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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 R%2. Furthermore, we prove that the relative difference of
the critical temperatures vanishes in the weak coupling limit.

1 Introduction

Recent work [I,2,T0-H12] 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 € {1,2,3} can have higher critical temperatures than on R?. 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 Q; = (0,00)* x R2* for k €
{0,1,2}. We define the critical temperature as in [5,9] using the operator
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HT N t 7Azf;uf _Ay_ﬂ
anh >T + tanh >

—ANV(x—y) (1.1)

acting in Lgym(Q x Q) = {¢ e L?(Q x Q)|[¢(z,y) = ¢(y,x) for all 2,y € Q}, where —A denotes
the Dirichlet or Neumann Laplacian and the subscript indicates on which variable it acts, T is
the temperature, p is the chemical potential, V is the interaction, and X is the coupling constant.
The first term is defined through functional calculus. For V € L!(R?) with ¢ > 1, the H¥’“ are
self-adjoint operators defined via the KLMN theorem [9, Remark 2.2].
The critical temperatures are defined as

TF(\) := inf{T € (0, 0)| inf o (H}*) = 0}. (1.2)
The operator H¥k is the Hessian of the BCS functional at the normal state [3]. In particular,
the system is superconducting for 7' < T¥(\), when the normal state is not a minimizer of
the BCS functional. A priori, superconductivity may also occur at temperatures T > Tck (M),
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 Qg = R?, this is not the case and the system is
in the normal state if 7 > T2 ()\) [46], hence T? separates the normal and the superconducting
phase. However, it remains an open question whether the same is true for T} and T2.

We prove that for small enough A, the critical temperatures defined through the linear
criterion (L2) satisfy T2(\) > TX()\). Together with the result from [9], we get the strictly
decreasing sequence T2(\) > T1(\) > T2(\) of critical temperatures at weak coupling.

Similarly to [9) Lemma 2.3], where it was shown that T1(\) = T2(\) for all A, the following
Lemma is relatively easy to prove.

Lemma 1.1. Let \,T > 0 and V € LY (R?) for some t > 1. Then ian(H¥2) < ian(Hgfl).

Its proof can be found in Section 2l In particular it follows that for all A > 0, we have
T2(\) = TY()\). The difficulty lies in proving a strict inequality, which the rest of the paper
will be devoted to. In order to prove T2(\) > T}()\), we shall give a precise analysis of the
asymptotic behavior of T11( ) 8s A — 0.

For g > 0 let F : L'(R?) — L2(S!') act as the restriction of the Fourier transform to a
sphere of radius /u, ie., Fyp(w) = 121\(\/ﬁw) and for V' > 0 define O, = VY2FIFV2 on
LY(R?) = {¢p € L%(R?)|y(r) = ¢(—r)}. The operator O, is compact. For the desired asymptotic
behavior of Hr?l () We need that O, has a non-degenerate eigenvalue e, = supo(0O,) > 0 at the
top of its spectrum [6L7].

We require the following assumptions for our main result.

Assumption 1.2. Let p > 0. Assume that
(i) Ve LY(R?) n LY(R?) for some t > 1,

(ii) V is radial, V # 0,

V=

(iv

)
)
(i) |-V e L1(R?),
)
)

(v

Remark 1.3. Similarly to the three dimensional case discussed in [6, Section II1.B.1], because
of rotation invariance the eigenfunctions of O, are given, in radial coordinates r = (||, ¢), by
VY2(r)e™? J,,,(\/pi|r|), where J,, denote the Bessel functions and m € 2Z since the functions
must be even in r. The corresponding eigenvalues are

ey, = supo(0,) is a non-degenerate eigenvalue.

m) 1

= o [ VO Al Far (1.3

e(

(m) (=m) (0)

and in particular e, * = e, . Assumption (@) therefore means that e, = e, ’ and that all
(m)

other eigenvalues e, ’ are strictly smaller. Hence, the eigenstate corresponding to e, has zero

angular momentum. Analogously to the three dimensional case, a sufficient condition for (@) to
hold is that V' = 0

Our first main result is:

Theorem 1.4. Let pn > 0 and let V' satisfy Assumption LD Assume the same boundary
conditions, either Dirichlet or Neumann, on 0y and Qo. Then there is a Ay > 0, such that for
all 0 < X < Ay, T2(A\) > TH(N).

The second main result is that the relative difference in critical temperatures vanishes in the
weak coupling limit.



Theorem 1.5. Let p > 0 and let V' satisfy Assumption [1.4. Assume either Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions on Qy. Then
T2(\) -T2

lim =&

lim =y = (1.4)

Since T2(A) = TH(\) = T2()), this implies limy_, Tg(;‘ﬂ)l;(go‘) TCI(;‘W)O;({)COO‘)

0. The latter was already shown in [9] and we closely follow [9] to prove Theorem

The paper is structured as follows. In Section [[LT] we explain the proof strategy for The-
orem [L4l Section ] contains the proofs of some basic properties of H¥ Section [3 discusses
the regularity and asymptotic behavior of the ground state of H¥1. In Section Ml we prove
Lemma [I.8] the first key step in the proof of Theorem [[L4l The second key step, Lemma [I.9]
is proved in Section Bl In Section [l we prove Theorem Section [1 contains the proofs of
auxiliary Lemmas.

= 0 and lim)_,q

1.1 Proof strategy for Theorem [1.4]

The proof of Theorem [I.4] is based on the variational principle. The idea is to construct a
trial state for H%(A) involving the ground state of H%I(A). 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 : L?(R? x R?) — L?(R? x R?) be the unitary operator switching to relative and
center of mass coordinates r = z — y and 2z = z + y, L.e. Up(r,2) = 29((r + 2)/2, (z — r)/2).
We shall apply U to functions defined on a subset of @ = R? x R? by identifying L?(Q)
with the set of functions in L?(R? x R?) supported in €. The operator UH¥1U t. which is
H¥1 transformed to relative and center of mass coordinates, acts on functions on € x R,
where Q; = {(r,z1) € R3||r1| < 21}, and is translation invariant in zy. For every ¢ € R
let Hilp(qg) be the operator obtained from UH;MUJr by restricting to momentum g¢s in the zo
direction. The operator Hx(g) acts in L2(Q) = {¢p € L2(Q1)[4(r, 21) = (7, 21)} and we have
infa(H%}()\)) = infy,er infa(H%cl()\)(QQ)). We want to choose ¢z to be optimal. That this can be
done is a consequence of the following Lemma, whose proof will be given in Section

Lemma 1.6. Let T, A\, p > 0 and V € LY (R?) for some t > 1. The function gs — inf o(H}(q2))
is continuous, even and diverges to +00 as |qa| — 0.

Therefore, the infimum is attained and we can define n(\) to be the minimal number in
. . Q
[0,00) such that me(H%cl()\) (n(N\)) = 1nf0(HTC11(>\)).
Next, we shall argue that H%l( N (n(N\)) indeed has a ground state, at least for small enough

coupling, which allows us to construct the desired trial state. Let Ag > 0 be such that T}()\) >
T2()\) for A < Ag. Such a )¢ exists by [9, Theorem 1.3].

Lemma 1.7. Let p > 0, let V satisfy Assumption[L2 and let 0 < X\ < Ag. Then H%I(A) (n(N))
has an eigenvalue at the bottom of its spectrum. ‘

The proof of Lemma [[-7 can be found in Section 23l For A < g let @y be the ground state
of Hil“cl(k) (n(A\)). In the case n(A) = 0, the operator Hilpcl()\) (n(A\)) commutes with reflections
ro — —ro and we may assume that <i>>\ is even or odd under this reflection. We extend the
function @) (anti)symmetrically from ), to R3, such that the extended function ®, satisfies
D) ((—=r1,7m2),—21) = Pa(r,21) and FP((21,72),71) = DPr(r,21), where —/+ corresponds to
Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions (see Figure [I] for an illustration). The function ®)
is the key ingredient for our trial state. Let xq denote multiplication by the characteristic

function of ; then @) = X, Pr - We choose the normalization such that ‘|V1/2XQI¢)\||2 =1,
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Figure 1: Sketch of the (anti)symmetric extension of a function v defined on the upper right
quadrant in the (r1, z1)-coordinates. The extension is defined by mirroring along the z; and
y1-axes and multiplying by —1 for Dirichlet boundary conditions.

where VY24(r, z) = VY2(r)y(r,2). (Since V e L}(R?) for some t > 1 and &) € H'(R?), it
follows by the Holder and Sobolev inequalities that V/2®) is an L? function [§].)
Our choice of trial state is
US(r1m2, 21, 22) = (Da(r1,m,21)e NP2 4 Dy (ry, =1y, 21 ) TN ) el

T (PA(r1, 22, 21)V™ 4 ) (ry, — 29, 21 ) TV2)e eIl (1.5)
for some ¢ > 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 (L) is the natural generalization of the trial state for a half-space used in [9].
Note that ¢§ is the (anti)symmetrization of @ (r,z;)eM?2=<l2l and satisfies the boundary
conditions. The trial state vanishes if = 0 and ®) is odd under ro — —r9; our proof will

implicitly show that at weak coupling ®) must be even if = 0. We shall prove the following
two Lemmas in Sections @l and [l respectively.

Lemma 1.8. Let y > 0, let V' satisfy Assumption .2 and let 0 < X\ < Ag. Then
lim s, UHZE  UTS) = ALy + Lo) (1.6)

with

L= f X|za|<[ra) V (T) <|‘1>A(7“1,?“2,21)|2 + @ (r1, 22, 21)
leR

+ By (r1, 9, 21) DA (r1, =, 21)e 2NZ2 L B (1) 2o, 21 ) By (11, — 20, 21 e 2NN

T Bo(r1, 7, 21) @A (11, 22, 21)eTNT2722) T\ (1) 29, 21 ) By (r1, 79, 21 )e TN (2 722)
F BA(r1, 72, 21)®a (11, —22, 21)e TNC2T2) T Oy (1) 29, 21 )P (11, 12, Zl)ein(A)(rﬁm)) drdz

(1.7)



Ly=— f V(r) (‘CI))\(7°1722721)‘2 + @y (r1, 22, 21) @ (71, —22,21)6_%’7(””>drdz
leR

Fom fR2 (@m,n<A>,ql>vXQg>A<pl,n<A>, 4)+@x(p1, ~=1(N). 1) VX @A (P nm,ql)) dprday,

(1.8)

where @(p, q1) = $gs %w(r, z1)drdz; denotes the Fourier transform and Xq, denotes

multiplication by the characteristic function of Q.

Lemma 1.9. Let > 0 and let V satisfy Assumption[L2. As X\ — 0 we have L1 = O(1) and
Lo < —% for some constant C' > 0.

In particular, there is a Ay > 0 such that for all 0 < A < Ay, limeo{¥§, UH?f(A) UT¢§\> <0

and hence also inf O’(H;}f( )\)) < 0. The final ingredient is the continuity of inf O’(H¥2) in T, which

can be proved analogously to [9, Lemma 4.1]. For A < A\; we have for T' < T}(\) by Lemma [[T]
and the definition of T that inf o(H$?) < inf o(H2') < 0. We saw that infa(Hé}f(A)) < 0 and

thus by continuity there is an € > 0 such that for all T'€ (0, T} (\) + €] we have infa(H;lQ) < 0.
In particular, T2(A) > T}(\). This concludes the proof of Theorem [

Remark 1.10. Compared to the proof of T} (A\) > T2()) in [9] there are two main differences and
additional difficulties here. The first difference is that ®) here depends on r and z;, and not just
r. In particular, we need to understand the dependence and regularity of ®, in z;. 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 7(A), which potentially is non-zero, and we need knowledge about its asymptotics
for A — 0. As a consequence, we may have that ®y(ry, o, z1)e" N2 £ &y (ry, =1y, 21 )e "M N22,
which is why the expressions in Lemma[[.§ are twice as long as in the analogous ones in [9] Lemma
4.3].

