]. In particular,
the system is superconducting for T ă T kc pλq, when the normal state is not a minimizer of
the BCS functional. A priori, superconductivity may also occur at temperatures T ą T kc pλq,
when the normal state is a local minimum of the BCS functional, but not a global one. For
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translation invariant systems, in particular for Ω0 “ R2, this is not the case and the system is
in the normal state if T ą T 0

c pλq [4,6], hence T 0
c separates the normal and the superconducting

phase. However, it remains an open question whether the same is true for T 1
c and T 2

c .
We prove that for small enough λ, the critical temperatures defined through the linear

criterion (1.2) satisfy T 2
c pλq ą T 1

c pλq. Together with the result from [9], we get the strictly
decreasing sequence T 2

c pλq ą T 1
c pλq ą T 0

c pλq of critical temperatures at weak coupling.
Similarly to [9, Lemma 2.3], where it was shown that T 1

c pλq ě T 0
c pλq for all λ, the following

Lemma is relatively easy to prove.

Lemma 1.1. Let λ, T ą 0 and V P LtpR2q for some t ą 1. Then inf σpHΩ2

T q ď inf σpHΩ1

T q.

Its proof can be found in Section 2. In particular it follows that for all λ ą 0, we have
T 2
c pλq ě T 1

c pλq. The difficulty lies in proving a strict inequality, which the rest of the paper
will be devoted to. In order to prove T 2

c pλq ą T 1
c pλq, we shall give a precise analysis of the

asymptotic behavior of HΩ1

T 1
c pλq as λ Ñ 0.

For µ ą 0 let F : L1pR2q Ñ L2pS1q act as the restriction of the Fourier transform to a
sphere of radius

?
µ, i.e., Fψpωq “ pψp?

µωq and for V ě 0 define Oµ “ V 1{2F:FV 1{2 on
L2
s pR2q “ tψ P L2pR2q|ψprq “ ψp´rqu. The operator Oµ is compact. For the desired asymptotic

behavior of HΩ1

T 1
c pλq we need that Oµ has a non-degenerate eigenvalue eµ “ supσpOµq ą 0 at the

top of its spectrum [6,7].
We require the following assumptions for our main result.

Assumption 1.2. Let µ ą 0. Assume that

(i) V P L1pR2q X LtpR2q for some t ą 1,

(ii) V is radial, V ı 0,

(iii) | ¨ |V P L1pR2q,

(iv) V ě 0,

(v) eµ “ supσpOµq is a non-degenerate eigenvalue.

Remark 1.3. Similarly to the three dimensional case discussed in [6, Section III.B.1], because
of rotation invariance the eigenfunctions of Oµ are given, in radial coordinates r ” p|r|, ϕq, by
V 1{2prqeimϕJmp?

µ|r|q, where Jm denote the Bessel functions and m P 2Z since the functions
must be even in r. The corresponding eigenvalues are

epmq
µ “ 1

2π

ż

R2

V prq|Jmp?
µ|r|q|2dr (1.3)

and in particular e
pmq
µ “ e

p´mq
µ . Assumption (v) therefore means that eµ “ e

p0q
µ and that all

other eigenvalues e
pmq
µ are strictly smaller. Hence, the eigenstate corresponding to eµ has zero

angular momentum. Analogously to the three dimensional case, a sufficient condition for (v) to
hold is that pV ě 0.

Our first main result is:

Theorem 1.4. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. Assume the same boundary
conditions, either Dirichlet or Neumann, on Ω1 and Ω2. Then there is a λ1 ą 0, such that for
all 0 ă λ ă λ1, T

2
c pλq ą T 1

c pλq.

The second main result is that the relative difference in critical temperatures vanishes in the
weak coupling limit.
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Theorem 1.5. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. Assume either Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions on Ω2. Then

lim
λÑ0

T 2
c pλq ´ T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “ 0. (1.4)

Since T 2
c pλq ě T 1

c pλq ě T 0
c pλq, this implies limλÑ0

T 2
c pλq´T 1

c pλq
T 1
c pλq “ 0 and limλÑ0

T 1
c pλq´T 0

c pλq
T 0
c pλq “

0. The latter was already shown in [9] and we closely follow [9] to prove Theorem 1.5.
The paper is structured as follows. In Section 1.1 we explain the proof strategy for The-

orem 1.4. Section 2 contains the proofs of some basic properties of HΩ
T . Section 3 discusses

the regularity and asymptotic behavior of the ground state of HΩ1

T . In Section 4 we prove
Lemma 1.8, the first key step in the proof of Theorem 1.4. The second key step, Lemma 1.9
is proved in Section 5. In Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.5. Section 7 contains the proofs of
auxiliary Lemmas.

1.1 Proof strategy for Theorem 1.4

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is based on the variational principle. The idea is to construct a
trial state for HΩ2

T 1
c pλq involving the ground state of HΩ1

T 1
c pλq. However, the latter operator is

translation invariant in the second component of the center of mass variable and therefore has
purely essential spectrum. To work with an operator that has eigenvalues, we fix the momentum
in the translation invariant direction, and choose it in order to minimize the energy.

Let U : L2pR2 ˆ R2q Ñ L2pR2 ˆ R2q be the unitary operator switching to relative and
center of mass coordinates r “ x ´ y and z “ x ` y, i.e. Uψpr, zq “ 1

2
ψppr ` zq{2, pz ´ rq{2q.

We shall apply U to functions defined on a subset of Ω Ă R2 ˆ R2, by identifying L2pΩq
with the set of functions in L2pR2 ˆ R2q supported in Ω. The operator UHΩ1

T U :, which is

HΩ1

T transformed to relative and center of mass coordinates, acts on functions on Ω̃1 ˆ R,
where Ω̃1 “ tpr, z1q P R3||r1| ă z1u, and is translation invariant in z2. For every q2 P R

let H1
T pq2q be the operator obtained from UHΩ1

T U : by restricting to momentum q2 in the z2
direction. The operator H1

T pq2q acts in L2
s pΩ̃1q “ tψ P L2pΩ̃1q|ψpr, z1q “ ψp´r, z1qu and we have

inf σpHΩ1

T 1
c pλqq “ infq2PR inf σpH1

T 1
c pλqpq2qq. We want to choose q2 to be optimal. That this can be

done is a consequence of the following Lemma, whose proof will be given in Section 2.2.

Lemma 1.6. Let T, λ, µ ą 0 and V P LtpR2q for some t ą 1. The function q2 ÞÑ inf σpH1
T pq2qq

is continuous, even and diverges to `8 as |q2| Ñ 8.

Therefore, the infimum is attained and we can define ηpλq to be the minimal number in
r0,8q such that inf σpH1

T 1
c pλqpηpλqqq “ inf σpHΩ1

T 1
c pλqq.

Next, we shall argue that H1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq indeed has a ground state, at least for small enough

coupling, which allows us to construct the desired trial state. Let λ0 ą 0 be such that T 1
c pλq ą

T 0
c pλq for λ ď λ0. Such a λ0 exists by [9, Theorem 1.3].

Lemma 1.7. Let µ ą 0, let V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ă λ ď λ0. Then H1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq

has an eigenvalue at the bottom of its spectrum.

The proof of Lemma 1.7 can be found in Section 2.3. For λ ď λ0 let Φ̃λ be the ground state
of H1

T 1
c pλqpηpλqq. In the case ηpλq “ 0, the operator H1

T 1
c pλqpηpλqq commutes with reflections

r2 Ñ ´r2 and we may assume that Φ̃λ is even or odd under this reflection. We extend the
function Φ̃λ (anti)symmetrically from Ω̃1 to R3, such that the extended function Φλ satisfies
Φλpp´r1, r2q,´z1q “ Φλpr, z1q and ¯Φλppz1, r2q, r1q “ Φλpr, z1q, where ´{` corresponds to
Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions (see Figure 1 for an illustration). The function Φλ
is the key ingredient for our trial state. Let χΩ̃1

denote multiplication by the characteristic

function of Ω̃1; then Φ̃λ “ χΩ̃1
Φλ . We choose the normalization such that ‖V 1{2χΩ̃1

Φλ‖2 “ 1,

3



y1

x1

z1

r1

ψpr, zq¯ψpr, zq

¯ψpr, zqψpr, zq

Figure 1: Sketch of the (anti)symmetric extension of a function ψ defined on the upper right
quadrant in the pr1, z1q-coordinates. The extension is defined by mirroring along the x1 and
y1-axes and multiplying by ´1 for Dirichlet boundary conditions.

where V 1{2ψpr, zq “ V 1{2prqψpr, zq. (Since V P LtpR2q for some t ą 1 and Φλ P H1pR3q, it
follows by the Hölder and Sobolev inequalities that V 1{2Φλ is an L2 function [8].)

Our choice of trial state is

ψǫλpr1, r2, z1, z2q “ pΦλpr1, r2, z1qeiηpλqz2 ` Φλpr1,´r2, z1qe´iηpλqz2qe´ǫ|z2|

¯ pΦλpr1, z2, z1qeiηpλqr2 ` Φλpr1,´z2, z1qe´iηpλqr2qe´ǫ|r2| (1.5)

for some ǫ ą 0. Here and throughout the paper we use the convention that upper signs corre-
spond to Dirichlet and lower signs to Neumann boundary conditions, unless stated otherwise.
The function (1.5) is the natural generalization of the trial state for a half-space used in [9].
Note that ψǫλ is the (anti)symmetrization of Φλpr, z1qeiηpλqz2´ǫ|z2| and satisfies the boundary
conditions. The trial state vanishes if η “ 0 and Φλ is odd under r2 Ñ ´r2; our proof will
implicitly show that at weak coupling Φλ must be even if η “ 0. We shall prove the following
two Lemmas in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

Lemma 1.8. Let µ ą 0, let V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ă λ ď λ0. Then

lim
ǫÑ0

xψǫλ, UHΩ2

T 1
c pλqU

:ψǫλy “ λpL1 ` L2q (1.6)

with

L1 “
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq
˜

|Φλpr1, r2, z1q|2 ` |Φλpr1, z2, z1q|2

` Φλpr1, r2, z1qΦλpr1,´r2, z1qe´2iηpλqz2 ` Φλpr1, z2, z1qΦλpr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¯ Φλpr1, r2, z1qΦλpr1, z2, z1qeiηpλqpr2´z2q ¯ Φλpr1, z2, z1qΦλpr1, r2, z1qe´iηpλqpr2´z2q

¯ Φλpr1, r2, z1qΦλpr1,´z2, z1qe´iηpλqpr2`z2q ¯ Φλpr1, z2, z1qΦλpr1,´r2, z1qeiηpλqp´r2`z2q
¸
drdz

(1.7)
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and

L2 “ ´
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

V prq
˜

|Φλpr1, z2, z1q|2 ` Φλpr1, z2, z1qΦλpr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¸
drdz

¯2π

ż

R2

˜
xΦλpp1, ηpλq, q1q χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, ηpλq, q1q`xΦλpp1,´ηpλq, q1q χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1,´ηpλq, q1q
¸
dp1dq1,

(1.8)

where pψpp, q1q “
ş
R3

e´ip¨r´iq1z1

p2πq3{2 ψpr, z1qdrdz1 denotes the Fourier transform and χΩ̃1
denotes

multiplication by the characteristic function of Ω̃1.

Lemma 1.9. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. As λ Ñ 0 we have L1 “ Op1q and
L2 ď ´C

λ
for some constant C ą 0.

In particular, there is a λ1 ą 0 such that for all 0 ă λ ď λ1, limǫÑ0xψǫλ, UHΩ2

T 1
c pλqU

:ψǫλy ă 0

and hence also inf σpHΩ2

T 1
c pλqq ă 0. The final ingredient is the continuity of inf σpHΩ2

T q in T , which
can be proved analogously to [9, Lemma 4.1]. For λ ď λ1 we have for T ă T 1

c pλq by Lemma 1.1
and the definition of T 1

c that inf σpHΩ2

T q ď inf σpHΩ1

T q ă 0. We saw that inf σpHΩ2

T 1
c pλqq ă 0 and

thus by continuity there is an ǫ ą 0 such that for all T P p0, T 1
c pλq ` ǫs we have inf σpHΩ2

T q ă 0.
In particular, T 2

c pλq ą T 1
c pλq. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Remark 1.10. Compared to the proof of T 1
c pλq ą T 0

c pλq in [9] there are two main differences and
additional difficulties here. The first difference is that Φλ here depends on r and z1, and not just
r. In particular, we need to understand the dependence and regularity of Φλ in z1. The second
difference is that for the full space minimizer it was possible to prove that the optimal momentum
in the translation invariant center of mass direction is zero, whereas here we have to work with
the momentum ηpλq, which potentially is non-zero, and we need knowledge about its asymptotics
for λ Ñ 0. As a consequence, we may have that Φλpr1, r2, z1qeiηpλqz2 ‰ Φλpr1,´r2, z1qe´iηpλqz2 ,
which is why the expressions in Lemma 1.8 are twice as long as in the analogous ones in [9, Lemma
4.3].

Remark 1.11. The Assumptions 1.2 are almost identical to the assumptions for proving
T 1
c pλq ą T 0

c pλq in dimension two in [9]. Here we additionally assume V ě 0 because to compute
the asymptotics of Φλ we apply [9, Theorem 1.7] and several Lemmas used in the proof thereof,
which require V ě 0. However, we do not expect this assumption to be necessary.

