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FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULAS FOR SEMIGROUPS GENERATED
BY MULTI-POLARON HAMILTONIANS IN MAGNETIC FIELDS
AND ON GENERAL DOMAINS

BENJAMIN HINRICHS AND OLIVER MATTE

ABsTrRACT. We prove Feynman—Kac formulas for the semigroups generated
by selfadjoint operators in a class containing Frohlich Hamiltonians known
from solid state physics. The latter model multi-polarons, i.e., a fixed number
of quantum mechanical electrons moving in a polarizable crystal and inter-
acting with the quantized phonon field generated by the crystal’s vibrational
modes. Both the electrons and phonons can be confined to suitable open sub-
sets of Euclidean space. We also include possibly very singular magnetic vector
potentials and electrostatic potentials. Our Feynman—Kac formulas comprise
Fock space operator-valued multiplicative functionals and can be applied to
every vector in the underlying Hilbert space. In comparison to the renormal-
ized Nelson model, for which analogous Feynman—Kac formulas are known, the
analysis of the creation and annihilation terms in the multiplicative functionals
requires novel ideas to overcome difficulties caused by the phonon dispersion
relation being constant. Getting these terms under control and generalizing
other construction steps so as to cover confined systems are the main achieve-
ments of this article.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. General introduction. When electrons move in a crystal lattice comprised
of oppositely charged ions they create lattice distortions (phonons) in their neigh-
bourhoods, which back-react on the electrons via the polarization they carry. This
results in each electron being accompanied by a cloud of phonons lowering its mo-
bility. Such a composite object is called a polaron; when several electrons are
considered we speak of multi-polarons. In [Fr654], H. Frohlich introduced a Hamil-
tonian governing the dynamics of multi-polarons. In his model the electrons are
treated as non-relativistic quantum mechanical particles without spin degrees of
freedom whereas the phonons, which can be created and annihilated along the time
evolution, are described by a non-relativistic bosonic quantum field.

Starting with the seminal work of Feynman [Fey55], one main technique in the
investigation of polaron models has been functional integration, both in theoretical
physics and mathematics. Shortly, in Section [[L3] we shall give numerous references
to mathematical papers exploiting various Feynman—Kac formulas for vacuum ex-
pectation values of members of the semigroup generated by Frohlich’s Hamiltonian.

Building on recent mathematical studies of Feynman—Kac formulas in non- and
semi-relativistic quantum field theory [GMMI17, [MMI8, Mat21l, [HM23a], we de-
vote this article to the derivation of Feynman—Kac formulas in Froéhlich’s multi-
polaron model for semigroup members applied to arbitrary vectors in the under-
lying Hilbert space. Since electrons interact via repulsive Coulomb potentials and
polarons exposed to external electric and magnetic fields are often treated — see
[AG14, [Gha21l [GW13| [Lo6w8§| for mathematical results on polarons in magnetic
fields — we shall in fact work under almost optimal conditions on the electrostatic
potential and optimal conditions on the magnetic vector potential still permitting
to define the Hamiltonian via semibounded quadratic forms. In some articles, the
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electrons are confined to open regions of Euclidean space [AL13, [FLST11], for
technical reasons at least, and sometimes both the electrons and the phonons are
confined [FS21} BM23|. Therefore, we shall work under general hypotheses on the
electron-phonon interaction covering the latter two situations as well as the original
Frohlich model.

Together with the inequalities established in this article, our Feynman—Kac for-
mulas can form the basis for further studies of the semigroup and ground state eigen-
vectors (if any) in polaron models in analogy to the theory of magnetic Schrédinger
semigroups [BHL00, [Sim82] and its extensions to the related Pauli-Fierz model of
non-relativistic quantum electrodynamics [Mat16] and Nelson’s model for nucleon-
meson interactions [MMI8, [HM22].