Remark 1.11. The Assumptions are almost identical to the assumptions for proving
TH(\) > T2(\) in dimension two in [9]. Here we additionally assume V = 0 because to compute
the asymptotics of @) we apply [9, Theorem 1.7] and several Lemmas used in the proof thereof,
which require V' = 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 Lo in Lemma [I.8 are of equal order and converge to
some finite numbers as A — 0. The limits of L and Ly then need to be computed to determine
whether limy_,o0(L; + L2) < 0. In [9], the ground state on the full space could effectively
be replaced by ®o = ({zs V(r)js(r)2dr)~Ljs, with js(r) = (2m)~%2 (g, eVF¥"dw, in the limit
A — 0. Motivated by the asymptotics of the half-space minimizer @) in two dimensions proved
in Lemma B.2] we expect that as A — 0, n(A\) — 0 and the function ®) behaves like ®( in
the r-variable, and concentrates at zero momentum in the z; 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

)l\ir% Ly =2 f \ X‘Z2|<‘T2|V(T)|‘I>Q(7“) + @0(7“1, 29, Tg)‘szdZQ (1.9)
- R
and 5
lim Ly = QJ V()| ®o(r1, 20, 73)[2drdze F Tﬂf V()| ®o(r)|*dr. (1.10)
A—0 R4 ol /2 R3
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We therefore expect T2(\) > T1()\) at weak enough coupling if V' satisfies limy_,o(L1 + Lo) < 0,
which due to radiality of V and ®q is the same condition as for T}(\) > T2()\) 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¥1 and H¥2

In this section we shall introduce some notation that will be useful later on, and prove Lem-
mas [[.1] and [[.7. The following functions will be important:

2 2
p*+q°—2u 1
. RN and Br(p,q) = 5 —.
tanh (I)Q—TH) + tanh (QQ_TH) T(p + q,p Q)

Kr(p.q) = (2.1)

We may write B, when the dependence on p matters. The function K7 satisfies the following
bounds [5, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. For every T > 0 there are constants C1(T, ), Co(T, 1) > 0 such that Cy(1 + p? +
¢*) < Kr(p,q) < Ca(1 +p* + ¢°).

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

1 C(p)

d B <—5 . 2.2
max{[p + ¢% — |, 2T} an 7 (D5 @) Xp2 + 2> 210 T2+ 4 (2.2)

BT(p7 q) <

where C(u) depends only on p.

We use the notation HE(Q) for the Sobolev space of functions vanishing at the boundary
of Q2. In the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, the form domain corresponding to H¥’“ is
DP = {y e H}(Q x Q)|¢(2,y) = ¥(y,x)}. For Neumann boundary conditions, one needs to
replace the Sobolev space H& by H! to obtain D,]CV. Let Kr? be the kinetic term in Hr? The
corresponding quadratic form acts as

2
W) = [ Kalp)| [ Tote o a)otenisds| dpaa (23)

with
(e—iplxl F etP1T1 )e—imm

21297 ’

(e—imm F eiplxl)(e—imm F eimm)
47

To,(z,p) = and Tq,(x,p) = .
(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

1 . A A A .
t(p,qi,7 21) = 3 (e—l(p17"1+q121) + elpiritaizi) T e—iPrz1t+qir1) T ez(p1z1+q1r1)> e P22 (2.5)

Note that withr =2z —y, 2=z +y, p' = (p—q)/2 and ¢’ = (p + ¢)/2 we have
1

TQI (wap)Tﬂl (yap) = th)l?qi?r? Zl)e_inQZQ (26)
and therefore
@, UKF?IUTT@ = fw Br(p,q)"" fﬁ . Wt(p',qll,r, z1)e 22 (r, 2)drdz| dp'dq’.  (2.7)
1 X




The operators H}(qg) defined by restricting U H¥1U T to momentum ¢y in zo-direction can thus
be expressed as

(W, HA(@2)6) = (b, KM (g2)) — A f P, 21)[2drdz (2.8)

where the kinetic term K1.(ga) on L2(Q;) is given by

2
W, K1(ga)t) = f Br(p, (q1,42)) U (@n)e t(p, q1,7, 21)¢(r, z1)drdz1| dpdg:. (2.9)

It is Convenlent to introduce the Birman-Schwinger operators AO and A1 corresponding to
H¥° and HY 7', respectively. Let AY. be the operator with domain LQ(}R2 x R?) restricted to
functions samsfymg P(r, z) = (-, z) and given by

(p, Ay = fw Br(p, g)[V/24(p, )| dpdg. (2.10)

Define the operator AL on ¢ € L2(Q x R) = {¢p € L*(Q x R)[¢)(r, 2) = ¢(—7, 2)} via

2

1 A
fﬁ R(27T)2t(paC]l,T,Zl)e—zqzz2V1/2(r)1/)(r,z)drdz dpdg.  (2.11)
1%

For j € {0,1}, the operator Ajf is the Birman-Schwinger operator corresponding to H;zj in
relative and center of mass variables [9, Section 6]. The Birman-Schwinger principle implies

WAk = | Br(oa)

that sgn infa(H;)j) = sgn(1/\ — sup (A7), where we use the convention that sgn0 = 0.
Due to translation invariance in zg, for fixed momentum gy in this direction, we obtain the
operators Ak.(qz) on ¥ € L2(€)) given by

2
(p, A (ga)iby = BT (p, (q1,92)) t(p, qu, 7, 20) VY2 () (r, 21 )drdzy | dpdgy. (2.12)
3/2

The operator A%(qg) is the Birman-Schwinger version of H(g2). In particular, HTI(A)( n(\))
has the eigenvalue zero at the bottom of its spectrum if and only if 1/ is the largest eigenvalue

of ATI(A)( ()\)2
Let ¢ : L?(21) — L%(R3) be the isometry

1
wp(ri,re, z1) = E(w(rhT%Zl)XQl(ra z1) + (=11, 72, —21)Xq, (=71, 72, —21)). (2.13)
Using the definition of ¢ in (Z.5]) and evenness of V' in 75 one can rewrite (2.12) as

2
(W, Ar(g2)) = fRS Br(p,q) ‘%(V”zbw(p, a1) FVY2u((q1,p2),p1))| dpdg: (2.14)

Let F5 denote the Fourier transform in the second variable Fyi)(r, q1) = V%Tr SR e~ (r, z1)dzy

and Fj the Fourier transform in the first variable Fyi(p,q) = % SR e~P"y)(r,q)dr. Define the
operators Gr(g2) on L?(R3) through

(b, Gr(ge)Y) = fRa FLVY24((q1, pa), p1) Br(p, ) FL VY%(p, q1 )dpda. (2.15)

Let A9 (q2) acting on LZ(R? x R) be given by (1), A%.(q2)1) = §zs Br(p,q)|V?¢(p, q1)|*dpda.
It follows from (2.14) and Br(p,q) = Br((q1,p2), (p1,¢2)) that

Al(g2) = 1 (A%(q2) T FIGr(g2) Fo)e. (2.16)



2.1 Proof of Lemma [I.1]

Proof of Lemma[L1l. We proceed analogously to the proof of [9, Lemma 2.3]. Let S; be the shift
by [ in the second component, i.e. Sy (z,y) = ¥((z1,22 —1), (y1,y2 —1)). Let 1 be a function in

Df)/ N with bounded support, for the case of Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions, respec-
tively. For [ big enough, S;e is supported on 29 x 25 and satisfies the boundary conditions. The
goal is to prove that liml_>oo<SlzZ),H¥2 Sy = <, H¥11/)> Then, since functions with bounded

support are dense in Df)/ N (with respect to the Sobolev norm), the claim follows.

Note that (Sjp, VSjp) = (1, Vap). Let b be the (anti-)symmetric continuation of ¢ from
Q1 x O to R? x R? as in Figure Il giving ¢ € H'(R*). Furthermore, using symmetry of K7 in
po and g9 one obtains

<Sl¢7 K¥2 Sl¢> = i jR4 {Z(pa q)KT<p7 q) |:1Z\<p7 q) + 1;((]717 _p2)7 q)ei21p2 + 1’;(}7, ((h, —qg))equ
+ 12((291, —p2), (a1, *qQ))eiQZ(pﬁq?)]dpdq (2.17)

for [ big enough such that Sj3 is supported on Qo x Qy. The first term is exactly (1, K¥1w>.
Note that by the Schwarz inequality and Lemma 21l the function

~ ~

(p,q) — ¥(p, 0) K1 (p, Q) ((p1, —p2),q) (2.18)

is in L'(R%%) since ¢ € H'(R*). By the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, the second term in (Z17)
vanishes for [ — 0. By the same argument, also the remaining terms vanish in the limit. O

2.2 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma L8 For continuity, it suffices to prove that for all T > 0 and u,Qq, Q1 € R
there is a constant C(T, i, Qo, Q1) such that for all Qo < ¢2,¢5 < Q1 we have |Br(p,q)~! —
Br(p, (q1,,)) 7t < C(T, 1, Qo, Q1)|g2 — ¢5|(1 + p* + ¢3). The claim then follows analogously to
the proof of [9, Lemma 4.1].

We write Br(p,q)~" — Br(p, (a1,6)) ™" = (g5 — @2)f (4,65 — 42) By (p, (a1, 43)) By (p, ),
where f is defined as in the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let T, ;1,Q1 > 0 and define the function f :R? x R2 x R — R through

fp,q,z) = i (Br(p, (91,92 + x)) — Br(p,q)) (2.19)

for x # 0 and f(p,q,0) = 04 Br(p,q). Then f is continuous and for |q2| < Q1 there is a
constant C depending only on T, u and Q1 such that

C

< . 2.20
1+p2 +p3+q} (2.20)

£ (P, ¢, )|

The proof is provided in Section [Z.Jl1 Together with Lemma 2] the desired bound on

|Br(p,q)~' — Br(p, (q1,¢)) | follows.
The function ga — inf o(H7(g2)) is even since by ([2.8), 2.9) and radiality of V' we have

p, H%(—QQ)¢> = <1;, H}(qg)zb, where ¢(r, z1) = ¥((r1, —r2), 21). The divergence of infa(H%(qg))
as |qa| — oo follows from (2.9) and (2.2]). O
2.3 Proof of Lemma 1.7

Proof of Lemma[1.7, According to (Z.16)), the half-space Birman-Schwinger operator AL (gs) for
q2 € R can be decomposed into a term involving A%(g2) and a perturbation involving Gr(ga).



The operator A%(g2) has purely essential spectrum and a := supo(A4%) = supo(4%(0)) [9,
Lemma 2.4]. Below we shall prove that Gp(q2) is compact. The part of the spectrum of A%p
that lies above a% hence consists of eigenvalues.

Since sup o(AY) is strictly decreasing in 7' and T2 (\) > T2()), sup J(A%ﬂclo\) (n(\) = A"t >

a%cl e Hence A~ ! is an eigenvalue of Achl o) (n(M\)) and by the Birman-Schwinger principle
Hl

TI0) (n(A\)) has an eigenvalue at the bottom of the spectrum.