Remark 1.12. We expect that our method of proof can also be applied in the three-dimensional
case. For a quarter space in d “ 3, we conjecture that similarly to the case of a half-space [9],
the three-dimensional analogues of L1 and L2 in Lemma 1.8 are of equal order and converge to
some finite numbers as λ Ñ 0. The limits of L1 and L2 then need to be computed to determine
whether limλÑ0pL1 ` L2q ă 0. In [9], the ground state on the full space could effectively
be replaced by Φ0 “ p

ş
R3 V prqj3prq2drq´1j3, with j3prq “ p2πq´3{2 ş

S2
ei

?
µw¨rdω, in the limit

λ Ñ 0. Motivated by the asymptotics of the half-space minimizer Φλ in two dimensions proved
in Lemma 3.2, we expect that as λ Ñ 0, ηpλq Ñ 0 and the function Φλ behaves like Φ0 in
the r-variable, and concentrates at zero momentum in the z1 direction. A combination of the
methods used in [9] and the methods developed in this paper should then allow to compute the
limit, and the expected result is

lim
λÑ0

L1 “ 2

ż

R4

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq|Φ0prq ¯ Φ0pr1, z2, r3q|2drdz2 (1.9)

and

lim
λÑ0

L2 “ ´2

ż

R4

V prq|Φ0pr1, z2, r3q|2drdz2 ¯ 2π

µ1{2

ż

R3

V prq|Φ0prq|2dr. (1.10)
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We therefore expect T 2
c pλq ą T 1

c pλq at weak enough coupling if V satisfies limλÑ0pL1 `L2q ă 0,
which due to radiality of V and Φ0 is the same condition as for T 1

c pλq ą T 0
c pλq in [9, Theorem

1.3]. In [9, Theorem 1.4 and Remark 1.5] this condition on V is further analyzed.

2 Basic properties of H
Ω1

T and H
Ω2

T

In this section we shall introduce some notation that will be useful later on, and prove Lem-
mas 1.1, 1.6 and 1.7. The following functions will be important:

KT pp, qq “ p2 ` q2 ´ 2µ

tanh
´
p2´µ
2T

¯
` tanh

´
q2´µ
2T

¯ , and BT pp, qq “ 1

KT pp` q, p´ qq . (2.1)

We may write BT,µ when the dependence on µ matters. The function KT satisfies the following
bounds [5, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. For every T ą 0 there are constants C1pT, µq, C2pT, µq ą 0 such that C1p1 ` p2 `
q2q ď KT pp, qq ď C2p1 ` p2 ` q2q.

We will frequently use the following estimates for BT [9, Eq. (2.3)]:

BT pp, qq ď 1

maxt|p2 ` q2 ´ µ|, 2T u and BT pp, qqχp2`q2ą2µą0 ď Cpµq
1 ` p2 ` q2

, (2.2)

where Cpµq depends only on µ.
We use the notation H1

0 pΩq for the Sobolev space of functions vanishing at the boundary
of Ω. In the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, the form domain corresponding to HΩk

T is
DD
k :“ tψ P H1

0 pΩk ˆ Ωkq|ψpx, yq “ ψpy, xqu. For Neumann boundary conditions, one needs to
replace the Sobolev space H1

0 by H1 to obtain DN
k . Let KΩ

T be the kinetic term in HΩ
T . The

corresponding quadratic form acts as

xψ,KΩ
T ψy “

ż

R4

KT pp, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω2

TΩpx, pqTΩpy, qqψpx, yqdxdy
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq, (2.3)

with

TΩ1
px, pq “ pe´ip1x1 ¯ eip1x1qe´ip2x2

21{22π
, and TΩ2

px, pq “ pe´ip1x1 ¯ eip1x1qpe´ip2x2 ¯ eip2x2q
4π

.

(2.4)
As already mentioned in the Introduction, we shall use the convention that upper signs corre-
spond to Dirichlet and lower signs to Neumann boundary conditions, unless stated otherwise.
For the switch to relative and center of mass coordinates, it is convenient to define

tpp, q1, r, z1q “ 1

2

´
e´ipp1r1`q1z1q ` eipp1r1`q1z1q ¯ e´ipp1z1`q1r1q ¯ eipp1z1`q1r1q

¯
e´ip2r2 . (2.5)

Note that with r “ x´ y, z “ x` y, p1 “ pp´ qq{2 and q1 “ pp` qq{2 we have

TΩ1
px, pqTΩ1

py, pq “ 1

p2πq2 tpp
1, q1

1, r, z1qe´iq1
2
z2 (2.6)

and therefore

xψ,UKΩ1

T U :ψy “
ż

R4

BT pp1, q1q´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

1

p2πq2 tpp
1, q1

1, r, z1qe´iq1
2
z2ψpr, zqdrdz

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dp1dq1. (2.7)
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The operators H1
T pq2q defined by restricting UHΩ1

T U : to momentum q2 in z2-direction can thus
be expressed as

xψ,H1
T pq2qψy “ xψ,K1

T pq2qψy ´ λ

ż

Ω̃1

V prq|ψpr, z1q|2drdz1 (2.8)

where the kinetic term K1
T pq2q on L2

s pΩ̃1q is given by

xψ,K1
T pq2qψy “

ż

R3

BT pp, pq1, q2qq´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃1

1

p2πq3{2 tpp, q1, r, z1qψpr, z1qdrdz1
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq1. (2.9)

It is convenient to introduce the Birman-Schwinger operators A0
T and A1

T corresponding to
HΩ0

T and HΩ1

T , respectively. Let A0
T be the operator with domain L2pR2 ˆ R2q restricted to

functions satisfying ψpr, zq “ ψp´r, zq and given by

xψ,A0
Tψy “

ż

R4

BT pp, qq| {V 1{2ψpp, qq|2dpdq. (2.10)

Define the operator A1
T on ψ P L2

s pΩ̃1 ˆ Rq “ tψ P L2pΩ̃1 ˆ Rq|ψpr, zq “ ψp´r, zqu via

xψ,A1
Tψy “

ż

R4

BT pp, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

1

p2πq2 tpp, q1, r, z1qe´iq2z2V 1{2prqψpr, zqdrdz
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq. (2.11)

For j P t0, 1u, the operator AjT is the Birman-Schwinger operator corresponding to H
Ωj

T in
relative and center of mass variables [9, Section 6]. The Birman-Schwinger principle implies

that sgn inf σpHΩj

T q “ sgnp1{λ ´ supσpAjT qq, where we use the convention that sgn 0 “ 0.
Due to translation invariance in z2, for fixed momentum q2 in this direction, we obtain the

operators A1
T pq2q on ψ P L2

s pΩ̃1q given by

xψ,A1
T pq2qψy “

ż

R3

BT pp, pq1, q2qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃1

1

p2πq3{2 tpp, q1, r, z1qV 1{2prqψpr, z1qdrdz1
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq1. (2.12)

The operator A1
T pq2q is the Birman-Schwinger version of H1

T pq2q. In particular, H1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq

has the eigenvalue zero at the bottom of its spectrum if and only if 1{λ is the largest eigenvalue
of A1

T 1
c pλqpηpλqq.

Let ι : L2pΩ̃1q Ñ L2pR3q be the isometry

ιψpr1, r2, z1q “ 1?
2

pψpr1, r2, z1qχΩ̃1
pr, z1q ` ψp´r1, r2,´z1qχΩ̃1

p´r1, r2,´z1qq. (2.13)

Using the definition of t in (2.5) and evenness of V in r2 one can rewrite (2.12) as

xψ,A1
T pq2qψy “

ż

R3

BT pp, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1?

2
p {V 1{2ιψpp, q1q ¯ {V 1{2ιψppq1, p2q, p1qq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq1 (2.14)

Let F2 denote the Fourier transform in the second variable F2ψpr, q1q “ 1?
2π

ş
R
e´iq1z1ψpr, z1qdz1

and F1 the Fourier transform in the first variable F1ψpp, qq “ 1
2π

ş
R2 e

´ip¨rψpr, qqdr. Define the
operators GT pq2q on L2pR3q through

xψ,GT pq2qψy “
ż

R3

F1V 1{2ψppq1, p2q, p1qBT pp, qqF1V
1{2ψpp, q1qdpdq1. (2.15)

Let A0
T pq2q acting on L2

s pR2 ˆ Rq be given by xψ,A0
T pq2qψy “

ş
R3 BT pp, qq| {V 1{2ψpp, q1q|2dpdq1.

It follows from (2.14) and BT pp, qq “ BT ppq1, p2q, pp1, q2qq that

A1
T pq2q “ ι:pA0

T pq2q ¯ F
:
2GT pq2qF2qι. (2.16)
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2.1 Proof of Lemma 1.1

Proof of Lemma 1.1. We proceed analogously to the proof of [9, Lemma 2.3]. Let Sl be the shift
by l in the second component, i.e. Slψpx, yq “ ψppx1, x2 ´ lq, py1, y2 ´ lqq. Let ψ be a function in

D
D{N
1 with bounded support, for the case of Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions, respec-

tively. For l big enough, Slψ is supported on Ω2 ˆΩ2 and satisfies the boundary conditions. The
goal is to prove that limlÑ8xSlψ,HΩ2

T Slψy “ xψ,HΩ1

T ψy. Then, since functions with bounded

support are dense in D
D{N
1 (with respect to the Sobolev norm), the claim follows.

Note that xSlψ, V Slψy “ xψ, V ψy. Let ψ̃ be the (anti-)symmetric continuation of ψ from
Ω1 ˆ Ω1 to R2 ˆ R2 as in Figure 1, giving ψ̃ P H1pR4q. Furthermore, using symmetry of KT in
p2 and q2 one obtains

xSlψ,KΩ2

T Slψy “ 1

4

ż

R4

p̃
ψpp, qqKT pp, qq

” p̃
ψpp, qq ¯ p̃

ψppp1,´p2q, qqei2lp2 ¯ p̃
ψpp, pq1,´q2qqei2lq2

` p̃
ψppp1,´p2q, pq1,´q2qqei2lpp2`q2q

ı
dpdq (2.17)

for l big enough such that Slψ is supported on Ω2 ˆ Ω2. The first term is exactly xψ,KΩ1

T ψy.
Note that by the Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.1, the function

pp, qq ÞÑ p̃
ψpp, qqKT pp, qq p̃

ψppp1,´p2q, qq (2.18)

is in L1pR2dq since ψ̃ P H1pR4q. By the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, the second term in (2.17)
vanishes for l Ñ 8. By the same argument, also the remaining terms vanish in the limit.

2.2 Proof of Lemma 1.6

Proof of Lemma 1.6. For continuity, it suffices to prove that for all T ą 0 and µ,Q0, Q1 P R

there is a constant CpT, µ,Q0, Q1q such that for all Q0 ă q2, q
1
2 ă Q1 we have |BT pp, qq´1 ´

BT pp, pq1, q1
2qq´1| ď CpT, µ,Q0, Q1q|q2 ´ q1

2|p1 ` p2 ` q21q. The claim then follows analogously to
the proof of [9, Lemma 4.1].

We write BT pp, qq´1 ´ BT pp, pq1, q1
2qq´1 “ pq1

2 ´ q2qfpp, q, q1
2 ´ q2qB´1

T pp, pq1, q1
2qqB´1

T pp, qq,
where f is defined as in the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let T, µ,Q1 ą 0 and define the function f : R2 ˆ R2 ˆ R Ñ R through

fpp, q, xq “ 1

x
pBT pp, pq1, q2 ` xqq ´BT pp, qqq (2.19)

for x ‰ 0 and fpp, q, 0q “ Bq2BT pp, qq. Then f is continuous and for |q2| ă Q1 there is a
constant C depending only on T, µ and Q1 such that

|fpp, q, xq| ď C

1 ` p21 ` p22 ` q21
. (2.20)

The proof is provided in Section 7.1. Together with Lemma 2.1 the desired bound on
|BT pp, qq´1 ´BT pp, pq1, q1

2qq´1| follows.
The function q2 Ñ inf σpH1

T pq2qq is even since by (2.8), (2.9) and radiality of V we have
xψ,H1

T p´q2qψy “ xψ̃,H1
T pq2qψ̃y, where ψ̃pr, z1q “ ψppr1,´r2q, z1q. The divergence of inf σpH1

T pq2qq
as |q2| Ñ 8 follows from (2.9) and (2.2).

2.3 Proof of Lemma 1.7

Proof of Lemma 1.7. According to (2.16), the half-space Birman-Schwinger operator A1
T pq2q for

q2 P R can be decomposed into a term involving A0
T pq2q and a perturbation involving GT pq2q.
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The operator A0
T pq2q has purely essential spectrum and a0T :“ supσpA0

T q “ supσpA0
T p0qq [9,

Lemma 2.4]. Below we shall prove that GT pq2q is compact. The part of the spectrum of A1
T

that lies above a0T hence consists of eigenvalues.
Since supσpA0

T q is strictly decreasing in T and T 1
c pλq ą T 0

c pλq, supσpA1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqqq “ λ´1 ą

a0
T 1
c pλq. Hence λ´1 is an eigenvalue of A1

T 1
c pλqpηpλqq and by the Birman-Schwinger principle

H1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq has an eigenvalue at the bottom of the spectrum.

To prove compactness of GT pq2q defined in (2.15), we prove that its Hilbert-Schmidt norm
is finite. Writing out the Hilbert-Schmidt norm in terms of the integral kernel of GT pq2q and
carrying out the integrations over relative and center of mass coordinates, one obtains

‖GT pq2q‖2HS “
ż

R4

|pV p0, p2 ´ p1
2q|2BT pp, qqBT ppp1, p1

2q, qqdp1dq1dp2dp1
2. (2.21)

By (2.2) and Young’s inequality, this is bounded above by

CpT, µq
ˆż

R

|pV p0, |p2|q|2rdp2
˙1{r ż

R

ˆż

R

ˆ
1

1 ` p21 ` q21 ` p22

˙s

dp2

˙2{s
dp1dq1 (2.22)

where 2 “ 1{r ` 2{s. By assumption V P L1 X Lt for some t ą 1. Note that pV is con-
tinuous by Riemann-Lebesgue and pV P Lt

1 X L8 for some t1 ă 8 by the Hausdorff-Young

inequality. In particular, due to the radiality of V , we can bound
´ş

R
|pV p0, |p2|q|2r

¯1{r
ď

‖V ‖28 ` 1
2π
‖pV ‖22r, which is finite for the choice r “ t1{2. With this choice, we have s ą 1.

Note that
´ş

R

´
1

1`p2
1

`q2
1

`p2
2

¯s
dp2

¯2{s
“ C

p1`p2
1

`q2
1

q2´1{s for some constant C. Hence the integral

over p1, q1 in (2.22) is finite for s ą 1.