1.2. Brief description of the main result. The Hamiltonian studied in this
article and denoted H (v) acts in the Hilbert space L%(A, ) where A = R? is open
and non-empty, d > 2 and ¥ is the bosonic Fock space modeled over the separable
Hilbert space £ = L?(K, &, i) for one phonon. The operator H(v) is a selfadjoint
realization via quadratic forms of the heuristic expression

(1.1) %(—ivm —A(2))? +V(z)+ N+ f (v(z, k)a' (k) +0(x, k)a(k))du(k).
X

Here the nabla-operator acts on the position variables « € A of the electron(s). The
vector potential A : A — R? is merely assumed to be locally square-integrable.
The electrostatic potential V' : A — R has a locally integrable positive part and its
negative part has an extension to R¢ belonging to the d-dimensional Kato class.
Further, N is the phonon number operator and in (ILI)) we use, for presentational
purposes, physics notation for the pointwise creation and annihilation operators
a'(k) and a(k), respectively, for each k € K. Finally, in applications to polarons,
v(, k) : A — C is a proper or generalized eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplacian
on A for every k € K; when multiple polarons are treated, it is a suitable combi-
nation of possibly generalized eigenfunctions. Then the measure space (K, &, ) is
given in terms of some spectral decomposition of the appropriate Dirichlet Lapla-
cian. Canonical mathematical interpretations of all contributions to (LII) and the
Hamiltonian H (v) itself will be introduced carefully in Section

Under a natural assumption on the probability of Brownian motion moving large
distances inside A, precisely stated in ([3.24]) and for example satisfied for any convex
and open A, our main result Theorem [B.I]] is a Feynman—Kac formula for the
semigroup generated by H (v) of the form

(1.2) (e OV (2) = E[xpem@ie S O Wi(@)* U (07)], ae. ze A,

for all ¥ € L*(A,F) and t > 0. Here b = (b;)¢>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian
motion, b} = x + b, and

(1.3) Ta(x) = inf{t = 0| b7 € A°}

is the first exit time of * from A. Further, S;(z) contains a path integral of V'
along b® and a suitably generalized Stratonovich integral of A(b*) with respect to b.
Finally, the Fock space operator-valued random variable Wy (z) is explicitly given
in terms of a generalization u:(z) of Feynman’s complex action [Fey55] and two
stochastic processes (U (z))¢>o attaining values in the one-phonon Hilbert space
€. More precisely, it is given by the expression

Wilz) = e“t(z)< 3 C vy (ac))"etN/2) (io =L aT(Ut(x))"etN/Q) )

|
0 n:
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Here af (f) with f € £ is a “smeared” creation operator and the two series converge
in Fock space operator norm. Notice that W;(z) is formally normal ordered. In
particular, (e(0)|W;(z)e(0))s = e“(*) with €(0) denoting the vacuum vector in F,
so that (C2)) implies

(1.4) (fre(0)|e™ ) fre(0)) = LE[X{t<m(x)}eut(z)igt(z)ﬁ(x)ﬁ(bf)]dxv
for all f, fo € L2(A) and t > 0.

1.3. Remarks on closely related previous work. The idea to write W;(z)
in the above form stems from [GMM17]. The Feynman-Kac formulas derived in
[GMMT17] for A = R? and A = 0 apply to a class of models containing the Pauli-
Fierz model, Nelson’s model and the polaron model provided that ultraviolet regu-
larizations are introduced in the particle-field interaction terms in all these models.
In fact, spin degrees of freedom are allowed for in [GMMIT7] as well, which lead
to more complicated expressions for Wy(z). The proper Nelson model, where the
artificial regularizations can be removed by an energy renormalization [Nel64], has
been covered subsequently in [MMTS8] for A = R? and A = 0; a relativistic version
of Nelson’s model in two spatial dimensions is treated in [HM23a, [HM23b]. An
overview over other types of Feynman—Kac formulas for semigroups in ultraviolet
regular quantum field theoretic models and over their applications can be found in
the textbook [HL20]; see also [BS05] for the ultraviolet regularized polaron model.

The mathematical analysis of the interaction term involving v in () requires
some care as well, since v(z,-) is not square-integrable over K in physically rele-
vant applications. For instance, the interaction can directly be introduced as an
infinitesimal form perturbation [LY5§]|; see also Theorem [2.4] below which covers
general open subsets A = R? and A € L} _(A,R?). Furthermore, Nelson’s operator
theoretic renormalization procedure [Nel64], where a sequence of ultraviolet cutoffs
going to infinity is considered, can be adapted to construct polaron Hamiltonians;
the articles [GW16] and [FS21] elaborate on this approach in the case A = 0 for
A = R? and certain bounded A c R, respectively. Finally, the more recently
developed method of interior boundary conditions applies to the polaron model
|ILS19| Pos20] and yields formulas for the domain of H(v) and its action on it, at
least when A = R?, A =0 and V is slightly more regular.