To prove compactness of Gr(g2) defined in ([2.I5]), we prove that its Hilbert-Schmidt norm
is finite. Writing out the Hilbert-Schmidt norm in terms of the integral kernel of Gr(g2) and
carrying out the integrations over relative and center of mass coordinates, one obtains

1G7(q2)|lfis = fw IV (0, p2 — pb) > Br(p, ) Br((p1, P, ¢)dp1dgdpadph. (2.21)

By (22) and Young’s inequality, this is bounded above by

5 1/r 1 s 2/s
(T, 70, [pa)?rd f f ( > d > dpid 2.2
T (JR| (- 1p=D)] p2> R( e\ I+ +@+pm:) P2 praq (2.22)

where 2 = 1/r + 2/s. By assumption V € L' A L' for some ¢ > 1. Note that V is con-
tinuous by Riemann-Lebesgue and V € L' n L® for some ¢ < oo by the Hausdorff-Young

~ 1/r
inequality. In particular, due to the radiality of V, we can bound (SRH/(O, |p2|)|2r) <
V112, + %H‘A/H%r, which is finite for the choice r = ¢'/2. With this choice, we have s > 1.

s 2/s .
Note that (SR <m) dp2> = W for some constant C'. Hence the integral

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

3 Regularity and asymptotic behavior of the half-space ground
state

In this section we prove some regularity and convergence results for ® (defined in Section [[T]),
which we shall use later to prove Lemmas [[.§ and [L9 The asymptotics of T2(\) and T}(\) for
A — 0 are known:

Remark 3.1. It follows from [7, Theorem 2.5] that |A~! — ¢, lnﬁ%| = O(1) for A — 0.
Furthermore, [9, Theorem 1.7] implies that In TOL(A) —In TIL(A) = o(1) for A — 0. Therefore, |\~!—
ey In TlL(A)| = O(1) as well. In particular, both T?()\) and T}(\) — 0 as A — 0 exponentially
fast.

Let Wy (7, 21) := %Vlﬂ(r)@)\(r, 21)X|ry|<|z| & function on R3. Note that ||z = 1 due to

the symmetry under (ry,z1) — —(r1,21) and the normalization HV1/2XQI‘I>>\H2 = 1. The first
convergence result describes the asymptotic behavior of n(\) and ¥y as A\ — 0. According to
the Birman-Schwinger principle, xg W is an eigenvector of Azi(y)(n(A)) corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue.

Let
1

= — | e“rVidw. (3.1)
27 s

Ja(r) :

Due to assumptions [L2|{i) and (), the eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue e,
of O, has angular momentum zero and is given by [9]

V2(r)ja(r)

w(r) =
( Sr2 V(T’)jg(T’)QdT,>

- (3.2)

9



Let P : L?(R3) — L%(R3) denote the projection onto ¥° in the r-variable, i.e. Py(r,q1) =
0(r) Sge ¥O(r") (1, q1)dr’. For 0 < 8 < 1 let Qg denote the projection onto small momenta in
q, ie. Qpo(r,q1) = ¥(r,q1)x wl (Tion)? Let PL =T —P and Qfg =1-Qs.
(2
Our first convergence result is that for A — 0 the minimizer of H,

N

T1 o) concentrates at

momentum zero in the center of mass variable. More precisely, n(A) — 0 and ¥ A concentrates
at momentum zero in z; direction and approaches 1" in the r-variables. This is made precise in
the following Lemma, whose proof can be found in Section 311

Lemma 3.2. Let > 0, V satisfy Assumption[I.2 and let 0 < 5 < 1. For A — 0 we have
(i) n(A) = O(TZ (V)

(i) |[PHEP,3 = O(N)

(i) |Q5 FaWxll5 = O(N)

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||;»;¢ for
[t

{i,j} = {1,2}, as first taking the L%-norm in the j-th variable and then taking the LP-norm in
the i-th variable. The following estimate is analogous to [0, Lemma 3.7] and follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 3.3. Let V € L}(R?) and ¢ € L*(R? x R). Then

- - 1/2
VY24 e 2 < sup (fR [V 24(p, q1)|2dq1>
p

HVM”

— — 1/2
<V P0lige = ([ s Vo a0Pan) < Do 9

To simplify notation, we shall sometimes write 7,7 instead of T ()),n(\). The eigenvalue
equation xg P\ = )\(K%l()\)( ()\))_1VXQ1<I>)\ combined with

1 1~
2n)ie ffh t(p, q1,7,21)@A(r, 21)drdz; = 5@)\(]), q1) (3.4)
gives
O, 72A / / / / / / /
PA(p,q1) = @ Js Brioy (0, (g, n(MN))Eps g, 7', 21)V (r) (', 21)dr'd 2y (3.5)
1

for (p,q1) € R3. We use (3.5)) together with (ZF) and the definition of ¥y to split ®, into the
sum <I>§ F 5%, where

etpr+aqiz1) —
o (r,21) = V2A RSWBTg(p, (q1,m)VY2U(p, q1)dpdg (3.6)

and
(p'TJrqwl)

B ) = VO | S B b )V () e, (37)
RS (27()3/2 c

For j € {d, ex} we further split @g\ = ¢§’<+<I>j’>, where ®7# for # € {<, >} has the characteristic
function 2 2 in the integrand. Furthermore, let ®# = ®%# T peo.#,

The following three Lemmas contain regularity properties for @y, which are later used for
dominated convergence arguments in the proof of Lemma [[.8. Furthermore, they also contain
information about the weak coupling behavior of the different @f\’#, which is important for the
proof of Lemma [[L9 The first Lemma is useful to prove that L; is of order O(1).
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Lemma 3.4. Let ;i > 0, let V' satisfy Assumption[L2 and let 0 < X < Xo. Then ||| gz < 0.
Furthermore, Hfbgl\HL?oL% = O(1) and H@f\x’>HL<{oL% =O0()\) as A — 0.

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

Lemma 3.5. Let p > 0, let V satisfy Assumption and let 0 < A < Ag. The function
(r,2) — VV2(r)|®x(r1, 22,21)| is in L*(R*). Furthermore, as A — 0, the L*>(R*)-norms of
the functions VY/2(r)|®3 (r1, 22, 21)|, Vl/z(r)|<1>§l\’<(7“1, 2, 21)| and VY2(r)| @55 (r1, 29, 21)| are of
order O(\), O(A~?), and O(AY?), respectively.

This suggests that the only possible origin for divergence in Lo lies in contributions from
Vl/Q(T)|<I>§\l’<(T1, 22,21)|- In the proof of Lemma [ we shall show that the L? norm of this term

indeed grows as A~2, resulting in the 1 /A divergence of Ly. Furthermore, we need the following
for the proof of Lemma [[.8l

Lemma 3.6. Let p > 0, let V satisfy Assumption[L.2 and let 0 < X\ < A\g. Define the functions
90, g+ and g— on R? as

90(p2, q2) = JRQ DA 1)V xa®@a(p1, 92, 91)dp1dg (3.8)
and
9+(p2, q2) = JRQ Px(p. 1) [Bif (p,9) = B (p: (a1, n))]ffh((ph +42), q1)dp1dar. (3.9)

The functions gy and g+ are continuous and bounded and g+ (p2,n) = 0 for all ps € R.

The proofs of these three Lemmas are given in Sections -3

3.1 Proof of Lemma [3.2]

Proof of Lemmal3.2. Recall the operators A%, and AL from Section 2 and let a]f = sup O’(A%—‘).
It follows from Lemma [[LT] and the Birman-Schwinger principle that a&} < a%p (for details see
the proof of [9, Theorem 1.7]). According to [7, Lemma 3.4] for T'— 0 the asymptotic behavior
of a¥ is given by a% = e, In(u/T) + O(1). Recall the decomposition of AL.(¢ge) in ZI6). The
operator norm of Gr(gz) is bounded uniformly in 7" and ¢y according to [9, Lemma 6.1]. Recall
that \/5}(@1\1/)\ is a normalized eigenvector of A%l()\) (n(\)) and note that Lﬂxﬁlllf)\ = U,, where
¢ was defined in (ZI3]). With Remark B1] we have for A\ — 0

epn /T (A) + O(1) = ag(y) < agany = (Wa, A1) ((A) Ty + O(1) (3.10)

For q € R? let Br(-,q) denote the operator on L?(R?) which acts as multiplication by Br(p, q)
(defined in (21)) in momentum space. Note that

(W, A () (N(A) ) = JR<F2\I/A(-,Q1), V2B (s (a,n))V 2R )y (3.11)

According to [9, Lemma 6.8], there is a constant C'(u, V'), such that for all ¢ € R? and 1 € L2(R?)
with |[¢l2 =1

G, VY2 By (-, ) VY2 < (b, Ou)In <min {l—\fllﬁ’ %}) X2<min{w/T,/i/lq} T C(1 V). (3.12)

In combination, we have for A — 0

ulny/TEO) < |

q |<\/ﬁ/2<F2‘I’)\(’aQI),OﬂF2\I’>\(',Q1)>1Il (min{ \/’E , © }) dq1+0(1)

@+ 0?2 TH)
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We will use this to prove the three parts of the claim.
(@ By definition of e, we can bound (FoWy(-,q1), O, Foa¥ (-, q1)) < eul| Fo¥A(+, q1)||3. More-

over, clearly In <min{\/q%ﬁ()\)2, TﬁA)}) < In(y/u/n(A)). By BI3) and since [[F2W,[l2 = 1,
there is a constant ¢ such that e, In(p/T}(\)) < e, In(y//n(A)) + ¢ for small X. In particular,

[n(T)| < SELLTL(N), Le. n(A) = O(TIN)).

() Denote the ratio of the second highest and the highest eigenvalue of O, by «, where
a < 1 by Assumption [L2(w). Then

| P, 0uP WA s < ¢ (PRSP + alB R, )
=e, (|05 — (1 — ) |PTET,|?)  (3.14)
Therefore, by ([B.13)
Inp/THA) < (1= (1= ) |[PERP,)?) Ing/THX) + O(1) (3.15)

for A\ — 0. This means that |[PLFW,]2 = O(1/Inpu/T()\)). According to Remark B}
limyo Alnp/T}(X) = e, and thus IPLE T2 = O(N).