3 Regularity and asymptotic behavior of the half-space ground

state

In this section we prove some regularity and convergence results for Φλ (defined in Section 1.1),
which we shall use later to prove Lemmas 1.8 and 1.9. The asymptotics of T 0

c pλq and T 1
c pλq for

λ Ñ 0 are known:

Remark 3.1. It follows from [7, Theorem 2.5] that |λ´1 ´ eµ ln
µ

T 0
c pλq | “ Op1q for λ Ñ 0.

Furthermore, [9, Theorem 1.7] implies that ln µ
T 0
c pλq ´ln µ

T 1
c pλq “ op1q for λ Ñ 0. Therefore, |λ´1´

eµ ln
µ

T 1
c pλq | “ Op1q as well. In particular, both T 0

c pλq and T 1
c pλq Ñ 0 as λ Ñ 0 exponentially

fast.

Let Ψλpr, z1q :“ 1?
2
V 1{2prqΦλpr, z1qχ|r1|ă|z1| as function on R3. Note that ‖Ψλ‖2 “ 1 due to

the symmetry under pr1, z1q Ñ ´pr1, z1q and the normalization ‖V 1{2χΩ̃1
Φλ‖2 “ 1. The first

convergence result describes the asymptotic behavior of ηpλq and Ψλ as λ Ñ 0. According to
the Birman-Schwinger principle, χΩ̃1

Ψλ is an eigenvector of AT 1
c pλqpηpλqq corresponding to the

largest eigenvalue.
Let

j2prq :“ 1

2π

ż

S1
eiω¨r?

µdω. (3.1)

Due to assumptions 1.2(ii) and (v), the eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue eµ
of Oµ has angular momentum zero and is given by [9]

ψ0prq “ V 1{2prqj2prq
´ ş

R2 V pr1qj2pr1q2dr1
¯1{2 . (3.2)
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Let P : L2pR3q Ñ L2pR3q denote the projection onto ψ0 in the r-variable, i.e. Pψpr, q1q “
ψ0prq

ş
R2 ψ0pr1qψpr1, q1qdr1. For 0 ď β ă 1 let Qβ denote the projection onto small momenta in

q1, i.e. Qβψpr, q1q “ ψpr, q1qχ
|q1|?

µ
ă

ˆ
T1
c pλq
µ

˙β . Let PK “ I ´ P and QK
β “ 1 ´ Qβ.

Our first convergence result is that for λ Ñ 0 the minimizer of HΩ1

T 1
c pλq concentrates at

momentum zero in the center of mass variable. More precisely, ηpλq Ñ 0 and Ψλ concentrates
at momentum zero in z1 direction and approaches ψ0 in the r-variables. This is made precise in
the following Lemma, whose proof can be found in Section 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let µ ą 0, V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ď β ă 1. For λ Ñ 0 we have

(i) ηpλq “ OpT 1
c pλqq

(ii) ‖PKF2Ψλ‖
2
2 “ Opλq

(iii) ‖QK
βF2Ψλ‖

2
2 “ Opλq

For the following regularity and convergence results we need to introduce some more notation.
For a function f depending on two variables we define the mixed Lebesgue norm ‖f‖Lp

iL
q
j
for

ti, ju “ t1, 2u, as first taking the Lq-norm in the j-th variable and then taking the Lp-norm in
the i-th variable. The following estimate is analogous to [9, Lemma 3.7] and follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 3.3. Let V P L1pR2q and ψ P L2pR2 ˆ Rq. Then

‖{V 1{2ψ‖L8
1
L2

2

ď sup
p

ˆż

R

| {V 1{2ψpp, q1q|2dq1
˙1{2

ď ‖{V 1{2ψ‖L2

2
L8
1

“
ˆż

R

sup
p

| {V 1{2ψpp, q1q|2dq1
˙1{2

ď ‖V ‖
1{2
1

2π
‖ψ‖2. (3.3)

To simplify notation, we shall sometimes write T 1
c , η instead of T 1

c pλq, ηpλq. The eigenvalue
equation χΩ̃1

Φλ “ λpK1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq´1V χΩ̃1

Φλ combined with

1

p2πq3{2

ż

Ω̃1

tpp, q1, r, z1qΦλpr, z1qdrdz1 “ 1

2
xΦλpp, q1q (3.4)

gives

xΦλpp, q1q “ 2λ

p2πq3{2

ż

Ω̃1

BT 1
c pλqpp, pq1, ηpλqqqtpp, q1, r1, z1

1qV pr1qΦλpr1, z1
1qdr1dz1

1 (3.5)

for pp, q1q P R3. We use (3.5) together with (2.5) and the definition of Ψλ to split Φλ into the
sum Φdλ ¯ Φexλ , where

Φdλpr, z1q “
?
2λ

ż

R3

eipp¨r`q1z1q

p2πq3{2 BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp, q1qdpdq1 (3.6)

and

Φexλ pr, z1q “
?
2λ

ż

R3

eipp¨r`q1z1q

p2πq3{2 BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλppq1, p2q, p1qdpdq1. (3.7)

For j P td, exu we further split Φjλ “ Φj,ăλ `Φj,ąλ , where Φj,# for # P tă,ąu has the characteristic
function χp2`q2

1
#2µ in the integrand. Furthermore, let Φ# “ Φd,# ¯ Φex,#.

The following three Lemmas contain regularity properties for Φλ, which are later used for
dominated convergence arguments in the proof of Lemma 1.8. Furthermore, they also contain
information about the weak coupling behavior of the different Φj,#λ , which is important for the
proof of Lemma 1.9. The first Lemma is useful to prove that L1 is of order Op1q.
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Lemma 3.4. Let µ ą 0, let V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ă λ ď λ0. Then ‖Φλ‖L8
1
L2

2

ă 8.

Furthermore, ‖Φdλ‖L8
1
L2

2

“ Op1q and ‖Φex,ąλ ‖L8
1
L2

2

“ Opλq as λ Ñ 0.

To understand the asymptotics of L2 the following result comes in handy.

Lemma 3.5. Let µ ą 0, let V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ă λ ď λ0. The function
pr, zq ÞÑ V 1{2prq|Φλpr1, z2, z1q| is in L2pR4q. Furthermore, as λ Ñ 0, the L2pR4q-norms of

the functions V 1{2prq|Φą
λ pr1, z2, z1q|, V 1{2prq|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q| and V 1{2prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q| are of

order Opλq, Opλ´1{2q, and Opλ1{2q, respectively.
This suggests that the only possible origin for divergence in L2 lies in contributions from

V 1{2prq|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|. In the proof of Lemma 1.9 we shall show that the L2 norm of this term
indeed grows as λ´1{2, resulting in the 1{λ divergence of L2. Furthermore, we need the following
for the proof of Lemma 1.8.

Lemma 3.6. Let µ ą 0, let V satisfy Assumption 1.2 and let 0 ă λ ď λ0. Define the functions
g0, g` and g´ on R2 as

g0pp2, q2q :“
ż

R2

xΦλpp, q1q χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, q2, q1qdp1dq1 (3.8)

and

g˘pp2, q2q :“
ż

R2

pΦλpp, q1q
”
B´1
T 1
c

pp, qq ´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
ı

pΦλppp1,˘q2q, q1qdp1dq1. (3.9)

The functions g0 and g˘ are continuous and bounded and g˘pp2, ηq “ 0 for all p2 P R.

The proofs of these three Lemmas are given in Sections 3.2 – 3.4.

3.1 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Recall the operators A0
T , and A

1
T from Section 2 and let ajT “ supσpAjT q.

It follows from Lemma 1.1 and the Birman-Schwinger principle that a0T ď a1T (for details see
the proof of [9, Theorem 1.7]). According to [7, Lemma 3.4] for T Ñ 0 the asymptotic behavior
of a0T is given by a0T “ eµ lnpµ{T q ` Op1q. Recall the decomposition of A1

T pq2q in (2.16). The
operator norm of GT pq2q is bounded uniformly in T and q2 according to [9, Lemma 6.1]. Recall
that

?
2χΩ̃1

Ψλ is a normalized eigenvector of A1
T 1
c pλqpηpλqq and note that ι

?
2χΩ̃1

Ψλ “ Ψλ, where

ι was defined in (2.13). With Remark 3.1, we have for λ Ñ 0

eµ lnµ{T 1
c pλq `Op1q “ a0T 1

c pλq ď a1T 1
c pλq “ xΨλ, A

0
T 1
c pλqpηpλqqΨλy `Op1q (3.10)

For q P R2 let BT p¨, qq denote the operator on L2pR2q which acts as multiplication by BT pp, qq
(defined in (2.1)) in momentum space. Note that

xΨλ, A
0
T 1
c pλqpηpλqqΨλy “

ż

R

xF2Ψλp¨, q1q, V 1{2BT 1
c pλqp¨, pq1, ηpλqqqV 1{2F2Ψλp¨, q1qydq1 (3.11)

According to [9, Lemma 6.8], there is a constant Cpµ, V q, such that for all q P R2 and ψ P L2
s pR2q

with ‖ψ‖2 “ 1

xψ, V 1{2BT p¨, qqV 1{2ψy ď xψ,Oµψy ln
ˆ
min

"?
µ

|q| ,
µ

T

*˙
χ2ămintµ{T,?µ{|q|u ` Cpµ, V q. (3.12)

In combination, we have for λ Ñ 0

eµ lnµ{T 1
c pλq ď

ż

|q1|ă?
µ{2

xF2Ψλp¨, q1q, OµF2Ψλp¨, q1qy ln
˜
min

# ?
µa

q21 ` ηpλq2
,

µ

T 1
c pλq

+¸
dq1`Op1q

(3.13)
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We will use this to prove the three parts of the claim.
(i) By definition of eµ, we can bound xF2Ψλp¨, q1q, OµF2Ψλp¨, q1qy ď eµ‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖22. More-

over, clearly ln

ˆ
min

" ?
µ?

q2
1

`ηpλq2
, µ
T 1
c pλq

*˙
ď lnp?

µ{ηpλqq. By (3.13) and since ‖F2Ψλ‖2 “ 1,

there is a constant c such that eµ lnpµ{T 1
c pλqq ď eµ lnp?

µ{ηpλqq ` c for small λ. In particular,

|ηpT q| ď exppc{eµq?
µ

T 1
c pλq, i.e. ηpλq “ OpT 1

c pλqq.
(ii) Denote the ratio of the second highest and the highest eigenvalue of Oµ by α, where

α ă 1 by Assumption 1.2(v). Then

ż

R

xF2Ψλp¨, q1q, OµF2Ψλp¨, q1qydq1 ď eµ
`
‖PF2Ψλ‖

2 ` α‖PKF2Ψλ‖
2
˘

“ eµ
`
‖F2Ψλ‖

2 ´ p1 ´ αq‖PKF2Ψλ‖
2
˘

(3.14)

Therefore, by (3.13)

lnµ{T 1
c pλq ď

`
1 ´ p1 ´ αq‖PKF2Ψλ‖

2
˘
lnµ{T 1

c pλq `Op1q (3.15)

for λ Ñ 0. This means that ‖PKF2Ψλ‖
2 “ Op1{ ln µ{T 1

c pλqq. According to Remark 3.1,
limλÑ0 λ lnµ{T 1

c pλq “ e´1
µ and thus ‖PKF2Ψλ‖

2 “ Opλq.
(iii) Let ǫpλq “ ‖QK

βF2Ψλ‖
2 “

ş
R3 |F2Ψλpr, q1q|2χ

|q1|ą?
µ

ˆ
T1
c pλq
µ

˙βdrdq1. By (3.13), we have

for small λ

eµ lnµ{T 1
c pλq ď p1 ´ ǫpλqqeµ lnµ{T 1

c pλq ` ǫpλqeµ ln
µβ

T 1
c pλqβ ` C (3.16)

for some constant C. Hence

ǫpλq ď C

p1 ´ βqeµ lnµ{T 1
c pλq “ Opλq (3.17)

where we used Remark 3.1 in the last step.

3.2 Proof of Lemma 3.4

Proof of Lemma 3.4. If we show ‖Φdλ‖L8
1

pR2qL2

2
pRq ă 8 and ‖Φexλ ‖L8

1
pR2qL2

2
pRq ă 8, the Schwarz

inequality implies ‖Φλ‖L8
1

pR2qL2

2
pRq ă 8 .