The Feynman—Kac formula (I4) for matrix elements of the semigroup with re-
spect to vectors of the form f;e(0) is actually well-known for the Frohlich multi-
polaron Hamiltonian with phonons living on the whole X = R3, in the case A = 0
at least. In fact, according to known results, both sides of (I4]) can be approxi-
mated by their ultraviolet regularized analogues in this situation, whence it suffices
to have Feynman—Kac formulas for the semigroups of polaron Hamiltonians with
ultraviolet cutoffs. In Example [D.I] we recall Feynman’s famous expression for
ut(z) in the multi-polaron model on R? [Fey55] and how it can be obtained as a
limit of ultraviolet regularized complex actions. Suitable bounds on the exponential
moments E[eP*(®)] p > 0, of Feynman’s complex action needed to establish ()
follow from [DV83| [BT17, [Blel6]. The same reasoning applies to fiber Hamilto-
nians in the translation invariant case, i.e., when A = X = R3, A =0, V = 0,
and corresponding analogues of (L4]) are well-known as well. In fact, formulas of
type (L4) and their relatives for fiber Hamiltonians have been exploited in numer-
ous mathematical works on the polaron model addressing properties of minimal
energies, the mass shell, the renormalized mass and related polaron path mea-
sures [AL13l BMSV23| [BP22, [BP23| Blel6l BT17, [DV83], [DS20, [FLSTI11, MV20bl
MV20al, [Pol23, [Spo87].
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As a final remark we mention that the optimal condition 4 € L (A, R?) is known
to be sufficient for obtaining Feynman—Kac formulas for magnetic Schrédinger op-
erators defined by forms since [Hun96]. The technical implementations adopted

here are different and have been applied to the Pauli-Fierz model in [Mat21].

1.4. Remarks on mathematical novelties. In view of the above discussion, the
first notable novel aspect of ([2)) is that no ultraviolet regularization is required
any longer in a Feynman—-Kac formula for the semigroup in a polaron type model
that can be applied to every vector ¥ in the Hilbert space. Actually, at least
when A = R?, formulas for U (x) without regularizations can easily be deduced by
mimicking a procedure in [MMIS§|. Onwards, a technical issue shows up, however:

In the polaron model the bosons have the constant dispersion relation 1, which
in Nelson’s model is substituted by the relativistic expression w(k) = (|k|?> +m?)1/2,
k € R3, for some m > 0. The fact that w(k) grows linearly in |k| actually is helpful
in the discussion of the analogues of U;—r(z) in Nelson’s model. As a consequence,
the derivations of some crucial estimates on U;"(x) in [MMI§] break down and
replacements are in need for our treatment of the polaron model (see Section [0l).

A second non-obvious observation made here is that the procedures of [MMIS]
can be abstracted and pushed forward so as to cover confined bosons. For in-
stance, we shall obtain formulas for the complex action u;(x) similar to the ones
in [MMI8] that are useful in our general setting to derive x-uniform exponential
moment bounds on us(x), whose right hand sides are log-linear in ¢, and z-uniform
convergence relations for sequences of exponentials of complex actions.

Also, in the treatment of arbitrary open regions A, we need to make use of
a large deviation type estimate for Brownian motion. This was unnecessary in
previous articles due to the choice A = R?. Bounds similar to our assumption
B24)) were for example used in the study of Schrédinger operators by probabilistic
methods in [MSS95].

Organization of the article and some notation. The remainder of the text
comprises six sections (§2-87) and four appendices (A-D):

§2: We explain all standing assumptions on A, V, v and an ultraviolet regular
coupling function ¢ and present detailed constructions of H(v) and H(9).

§3: All processes appearing in our Feynman—Kac formulas are introduced in
detail and our main theorems are stated.

84: We prove a Feynman—Kac formula for H(¢) under additional regularity
assumptions on A and V, pushing results of [GMM17| forward to non-zero
A and proper subsets A < R¢.

§5: We derive formulas for Uti (x) that stay meaningful when ultraviolet regu-
larizations are dropped, and use these to prove convergence relations and
(t, z)-uniform exponential moment bounds on (1 + 1/t)|U* (z)|?.

§6: We prove the aforementioned results on the complex action u(z).

§7: We discuss the probabilistic sides of our Feynman—Kac formulas considered
as bounded operators from LP(A,F) to LY(A,F), 1 < p < ¢ < . We
derive convergence theorems for these operators and complete the proof of
our Feynman—Kac formulas in a series of approximation steps.

A: We derive a relative form bound on the electron-phonon interaction in the
spirit of [LY58], allowing for non-zero A and proper subsets A < R<.