@) Let e(N\) = |]Q§F2\I/>\H2 = (s [P (r, q1)|*x . sdrdg;. By (BI3]), we have
|Q1t>xﬂz<‘£;‘*)

for small A s

e, Inp/THA) < (1 —e(N)ey Inp/THN) + e(Mey, In ﬁ +C (3.16)
for some constant C. Hence
) < ¢ _ o) (3.17)
S 0= Bep mpu/TI0Y |

where we used Remark B.I] in the last step. O

3.2 Proof of Lemma [3.4
Proof of Lemma[3.3). If we show ||¢§HL({O(R2)L%(R) < 00 and || P57 || oo (m2) L3 () < O, the Schwarz
inequality implies ||| pe @e)rz®) < © -

We shall first prove that ||<I>§||L§OL§ is finite and of order O(1) for A — 0. Using (B.6]) we
have

12%(r, )13
2 [ V20 (1 o) / e 20 /
=2\ . V2U(p',q1) B (v (Q1777))WBT01 (p, (q1,m)V1/2¥(p, q1)dpdp'dgy

eilp—p')r

WBTCI (p, (q1,m)V V2 (p)dpdy/

< 2\ sup sup f Vl/zi/i(p/)BTcl @', (q1,m))
q1ER PpeL?(R?),||¢]l2=1 JR*

(3.18)
The latter integral is the quadratic form corresponding to the projection onto the function

b, (1) = %F1BTC1 (r — 7', (q1,1))VY2(r"). Hence, taking the supremum over 1, ([3.I8) equals

i(p—p)r

6 ~

272 sup g |13 = 2X2 sup fw NCOE Bri(p, (qu,m)V (p — 9 )Br: (¢, (q1,m))dpdp’.  (3.19)
q1€ q1€

12



We split the integration into p? > 2u,p? < 2u and p'? > 2u,p” < 2u. Using [2.2)) leads to the
bound

2)2

19401 < e

2
HVHoosup (J Bri(p, (q1,1))Xp2 <2ﬂdp>

. c
+ 2sup f Bru (0 (41, 1) xp2 <3 U (p — 1) ——s dpdp’
e JrRt ¢ 1+p

(GIENPN C
Vip-7p dpdp’| (320
| TV = e | (320
for a constant C' independent of A. We start by considering the first term in the square bracket.
Note that ||V, < % < . For fixed T" > 0, the function Br(p,q) is bounded, hence the

term is finite for fixed A\. For T' — 0 we have sup cg2 Sge Br(p, @) Xp2<2,dp = O(In p/T'). To see
this, we first apply the inequality [5] (6.1)]

Br(p,q) < (BT(p +¢,0) + Br(p — ¢,0)). (3.21)

This gives the upper bound sup,cg> SRQ Br(p, O)X(pfq)2<2,udp' The vector g shifts the disk-
shaped domain of integration, but does not change its size. In particular, the contribution with
p? < 24 is bounded above by S Br(p,0)xp2<2,dp = O(Inp/T) [7, Proposition 3.1] while the
contribution with p? > 2y is uniformly bounded in T since by (Z2)) the integrand is uniformly
bounded. Since for A\ — 0 we have Inu/T!(\) = O(1/\) by Remark B}, the first term in the
square bracket in (3.20) is of order 1/A? as A — 0. For the second term in the square bracket we
use Holder’s inequality in p’. Since V € L! for some t > 0, by the Hausdorff-Young inequality
we have V € Lt where 1 = 1/’ + 1/t. Hence, the second term is bounded by

, (3.22)
Lt(R2)

2sup j Bra (p. (g1,1)) X2 <0udp| ¥ 10
q1 JR4

C
L+
which is finite for fixed A and of order O(1/A) for A — 0. Using Young’s inequality, one sees
that the third term in the square bracket is bounded. Taking into account the factor A? in front
of the square bracket, we conclude that ||®¢(r,-)||3 = O(1) uniformly in 7.

We shall now show that for fixed A, [|®§7| 12 < 0 and ‘|‘1)§\x’>”L§OL§ =0(N) as A — 0. We

have

— eilp—p')r
||(I)§\$(Ta )H% = 2>‘2 j]R2d+1 Vl/Q\I])\((QI’pIQ)apll)BTcl (p/a (q15 n))WBTl (p’ (QIa 77))

x VV2W,((q1,p2), p1)dpdp’dgr  (3.23)
Similarly, we get an expression for [|[®5"7(r,-)||3 if we multiply the above integrand by the

characteristic functions X2 | g2-9),Xpr2 4 4259, Using ([2.2)), we bound (| @522 Te2 and || 5" >HL00L2

above by

O [ VP (1) ah)

1 1

1+92+ @1+ p2 +qz\ 205 ((g1,p2).p1)ldpdp'dgs  (3.24)
1

where the constant C' depends on g and A for the bound on || ®§¥||2 112 but is independent of A

for the bound on ||®5"~

we get the upper bound

- 1 1/2 1 1/2
e [ ) (Larmreaeon) i
< ON(IV[llwall3 (3.25)
Therefore, [|®57|| Loz is finite and ‘|‘1)§\x’>”L§OL§ = O(N). O

|2 112 Using the Schwarz inequality in p; and p} and then Lemma B.3]
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3.3 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[33. By the Schwarz inequality, it suffices to prove that for j € {d,ex} and # €
{<,>} the integrals {5, V(T)|<I>§\’#(T1, 22, 21)|?drdz are finite for all \g > A > 0 and that as A\ — 0
we have {p, V(r)|<I>§\’>(r1, 29, 21)[2drdz = O(N?) for j € {d, ex}, §pa V(T)|‘1>§l\’<(7“1, 29, 21)2drdz =
O(A™1) and (g, V(r)|®5"~(r1, 22, 21)[Pdrdz = O(N).

Using the definitions (see ([B.6) and (B.7])) one can rewrite for # € {<, >}

fw V()| @57 (11, 20, 21)[Pdrdz = 2)2 fw V(p1 —1f, 0)Br1 ((p1,p2), (q1,m)VY2UA(PL, p2, 01)

x By (p, (g1, m)VY2UA(D, 1) X242 0, Xp2 434 22, AP1dP dp2adan - (3.26)

1 1

and

fw V()| @55 # (r1, 22, 21)Pdrdz = 2 fw V(p1 — 11, 0)Bra (0, p2), (a1, 1) VY205 (1, p2, 1)

x By (p, (q1,m)VY2UA(q1, D2, D1 X242 20 X2+ p3 2 2, P11 dp2dqn. (3.27)

1 1
For <I>f\l’>, with the aid of (2.2]) and Lemma [B.3] the expression is bounded by

1 1 —o

V129, (- 2 dgqdp’ dpid
\ 1+p/12+p%1+p%+p%\| A @) 5 dgrdpidprdpe

R

exr,>

where the constants C, C' depend only on p. For ® v~ we use (2.2)) and the Schwarz inequality
in p; and p} to bound [B.27) by

1 2

XV f H
g2 |14+ 2+p3+ ¢

where we used Lemma B3 in the second step. Again, the constants C,C' depend only on L
For @i‘ we bound (B.26]) above by

dpadan|[VY2U 72 < CNVIRIOAIE  (3:29)
L2(R)

V] =
p. \? » Bra(p, (q1,m)Bry (01, p2)s (g1, M IVY2CA( q0) 50X 24 62 <2 X224 42 <2, APAPT At
< A3 SU% - T} (p’ (QI’ 77)) T} ((plap2)’ (QI’ 77))Xp2+q%<2uXp’12+p%+q%<2u papq (330)
q1€

where we used Lemma B3] and ||¥)|l2 = 1 in the second step. For fixed A this is finite because
B is a bounded function. For A — 0 the following Lemma together with Remark [3.1] imply
that this is of order O(A™1).

Lemma 3.7. Let 1,C > 0. For T — 0 we have

sup Br(p, ¢)Br((p. p2), ¢ )dp1dpidps = O(ln p/T)>. (3.31)
q,q’eRQ R3

Furthermore, for every 0 < §1 < p there is a d2 > 0 such that for T — 0

‘ ‘S‘ulp 5 L@(l ~ Xpu—6y <pi<pt 81 Xp2 <48, Xpf2 <45, ) Br(p: @) Br((p1, p2), ¢')dp1dpidps
qllg’'| <62

= O(lnp/T)°%. (3.32)
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The second part of this Lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma to compute the
asymptotics of Ly. The proof of Lemma [B.7 can be found in Section
For @~ we bound (3.27)) above using Lemma 3.3 and ||V, |2 = 1, which gives

A
2m

where B;m’2(£) is the operator acting on L2(—~/2p, /2p) with integral kernel

2
—IVIRIBE ()] (3.33)

BE2(©)(0h,p1) = fR2 Br((ph,p2): (a1, ) Br(p, (01, €)Xz +p3<zudardpa. (3.34)

The superscript 2 indicates that there are two factors of By, as opposed to B which is defined
later in (5.7)). The following Lemma together with Remark B.J] and Lemma B2|[) implies that
(333)) is bounded for fixed A\ and of order O(X) for A — 0.

Lemma 3.8. Let c¢,u > 0. Then Sup|£|<cTHBex2( )| is finite for all T > 0 and of order
O(lnp/T) as T — 0.

The proof of Lemma [3.8] is given in Section [T.3] O

3.4 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[38. For functions ¢ on R? let S¢(p1,p2,q1) = ¢¥(p,q1) + ¥(—p1,p2, —q1) F
¥(q1,p2, 1) F ¥(—q1,p2, —p1)- For p,q € R? let

L%(p,q) := ABr1(p, (q1,7m)), (3.35)
L% (p,q) == NBry (p. (a1,m)| By (0.0) = Byt (0, (a1,m) | Bra (01, £a2), (ar,m) (3:36)
Using ([3.5) we have
w2, = | VxR 0) L. 0V XaPrp: 00 (3.37)
and
9121 = [ SVXQRAp )L () SV E an)dprdar. (339

Note that g4 (p2,n) = 0 since LE(p, (q1,m)) = 0. For measurable functions 91,2 on R? and
P2, g2 € R we obtain using the Schwarz inequality in g

|1/12 (p1,92,q1)|dp1dgs

f]RQ \¢1(p1,p2,Q1)|1 >

1
< |, Tt s 0 laze) s ey (339

pE

and using the Schwarz inequality in q1, p1

jQ |1 (p1, 02, 1) 5|2(q1, g2, p1)|dp1dgr
R

1
1+pf+q3

1
< f ——dp1 sup |1 (p, )l L2 (r) sup|[¥2(p, )l L2w)-  (3-40)
R 1 +p1

peR? peR?
By (22) there is a constant C' independent of p,q (but dependent on ) such that L%(p,q) <
ﬁ. Similarly, by (2.2]) and Lemma 2] there is a constant C' independent of p,q but
dependent on A such that
C(1+p*+¢? 2C
I+p?+a)(1+pt+¢) ~ 1+pi+af

L*(p,q) < (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
T;Z)177;Z)2 on Rg and anpéa q2, Qé eR

‘L@ Svp1(p, (h)LO(Pl,p/zaCh,C]é)%(pl,%,m)dpldm‘ < Csup|[v1(p, )l L2 () SURI;H%(P, M2y
pe

peR?
(3.42)
and similarly

UR2 Sv1(p, a1) L (p1, Ph, a1, ¢5) S (1, iQméh)dpld(h’ < Csup [91(p, )|z w) SUPQWZ(Z% M2
peR

peR?2
(3.43)
. . . . . 1 2 5 _
In particular it follows from (337 and (338) with LemmaB3 and the normalization ||[V1/ X, Pall2 =
1 that go and g+ are bounded.
To prove continuity, first note that

Vxa@a(p1,p2 + €,q1) = Vxa@a(p, q1) = Wexg®a(p, 1) (3.44)

where W(r) = V(r)(e™*"2 — 1). We only spell out the proof for gi, the argument for go is
analogous. For all ps, g2 € R we have

g+(p2 + €,q2 + €) — g+ (p2, @2)

= f . SVxa®a(p1,p2 + €,q1) L (p1, 2 + €, q1, g2 + €) SWexg@a(p1, 42, ¢1)dp1dgy
R

+ f . SWexa@a(p, 1) L= (p1,p2 + €,q1, 42 + 5/)5‘/@)\(1)1, ¢2, q1)dp1dqy
R
- f SVxa@a(p:a) (LE(p1.p2 + €01, @2+ €) = L¥(0,0))SVxa@a(p1, 42, q1)dprdgr - (3.45)
R