We shall first prove that ‖Φdλ‖L8
1
L2

2

is finite and of order Op1q for λ Ñ 0. Using (3.6) we
have

‖Φdλpr, ¨q‖22

“ 2λ2
ż

R5

{V 1{2Ψλpp1, q1qBT 1
c

pp1, pq1, ηqqe
ipp´p1q¨r

p2πq2 BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp, q1qdpdp1dq1

ď 2λ2 sup
q1PR

sup
ψPL2pR2q,‖ψ‖2“1

ż

R4

{V 1{2ψpp1qBT 1
c

pp1, pq1, ηqqe
ipp´p1q¨r

p2πq2 BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2ψppqdpdp1

(3.18)

The latter integral is the quadratic form corresponding to the projection onto the function
φq1pr1q “ 1

2π
F1BT 1

c
pr ´ r1, pq1, ηqqV 1{2pr1q. Hence, taking the supremum over ψ, (3.18) equals

2λ2 sup
q1PR

‖φq1‖
2
2 “ 2λ2 sup

q1PR

ż

R4

eipp´p1q¨r

p2πq3 BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqpV pp´ p1qBT 1
c

pp1, pq1, ηqqdpdp1. (3.19)
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We split the integration into p2 ą 2µ, p2 ă 2µ and p12 ą 2µ, p12 ă 2µ. Using (2.2) leads to the
bound

‖Φdλpr, ¨q‖22 ď 2λ2

p2πq3

«
‖pV ‖8 sup

q1

˜ ż

R2

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqχp2ă2µdp

¸2

` 2 sup
q1

ż

R4

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqχp2ă2µ|pV pp´ p1q| C

1 ` p12dpdp
1

`
ż

R4

C

1 ` p2
|pV pp ´ p1q| C

1 ` p12dpdp
1
ff

(3.20)

for a constant C independent of λ. We start by considering the first term in the square bracket.
Note that ‖pV ‖8 ă ‖V ‖1

2π
ă 8. For fixed T ą 0, the function BT pp, qq is bounded, hence the

term is finite for fixed λ. For T Ñ 0 we have supqPR2

ş
R2 BT pp, qqχp2ă2µdp “ Opln µ{T q. To see

this, we first apply the inequality [5, (6.1)]

BT pp, qq ď 1

2
pBT pp` q, 0q `BT pp´ q, 0qq. (3.21)

This gives the upper bound supqPR2

ş
R2 BT pp, 0qχpp´qq2ă2µdp. The vector q shifts the disk-

shaped domain of integration, but does not change its size. In particular, the contribution with
p2 ă 2µ is bounded above by

ş
R2 BT pp, 0qχp2ă2µdp “ Oplnµ{T q [7, Proposition 3.1] while the

contribution with p2 ą 2µ is uniformly bounded in T since by (2.2) the integrand is uniformly
bounded. Since for λ Ñ 0 we have lnµ{T 1

c pλq “ Op1{λq by Remark 3.1, the first term in the
square bracket in (3.20) is of order 1{λ2 as λ Ñ 0. For the second term in the square bracket we
use Hölder’s inequality in p1. Since V P Lt for some t ą 0, by the Hausdorff-Young inequality
we have pV P Lt1 where 1 “ 1{t1 ` 1{t. Hence, the second term is bounded by

2 sup
q1

ż

R4

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqχp2ă2µdp‖pV ‖t1

∥

∥

∥

∥

C

1 ` | ¨ |2
∥

∥

∥

∥

LtpR2q
, (3.22)

which is finite for fixed λ and of order Op1{λq for λ Ñ 0. Using Young’s inequality, one sees
that the third term in the square bracket is bounded. Taking into account the factor λ2 in front
of the square bracket, we conclude that ‖Φdλpr, ¨q‖22 “ Op1q uniformly in r.

We shall now show that for fixed λ, ‖Φexλ ‖L8
1
L2

2

ă 8 and ‖Φex,ąλ ‖L8
1
L2

2

“ Opλq as λ Ñ 0. We
have

‖Φexλ pr, ¨q‖22 “ 2λ2
ż

R2d`1

{V 1{2Ψλppq1, p1
2q, p1

1qBT 1
c

pp1, pq1, ηqqe
ipp´p1q¨r

p2πqd BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq

ˆ {V 1{2Ψλppq1, p2q, p1qdpdp1dq1 (3.23)

Similarly, we get an expression for ‖Φex,ąλ pr, ¨q‖22 if we multiply the above integrand by the
characteristic functions χp2`q2

1
ą2µχp12`q2

1
ą2µ. Using (2.2), we bound ‖Φexλ ‖2

L8
1
L2

2

and ‖Φex,ąλ ‖2
L8
1
L2

2

above by

Cλ2
ż

R2d`1

| {V 1{2Ψλppq1, p1
2q, p1

1q| 1

1 ` p12 ` q21

1

1 ` p2 ` q21
| {V 1{2Ψλppq1, p2q, p1q|dpdp1dq1 (3.24)

where the constant C depends on µ and λ for the bound on ‖Φexλ ‖2
L8
1
L2

2

, but is independent of λ

for the bound on ‖Φex,ąλ ‖2
L8
1
L2

2

. Using the Schwarz inequality in p1 and p1
1 and then Lemma 3.3

we get the upper bound

Cλ2‖ {V 1{2Ψλ‖
2
L8
1
L2

2

ż

R2d`1

ˆż

R

1

p1 ` p12 ` q21q2dp
1
1

˙1{2 ˆż

R

1

p1 ` p2 ` q21q2dp1
˙1{2

dp2dp
1
2dq1

ď C̃λ2‖V ‖1‖Ψλ‖
2
2 (3.25)

Therefore, ‖Φexλ ‖L8
1
L2

2

is finite and ‖Φex,ąλ ‖L8
1
L2

2

“ Opλq.
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3.3 Proof of Lemma 3.5

Proof of Lemma 3.5. By the Schwarz inequality, it suffices to prove that for j P td, exu and # P
tă,ąu the integrals

ş
R4 V prq|Φj,#λ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz are finite for all λ0 ě λ ą 0 and that as λ Ñ 0

we have
ş
R4 V prq|Φj,ąλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ Opλ2q for j P td, exu,

ş
R4 V prq|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “

Opλ´1q and
ş
R4 V prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ Opλq.

Using the definitions (see (3.6) and (3.7)) one can rewrite for # P tă,ąu
ż

R4

V prq|Φd,#λ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ 2λ2
ż

R4

pV pp1 ´ p1
1, 0qBT 1

c
ppp1

1, p2q, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp1
1, p2, q1q

ˆBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp, q1qχp2`q2
1
#2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
#2µdp1dp

1
1dp2dq1 (3.26)

and

ż

R4

V prq|Φex,#λ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ 2λ2
ż

R4

pV pp1 ´ p1
1, 0qBT 1

c
ppp1

1, p2q, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpq1, p2, p1
1q

ˆBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpq1, p2, p1qχp2`q2
1
#2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
#2µdp1dp

1
1dp2dq1. (3.27)

For Φd,ąλ , with the aid of (2.2) and Lemma 3.3 the expression is bounded by

Cλ2‖V ‖1

ż

R4

1

1 ` p12
1 ` p22

1

1 ` p21 ` p22
‖ {V 1{2Ψλp¨, q1q‖28dq1dp

1
1dp1dp2

ď C̃λ2‖V ‖21‖Ψλ‖
2
2 ă 8 (3.28)

where the constants C, C̃ depend only on µ. For Φex,ąλ we use (2.2) and the Schwarz inequality
in p1 and p1

1 to bound (3.27) by

Cλ2‖V ‖1

ż

R2

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

1 ` | ¨ |2 ` p22 ` q21

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2pRq
dp2dq1‖

{V 1{2Ψλ‖
2
L8
p L

2
q

ď C̃λ2‖V ‖21‖Ψλ‖
2
2 (3.29)

where we used Lemma 3.3 in the second step. Again, the constants C, C̃ depend only on µ.
For Φd,ăλ we bound (3.26) above by

‖V ‖1
π

λ2
ż

R4

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqq‖ {V 1{2Ψλp¨, q1q‖28χp2`q2

1
ă2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
ă2µdpdp

1
1dq1

ď ‖V ‖21
4π3

λ2 sup
q1PR

ż

R3

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqqχp2`q2

1
ă2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
ă2µdpdp

1
1 (3.30)

where we used Lemma 3.3 and ‖Ψλ‖2 “ 1 in the second step. For fixed λ this is finite because
BT 1

c
is a bounded function. For λ Ñ 0 the following Lemma together with Remark 3.1 imply

that this is of order Opλ´1q.
Lemma 3.7. Let µ,C ą 0. For T Ñ 0 we have

sup
q,q1PR2

ż

R3

BT pp, qqBT ppp1
1, p2q, q1qdp1dp1

1dp2 “ Oplnµ{T q3. (3.31)

Furthermore, for every 0 ă δ1 ă µ there is a δ2 ą 0 such that for T Ñ 0

sup
|q|,|q1|ăδ2

ż

R3

p1 ´ χµ´δ1ăp2
2
ăµ`δ1χp21ă4δ1

χp12
1

ă4δ1
qBT pp, qqBT ppp1

1, p2q, q1qdp1dp1
1dp2

“ Oplnµ{T q5{2. (3.32)
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The second part of this Lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma 1.9 to compute the
asymptotics of L2. The proof of Lemma 3.7 can be found in Section 7.2.

For Φex,ăλ we bound (3.27) above using Lemma 3.3 and ‖Ψλ‖2 “ 1, which gives

λ2

2π2
‖V ‖21‖B

ex,2

T 1
c

pηq‖ (3.33)

where Bex,2
T pξq is the operator acting on L2p´?

2µ,
?
2µq with integral kernel

B
ex,2
T pξqpp1

1, p1q “
ż

R2

BT ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ξqqBT pp, pq1, ξqqχq2

1
`p2

2
ă2µdq1dp2. (3.34)

The superscript 2 indicates that there are two factors of BT , as opposed to Bex
T which is defined

later in (5.7). The following Lemma together with Remark 3.1 and Lemma 3.2(i) implies that
(3.33) is bounded for fixed λ and of order Opλq for λ Ñ 0.

Lemma 3.8. Let c, µ ą 0. Then sup|ξ|ăcT‖B
ex,2
T pξq‖ is finite for all T ą 0 and of order

Oplnµ{T q as T Ñ 0.

The proof of Lemma 3.8 is given in Section 7.3.

3.4 Proof of Lemma 3.6

Proof of Lemma 3.6. For functions ψ on R3 let Sψpp1, p2, q1q “ ψpp, q1q ` ψp´p1, p2,´q1q ¯
ψpq1, p2, p1q ¯ ψp´q1, p2,´p1q. For p, q P R2 let

L0pp, qq :“ λBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq, (3.35)

L˘pp, qq :“ λ2BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
”
B´1
T 1
c

pp, qq ´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
ı
BT 1

c
ppp1,˘q2q, pq1, ηq (3.36)

Using (3.5) we have

g0pp2, q2q “
ż

R2

S χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp, q1qL0pp, qq χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, q2, q1qdp1dq1 (3.37)

and

g˘pp2, q2q “
ż

R2

S χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp, q1qL˘pp, qqS χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1,˘q2, q1qdp1dq1. (3.38)

Note that g˘pp2, ηq “ 0 since L˘pp, pq1, ηqq “ 0. For measurable functions ψ1, ψ2 on R3 and
p2, q2 P R we obtain using the Schwarz inequality in q1

ż

R2

|ψ1pp1, p2, q1q| 1

1 ` p21
|ψ2pp1, q2, q1q|dp1dq1

ď
ż

R

1

1 ` p21
dp1 sup

pPR2

‖ψ1pp, ¨q‖L2pRq sup
pPR2

‖ψ2pp, ¨q‖L2pRq (3.39)

and using the Schwarz inequality in q1, p1
ż

R2

|ψ1pp1, p2, q1q| 1

1 ` p21 ` q21
|ψ2pq1, q2, p1q|dp1dq1

ď
ż

R

1

1 ` p21
dp1 sup

pPR2

‖ψ1pp, ¨q‖L2pRq sup
pPR2

‖ψ2pp, ¨q‖L2pRq. (3.40)

By (2.2) there is a constant C independent of p, q (but dependent on λ) such that L0pp, qq ď
C

1`p2
1

`q2
1

. Similarly, by (2.2) and Lemma 2.1 there is a constant C independent of p, q but

dependent on λ such that

L˘pp, qq ď Cp1 ` p2 ` q2q
p1 ` p2 ` q21qp1 ` p21 ` q2q ď 2C

1 ` p21 ` q21
(3.41)
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It follows from (3.39) and (3.40) that there is a constant C such that for all measurable functions
ψ1, ψ2 on R3 and p2, p

1
2, q2, q

1
2 P R

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

R2

Sψ1pp, q1qL0pp1, p1
2, q1, q

1
2qψ2pp1, q2, q1qdp1dq1

ˇ̌
ˇ ď C sup

pPR2

‖ψ1pp, ¨q‖L2pRq sup
pPR2

‖ψ2pp, ¨q‖L2pRq,

(3.42)
and similarly

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

R2

Sψ1pp, q1qL˘pp1, p1
2, q1, q

1
2qSψ2pp1,˘q2, q1qdp1dq1

ˇ̌
ˇ ď C sup

pPR2

‖ψ1pp, ¨q‖L2pRq sup
pPR2

‖ψ2pp, ¨q‖L2pRq.

(3.43)
In particular it follows from (3.37) and (3.38) with Lemma 3.3 and the normalization ‖V 1{2χΩ̃1

Φλ‖2 “
1 that g0 and g˘ are bounded.

To prove continuity, first note that

χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, p2 ` ǫ, q1q ´ χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp, q1q “ χΩ̃1

{Wǫ Φλpp, q1q (3.44)

where Wǫprq “ V prqpe´iǫr2 ´ 1q. We only spell out the proof for g˘, the argument for g0 is
analogous. For all p2, q2 P R we have

g˘pp2 ` ǫ, q2 ` ǫ1q ´ g˘pp2, q2q

“
ż

R2

S χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, p2 ` ǫ, q1qL˘pp1, p2 ` ǫ, q1, q2 ` ǫ1qS χΩ̃1

{Wǫ Φλpp1,˘q2, q1qdp1dq1

`
ż

R2

S χΩ̃1

{Wǫ Φλpp, q1qL˘pp1, p2 ` ǫ, q1, q2 ` ǫ1qS χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1,˘q2, q1qdp1dq1

`
ż

R2

S χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp, q1qpL˘pp1, p2 ` ǫ, q1, q2 ` ǫ1q ´ L˘pp, qqqS χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1,˘q2, q1qdp1dq1 (3.45)

Using (3.41) it follows by dominated convergence that the last line vanishes as ǫ, ǫ1 Ñ 0. Fur-
thermore, note that by Lemma 3.3

‖ χΩ̃1

{Wǫ Φλ‖L8
p L

2
q1

ď ‖Wǫ‖
1{2
1

2π
‖W 1{2

ǫ χΩ̃1
Φλ‖2ď ‖Wǫ‖1

2π
‖Φλ‖L8

r L
2
z1

(3.46)

where ‖Φλ‖L8
r L

2
z1

ă 8 by Lemma 3.4. Since ‖Wǫ}1 ď |ǫ|‖| ¨ |V ‖1 it follows from (3.43) that the

first two lines in (3.45) vanish as ǫ, ǫ1 Ñ 0. In particular, g˘ are continuous.