B: Magnetic Schrédinger operators depend continuously in the strong resolvent
sense on the vector potential with respect to the topology on L2 _(A,R%),
ILM97]. We generalize this result to polaron Hamiltonians.

C: Differentiability properties of £-valued functions related to v are discussed.
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D: For the reader’s convenience we explain how Feynman’s expression for the
complex action in [Fey55| and its direct analogues for suitable confined
systems are related to our formulas for u,(z).

Let us mention right away that u;(z) and U7 () depend on an additional tech-
nical parameter ¢ in the remaining part of the text. Changing o will, however,
alter these processes only up to indistinguishability.

For clarity we finally recall some standard notation used throughout the text:

e We write a A b= min{a,b} and a v b := max{a, b} for all a,b e R.

e The characteristic function of a set M is denoted by xas.

e D(-) denotes domains of definition; Q(-) denotes form domains of semi-
bounded selfadjoint operators.

e B(X) is the space of bounded operators on a normed vector space X.

e For any normed vector space X, we let C,(R™, X) denote set of bounded
continuous functions from R™ to X. Likewise, C}(R", X) is the set of
bounded, continuously differentiable functions from R™ to X whose deriva-
tives are bounded as well.

2. STANDING ASSUMPTIONS AND CONSTRUCTION OF POLARON HAMILTONIANS

In the following three subsections we shall, respectively, introduce the necessary
elements of bosonic Fock space calculus, explain the hypotheses on our model and
discuss the Hamiltonians H (v) and H(9).

2.1. Fock space calculus. Let us briefly introduce the relevant objects from
bosonic Fock space theory and recall some of their well-known properties. For a
textbook introduction with the same approach see [Par92].

We always assume that (K, R, p) is a o-finite measure space with the property
that the corresponding Hilbert space

t:=L*(K, R )

is separable; £ will be the state space for a single boson. The bosonic Fock space F
modeled over £ is then given by

(2.1) F = égn

Here 5y = C and %, with n € N is the closed subspace comprised of all ¢,, €
L2(K™, @1 & & ;1) that are permutation symmetric in the sense that

Un(kn(r)s - knn)) = Unlk1, . kn),  (®F1p)-ae.,

for every permutation 7 of {1,...,n}. Here kq,...,k, € K. Convenient in many
computations are the exponential vectors

e(f) =1, fro,()7V2f®n L VeTF, fet,
where f®(ki,...,kn) = [1j_, f(k;). The map €3 f — €(f) € F is analytic and
the set of all exponential vectors is total in F.

Next, we introduce the most basic Fock space operators employed in this article:
The creation and annihilation operators corresponding to h € ¢ are, respectively,
given by
(2.2) a'(h)e(f) =€ (N)h,  a(h)e(f) = (hlfpee(f), fet,
plus linear and closed extension. We know that
(23) a'(h)* = a(h), @(h) =p(h)*, where p(h) = (a (h) + a(h))**.

The operator ¢(h) is called the field operator corresponding to h € ¢.
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The number operator on F is given by

N¢ = (nén);o,

for all Fock space vectors ¢ = (¢p,)_, such that N¢ again belongs to F. Its action
on an exponential vector reads

(2.4) Ne(f) =d'(fe(f) = €(Hf. fet

The form domain of N is contained in D (a(f)), D(a'(f)) and D(p(f)) for all f € &
and, for ¢ € Q(N), we have the relative bounds

(25) la(f)dls < | fle| N2l
(2.6) (ol <221 f1el(N +1)"28ls,  [Kolo(H)d)s] < 20 flelNY2dl5 6]

Finally, we shall sometimes deal with the pointwise annihilation operator. Slightly
deviating from the notation used in the introduction, we use the symbol a here,
to distinguish it from the smeared annihilation operator defined above. Its most
convenient mathematical interpretation for us is to consider it as an operator on

L?(A,Q(N)), where
(2.7) deN, d>2 and A c R? is open and non-empty,

and Q(N) is considered as a Hilbert space equipped with the form norm associ-
ated with N. We can then define the pointwise annilation operator as the unique
bounded linear map

@D
(2.8) i L2(A, Q(N)) — L2(s (A, F)) = L{ L2(A, F)dp
such that
(2.9) age(f) = fge(f), [fet ge L*(A).