Using (B3.47) it follows by dominated convergence that the last line vanishes as €,/ — 0. Fur-
thermore, note that by Lemma [3.3]

1/2
— [Well
HWeXQ{I))\HLgOLgI < 267%1

where H<1>>\HL?OL§1< o0 by Lemma B4l Since |[Wel|1 < |e]||| - |[V]]1 it follows from (B.43]) that the

first two lines in ([3.45]) vanish as €,¢ — 0. In particular, g4 are continuous. O

W2 x5, ®all2<

[Wellx
o [®allrere, (3.46)

4 Proof of Lemma [I.8

This section contains the proof of Lemma [[.8 Recall the definition of ¢ from (2.5]) and let
tp1,q1,71,21) = t((p1,0),q1,(r1,0),21). Let Qo = {(r,2) € R? x R||r1| < z1,[ra| < 22}
Analogously to (2.7)) we have

L i 9
ﬁ t(p1,q1,71, 21)t(p2, g2, 72, 22)Y5 (1, 2)drdz| dpdg
)

W UHEU = | B || G

—)\ﬁ V) (r, 2)Pdrdz. (A1)
Qo

Since the function ¢§ defined in (L3) is symmetric under (rg, 22) — —(r2, 22) and (anti)symmetric
under (rg, z9) — (22,72), we have

- 1 . .
f t(pe, q2, 72, 22)US (1, 2)dredze = —f e P2r2Ta2224C (1, z)dradze (4.2)
|7’2|<22 2 R2
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and

1
f ‘ V(T)‘Ibi(r, Z)‘szQdZQ = Z J]RQ (V(T)X\r2\<|z2\ + V(?“1, 22)X|z2\<|r2|)|w§\(ra Z)|2d7°2d2’2. (4'3)
ro|<zo

Together with ([Z7) we obtain (5, UH%(A)UTQ,Z&} = %<¢§\’H72“01()\)¢§\>’ where the operator H2
is given by
Hf = UKP'U" = AV (1) Xjra) <fs] = AV (71, 22) X2 <o (4.4)

acting on L?(Q; x R) functions symmetric in 7 and antisymmetric/symmetric under swap-
ping ry <> zy for Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions, respectively. Let us define K% =
UK$UT.

The trial state ¢ has four summands, which we number from one to four in the order they
appear in (LL3) and refer to as |j) for j € {1,2,3,4}. By symmetry under (z9,r2) — —(z2,72)
and (rg, z2) — (22,72) we have

4
j=1
For each j € {1,2,3,4} we write

(1, H12“61]> =1, (KJQ“Cl — AV (r))j) +<1, ()‘V(T)X|z2\<|r2\ + AV (rq, Z2)X|T2|<\Z2|)j> — LAV (r1, 22) j)

(4.6)
We shall prove that
4
lim 1, (K3, = AV()j) = 0, (4.7)
j=1
4
Ly = lim Z<1, (V()X|z2 <o T V(715 22) X o) <|22] )T (4.8)
j=1
and .
Ly = 1%;<1,V(r1,zz) 7). (4.9)

In particular, it follows that lim, (%5, U]r-[gl2 Usz§\> = ALy + Lo).

4.1 Proof of ([A7):

We argue that all summands vanish as ¢ — 0.
j=1: We first show that

2

51 @5 (p, 1) Pdpdg

(1, (K3, = AV(r))1) = 1 L@ [BTE (p: (a1, 92 + 1)) = B (v, (a1, n))] ﬁ

T om
(4.10)
Using eigenvalue equation K%l (Mxga, Pr = AVxq, @ together with the expressions (2.7) and

29) for K¥1 and K1(go), respectively, we observe that

(L (K — WV ()1
1

(27T)4 f(ﬁl xR)2xR3

¢)\<7a7 Zl)t(pa q1, T, Zl)

f By} (p, q)e’ =) E=)—ellzl+10) qg
R c

— B;Cll (p, (q1, 77))6_%'”‘2775(2'2 — zé)]t(p, q, 7, 2)®\(r', 2))drdzdr’d2’ dpdg;  (4.11)
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We shall carry out the r,77, z, 2’ integrations. With { e?(=a2)22—¢lz2ld 2y = 52+(7277ti)2, 2 e~ 22l =

2met = qug and (B.4) we obtain
1 _ _ 2 —~
<17 (sz“cl - )‘V<7a))1> = % JiR‘l [BTCll(pa q) - BTc11<p7 (q1777)) (62 + (n B q2)2)2 |(p>\(p’ Q1)i2dpdq

(4.12)
and substituting go — g2 + 1 we arrive at ([A.I0).

2 2 2~
For |ga| > 1, we bound the integrand in (@I0]) by W@A(p, q1)|? using Lemma 211
2
Since ®) € H'(R3), the integral vanishes as ¢ — 0. For |g2| < 1 substitute g — gz and use

that ¢ (B (p, (a1, 92 +1) = BLi (P, (a1,m))) = —f (0, (a1.1), 42) By (P, (a1, g2 +n) B (. (a1,))
where f is defined as in Lemma The integral then equals

1 _ _
T a_ R X|q2|<671f(p7 (q17 77)7 qu)BTcll (p7 (q17 €q2 + 7//)BTcll (p7 (q17 T’))(

q2 = 2
—= | dpdg.
(4.13)

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

|QZi |
(1+43)?
Thus by dominated convergence, continuity of f and Bp and since SR Tad)? +
lime_,o(1, K%, — AV (r)1) = 0.

j=2: We distinguish the cases n(A) = 0 and n(\) # 0. If n(\) = 0, ®x(r,21) is either
even or odd in r3. The term for j = 2 hence agrees with the term for j = 1 or its negative
and hence vanishes in the limit. For n(\) # 0, the intuition is that integration over 2z, 2}
approximately gives a product of delta functions d(g2 — 7)d(q2 + n) = 0. Using (B4) and
tp, a1, (r1,—r2), 21) = t((p1, —p2), q1, 7, 21) We have

(1 (K2~ AV(1)2)

1 —€( |z Z.
=5 e <I>A(p,q1)BT1 (p, q)e )z —itrta)z—lz2420 g (py, —py), q1)dzed4dpdg

CL+p*+q}) o5 (p, 1) (4.14)

72 sdge = 0 we have

- ﬁ B (r, 21 ) AV (r)®y (11, —rg, 21 )e” 2727222l qrd s (4.15)
Ql xR

Carrying out the z9 and z) integrations gives

(L (K7y = AV(1))2)
2

1 = € ~
— <1> B} P — dpd
27T )\(pa ql) Tcl (p7 q) (62 + (n_ q2)2)<62 + (77+ q2)2) )\((ph p2)=‘11) paq
—ﬁ D)\ (1, 21) AV (r) P (11, 7"2,21) drdzl (4.16)
951

Using the Schwarz inequality in the ry variable, we bound the absolute value of the second term
by = 2 SQl )| @ (r, 21)2drdz < E)‘HVH HCDAHLOOLQ According to Lemma B4, ||y pepz <
and hence the term vanishes for e — 0. To bound the absolute value of the first term in (£.16]),
we first use Lemma [2.I] and the Schwarz inequality in the po variable, and then use symmetry
to restrict to g > 0 and distinguish the cases |g2 — 7| S e

e(1+p°+¢%) - )
l. @+ =)@+ ) P aldedd

P Xlgaonl<c(L+D* + %) X|gonj>c€2(1 + D* + ¢ -
<20 j lg2—n|< 2( 2) 4 XMaz—nl> - _ ) dgz | |8 (p, q1)Pdpdas.
g3 \Jo | W—a2)?+ (n+q) (n—q2)*(n + q2)

(4.17)
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There is a constant C(n) such that the first term in the square brackets is bounded above by
Xag—n|>c€>(1+p*+43) This
(n—q2)? :

C(M)X|go—n|<e(1 + p? + ¢%), and the second term is bounded by C(n)
gives the upper bound

([ Xigz —ni><€” 2
C(L [qu—n<5+ (772_7(12)2 dgz | | @Al (gs) (4.18)

The remaining integral is of order O(€) as € — 0, and thus the term vanishes in the limit € — 0.
j=3,4: Using the eigenvalue equation Kilpl()\) (Mxa, Px = AVxg, ®r and ([B.4) we have

(L (K2, = AV ()|
1 2 — — —i(n—q2)zo—i(F rl—e(|z r/
~[o= [ Bxean) (B t0.0) — Bl o () e ettt
T RG c c
X </I\>)\((p1, +q2),q1)dzodrhdpdg|  (4.19)

where the upper signs correspond to j = 3 and the lower ones to j = 4, respectively. Carrying
out the integration over r5 and zo and substituting go — €g2 + 1, p2 — €p2 = 1 we obtain

KL (B2 — AV (1))

1 =
-3z | B £ )
™ JR4

1

— —— _|B} ,€p2 £ 1), (q1,€q2 +
1+p%1+q%[ 1 ((Pr,ep2 £ 1), (q1, €42 + 1))

- Bill((m, ep2 £ 1), (ql,n))]‘fh((m, +(eq2 + 1)), q1)dpdg| (4.20)

With the definition of g4 as in Lemma [B.6] the latter equals

1 €p2 £ 1, €q2 +
’_ f g+ (epa £ 1, €q2 + 1) dpqu2’ (4.21)
27'(' R2

(1+p3)(1 +a3)
With Lemma B.6lit follows by dominated convergence that lime_o(1, (K3, — AV (r))j) = 0.

4.2 Proof of (£8):
We have

4
Z<1, (V(r)X 2 <|ra| TV (71, 22) X|ro|<|20]) 1) = f@ R(V(T)X|z2\<|r2|+V(7“1, 22) X|ra|<| 22| ) PA(T, 21)
=1 1

X (‘b)\(?"a 21)6_2422| + @\ (r1, *7“2,21)6_26'”‘_2”732 F <I>)\(7‘1,22,21)6_5(|r2‘+|Z?|)_”7(z2_7’2)
F ®a(r1, —22, 21)e’e(m‘*'ZQD’Z'"(Z?*”))drdz (4.22)
The claim follows from dominated convergence provided that
jR4(V(T)X|22|<T2| + V(Tla Z2)X|r2|<\m|)|q)>\(’r’ Z1)| (|(I))\(T’ Z1)| + |(I))\(T1’ -T2, Z1)|
@21, 22,21)| + [r(11, —22, 1)) drdz - (4.23)

is finite. Using the Schwarz inequality in z; and carrying out the integration over zs, this is
bounded above by

[ VN it + V122X [ B rdrdza < 16 | Vlraldrl@alry (120

This is finite by Lemma [3.4] and since | - [V € L' by assumption.
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4.3 Proof of (£0):
j=1,2: We have

A,V (rL,z2)1) = | V(r,2)|®@a(r, 21)| e 22ldrd2 (4.25)
leR
and
A,V (r1,22)2) = ﬁ V(r1, 22)®x(r, 21)PA(r1, —72, 21)6_26|32‘_2i"32drdz (4.26)
leR

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

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

A,V (r,22)5) = f V(r1, 22)xq, Pa(r, 21)@a(r1, 29, 21 e~ P2tz g elral Finra .
R4

62

€2+ (p2 T ) (€2 + (ph Fn)?)
1
1+ p3)(1 + p5)

2 —_—
= f A )V xa@x(p1, 12, q1) ( dp1dpadpydg
R
2 /
=—| go(ep2 £m,epy £ 1)
™ JR2 (

dpadp  (4.27)

where the upper/lower signs correspond to j = 3 and j = 4, respectively, and g is defined as in
Lemma It follows from Lemma 3.6, dominated convergence and SR 1Jr%d:c = 7 that

1%<15 V(rla Z2)j> = 27790(i77’ in) (428)

For Dirichlet boundary conditions this comes with a minus sign.