4 Proof of Lemma 1.8

This section contains the proof of Lemma 1.8. Recall the definition of t from (2.5) and let
t̃pp1, q1, r1, z1q “ tppp1, 0q, q1, pr1, 0q, z1q. Let Ω̃2 “ tpr, zq P R2 ˆ R2||r1| ă z1, |r2| ă z2u.
Analogously to (2.7) we have

xψǫλ, UHΩ2

T U :ψǫλy “
ż

R4

BT pp, qq´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃2

1

p2πq2 t̃pp1, q1, r1, z1qt̃pp2, q2, r2, z2qψǫλpr, zqdrdz
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq

´ λ

ż

Ω̃2

V prq|ψǫλpr, zq|2drdz. (4.1)

Since the function ψǫλ defined in (1.5) is symmetric under pr2, z2q Ñ ´pr2, z2q and (anti)symmetric
under pr2, z2q Ñ pz2, r2q, we have

ż

|r2|ăz2
t̃pp2, q2, r2, z2qψǫλpr, zqdr2dz2 “ 1

2

ż

R2

e´ip2r2´iq2z2ψǫλpr, zqdr2dz2 (4.2)
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and
ż

|r2|ăz2
V prq|ψǫλpr, zq|2dr2dz2 “ 1

4

ż

R2

pV prqχ|r2|ă|z2| `V pr1, z2qχ|z2|ă|r2|q|ψǫλpr, zq|2dr2dz2. (4.3)

Together with (2.7) we obtain xψǫλ, UHΩ2

T 1
c pλqU

:ψǫλy “ 1
4
xψǫλ,H2

T 1
c pλqψ

ǫ
λy, where the operator H2

T

is given by
H2
T “ UKΩ1

T U : ´ λV prqχ|r2|ă|z2| ´ λV pr1, z2qχ|z2|ă|r2| (4.4)

acting on L2pΩ̃1 ˆ Rq functions symmetric in r and antisymmetric/symmetric under swap-
ping r2 Ø z2 for Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions, respectively. Let us define K2

T :“
UKΩ1

T U :.
The trial state ψǫλ has four summands, which we number from one to four in the order they

appear in (1.5) and refer to as |jy for j P t1, 2, 3, 4u. By symmetry under pz2, r2q Ñ ´pz2, r2q
and pr2, z2q Ñ pz2, r2q we have

xψǫλ,H2
T 1
c
ψǫλy “ 4

4ÿ

j“1

x1,H2
T 1
c
jy (4.5)

For each j P t1, 2, 3, 4u we write

x1,H2
T 1
c
jy “ x1, pK2

T 1
c

´λV prqqjy ` x1, pλV prqχ|z2|ă|r2| `λV pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|qjy ´ x1, λV pr1, z2q jy
(4.6)

We shall prove that

lim
ǫÑ0

4ÿ

j“1

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqqjy “ 0, (4.7)

L1 “ lim
ǫÑ0

4ÿ

j“1

x1, pV prqχ|z2|ă|r2| ` V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|qjy, (4.8)

and

L2 “ ´ lim
ǫÑ0

4ÿ

j“1

x1, V pr1, z2q jy. (4.9)

In particular, it follows that limǫÑ0xψǫλ, UHΩ2

T 1
c
U :ψǫλy “ λpL1 ` L2q.

4.1 Proof of (4.7):

We argue that all summands vanish as ǫ Ñ 0.
j=1: We first show that

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqq1y “ 1

2π

ż

R4

«
B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, q2 ` ηqq ´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
ff

ǫ2

pǫ2 ` q22q2 |xΦλpp, q1q|2dpdq

(4.10)
Using eigenvalue equation K1

T 1
c

pηqχΩ̃1
Φλ “ λV χΩ̃1

Φλ together with the expressions (2.7) and

(2.9) for KΩ1

T and K1
T pq2q, respectively, we observe that

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqq1y

“ 1

p2πq4
ż

pΩ̃1ˆRq2ˆR3

Φλpr, z1qtpp, q1, r, z1q
« ż

R

B´1
T 1
c

pp, qqeipη´q2qpz1
2

´z2q´ǫp|z2|`|z1
2
|qdq2

´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqe´2ǫ|z2|2πδpz2 ´ z1
2q

ff
tpp, q1, r1, z1

1qΦλpr1, z1
1qdrdzdr1dz1dpdq1 (4.11)
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We shall carry out the r, r1, z, z1 integrations. With
ş
R
eipη´q2qz2´ǫ|z2|dz2 “ 2ǫ

ǫ2`pη´q2q2 , 2π
ş
R
e´2ǫ|z2| “

2πǫ´1 “
ş
R

4ǫ2

pǫ2`pη´q2q2q2dq2 and (3.4) we obtain

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqq1y “ 1

2π

ż

R4

«
B´1
T 1
c

pp, qq ´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
ff

ǫ2

pǫ2 ` pη ´ q2q2q2 |xΦλpp, q1q|2dpdq

(4.12)
and substituting q2 Ñ q2 ` η we arrive at (4.10).

For |q2| ą 1, we bound the integrand in (4.10) by
Cǫ2p1`p2`q2

1
q

q2
2

|xΦλpp, q1q|2 using Lemma 2.1.

Since Φλ P H1pR3q, the integral vanishes as ǫ Ñ 0. For |q2| ă 1 substitute q2 Ñ ǫq2 and use
that q´1

2 pB´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, q2 `ηq´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqq “ ´fpp, pq1, ηq, q2qB´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, q2`ηqB´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
where f is defined as in Lemma 2.2. The integral then equals

´ 1

2π

ż

R4

χ|q2|ăǫ´1fpp, pq1, ηq, ǫq2qB´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ǫq2 ` ηqB´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq q2

p1 ` q22q2 |xΦλpp, q1q|2dpdq.
(4.13)

By Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.1 the integrand is bounded above by the integrable function

Cp1 ` p2 ` q21q |q2|
p1 ` q22q2 |xΦλpp, q1q|2. (4.14)

Thus by dominated convergence, continuity of f and BT and since
ş
R

q2
p1`q2

2
q2dq2 “ 0 we have

limǫÑ0x1,K2
T 1
c

´ λV prq1y “ 0.

j=2: We distinguish the cases ηpλq “ 0 and ηpλq ‰ 0. If ηpλq “ 0, Φλpr, z1q is either
even or odd in r2. The term for j “ 2 hence agrees with the term for j “ 1 or its negative
and hence vanishes in the limit. For ηpλq ‰ 0, the intuition is that integration over z2, z

1
2

approximately gives a product of delta functions δpq2 ´ ηqδpq2 ` ηq “ 0. Using (3.4) and
tpp, q1, pr1,´r2q, z1q “ tppp1,´p2q, q1, r, z1q we have

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqq2y

“ 1

8π

ż

R6

pΦλpp, q1qB´1
T 1
c

pp, qqe´ipη´q2qz2´ipη`q2qz1
2

´ǫp|z2|`|z1
2
|q pΦλppp1,´p2q, q1qdz2dz1

2dpdq

´
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

Φλpr, z1qλV prqΦλpr1,´r2, z1qe´2iηz2´2ǫ|z2|drdz (4.15)

Carrying out the z2 and z1
2 integrations gives

x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqq2y

“ 1

2π

ż

R4

pΦλpp, q1qB´1
T 1
c

pp, qq ǫ2

pǫ2 ` pη ´ q2q2qpǫ2 ` pη ` q2q2q
pΦλppp1,´p2q, q1qdpdq

´
ż

Ω̃1

Φλpr, z1qλV prqΦλpr1,´r2, z1q ǫ

ǫ2 ` η2
drdz1 (4.16)

Using the Schwarz inequality in the r2 variable, we bound the absolute value of the second term
by ǫλ

η2

ş
Ω̃1
V prq|Φλpr, z1q|2drdz1 ď ǫλ

η2
‖V ‖1‖Φλ‖

2
L8
1
L2

2

. According to Lemma 3.4, ‖Φλ‖L8
1
L2

2

ă 8
and hence the term vanishes for ǫ Ñ 0 . To bound the absolute value of the first term in (4.16),
we first use Lemma 2.1 and the Schwarz inequality in the p2 variable, and then use symmetry
to restrict to q2 ą 0 and distinguish the cases |q2 ´ η| ž ǫ:

C

ż

R4

ǫ2p1 ` p2 ` q2q
pǫ2 ` pη ´ q2q2qpǫ2 ` pη ` q2q2q |pΦλpp, q1q|2dpdq

ď 2C

ż

R3

˜ ż 8

0

«
χ|q2´η|ăǫp1 ` p2 ` q2q
pη ´ q2q2 ` pη ` q2q2 `

χ|q2´η|ąǫǫ
2p1 ` p2 ` q2q

pη ´ q2q2pη ` q2q2

ff
dq2

¸
|pΦλpp, q1q|2dpdq1.

(4.17)
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There is a constant Cpηq such that the first term in the square brackets is bounded above by

Cpηqχ|q2´η|ăǫp1 ` p2 ` q21q, and the second term is bounded by Cpηqχ|q2´η|ąǫǫ
2p1`p2`q2

1
q

pη´q2q2 . This

gives the upper bound

C̃

˜ ż 8

0

«
χ|q2´η|ăǫ `

χ|q2´η|ąǫǫ
2

pη ´ q2q2

ff
dq2

¸
‖Φλ‖

2
H1pR3q (4.18)

The remaining integral is of order Opǫq as ǫ Ñ 0, and thus the term vanishes in the limit ǫ Ñ 0.
j=3,4: Using the eigenvalue equation K1

T 1
c pλqpηqχΩ̃1

Φλ “ λV χΩ̃1
Φλ and (3.4) we have

|x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqqjy|

“
ˇ̌
ˇ 1

8π

ż

R6

pΦλpp, q1q
´
B´1
T 1
c

pp, qq ´B´1
T 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq
¯
e´ipη´q2qz2´ip¯η`p2qr1

2
´ǫp|z2|`|r1

2
|q

ˆ pΦλppp1,˘q2q, q1qdz2dr1
2dpdq

ˇ̌
ˇ (4.19)

where the upper signs correspond to j “ 3 and the lower ones to j “ 4, respectively. Carrying
out the integration over r1

2 and z2 and substituting q2 Ñ ǫq2 ` η, p2 Ñ ǫp2 ˘ η we obtain

|x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqqjy|

“
ˇ̌
ˇ 1

2π

ż

R4

pΦλppp1, ǫp2 ˘ ηq, q1q 1

1 ` p22

1

1 ` q22

”
B´1
T 1
c

ppp1, ǫp2 ˘ ηq, pq1, ǫq2 ` ηqq

´B´1
T 1
c

ppp1, ǫp2 ˘ ηq, pq1, ηqq
ı

pΦλppp1,˘pǫq2 ` ηqq, q1qdpdq
ˇ̌
ˇ (4.20)

With the definition of g˘ as in Lemma 3.6, the latter equals

ˇ̌
ˇ 1

2π

ż

R2

g˘pǫp2 ˘ η, ǫq2 ` ηq
p1 ` p22qp1 ` q22q dp2dq2

ˇ̌
ˇ (4.21)

With Lemma 3.6 it follows by dominated convergence that limǫÑ0x1, pK2
T 1
c

´ λV prqqjy “ 0.

4.2 Proof of (4.8):

We have

4ÿ

j“1

x1, pV prqχ|z2|ă|r2|`V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|qjy “
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

pV prqχ|z2|ă|r2|`V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|qΦλpr, z1q

ˆ
´
Φλpr, z1qe´2ǫ|z2| ` Φλpr1,´r2, z1qe´2ǫ|z2|´2iηz2 ¯ Φλpr1, z2, z1qe´ǫp|r2|`|z2|q´iηpz2´r2q

¯ Φλpr1,´z2, z1qe´ǫp|r2|`|z2|q´iηpz2`r2q
¯
drdz (4.22)

The claim follows from dominated convergence provided that

ż

R4

pV prqχ|z2|ă|r2| ` V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|q|Φλpr, z1q|
´

|Φλpr, z1q| ` |Φλpr1,´r2, z1q|

` |Φλpr1, z2, z1q| ` |Φλpr1,´z2, z1q|
¯
drdz (4.23)

is finite. Using the Schwarz inequality in z1 and carrying out the integration over z2, this is
bounded above by

4

ż

R3

pV prqχ|z2|ă|r2| ` V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|q‖Φλ‖L8
1
L2

2

drdz2 ď 16

ż

R2

V prq|r2|dr‖Φλ‖L8
1
L2

2

(4.24)

This is finite by Lemma 3.4 and since | ¨ |V P L1 by assumption.
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4.3 Proof of (4.9):

j=1,2: We have

x1, V pr1, z2q1y “
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

V pr1, z2q|Φλpr, z1q|2e´2ǫ|z2|drdz (4.25)

and

x1, V pr1, z2q2y “
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

V pr1, z2qΦλpr, z1qΦλpr1,´r2, z1qe´2ǫ|z2|´2iηz2drdz (4.26)

In both cases we can apply dominated convergence by Lemma 3.5 (and the Schwarz inequality
in the second case) and obtain the first two terms in L2.

j=3,4: We start with the case of Neumann boundary conditions. Rewriting the expression
in momentum space we have

x1, V pr1, z2qjy “
ż

R4

V pr1, z2qχΩ̃1
Φλpr, z1qΦλpr1,˘z2, z1qe´ǫ|z2|´iηz2e´ǫ|r2|˘iηr2drdz

“ 2

π

ż

R4

xΦλpp, q1q χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, p1
2, q1q ǫ2

pǫ2 ` pp2 ¯ ηq2qpǫ2 ` pp1
2 ¯ ηq2qdp1dp2dp

1
2dq1

“ 2

π

ż

R2

g0pǫp2 ˘ η, ǫp1
2 ˘ ηq 1

p1 ` p22qp1 ` p12
2 qdp2dp

1
2 (4.27)

where the upper/lower signs correspond to j “ 3 and j “ 4, respectively, and g0 is defined as in
Lemma 3.6. It follows from Lemma 3.6, dominated convergence and

ş
R

1
1`x2dx “ π that

lim
ǫÑ0

x1, V pr1, z2qjy “ 2πg0p˘η,˘ηq (4.28)

For Dirichlet boundary conditions this comes with a minus sign.

5 Weak coupling asymptotics

In this section we shall prove Lemma 1.9. We prove the desired asymptotic bounds for L1 and
L2 in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.