5 Weak coupling asymptotics

In this section we shall prove Lemma [[L9I We prove the desired asymptotic bounds for L; and
Lo in Sections 5.1l and [B.2] respectively.

5.1 Asymptotics of L,

The goal is to show that L; defined in (L7) is of order O(1) as A — 0. By the Schwarz
inequality, it suffices to prove that SQIXR Xjza|<lral V(P) (| @A (r1, 72, 21) |2 + [@A(r1, 22, 21)|?)drdz =
O(1). Furthermore, since @y = ®§ F &5~ F &5~ (see (B.6) and (B7) for the definitions), again
by the Schwarz inequality it suffices to prove

ﬁ X‘Z2‘<|r2|V(r)|<1>§(r1,r2, z1)|?drdz = O(1) (5.1)
leR

and

f Nieal<tral V) B (11, 2, 21) Pdrdz = O(1) (5.2)
leR

for j e {d, (ex, <), (ex,>)}.

Case j € {d,(ex,>)}: According to Lemma B4} sup,ge |<1>§(7“, z1)|?dz; = O(1). Both
(5.1) and (5.2)) follow since |- |V e L.

Case j = (ex,<): Let Wi(r) := 2|ro|V(r) and Wa(r) := {5 V/(r1, 22) X|ry|<|z5|dz2. We have
W1, Wo € L'(R?). Note that

ﬁ X|ZQ‘<|T2‘V(T)|<I>§I’<(T1,7“2,zl)|2drdz= i Wl(r)|<1>§\x’<(7“1,r2,z1)|2drdzl (5.3)
leR Q1
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and

ﬁ X‘Z2‘<|r2|V(T)|<I>§\x’<(T1,,22,zl)|2drdz= i Wg(r)|<1>ix’<(7“1,r2,zl)|2drdzl, (5.4)
Q1 xR 951

where we renamed zp <> 9. For any L'-function W > 0 we have

1/2
(] woles=eurambarda) " = wPer=la= s W e
o2 YeL?(Q1),||¢¥]|lz=1
< \/5)\ sup f ’Wl/zl/fl (p7 Q1)BTCI (p7 (Q17 n))Xp%<2u
Y1,926L2(R3),|[¢1 ]| =92 ]|=1 JR?

x V12¢5((q1, p2), p1)|dpdgr  (5.5)

where we used (3.7)) and the normalizationM| = 1 in the last step. We bound |M1 (p,q1)| <
HWH}/2HF21/11(-,(11)H2, and similarly for |V1/2¢5(p, q1)|. Thus (53] is bounded above by
121 11/2 | pex
VEXW VY2 BEE ()| (5.6)

where BS%(qq) is the operator on L?(R) with integral kernel

B (@) (. 1) = | Bro.)xyg <z, (5.7)

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

sup sup|| B7*(¢2)|| < 0. (5.8)
T q2

In particular, we conclude that §o Wi (r)|®5"~ (11,72, 21)[*drdz = O(N?) for k € {1,2}.

5.2 Asymptotics of L,

The goal is to prove that Ly defined in (L&) diverges like —A~! to negative infinity as A — 0.
We shall prove that the second line in (L) is of order O(1) as A — 0. For the first line in (L8]
we shall prove that it is bounded above by —cA™! for some ¢ > 0 as A — 0.

Second line of (LJ): Let ¢ € {n, —n}. Combining (B.8), (337) and the definitions of L°
and S at the beginning of Section B.4] we have

‘ JRQ Pa(p1, & @1)VXxa@alp, &, Q1)dp1d6h‘ < AJR2(|VXQ?A(P1af, q1)| + [Vxa@a(=p1,& —q1)]

+ ‘V@)\(q17§7p1)‘) + ‘V@)\(_qlaga _p1)|)BTCI((p17§)7 ((han))‘V@A(ph&%”dpld%
(5.9)

Using the Schwarz inequality and |V7§§)\(p1,f,q1)| < ||Vﬁ)\(~, q1)|loo this is bounded above
by

9 fRz Bra((p1,€), (a1, m) [V xa@a (- a1)IFodprdas

< 4A sup jR Bra((p1,€), (ar, m)dpillV X @al 72 gy o 2y (5:10)
q1€

where in the second step we used that {5 Bpi((p1,€), (q1,m))dp1 acts as multiplication operator
T B (. : 1/2,,. _ 7 B2
on HVXqu))\( ,q1)||eo- By Lemma[33and since ||V XQI‘I)AH2 = 1 we have HVXQ;I))\HL%(R)L?O(RQ) <

IV|l1. The following Lemma together with Remark Bl and Lemma B2){) implies that (5.10]) is
of order O(1).
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Lemma 5.1. Let £(T),&(T) be functions of T with limp_,o&(T) = limp_o&'(T) = 0. Then as
T—0,
sup [ Bir((pn.&(T). (a1, € (D) = Ol /7). (5.11)

q1

The proof can be found in Section [4l

First line of (L8): Recall from Section Bl that &) = &7 + ®¢~ F ®5°~. By Lemma
the L2-norms of V1/2(7°)<I>§(r1, 29,21), V1/2(7")<I>§’<(r1, 29,21), and V1/2(T)(I)§\$’<(7“1, 29,21) are of
order O(\), O(A™1/2), and O(\/?), respectively. It follows with the Schwarz inequality that the
first line of Ly in (L8] equals

— ﬁ Vi(r) <|<I>i’<(r1, 29, 21)|2+<I>§’<(r1, 29, zl)¢§’<(r1, —29, 21)6_2"7()‘)7"2> drdz4+0(1) (5.12)
Ql xR

Note that (I)i’<(7“1, 29,21) = <1>§l\’<(fr1, z2,—z1). We rewrite the expression in (0.12]) as

1 — N
—3 f \ V(T)®§’<(r1, 29,21) <<I>§\l’<(r1, z9,21) + @§’<(r1, —z9,21)€ 2"7()‘)7"2>Xn<|zldrdz
R

1

= —§f V(r)@i‘(m, 29,21) (@;{K(m, z9,21) + <I>f\l’<(r1, —29, zl)e_%"()‘)”) drdz
R4

1

+ 5 J;R‘l V(T)¢§,<<7"1, 22, Zl) <¢§\,<<r17 22, Zl) + (bg\l7<(7017 —Z9, Zl)e_Qin()‘)7"2> X‘le<‘rl|drdz (513)

We first consider the last line in (B.I3]) with the restriction to |z1| < |r1|. We prove that this
term is of order O(1) as A — 0. Second, we will prove that the expression on the second line in
(5.13) is bounded above by —cA~! for some constant ¢ > 0 as A — 0.

Asymptotics of third line in (5I3): Define W € L'(R?) by W(r, z1) := V()X |<|ry|-
By the Schwarz inequality it suffices to prove that (g, W (r, zl)\¢§’<(r1, 29, 21)[2drdz = O(1) for
A — 0. Using the definition of <I>§l\’< we have

22 —
» W (r, 20)| @5 (r1, 22, 21)*drdz = e fR5 W((p1 —p1,0), a1 — ¢1)Br2 (p, (q1,1m))

X V1/2ql>\(pa QI)BTcl ((p/15p2)’ (qll’ U))V1/2‘I’>\(p/1ap2, qi)Xp2+q%<2;1,Xp’2+p§+q’12<2udpdp/1dq1dq/1

1

(5.14)
Using |W (p,q1)] < (grv)g/lz and |[V12W, (-, q1)]le0 < HV\H/QHFQ\I/)\(-,ql)HQ we bound this from
above by
)\2

ﬁ”wul ||VH1 sz BTC1 (p’ (qla W))BTcl ((p/15p2)’ (qi’ n))XpQ+q%<2uXp’12+pg+q’12<2u

X [F2 (s q1) |2/l F2 @A (- q1) l2dpdpidgidgy

)\2
< —
52 IWlilVih

SupR JR3 Bry (v, (a1, m) Bry (01, p2), (61, 77))Xp’12+q’12+p§<2uXp2+qf<2udpdp/1]
q1,91€

2
< (LIRmc o da) (519)

By Lemma 3.7 and Remark B} the term in the square bracket in (5.I5]) is of order O(A3).
Splitting the domain of integration into |q1|//z = (T.}/p)? for some 0 < B < 1 and using the
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Schwarz inequality we observe that

jRIIFﬂ’A(',Q1)||2Xq§<2pdq1 < ya(TH/w)?) 21 0alle + (2v/20) I B WX, s> (2 e l2

(5.16)
By Lemma B2AE), [|F2Yrxq, )/ m> 11 /m)8 12 = O(\/2) and by Remark Bl we have (T} /u)?%/? <

2
O((Inp/TH™1) = O(\). Thus, (gRHFQ\yA(.,q1)||2xq%<2udq1) — O()\) and (BI5) is of order

O(1).
Asymptotics of second line in (5.I3]): Analogously to ([B.26) we have

f 4 V(r)@i‘(m, 2, 21)<I)§’<(7”1, — 29, 21)e 22 qpdy = 202 f ) V(pl + p, 2n)Br1 (p, (q1,m))
R R

x V20, (p, q1) Bra (P, 2) (01,1)VY2OAD1 P2, 01)Xp2 g2 <2, X213+ 2 <20 A0APdqr - (5.17)

1
We can thus write

1 —_— .
— f \ V(r)q);’d(rl, 29,21) (@;’d(rl, 29, z1)+<I>)<\’d(r1, —29, 21)672“7()\)742)(17“(12 = (FoUy\, M\F5U)),
R

2
(5.18)
where M), is the operator acting on L?(R3) given by

(W, Mygpy = N? fR4(‘7(p1 = 1,0) + V(p1 + 1, 20) Bra (p, (g1, M) FLV Y20 (D, 41) X2 1 g2<2
x Bra (01, 02), (01, M)Xp2 40242 <2, 1V 2001, p2, 1)dpdpidgr  (5.19)

By the same argument as in the proof of {5, V(r)|<I>CAl’<(r1, 29, 21)2drdz = O(A7!) in Lemma [3.5]
(see (B30)) we have ||M,]| = O(A~1). Recall the projections P and Qg from Section Bl Let T
be the projection T = PQg for some 0 < 8 < 1 and T+ = 1 —T. We have

(FyUy, MyFoU,) = (TFy Uy, MyTFU,) + (TR, M\T R0, + (T Uy, My Fo¥,) (5.20)

Since P and Qg commute, we have ||T+Fo¥,|| = ”Qé_FQ\I/)\ + QPR W, || = O(AY2) according
to Lemma B2[) and (). In particular, the last two terms in (5.20) are of order O(A~1/2). The
remaining term in (5.20)) is bounded below by

(TE, Wy, M\TF,V )

>

=

: 2 Sy & / =
\qlw/ﬁE(Tg/u)B)‘ fRS(V(m p1,0) + V(p1 + p1,20)) Bra ((p1, p2), (41,m)V j2(P) Xp2 442 <24

x Bra((Ph:02), (a1, 1)Xp/2 424 q2 <2V 32 (D1, p2)dpdph [ TR WA I3V 2 a5 % (5.21)

The remainder of the proof follows the same ideas as the proof of [9, Lemma 4.11]. Since V' = 0
we have Y//\'(O) > 0. Furthermore, the eigenvalue equation eMVI/QjQ = OMVVQjQ = @(\p| =
\/E)V1/2j2 implies that 17]\2(|p\ = /i) = e, > 0. By continuity of V and 17]\2 and Lemma B2,
there exist A>0,0<d<pande; > 0such that for all Vi — 0 < po < /1t + 0,p? < 40, p? < 49
and A < A\ we have

(V(pr—p5, 0) +V (p1 404, 20))V j2 (D) V2 (P, P2) X2 1 20 X2 4 24 20|V 22152 > €1 (5.22)

1

Using the second part of Lemma 37 Lemma B2l[) and the boundedness of ‘7,@, it
follows that up to an error of order O(A(In u/T})%/?) = O(A~/?) we may restrict the domain of
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integration in to /1t — 0 < pa < A/t + 0,p7 < 45, p? <46 . Since [|[TFU,[|2 =1-0(\) >
1 1 2

% for small A\, we obtain

(TEW, MA\TF, W) > inf N Bra((p1.p2), (¢1,n))

1/ VE<(TE/w)? R3

C1
2 |q
X Bra (01, 22), (@1, 1))Xpu—52p2 < 5Xp2 <45 X2 <a5dpdp] + O(A"Y?) (5.23)

Using LemmaB. 7 once more, we may leave away the characteristic functions at the expense of an
error of order O(A~1/2). Since n(\) = O(TX())), there is a ¢y > 0 such that 7%+ (Vr(T}/1)P)?
(T /u)?8 for T! < p. The following Lemma, whose proof is given in Section [75 thus
concludes the proof of Lemma [T.9

Lemma 5.2. Let p,c; > 0, 0 < 8 < 1 and € := co\/u(T/p)? for T > 0. Then there are
constants Ty, C' > 0 such that

in f < fRBﬂp,q)dpl)dez>c<1nu/T>3 (5.24)

lal<e Jr

for all0 <T < Ty.

6 Proof of Theorem

This Section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [L5] which states that the relative difference
of T? and T vanishes in the weak coupling limit. It has been shown in [9, Theorem 1.7] that the
relative difference of T} and T? 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- Schvvlnger
operator AY. corresponding to H ° defined in (ZI0). Furthermore, recall the notation Z, Qy and

the representation of UHF}22 U Tin (@) from Section @l The corresponding Birman-Schwinger
operator A2 : L?(3) — L?({)) is given by

2
a1, 71, 21)E (D2, G2, 72, 22) V2 (1) (r, 2)drdz| dpdg (6.1)

w3y = [ Brioa) \ . &

and it follows from the Birman-Schwinger principle that sgn inf 0(H¥2) = sgn(1/\ —sup o (A42)).
Let a%} = sup O’(A%—‘). It is a straightforward generalization of [0, Lemma 4.1] that the claim (4]
is equivalent to

%iir})(a% —a%) =0 (6.2)
and we refer to [5] for the proof.

To verify ([6.2]), the first step is to argue that a% > > a% for all T > 0. Lemma [L1] together
with [9, Lemma 2.3] imply that inf o(H P2y < inf o(Hy 20 for all A, > 0. Using the Birman-
Schwinger principle, it follows that a% > a for all T > 0. For details we refer to the proof
of [, Theorem 1.7].

It remains to show that hmT_,o(a?p — aT) 0. We decompose A in the same spirit as we
decomposed A} 7(¢g2) in [2I6). For AL the decomposition consisted of the “unperturbed” term
A&} and the “perturbation term” G, where the first components of the momentum variables
were swapped. For A2T we additionally get the terms arising from swapping the variables in the
second component, which leads to four terms in total. Let 7 : L2(Qy) — L2(R*) be the isometry

1
> <¢(r, 2)Xq, (1 2) + (=71, 72, =21, 22) Xy, (=71, 72, =21, 22)

w(r,z) = 5
+(ry, =12, 21, —22)Xg, (71, =72, 21, —22) + (=1, —2)Xq, (—7“7—2))- (6.3)
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Using the definition of £ and evenness of V in r; and ro we rewrite (6.1]) as

@A) = | B o) 57000 0) VP01, p2). (01,)
F ﬁ?ﬁ/f((pl,(h), (q1,p2)) + m/}(Q7p)) 2dpdq (6.4)

Define the self-adjoint operators G} ,G%, and Nt on L%(R*) through

W, Gpop)y = fw FVY2((q1,p2), (1, 42)) Br(p, ) F1 VY *(p, q)dpdg, (6.5)

W, Gy = f[@ FVY2((p1,a2), (g1, p2)) Br(p, ) F1V/*(p, q)dpdg, and (6.6)
), Npyp)y = JW F1V124(q,p) Br(p, ) F1 V9 (p, ¢)dpdg. (6.7)

We slightly abuse notation and write F5 for the Fourier transform in the second variable also
when the second variable has two components, i.e. Foip(r,q) = % (e e~ %h(r, z)dz. It follows

from (64) and Br(p,q) = Br((q1,p2), (p1,92)) = Br(q,p) that
A} = i'(A} - F{Rr )T, (6.8)

where Ry = £GL £ G2 — Np. Let Br(-,q) : L>(R?) — L?(R?) denote multiplication by Br(p, q)
in momentum space and define the function E7(q) on R? through

Er(q) := af — |V'2Br (V2. (6.9)

Note that a) = supq€R2|]V1/2BT(-, q)VY?| and therefore Er(q) = 0. For ¢ € L*(RY) let
Ery(r,q) = Er(q)i(r,q). We get the operator inequality a%.1— A9 > F2TETF2, where I denotes
the identity operator on L?(R*). Using (6.8)), the above inequality and that ||Faith||2 = |||z we
obtain

ad — a% > inf (FByitp, (Br + Ry)Faip)y > inf &, (Er + Rr)Y).  (6.10)
YeL2(Q2),[9]2=1 YeL?(RY),||¢]|l2=1

Therefore, it suffices to show that limp_,ginf o(Epr + Rr) = 0. The proof relies on the following
three Lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let > 0 and let V satisfy Assumption L2 Then suppo|Rr| < .

Lemma 6.2. Let pn > 0 and let V satisfy Assumption[TD. Let I<. act on L?>(R*) asI<t)(r,q) =
Y(r, @)X |gl<e- Then lime o supp.g[|I<c Rrl<e||= 0.

Lemma 6.3. Let p > 0 and let V' satisfy Assumption[LZ. Let 0 < e < /u. There are constants
1,62, Ty > 0 such that for 0 <T < Ty and |q| > € we have Er(q) > c1|In(c2/T)|.

The first two Lemmas are extensions of [0, Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2] and proved in
Sections and [I.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 Er(q) = 0, we write

1 1
Er+Rr+6d=~Er+6(1+ R N Er+46 6.11
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for any d > 0. It suffices to prove that for all § > 0 the norm of the second term in the bracket
vanishes in the limit 7' — 0. With the notation from Lemma we estimate for all 0 < e <,/

ity =1 N vty
VEr+0 "VEr+o SVEr+0 \Br+o =
1 1 1 1
+ 1. R Lo || + ||I-. R . (6.12
< \/ET+5 T\/ET+5 = - \/ET-F(S T\/ET-F(SH ( )
Lemma [6.3] and Er > 0 imply
I L L e Rrl | + lin 2 IRel. (6.13)
im \su ¢ e 1m . .
50| VBr 10 VEr w0 S pegd TS 0 (der|In(eo/ T2

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

7 Proofs of Auxiliary Lemmas

7.1 Proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemma[2Z.2. Using the Mittag-Leffler series (as in [5, (2.1)]) one can write

flp.qx) =27 > =, [ 2¢2 + ) (21 — 2¢° — 2p° — 2% + 2(p2 — @2))

nez
+ 2po(4p - ¢ — 2w, + 2(p2 — g2)x — 562)] (7.1)

where

[1]

= ((p +q+(0,2))" — i~ iwn) ((p —q—(0,2)) — p +iwn>
(4 0? —p—iwn) (0 - = p+iwn) (72)

and wy, = (2n + 1)7T. Continuity of f follows from dominated convergence. For z > /f1/4 the
bound on f follows from ([2.2)). Let Q2 = Q1 + /p/4. For x < \/;1/4 we have

0
|f(p,q,7)] < sup \a—BT(ZL q)| = sup |f(p,q,0)l. (7.3)
lg2|<Q2 ©42 lg2|<Q2

To bound | f(p, ¢,0)|, first note that for z = 0 with the notation y = (p+q)?> —p, 2 = (p—q)*> —u
and v = max{(|p1| + |q1])® + (|p2| — [g2])* — 1,0},

Zal = (° +wp) (2% +wp) = (V¥ +w}) (max{(Ip2| — lg2)* — 1, 0)% +wi) . (7.4)
Furthermore,

43wy po

sup
(p,9)ERY,|q2|<Q2 max{(|pz| — [g2])? — 1, 0})% + w2

_ 4|p2|
< sup
(,0)eRY g2 <@ v/ max{(p2] — [q2])? — 11, 0})? + w}

=:cp <o (7.5)

There is a constant c; > p depending only on p and Qo such that [ps|? <

lg2| < Q2 and all p1,q; € R. One obtains that for |ga| < Q2

2Q2y+z + 4+/min{y, 2z} + caly — =
g 0) < 27 3 22 LA ) Lol H oy g

(y? + wi)(2* + wy)

4(min{y, z} + ¢2) for

v2 + w2 (7.6)

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

@ 1 1 arctan (%)
———————da | =4T L
* L/Q 02 + 421222 x] “ [1)2 + w? T T

4T _
“l [1)2 + w%

5 C
1+ p}+ qF + p}

(7.7)

£ Ci £ . 1+p3+4i+p3 he fi
or some constant C' independent of p and ¢y, since SUD (p,q)eR4, |42 <Qo T < 00. The first
term in (6] is bounded by

1
(2 +wj)(2* + wp)

167(Q2 + 2¢/min{lyl, |2]} + c2) max{]y], \zl}[

© 1
d 7.8
* L/z (y? + 4m2T222) (22 + 4m2T22?) x] (78)

Note that y + z + 2 4+ 1 = 1 + 2p? + 2¢*. The claim thus follows if we prove that for c3 > 0

sup (1+y+2)(1++vz+1)y

y>2>0 [(y2 +1)(22+1

®© 1
] +J )d:c] <o (7.9)

es (Y2 + 22)(22 + 2?

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

1+2y)yl++/z+1 (@ 1

u
y>20 Y2+ 3 (22 + )V )., a3

dz < o0. (7.10)
U

7.2 Proof of Lemma 3.7
Proof of Lemma[3.7. Using [B.21)) and substituting p; + ¢1 — p1,p] £ ¢} — p} , we have

1
J%gBTOLQ)BT«pLzu%qupuhﬂdpzs:ZJ%JEh%Qn,pz+-qﬁ,0)+-BT«plﬁu-—Qﬁ,OD

x (Br((p1,p2 + 2),0) + Br((p), p2 — 3), 0))dp1dpidpy  (7.11)
One can bound this from above by
sup j (J Br((p1,p2 + QQ)70)dp1) (f Br((p},p2 + q;)70)dp/1) dpo
q2,95€R JR R R

< sup | Br((p1,p2 + ¢2),0)Br((p},p2 + g2),0)dp1dp)dps
ngR R?’