5.1 Asymptotics of L1

The goal is to show that L1 defined in (1.7) is of order Op1q as λ Ñ 0. By the Schwarz
inequality, it suffices to prove that

ş
Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prqp|Φλpr1, r2, z1q|2 ` |Φλpr1, z2, z1q|2qdrdz “
Op1q. Furthermore, since Φλ “ Φdλ¯Φex,ăλ ¯Φex,ąλ (see (3.6) and (3.7) for the definitions), again
by the Schwarz inequality it suffices to prove

ż

Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq|Φjλpr1, r2, z1q|2drdz “ Op1q (5.1)

and ż

Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq|Φjλpr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ Op1q (5.2)

for j P td, pex,ăq, pex,ąqu.
Case j P td, pex,ąqu: According to Lemma 3.4, suprPR2

ş
R

|Φjλpr, z1q|2dz1 “ Op1q. Both
(5.1) and (5.2) follow since | ¨ |V P L1.

Case j “ pex,ăq: Let W1prq :“ 2|r2|V prq and W2prq :“
ş
R
V pr1, z2qχ|r2|ă|z2|dz2. We have

W1,W2 P L1pR2q. Note that
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, r2, z1q|2drdz “
ż

Ω̃1

W1prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, r2, z1q|2drdz1 (5.3)
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and
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

χ|z2|ă|r2|V prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “
ż

Ω̃1

W2prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, r2, z1q|2drdz1, (5.4)

where we renamed z2 Ø r2. For any L
1-function W ě 0 we have

ˆż

Ω̃1

W prq|Φex,ăλ pr1, r2, z1q|2drdz1
˙1{2

“ ‖W 1{2Φex,ăλ ‖2 “ sup
ψPL2pΩ̃1q,‖ψ‖2“1

|xψ,W 1{2Φex,ăλ y|

ď
?
2λ sup

ψ1,ψ2PL2pR3q,‖ψ1‖“‖ψ2‖“1

ż

R3

ˇ̌ {W 1{2ψ1pp, q1qBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqχp2
2

ă2µ

ˆ {V 1{2ψ2ppq1, p2q, p1q
ˇ̌
dpdq1 (5.5)

where we used (3.7) and the normalization ‖Ψλ‖ “ 1 in the last step. We bound | {W 1{2ψ1pp, q1q| ď
‖W‖

1{2
1 ‖F2ψ1p¨, q1q‖2, and similarly for | {V 1{2ψ2pp, q1q|. Thus (5.5) is bounded above by

?
2λ‖W‖

1{2
1 ‖V ‖

1{2
1 ‖Bex

T pηq‖ (5.6)

where Bex
T pq2q is the operator on L2pRq with integral kernel

Bex
T pq2qpp1, q1q “

ż

R

BT pp, qqχp2
2

ă2µdp2. (5.7)

It was shown in [9, Proof of Lemma 6.1] (see Eq. (6.16) and rest of argument), that

sup
T

sup
q2

‖Bex
T pq2q‖ ă 8. (5.8)

In particular, we conclude that
ş
Ω̃1
Wkprq|Φex,ăλ pr1, r2, z1q|2drdz1 “ Opλ2q for k P t1, 2u.

5.2 Asymptotics of L2

The goal is to prove that L2 defined in (1.8) diverges like ´λ´1 to negative infinity as λ Ñ 0.
We shall prove that the second line in (1.8) is of order Op1q as λ Ñ 0. For the first line in (1.8)
we shall prove that it is bounded above by ´cλ´1 for some c ą 0 as λ Ñ 0.

Second line of (1.8): Let ξ P tη,´ηu. Combining (3.8), (3.37) and the definitions of L0

and S at the beginning of Section 3.4 we have

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

R2

xΦλpp1, ξ, q1q χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, ξ, q1qdp1dq1
ˇ̌
ˇ ď λ

ż

R2

p| χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, ξ, q1q| ` | χΩ̃1

{V Φλp´p1, ξ,´q1q|

` | χΩ̃1

{V Φλpq1, ξ, p1q|q ` | χΩ̃1

{V Φλp´q1, ξ,´p1q|qBT 1
c

ppp1, ξq, pq1, ηqq| χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, ξ, q1q|dp1dq1
(5.9)

Using the Schwarz inequality and | χΩ̃1

{V Φλpp1, ξ, q1q| ď ‖ χΩ̃1

{V Φλp¨, q1q‖8 this is bounded above
by

4λ

ż

R2

BT 1
c

ppp1, ξq, pq1, ηqq‖ χΩ̃1

{V Φλp¨, q1q‖28dp1dq1

ď 4λ sup
q1PR

ż

R

BT 1
c

ppp1, ξq, pq1, ηqqdp1‖ χΩ̃1

{V Φλ‖
2
L2

2
pRqL8

1
pR2q, (5.10)

where in the second step we used that
ş
R
BT 1

c
ppp1, ξq, pq1, ηqqdp1 acts as multiplication operator

on ‖ χΩ̃1

{V Φλp¨, q1q‖8. By Lemma 3.3 and since ‖V 1{2χΩ̃1
Φλ‖2 “ 1 we have ‖ χΩ̃1

{V Φλ‖
2
L2

2
pRqL8

1
pR2q ď

‖V ‖1. The following Lemma together with Remark 3.1 and Lemma 3.2(i) implies that (5.10) is
of order Op1q.
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Lemma 5.1. Let ξpT q, ξ1pT q be functions of T with limTÑ0 ξpT q “ limTÑ0 ξ
1pT q “ 0. Then as

T Ñ 0,

sup
q1

ż

R

BT ppp1, ξpT qq, pq1, ξ1pT qqqdp1 “ Opln µ{T q. (5.11)

The proof can be found in Section 7.4.
First line of (1.8): Recall from Section 3 that Φλ “ Φą

λ ` Φd,ăλ ¯ Φex,ăλ . By Lemma 3.5

the L2-norms of V 1{2prqΦą
λ pr1, z2, z1q, V 1{2prqΦd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q, and V 1{2prqΦex,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q are of

order Opλq, Opλ´1{2q, and Opλ1{2q, respectively. It follows with the Schwarz inequality that the
first line of L2 in (1.8) equals

´
ż

Ω̃1ˆR

V prq
˜

|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2`Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1qΦd,ăλ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¸
drdz`Op1q (5.12)

Note that Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q “ Φd,ăλ p´r1, z2,´z1q. We rewrite the expression in (5.12) as

´ 1

2

ż

R4

V prqΦd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q
˜
Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q ` Φd,ăλ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¸
χ|r1|ă|z1|drdz

“ ´1

2

ż

R4

V prqΦd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q
˜
Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q ` Φd,ăλ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¸
drdz

` 1

2

ż

R4

V prqΦd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q
˜
Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q ` Φd,ăλ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2

¸
χ|z1|ă|r1|drdz (5.13)

We first consider the last line in (5.13) with the restriction to |z1| ă |r1|. We prove that this
term is of order Op1q as λ Ñ 0. Second, we will prove that the expression on the second line in
(5.13) is bounded above by ´cλ´1 for some constant c ą 0 as λ Ñ 0.

Asymptotics of third line in (5.13): Define W P L1pR3q by W pr, z1q :“ V prqχ|z1|ă|r1|.

By the Schwarz inequality it suffices to prove that
ş
R4 W pr, z1q|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ Op1q for

λ Ñ 0. Using the definition of Φd,ăλ we have

ż

R4

W pr, z1q|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ 2λ2

p2πq1{2

ż

R5

xW ppp1 ´ p1
1, 0q, q1 ´ q1

1qBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqq

ˆ {V 1{2Ψλpp, q1qBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1

1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp1
1, p2, q

1
1qχp2`q2

1
ă2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q12

1
ă2µdpdp

1
1dq1dq

1
1

(5.14)

Using |xW pp, q1q| ď ‖W‖1
p2πq3{2 and ‖ {V 1{2Ψλp¨, q1q‖8 ď ‖V ‖

1{2
1 ‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖2 we bound this from

above by

λ2

2π2
‖W‖1‖V ‖1

ż

R5

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1

1, ηqqχp2`q2
1

ă2µχp12
1

`p2
2

`q12
1

ă2µ

ˆ ‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖2‖F2Ψλp¨, q1
1q‖2dpdp1

1dq1dq
1
1

ď λ2

2π2
‖W‖1‖V ‖1

«
sup

q1,q
1
1
PR

ż

R3

BT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1

1, ηqqχp12
1

`q12
1

`p2
2

ă2µχp2`q2
1

ă2µdpdp
1
1

ff

ˆ
´ ż

R

‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖2χq2
1

ă2µdq1

¯2

(5.15)

By Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.1, the term in the square bracket in (5.15) is of order Opλ´3q.
Splitting the domain of integration into |q1|{?

µ ż pT 1
c {µqβ for some 0 ă β ă 1 and using the
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Schwarz inequality we observe that

ż

R

‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖2χq2
1

ă2µdq1 ď p2?
µpT 1

c {µqβq1{2‖Ψλ‖2 ` p2
a

2µq1{2‖F2Ψλχ|q1|{?
µąpT 1

c {µqβ‖2

(5.16)
By Lemma 3.2(iii), ‖F2Ψλχ|q1|{?

µąpT 1
c {µqβ‖2 “ Opλ1{2q and by Remark 3.1 we have pT 1

c {µqβ{2 ď

Opplnµ{T 1
c q´1q “ Opλq. Thus,

´ ş
R
‖F2Ψλp¨, q1q‖2χq2

1
ă2µdq1

¯2

“ Opλq and (5.15) is of order

Op1q.
Asymptotics of second line in (5.13): Analogously to (3.26) we have

ż

R4

V prqΦd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1qΦd,ăλ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2drdz “ 2λ2
ż

R4

pV pp1 ` p1
1, 2ηqBT 1

c
pp, pq1, ηqq

ˆ {V 1{2Ψλpp, q1qBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqq {V 1{2Ψλpp1

1, p2, q1qχp2`q2
1

ă2µχp12
1

`p2
2

`q2
1

ă2µdpdp
1
1dq1 (5.17)

We can thus write

1

2

ż

R4

V prqΦă,d
λ pr1, z2, z1q

´
Φă,d
λ pr1, z2, z1q`Φă,d

λ pr1,´z2, z1qe´2iηpλqr2
¯
drdz “ xF2Ψλ,MλF2Ψλy,

(5.18)
where Mλ is the operator acting on L2pR3q given by

xψ,Mλψy “ λ2
ż

R4

ppV pp1 ´ p1
1, 0q ` pV pp1 ` p1

1, 2ηqqBT 1
c

pp, pq1, ηqqF1V 1{2ψpp, q1qχp2`q2
1

ă2µ

ˆBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqqχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
ă2µF1V

1{2ψpp1
1, p2, q1qdpdp1

1dq1 (5.19)

By the same argument as in the proof of
ş
R4 V prq|Φd,ăλ pr1, z2, z1q|2drdz “ Opλ´1q in Lemma 3.5

(see (3.30)) we have ‖Mλ‖ “ Opλ´1q. Recall the projections P and Qβ from Section 3. Let T

be the projection T “ PQβ for some 0 ă β ă 1 and TK “ 1 ´ T. We have

xF2Ψλ,MλF2Ψλy “ xTF2Ψλ,MλTF2Ψλy ` xTF2Ψλ,MλT
KF2Ψλy ` xTKF2Ψλ,MλF2Ψλy (5.20)

Since P and Qβ commute, we have ‖TKF2Ψλ‖ “ ‖QK
βF2Ψλ ` QβP

KF2Ψλ‖ “ Opλ1{2q according

to Lemma 3.2(ii) and (iii). In particular, the last two terms in (5.20) are of order Opλ´1{2q. The
remaining term in (5.20) is bounded below by

xTF2Ψλ,MλTF2Ψλy

ě inf
|q1|{?

µăpT 1
c {µqβ

λ2
ż

R3

ppV pp1 ´ p1
1, 0q ` pV pp1 ` p1

1, 2ηqqBT 1
c

ppp1, p2q, pq1, ηqqyV j2ppqχp2`q2
1

ă2µ

ˆBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqqχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
ă2µ

yV j2pp1
1, p2qdpdp1

1‖TF2Ψλ‖
2
2‖V

1{2j2‖
´2
2 (5.21)

The remainder of the proof follows the same ideas as the proof of [9, Lemma 4.11]. Since V ě 0

we have pV p0q ą 0. Furthermore, the eigenvalue equation eµV
1{2j2 “ OµV

1{2j2 “ yV j2p|p| “
?
µqV 1{2j2 implies that yV j2p|p| “ ?

µq “ eµ ą 0. By continuity of pV and yV j2 and Lemma 3.2(i),

there exist λ̃ ą 0, 0 ă δ ă µ and c1 ą 0 such that for all
?
µ´ δ ă p2 ă

?
µ` δ, p21 ă 4δ, p12

1 ă 4δ
and λ ă λ̃ we have

ppV pp1´p1
1, 0q` pV pp1`p1

1, 2ηqqyV j2ppqyV j2pp1
1, p2qχp2`q2

1
ă2µχp12

1
`p2

2
`q2

1
ă2µ‖V

1{2j2‖
´2
2 ą c1. (5.22)

Using the second part of Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.2(i) and the boundedness of pV , yV j2, it
follows that up to an error of order Opλ2pln µ{T 1

c q5{2q “ Opλ´1{2q we may restrict the domain of
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integration in (5.21) to
?
µ´ δ ă p2 ă

?
µ` δ, p21 ă 4δ, p12

1 ă 4δ . Since ‖TF2Ψλ‖
2
2 “ 1´Opλq ě

1
2
for small λ, we obtain

xTF2Ψλ,MλTF2Ψλy ě c1

2
inf

|q1|{?
µăpT 1

c {µqβ
λ2

ż

R3

BT 1
c

ppp1, p2q, pq1, ηqq

ˆBT 1
c

ppp1
1, p2q, pq1, ηqqχµ´δăp2

2
ăµ`δχp2

1
ă4δχp12

1
ă4δdpdp

1
1 `Opλ´1{2q (5.23)

Using Lemma 3.7 once more, we may leave away the characteristic functions at the expense of an
error of order Opλ´1{2q. Since ηpλq “ OpT 1

c pλqq, there is a c2 ą 0 such that η2`p?
µpT 1

c {µqβq2 ď
c22µpT 1

c {µq2β for T 1
c ă µ. The following Lemma, whose proof is given in Section 7.5, thus

concludes the proof of Lemma 1.9.