= |, Br(o1.p2). 0B (h, ). Odpadshapa - (712)

where in the second step we used the Schwarz inequality in ps. The latter expression is of order
O(In(u/T)3) for T — 0, as was shown in the proof of [9, Lemma 4.10].
To prove the second statement, we shall use that for fixed 0 < § < p

J%Jl—‘Xw4<@<MXﬁ<%XM%QQ£h%PJDBT«PLPﬂamdpﬂhﬁdp2IZO(OHM/TV) (7.13)
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for T'— 0 as was shown in the proof of [9, Lemma 4.10]. We choose d2 and ¢ small enough, such
that for all ¢ < dy, if p? > 481 we have (p1 + q1) > 28 and if p3 < u — 61 or p3 > p + &, we
have (p2 + q2)? < pu — 0 or (p2 + q2)? > p, respectively. Using ([3.2I) as above, we have

5P ng(l ~ Xu—b) <p2<pu+é1 Xp2<doy Xp2 <45, ) Br (P, ) Br (b1, p2), ¢')dpr1dp dps
q%,q'*<b2

< sup f (1 = Xp—s, <p2apis s Xp2<asy Xpr2<as, ) Br(p + ¢,0) Br((p1, p2) + ¢, 0)dp1dpidps

q2 7q/2 <52 R3

(7.14)

Note that 1 — X/szgl <p§<,u,+51 Xp%<451 Xp'12<451 < Xlu,751>p§ + X/.Hr51 <p§ + Xp%>451 + Xp'12>451‘ USiDg
the Schwarz inequality in ps we bound (7Z.I4]) above by

sup f (Xpu—g15p3 + Xpuro1<p2) Br((1 + 1,02 + ¢2), 0) Br (91 + q1,p2 + g2), 0)dp1dpidp2

q2<52 R3

12
+2 5P ( » Br((p1 + q1,p2 + 42),0) Br((py + q1,p2 + q2), O)Xp§>451Xp'12>451dp1dpl1dp2)
9°,9"% <62

1/2
X (J , Br((p1,p2 + q2),0)Br((p}, p2 + ¢2), O)dpldpidm) (7.15)
R

Substituting p; + ¢; — p; and by choice of do and 4, this is bounded above by

[ 50+ X B (0. 0B (5, 2). 01l
1/2
+ 2< - BT(p7 O)BT(<p,17p2)7 O)Xp%>25Xp’12>25dp1dp,1dp2)
1/2
< ([, Brow0Br(@hp). 0dpasian) (710
R

By (ZI3) and the first part of this Lemma, this is of order O((In p1/T)?)+O((In po/T)(In p1/T)%/?) =
O((n /). .

7.3 Proof of Lemma 3.8

Proof of Lemma[338. For ps,q2 € R let Br((-,p2), (-, q )) denote the self-adjoint operator on
L2((~/21,+/20)) acting as <, Br((,p2), (2> = §¥2% V2% (p1) Br(p, 9)(a1)dpidas.

Enlarging the domain of integration for (¢qi,p2) from a dlsk to square we have

IBF*(€)ll < sup

f U(py)Br((p),p2), (q1,€))Br(p, (q1,€)) ¥ (p1)dp1dp)dgidps
lla=1J(—v/2,v/20)4

Nem
— sup f W, Br((+p2), (+6))20ydpa. (7.17)

[lla=1J—+/2p
By the triangle inequality,
ex,2 2 2
1572 < [ 1B2(C.). C.pa)lPdpe (7.9
-2
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For fixed po, g2 we derive two bounds on ||Br((,p2), (-, q2))||?. For the first bound we estimate
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm using ([2.2):

IBr((-p2); (2 ))I? < 1Byl p2), (- 2) s
<], ;
e e max{[p? + ¢ + p3 + 63 — pl?, T}

dpidgr

<2 ff r dr < j Lo 3™ (719
X 4T rTm ———dr = — .
o A+ i+ g — w1 g maxa?, T8 0 = T

where we first switched to angular coordinates and then substituted z = r? + p3 + ¢3 — p.
For the second bound the idea is to apply [9, Lemma 6.5]. For pi,pu2 € R let Dy, ., be the
operator on L?(R) with integral kernel

2

D ) = . 7.20
Hly,U«Q(pl ql) |(p1+q1)2*//¢1| +|(p1*(h)2*,u2| ( )
It was shown in [5, Lemma 4.6] that
Br(p.q) < 2 (7.21)
T\P:q) = . .
(P +a)* = ul + 1(p = ¢)? —
In particular, we have ||Br((-,p2), (-,q2))|| < ||D (p2+42)% 1~ (p2—g2) || and
ex,2 V2 . 4
IBE2@1 < | min { 1D g gz cane ] e (7.22)
—V2u
According to [9] Lemma 6.5], for pi, g < p there is a constant C' > 0 such that
Cu'/? max{yi1, p12}
D <C 1+ Yo . In 1+ VL 2T (7,93
H 1,042 H | mln{'u/l, M2}|1/2 Xmln{ul,ﬂ2}<0<ma {ﬂl7/’l‘2} n | mln{'u/l’ /,1/2}| ( )

The condition p — (|g2] + [€])? <0 < 1 — (|g2| — [£])? can only be satisfied for /i — €| < |g2| <
Vi + €] We get the bound

sup | BE2(€)| < C f L
|§l<cT [lg2]— f\<2cTT

v ! Cdes) < Oy (120
+ Supf X|lgo|— CT|:1+ ] @ | <CA+Inp/T) (724
el<er J_yzg oV i — (go| + [€])2[12

]

7.4 Proof of Lemma [5.1]
Proof of Lemma 51l Applying ([B.2), we have

sup j Bru((p1, (1)), (a1, € (T)))dps

<3 U Bl (p1,6(T) + €(T0).00dp + [ Br((on,6T) = €1(1), om] (7.25)

The first integral equals
JR Bru—e(r)+e(r))2 (1, 0)dp1, (7.26)
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where here By, is understood as the function defined through (2.I)) on R x R instead of R? x R?.
For the second integral replace &'(T') by —&/(T"). The claim follows from the asymptotics

| Brudor, 00 - %anwm +0() (7.27)

for T/u — 0, see e.g. [5, Lemma 3.5]. O

7.5 Proof of Lemma

Proof of LemmalZ2. Let v = u(T/u)?/2. By invariance of Br(p,q) under (pj,q5) — — (5, 45)
for j € {1,2}, we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ € [0,00)2. For a lower bound,
we restrict the integration to pi,p2 > 0, p% < p— € —~ and p% > (i + 2 +T - p%. For
p,q € [0,0)% with |g| < € and p* > (/i + €)* + T, we have (p —q)> —p = ||p| —|gl|* —p =0
and (p +q)? — p = p?> + ¢> — u = T. Therefore, in this regime

Br(p.q) > 1 tanh(1/2)

> st 7.28
2p* +¢* — (728)

This is minimal if |g| = e. Since § ;ﬁdpl = art#f(bm) = }artanh <\/1 — (a® — b2)/a2> for
1
a > b > 0, the left hand side of (5.24]) is bounded below by

2
_ 2/pet+2e24T
o ] Vs ),

4 =3 p— e —p

dps (7.29)

By monotonicity of artanh, the artanh term in the integrand is minimal for ps = /u — €2 — .

S —e2—
Since S\/L% K M_E%_p% dpe = M_152 (artanh(4/1 — (€2 + 7)/p) —artanh(4/1 — 6/u)), the left hand
side of (5.24)) is bounded below by

2
2 2 2 2 T 2
M artanh 1— VHE 2 artanh 1-— ety —artanh 1— é
4(p — €2) 2\/pe +2€2 + T + ,u !

(7.30)
With artanh(y/1 — z) = $In(4/z) + o(1) as z — 0, we have for 7' — 0
2,/pe+2e2 + T Jé]
artanh <\/1 - D + 28+ T+ 7) =7 In(u/T) + O(1) (7.31)
and
2
artanh ( 1-¢ :fy> = gln(ﬂ/T) +O(1). (7.32)

Hence, the left hand side of ([5.24]) is bounded below by WI%%/Q)QB—:(IH w/T)3 + O(In p/T)?%, and
the claim follows. O

7.6 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[6.1. According to [9, Lemma 6.1], supTHG%H < oo for j € {1,2} and it suffices
to prove supyp||Nr| < 0. We have | Nr|| < ||[Nf5| + [|NZ ||, where

(b, Ny o) = fw FVY29(q,p) Br(p, 4)Xp2 g2 <0, 1V (p, q)dpdg (7.33)
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and for N7 replace the characteristic function by 1 — x,2 429,
To bound || N7 ||, we first use the Schwarz inequality to obtain

INZ| < sup f Br(p, q)(1 — xp2.g2<2,) [F1VY(p, q)|*dpdg (7.34)
YEL2(RA),[]la=1 JR®

By (IZZI) there is a constant C' > 0 independent of T" such that | N7 | < C||M||, where M :=
Vl/ 2 Vl/ 2 on L%(R?). The Young and Holder inequalities imply that M is a bounded operator
8.

To bound || N5||, we use that |F1 VY2 (-, q)|le < HVHl/zHl/J(-, q)||2 by the Schwarz inequality
and ((C.2I)) to obtain

H¢( Dll2llP(;p)ll2
l(p+a)? —ul+1(p—a)? -yl

(W, NFwy < 2Vs j Yyt g <oy (7.35)

Recalling the definition of the operator D, ,, from (Z.20), this is further bounded by

QHVHlfR2!!¢(-7(-7(J2))HzHDu(p2+q2)2,u(mqg)QHHdJ(- (> p2))ll2Xp2 42 <2, dPdg (7.36)

It follows from (7.23]) that for any « > 0 there is a constant C,, independent of py, g2 such that
HDﬂ,(erqQ)z,ﬂ,(m,qQ)zH < Co(1 + | — (Ip2] + |g2))?~?®). Let D, denote the operator on

L2((—+/211,/21)) with integral kernel Do(q2,p2) = (1 + I — (Ip2| + lg2])?|~1/2~%). Then we
have || N5 || < 2C4||V]1]|Da|| and it remains to prove that ||D,|| < oo for a suitable choice of a.
Applying the Schur test with constant test function gives

~ o 21-1/2—
I1Dall < sup_ [* 7 (1 = (el + el 72l (7.37)
lg2l<v/2p J—=+/211
which is finite for o < 1/2. O

7.7 Proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[6.2 It was shown in [9, Lemma 6.2] that lim._, supT>0H]I<€GJf]I<€H: 0 for
j € {1,2} and it remains to prove lim._,o supy-o|/I<c N7l<c||= 0. We use the Schwarz inequality
twice to bound

M<eNrl<e|[< (V]2 sup f 19(, P2 B (P, )X o), gl<ell¥ (- @) l2dpdyg
peL2(RY), [¢]2=1 JR?

<IVIL s f Br(p, 0)xipl gl el @) 3dpdg < [V sup f Br(p,q)dp. (7.38)
eL?(R4),|j¢h]l2=1 JR* lq|<e J|p|<e

Applying ([22)), for € < 4/p/2 one can bound the right hand side uniformly in 7" by

1
V|1 sup f ————dp, 7.39
Wi lql<e Jip|<e H — P — ¢* (7.39)
which vanishes as e — 0. The claim follows. O
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