Lemma 5.2. Let µ, c2 ą 0, 0 ă β ă 1 and ǫ :“ c2
?
µpT {µqβ for T ą 0. Then there are

constants T0, C ą 0 such that

inf
|q|ăǫ

ż

R

ˆż

R

BT pp, qqdp1
˙2

dp2 ě Cplnµ{T q3 (5.24)

for all 0 ă T ă T0.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.5

This Section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.5, which states that the relative difference
of T 2

c and T 0
c vanishes in the weak coupling limit. It has been shown in [9, Theorem 1.7] that the

relative difference of T 1
c and T 0

c vanishes in the weak coupling limit and we follow the same proof
strategy here. We first switch to the Birman-Schwinger picture. Recall the Birman-Schwinger
operator A0

T corresponding to HΩ0

T defined in (2.10). Furthermore, recall the notation t̃, Ω̃2 and

the representation of UHΩ2

T U : in (4.1) from Section 4. The corresponding Birman-Schwinger
operator A2

T : L2pΩ̃2q Ñ L2pΩ̃2q is given by

xψ,A2
Tψy “

ż

R4

BT pp, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ω̃2

1

p2πq2 t̃pp1, q1, r1, z1qt̃pp2, q2, r2, z2qV 1{2prqψpr, zqdrdz
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dpdq (6.1)

and it follows from the Birman-Schwinger principle that sgn inf σpHΩ2

T q “ sgnp1{λ´ supσpA2
T qq.

Let ajT “ supσpAjT q. It is a straightforward generalization of [5, Lemma 4.1] that the claim (1.4)
is equivalent to

lim
TÑ0

pa0T ´ a2T q “ 0 (6.2)

and we refer to [5] for the proof.
To verify (6.2), the first step is to argue that a2T ě a0T for all T ą 0. Lemma 1.1 together

with [9, Lemma 2.3] imply that inf σpHΩ2

T q ď inf σpHΩ0

T q for all λ, T ą 0. Using the Birman-
Schwinger principle, it follows that a2T ě a0T for all T ą 0. For details we refer to the proof
of [9, Theorem 1.7].

It remains to show that limTÑ0pa0T ´ a2T q ě 0. We decompose A2
T in the same spirit as we

decomposed A1
T pq2q in (2.16). For A1

T , the decomposition consisted of the “unperturbed” term
A0
T and the “perturbation term” GT , where the first components of the momentum variables

were swapped. For A2
T we additionally get the terms arising from swapping the variables in the

second component, which leads to four terms in total. Let ι̃ : L2pΩ̃2q Ñ L2pR4q be the isometry

ι̃ψpr, zq “ 1

2

´
ψpr, zqχΩ̃2

pr, zq ` ψp´r1, r2,´z1, z2qχΩ̃2
p´r1, r2,´z1, z2q

` ψpr1,´r2, z1,´z2qχΩ̃2
pr1,´r2, z1,´z2q ` ψp´r,´zqχΩ̃2

p´r,´zq
¯
. (6.3)
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Using the definition of t̃ and evenness of V in r1 and r2 we rewrite (6.1) as

xψ,A2
Tψy “

ż

R4

BT pp, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ1
2

p ι̃{V 1{2 ψpp, qq ¯ ι̃{V 1{2 ψppq1, p2q, pp1, q2qq

¯ ι̃{V 1{2 ψppp1, q2q, pq1, p2qq ` ι̃{V 1{2 ψpq, pqq
ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dpdq (6.4)

Define the self-adjoint operators G1
T , G

2
T , and NT on L2pR4q through

xψ,G1
Tψy “

ż

R4

F1V 1{2ψppq1, p2q, pp1, q2qqBT pp, qqF1V
1{2ψpp, qqdpdq, (6.5)

xψ,G2
Tψy “

ż

R4

F1V 1{2ψppp1, q2q, pq1, p2qqBT pp, qqF1V
1{2ψpp, qqdpdq, and (6.6)

xψ,NTψy “
ż

R4

F1V 1{2ψpq, pqBT pp, qqF1V
1{2ψpp, qqdpdq. (6.7)

We slightly abuse notation and write F2 for the Fourier transform in the second variable also
when the second variable has two components, i.e. F2ψpr, qq “ 1

2π

ş
R2 e

´iq¨zψpr, zqdz. It follows
from (6.4) and BT pp, qq “ BT ppq1, p2q, pp1, q2qq “ BT pq, pq that

A2
T “ ι̃:pA0

T ´ F
:
2RTF2qι̃, (6.8)

where RT “ ˘G1
T ˘G2

T ´NT . Let BT p¨, qq : L2pR2q Ñ L2pR2q denote multiplication by BT pp, qq
in momentum space and define the function ET pqq on R2 through

ET pqq :“ a0T ´ ‖V 1{2BT p¨, qqV 1{2‖. (6.9)

Note that a0T “ supqPR2‖V 1{2BT p¨, qqV 1{2‖ and therefore ET pqq ě 0. For ψ P L2pR4q let

ETψpr, qq “ ET pqqψpr, qq. We get the operator inequality a0T I´A0
T ě F

:
2ETF2, where I denotes

the identity operator on L2pR4q. Using (6.8), the above inequality and that ‖F2ι̃ψ‖2 “ ‖ψ‖2 we
obtain

a0T ´ a2T ě inf
ψPL2

spΩ̃2q,‖ψ‖2“1
xF2ι̃ψ, pET `RT qF2ι̃ψy ě inf

ψPL2pR4q,‖ψ‖2“1
xψ, pET `RT qψy. (6.10)

Therefore, it suffices to show that limTÑ0 inf σpET `RT q ě 0. The proof relies on the following
three Lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. Then supTą0‖RT ‖ ă 8.

Lemma 6.2. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. Let Iďǫ act on L2pR4q as Iďǫψpr, qq “
ψpr, qqχ|q|ďǫ. Then limǫÑ0 supTą0‖IďǫRT Iďǫ‖“ 0.

Lemma 6.3. Let µ ą 0 and let V satisfy Assumption 1.2. Let 0 ă ǫ ă ?
µ. There are constants

c1, c2, T0 ą 0 such that for 0 ă T ă T0 and |q| ą ǫ we have ET pqq ą c1| lnpc2{T q|.

The first two Lemmas are extensions of [9, Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2] and proved in
Sections 7.6 and 7.7, respectively. The third Lemma is contained in [9, Lemma 6.3].

With these Lemmas, the claim follows completely analogously to the proof of [5, Theorem
1.2 (ii)] and we provide a sketch for completeness. Using that ET pqq ě 0, we write

ET `RT ` δ “
a
ET ` δ

ˆ
I ` 1?

ET ` δ
RT

1?
ET ` δ

˙ a
ET ` δ (6.11)
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for any δ ą 0. It suffices to prove that for all δ ą 0 the norm of the second term in the bracket
vanishes in the limit T Ñ 0. With the notation from Lemma 6.2 we estimate for all 0 ă ǫ ă ?

µ

∥

∥

∥

∥

1?
ET ` δ

RT
1?

ET ` δ

∥

∥

∥

∥

ď
∥

∥

∥

∥

Iďǫ
1?

ET ` δ
RT

1?
ET ` δ

Iďǫ

∥

∥

∥

∥

`
∥

∥

∥

∥

Iďǫ
1?

ET ` δ
RT

1?
ET ` δ

Iąǫ

∥

∥

∥

∥

`
∥

∥

∥

∥

Iąǫ
1?

ET ` δ
RT

1?
ET ` δ

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (6.12)

Lemma 6.3 and ET ě 0 imply

lim
TÑ0

∥

∥

∥

∥

1?
ET ` δ

RT
1?

ET ` δ

∥

∥

∥

∥

ď sup
Tą0

1

δ
‖IďǫRT Iďǫ‖ ` lim

TÑ0

2

pδc1| lnpc2{T q|q1{2 ‖RT ‖. (6.13)

The first term can be made arbitrarily small by Lemma 6.2 and the second term vanishes by
Lemma 6.1. Hence, Theorem 1.5 follows.

7 Proofs of Auxiliary Lemmas

7.1 Proof of Lemma 2.2

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Using the Mittag-Leffler series (as in [5, (2.1)]) one can write

fpp, q, xq “ 2T
ÿ

nPZ
Ξ´1
n

”
p2q2 ` xqp2µ ´ 2q2 ´ 2p2 ´ x2 ` 2pp2 ´ q2qxq

` 2p2p4p ¨ q ´ 2iwn ` 2pp2 ´ q2qx´ x2q
ı

(7.1)

where

Ξn “
´

pp` q ` p0, xqq2 ´ µ´ iwn

¯ ´
pp´ q ´ p0, xqq2 ´ µ` iwn

¯

ˆ
´

pp` qq2 ´ µ´ iwn

¯ ´
pp´ qq2 ´ µ` iwn

¯
(7.2)

and wn “ p2n ` 1qπT . Continuity of f follows from dominated convergence. For x ą ?
µ{4 the

bound on f follows from (2.2). Let Q2 “ Q1 ` ?
µ{4. For x ă ?

µ{4 we have

|fpp, q, xq| ď sup
|q2|ďQ2

| B
Bq2

BT pp, qq| “ sup
|q2|ďQ2

|fpp, q, 0q|. (7.3)

To bound |fpp, q, 0q|, first note that for x “ 0 with the notation y “ pp`qq2 ´µ, z “ pp´qq2 ´µ

and v “ maxtp|p1| ` |q1|q2 ` p|p2| ´ |q2|q2 ´ µ, 0u,

|Ξn| “
`
y2 ` w2

n

˘ `
z2 ` w2

n

˘
ě

`
v2 ` w2

n

˘ `
maxtp|p2| ´ |q2|q2 ´ µ, 0uq2 ` w2

n

˘
. (7.4)

Furthermore,

sup
pp,qqPR4,|q2|ďQ2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 4iwnp2
maxtp|p2| ´ |q2|q2 ´ µ, 0uq2 ` w2

n

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď sup
pp,qqPR4,|q2|ăQ2

4|p2|a
maxtp|p2| ´ |q2|q2 ´ µ, 0uq2 ` w2

0

“: c1 ă 8 (7.5)

There is a constant c2 ą µ depending only on µ and Q2 such that |p2|2 ď 4pminty, zu ` c2q for
|q2| ď Q2 and all p1, q1 P R. One obtains that for |q2| ď Q2

|fpp, q, 0q| ď 2T
ÿ

nPZ

2Q2|y ` z| ` 4
a

minty, zu ` c2|y ´ z|
py2 `w2

nqpz2 ` w2
nq ` 2T

ÿ

nPZ

c1

v2 ` w2
n

(7.6)
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Since the summands are decreasing in n, we can estimate the sums by integrals. The second
term is bounded by

4Tc1

«
1

v2 ` w2
0

`
ż 8

1{2

1

v2 ` 4π2T 2x2
dx

ff
“ 4Tc1

«
1

v2 ` w2
0

` arctan
`
v
πT

˘

2πTv

ff

ă C

1 ` p21 ` q21 ` p22
(7.7)

for some constant C independent of p and q1, since suppp,qqPR4,|q2|ďQ2

1`p2
1

`q2
1

`p2
2

1`v ă 8. The first
term in (7.6) is bounded by

16T pQ2 ` 2
a

mint|y|, |z|u ` c2qmaxt|y|, |z|u
«

1

py2 ` w2
0qpz2 ` w2

0q

`
ż 8

1{2

1

py2 ` 4π2T 2x2qpz2 ` 4π2T 2x2qdx
ff

(7.8)

Note that y ` z ` 2µ` 1 “ 1 ` 2p2 ` 2q2. The claim thus follows if we prove that for c3 ą 0

sup
yązą0

p1 ` y ` zqp1 `
?
z ` 1qy

«
1

py2 ` 1qpz2 ` 1q `
ż 8

c3

1

py2 ` x2qpz2 ` x2qdx
ff

ă 8 (7.9)

The supremum over the first summand is obviously finite. The supremum over the second
summand is bounded by

sup
yązą0

p1 ` 2yqy
y2 ` c23

1 `
?
z ` 1

pz2 ` c23q1{4

ż 8

c3

1

x3{2dx ă 8. (7.10)

7.2 Proof of Lemma 3.7

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Using (3.21) and substituting p1 ˘ q1 Ñ p1, p
1
1 ˘ q1

1 Ñ p1
1 , we have

ż

R3

BT pp, qqBT ppp1
1, p2q, q1qdp1dp1

1dp2 ď 1

4

ż

R3

pBT ppp1, p2 ` q2q, 0q `BT ppp1, p2 ´ q2q, 0qq

ˆ pBT ppp1
1, p2 ` q1

2q, 0q `BT ppp1
1, p2 ´ q1

2q, 0qqdp1dp1
1dp2 (7.11)

One can bound this from above by

sup
q2,q

1
2

PR

ż

R

ˆż

R

BT ppp1, p2 ` q2q, 0qdp1
˙ ˆż

R

BT ppp1
1, p2 ` q1

2q, 0qdp1
1

˙
dp2

ď sup
q2PR

ż

R3

BT ppp1, p2 ` q2q, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2 ` q2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

“
ż

R3

BT ppp1, p2q, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2 (7.12)

where in the second step we used the Schwarz inequality in p2. The latter expression is of order
Oplnpµ{T q3q for T Ñ 0, as was shown in the proof of [9, Lemma 4.10].

To prove the second statement, we shall use that for fixed 0 ă δ ă µ

ż

R3

p1 ´ χµ´δăp2
2

ăµχp2
1

ă2δχp12
1

ă2δqBT pp, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2 “ Oppln µ{T q2q (7.13)
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for T Ñ 0 as was shown in the proof of [9, Lemma 4.10]. We choose δ2 and δ small enough, such
that for all q2 ă δ2, if p

2
1 ą 4δ1 we have pp1 ` q1q2 ą 2δ and if p22 ă µ ´ δ1 or p22 ą µ ` δ1 we

have pp2 ` q2q2 ă µ´ δ or pp2 ` q2q2 ą µ, respectively. Using (3.21) as above, we have

sup
q2,q12ăδ2

ż

R3

p1 ´ χµ´δ1ăp2
2

ăµ`δ1χp21ă4δ1
χp12

1
ă4δ1

qBT pp, qqBT ppp1
1, p2q, q1qdp1dp1

1dp2

ď sup
q2,q12ăδ2

ż

R3

p1 ´ χµ´δ1ăp2
2

ăµ`δ1χp21ă4δ1
χp12

1
ă4δ1

qBT pp ` q, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q ` q1, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

(7.14)

Note that 1 ´ χµ´δ1ăp2
2

ăµ`δ1χp21ă4δ1
χp12

1
ă4δ1

ď χµ´δ1ąp2
2

` χµ`δ1ăp2
2

` χp2
1

ą4δ1
` χp12

1
ą4δ1

. Using

the Schwarz inequality in p2 we bound (7.14) above by

sup
q2ăδ2

ż

R3

pχµ´δ1ąp2
2

` χµ`δ1ăp2
2

qBT ppp1 ` q1, p2 ` q2q, 0qBT ppp1
1 ` q1, p2 ` q2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

` 2 sup
q2,q12ăδ2

´ ż

R3

BT ppp1 ` q1, p2 ` q2q, 0qBT ppp1
1 ` q1, p2 ` q2q, 0qχp2

1
ą4δ1

χp12
1

ą4δ1
dp1dp

1
1dp2

¯1{2

ˆ
´ ż

R3

BT ppp1, p2 ` q2q, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2 ` q2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

¯1{2
(7.15)

Substituting pj ` qj Ñ pj and by choice of δ2 and δ, this is bounded above by

ż

R3

pχµ´δąp2
2

` χµăp2
2

qBT pp, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

` 2
´ ż

R3

BT pp, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q, 0qχp2

1
ą2δχp12

1
ą2δdp1dp

1
1dp2

¯1{2

ˆ
´ ż

R3

BT pp, 0qBT ppp1
1, p2q, 0qdp1dp1

1dp2

¯1{2
(7.16)

By (7.13) and the first part of this Lemma, this is of orderOpplnµ{T q2q`Oppln µ{T qplnµ{T q3{2q “
Opplnµ{T q5{2q.

7.3 Proof of Lemma 3.8

Proof of Lemma 3.8. For p2, q2 P R let BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qq denote the self-adjoint operator on

L2pp´?
2µ,

?
2µqq acting as xψ,BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qqψy “

ş?
2µ

´?
2µ

ş?
2µ

´?
2µ
ψpp1qBT pp, qqψpq1qdp1dq1.

Enlarging the domain of integration for pq1, p2q from a disk to square we have

‖Bex,2
T pξq‖ ď sup

‖ψ‖2“1

ż

p´?
2µ,

?
2µq4

ψpp1
1qBT ppp1

1, p2q, pq1, ξqqBT pp, pq1, ξqqψpp1qdp1dp1
1dq1dp2

“ sup
‖ψ‖2“1

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

xψ,BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, ξqq2ψydp2. (7.17)

By the triangle inequality,

‖Bex,2
T pξq‖ ď

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

‖BT pp¨, ξq, p¨, p2qq‖2dp2. (7.18)
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For fixed p2, q2 we derive two bounds on ‖BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qq‖2. For the first bound we estimate
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm using (2.2):

‖BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qq‖2 ď ‖BT,µpp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qq‖2HS

ď
ż ?

2µ

´?
2µ

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

1

maxt|p21 ` q21 ` p22 ` q22 ´ µ|2, T 2udp1dq1

ď 2π

ż 2
?
µ

0

r

maxt|r2 ` p22 ` q22 ´ µ|2, T 2udr ď π

ż

R

1

maxtx2, T 2udx “ 4π

T
(7.19)

where we first switched to angular coordinates and then substituted x “ r2 ` p22 ` q22 ´ µ.
For the second bound the idea is to apply [9, Lemma 6.5]. For µ1, µ2 P R let Dµ1,µ2 be the

operator on L2pRq with integral kernel

Dµ1,µ2pp1, q1q “ 2

|pp1 ` q1q2 ´ µ1| ` |pp1 ´ q1q2 ´ µ2| . (7.20)

It was shown in [5, Lemma 4.6] that

BT pp, qq ď 2

|pp` qq2 ´ µ| ` |pp ´ qq2 ´ µ| . (7.21)

In particular, we have ‖BT pp¨, p2q, p¨, q2qq‖ ď ‖Dµ´pp2`q2q2,µ´pp2´q2q2‖ and

‖Bex,2
T pξq‖ ď

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

min
!4π

T
, ‖Dµ´pξ`q2q2,µ´pξ´q2q2‖

2
)
dq2 (7.22)

According to [9, Lemma 6.5], for µ1, µ2 ď µ there is a constant C ą 0 such that

‖Dµ1,µ2‖ ď C ` Cµ1{2

|mintµ1, µ2u|1{2

«
1 ` χmintµ1,µ2uă0ămaxtµ1,µ2u ln

ˆ
1 ` maxtµ1, µ2u

|mintµ1, µ2u|

˙ ff
(7.23)

The condition µ´ p|q2| ` |ξ|q2 ă 0 ă µ´ p|q2| ´ |ξ|q2 can only be satisfied for
?
µ´ |ξ| ď |q2| ď?

µ` |ξ|. We get the bound

sup
|ξ|ăcT

‖Bex,2
T pξq‖ ď C

˜ ż

||q2|´?
µ|ă2cT

1

T
dq2

` sup
|ξ|ăcT

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

χ||q2|´?
µ|ą2cT

„
1 ` 1

|µ´ p|q2| ` |ξ|q2|1{2

2

dq2

¸
ď C̃p1 ` lnµ{T q (7.24)

7.4 Proof of Lemma 5.1

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Applying (3.21), we have

sup
q1

ż

R

BT,µppp1, ξpT qq, pq1, ξ1pT qqqdp1

ď 1

2

„ż

R

BT,µppp1, ξpT q ` ξ1pT qq, 0qdp1 `
ż

R

BT,µppp1, ξpT q ´ ξ1pT qq, 0qdp1


(7.25)

The first integral equals ż

R

BT,µ´pξpT q`ξ1pT qq2pp1, 0qdp1, (7.26)
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where here BT,µ is understood as the function defined through (2.1) on RˆR instead of R2ˆR2.
For the second integral replace ξ1pT q by ´ξ1pT q. The claim follows from the asymptotics

ż

R

BT,µpp1, 0qdp1 “ 2?
µ

plnpµ{T q `Op1qq (7.27)

for T {µ Ñ 0, see e.g. [5, Lemma 3.5].

7.5 Proof of Lemma 5.2

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Let γ “ µpT {µqβ{2. By invariance of BT pp, qq under ppj, qjq Ñ ´ppj, qjq
for j P t1, 2u, we may assume without loss of generality that q P r0,8q2. For a lower bound,
we restrict the integration to p1, p2 ą 0, p22 ă µ ´ ǫ2 ´ γ and p21 ą p?

µ ` ǫq2 ` T ´ p22. For
p, q P r0,8q2 with |q| ă ǫ and p2 ą p?

µ ` ǫq2 ` T , we have pp ´ qq2 ´ µ ě ||p| ´ |q||2 ´ µ ě 0
and pp ` qq2 ´ µ ě p2 ` q2 ´ µ ě T . Therefore, in this regime

BT pp, qq ě 1

2

tanhp1{2q
p2 ` q2 ´ µ

. (7.28)

This is minimal if |q| “ ǫ. Since
ş8
a

1
p2
1

´b2dp1 “ artanhpb{aq
b

“ 1
b
artanh

´a
1 ´ pa2 ´ b2q{a2

¯
for

a ą b ą 0, the left hand side of (5.24) is bounded below by

tanhp1{2q2
4

ż ?
µ´ǫ2´γ

?
µ´δ

artanh

ˆc
1 ´ 2

?
µǫ`2ǫ2`T

p?
µ`ǫq2`T´p2

2

˙2

µ´ ǫ2 ´ p22
dp2 (7.29)

By monotonicity of artanh, the artanh term in the integrand is minimal for p2 “
a
µ´ ǫ2 ´ γ.

Since
ş?

µ´ǫ2´γ?
µ´δ

1
µ´ǫ2´p2

2

dp2 “ 1
µ´ǫ2 partanhp

a
1 ´ pǫ2 ` γq{µq´artanhp

a
1 ´ δ{µqq, the left hand

side of (5.24) is bounded below by

tanhp1{2q2
4pµ ´ ǫ2q artanh

˜d
1 ´ 2

?
µǫ` 2ǫ2 ` T

2
?
µǫ` 2ǫ2 ` T ` γ

¸2 «
artanh

˜d
1 ´ ǫ2 ` γ

µ

¸
´artanh

˜d
1 ´ δ

µ

¸ ff

(7.30)
With artanhp

?
1 ´ xq “ 1

2
lnp4{xq ` op1q as x Ñ 0, we have for T Ñ 0

artanh

˜d
1 ´ 2

?
µǫ` 2ǫ2 ` T

2
?
µǫ` 2ǫ2 ` T ` γ

¸
“ β

4
lnpµ{T q `Op1q (7.31)

and

artanh

˜d
1 ´ ǫ2 ` γ

µ

¸
“ β

4
lnpµ{T q `Op1q. (7.32)

Hence, the left hand side of (5.24) is bounded below by tanhp1{2q2
43

β3

µ
plnµ{T q3 `Opln µ{T q2, and

the claim follows.

7.6 Proof of Lemma 6.1

Proof of Lemma 6.1. According to [9, Lemma 6.1], supT ‖G
j
T ‖ ă 8 for j P t1, 2u and it suffices

to prove supT ‖NT ‖ ă 8. We have ‖NT ‖ ď ‖Nă
T ‖ ` ‖Ną

T ‖, where

xψ,Nă
T ψy “

ż

R4

F1V 1{2ψpq, pqBT pp, qqχp2,q2ă2µF1V
1{2ψpp, qqdpdq (7.33)
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and for Ną
T replace the characteristic function by 1 ´ χp2,q2ă2µ.

To bound ‖Ną
T ‖, we first use the Schwarz inequality to obtain

‖Ną
T ‖ ď sup

ψPL2pR4q,‖ψ‖2“1

ż

R4

BT pp, qqp1 ´ χp2,q2ă2µq|F1V
1{2ψpp, qq|2dpdq (7.34)

By (2.2), there is a constant C ą 0 independent of T such that ‖Ną
T ‖ ď C‖M‖, where M :“

V 1{2 1
1´∆

V 1{2 on L2pR2q. The Young and Hölder inequalities imply thatM is a bounded operator
[8].

To bound ‖Nă
T ‖, we use that ‖F1V

1{2ψp¨, qq‖8 ď ‖V ‖
1{2
1 ‖ψp¨, qq‖2 by the Schwarz inequality

and (7.21) to obtain

xψ,Nă
T ψy ď 2‖V ‖1

ż

R4

‖ψp¨, qq‖2‖ψp¨, pq‖2
|pp ` qq2 ´ µ| ` |pp´ qq2 ´ µ|χp2,q2ă2µdpdq (7.35)

Recalling the definition of the operator Dµ1,µ2 from (7.20), this is further bounded by

2‖V ‖1

ż

R2

‖ψp¨, p¨, q2qq‖2‖Dµ´pp2`q2q2,µ´pp2´q2q2‖‖ψp¨, p¨, p2qq‖2χp2
2
,q2

2
ă2µdpdq (7.36)

It follows from (7.23) that for any α ą 0 there is a constant Cα independent of p2, q2 such that
‖Dµ´pp2`q2q2,µ´pp2´q2q2‖ ď Cαp1 ` |µ ´ p|p2| ` |q2|q2|´1{2´αq. Let D̃α denote the operator on

L2pp´?
2µ,

?
2µqq with integral kernel D̃αpq2, p2q “ p1 ` |µ ´ p|p2| ` |q2|q2|´1{2´αq. Then we

have ‖Nă
T ‖ ď 2Cα‖V ‖1‖D̃α‖ and it remains to prove that ‖D̃α‖ ă 8 for a suitable choice of α.

Applying the Schur test with constant test function gives

‖D̃α‖ ď sup
|q2|ă?

2µ

ż ?
2µ

´?
2µ

p1 ` |µ´ p|p2| ` |q2|q2|´1{2´αqdp2, (7.37)

which is finite for α ă 1{2.

7.7 Proof of Lemma 6.2

Proof of Lemma 6.2. It was shown in [9, Lemma 6.2] that limǫÑ0 supTą0‖IďǫG
j
T Iďǫ‖“ 0 for

j P t1, 2u and it remains to prove limǫÑ0 supTą0‖IďǫNT Iďǫ‖“ 0. We use the Schwarz inequality
twice to bound

‖IďǫNT Iďǫ‖ď ‖V ‖1 sup
ψPL2pR4q,‖ψ‖2“1

ż

R4

‖ψp¨, pq‖2BT pp, qqχ|p|,|q|ďǫ‖ψp¨, qq‖2dpdq

ď ‖V ‖1 sup
ψPL2pR4q,‖ψ‖2“1

ż

R4

BT pp, qqχ|p|,|q|ďǫ‖ψp¨, qq‖22dpdq ď ‖V ‖1 sup
|q|ďǫ

ż

|p|ďǫ
BT pp, qqdp. (7.38)

Applying (2.2), for ǫ ă
a
µ{2 one can bound the right hand side uniformly in T by

‖V ‖1 sup
|q|ďǫ

ż

|p|ďǫ

1

µ´ p2 ´ q2
dp, (7.39)

which vanishes as ǫ Ñ 0. The claim follows.
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