Henceforth, representatives of a¥ € L?(u; L2(A,F)) are denoted by a(-)¥. Then,
for any map x — f, in L®(A,€) and all ¥ € L?(A,Q(N)) and ® € L2(A, F),

(2.10) L<@(z)la(fx)‘lf(z)>gdz = L{ L<fx(k)@(z)Id(k)‘l’(z)>gdz dp(k).

2.2. Standing hypotheses. Heading towards a mathematical definition of the
Hamiltonians studied in this article, we use this section to explain our standing
assumptions on the coupling functions ¥ and v determining the electron-phonon
interaction as well as on the electrostatic potential V' and magnetic vector poten-
tial A.

2.2.1. Assumptions on coupling functions. Occasionally, in technical proof steps
for instance, we shall consider an ultraviolet regular coupling function

(2.11) e LOREE),

and we shall typically write ¥, for 9(x). Then the field operators ¢(¥,) are well-
defined and their domain contains Q(N) for all z € R%. This will in general not be
the case for the coupling function v covering the physically most relevant cases:

Recalling ([2.7)), we always assume that v : A x X — C and A : K — [0, 0) are
measurable functions having the following properties:

(a) For every k € K, the function v(-, k) € C*(A) is bounded with bounded
first order partial derivatives and

—%sz(x, k) = Mk)v(z, k), xzeA.
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(b) Li(v) < 0 and limg_, Lg(v) = 0 with Lg(v) = 0 given by

Elv(z, k)|* + |Veo(z, k)?/2
Lp(v)? = sup lv(x, k)]* + |V U(Qx, )%/
zeN Jx (E + /\(k))
Again we shall typically write v, for the function v(z, -).

du(k), Ee€][1,0).

Ezample 2.1. Tt is elementary to verify the above hypotheses (a) and (b) in the
Fréhlich model for v € N polarons, where A = R3| £ = L?(R3),

) —1k T 21/2
Ak) = |k| and v(x, k) gz o TH if k=0,
for all ke R® and x = (21,...,2,) € R3 and some coupling constant g € R\{0}.

Ezample 2.2. Our assumptions cover the confined polaron model treated in [FS21]
BM23|. More generally, let m € N, m > 2, and ¢ < R™ be bounded, open and
connected with a C'!9-boundary for some § € (0,1). (For instance, dG could be
a C?-hypersurface.) Let Ag denote the Dirichlet Laplacian on ¢ and let 0 <
A1) < A(2) < A(3) <... be the eigenvalues of —(1/2)A¢, counting multiplicities.
Further, let {¢,, : n € N} be an orthonormal basis of L?(¢) of eigenfunctions such
that —Ag¢, = 2A(n)¢, for all n € N. By elliptic regularity, ¢, € C°(g) for every
n € N, and thanks to, e.g., [FS21l Appendix C| we know that all these eigenfunctions
are bounded with bounded partial derivatives of first order. Now let 6 : [0,0) — R
be a strictly positive non-increasing function such that sup,s t~2*™/26(t) < oo for
some ¢ > 0. By virtue of [FS21] Equation (C.10)] we further know that

9 Bn) +[VouEf2 [ OGP,
R

sup 2, S0 == e W E NP2

where the integral on the right hand side is finite for every E > 1. Thus, choosing
d=mv and A = G” for some v € N, as well as £ = L?(N,B(N), () with ¢ denoting
the counting measure on the power set PB(N) of N, and finally

(z,n _92 1/2¢n(1']) r=(z1,...,7,) € G, neN,

for some g € R\{O}, we see that the hypotheses (a) and (b) are fulfilled in the
present example. The confined multi-polaron model for v polarons (as appearing
in [FS21] for v = 1) is obtained by choosing m = 3 and (t) = ¢t~ for ¢t > X\(1).

2.2.2. Assumptions on electrostatic and magnetic vector potentials. We shall al-
ways assume that A € L2 _(A,R?), without further reference.

With regards to the electrostatic potential V : A — R, we always assume that
V =V;—V_|, where Vy >0, Vy € L{ _(A) and the negative part is the restriction

to A of a function V_ : R — R belonging to the d-dimensional Kato class. The
latter assumption means that V_ is measurable and

i sup [ oo (12 = o) e~ 9)V-(0)dy = 0.

70 peRd JRd
where, with wy denoting the hypersurface area of the unit sphere S4~1,

d—2)wa) 2>, d=3

2.12)  E(0) =0, Vze RA{0}: E(z):= ( ’ ’
(212)  E(0) o} EC) {@ﬂ)lqup, e

Then V_ is infinitesimally form bounded with respect to —A and, for every p €
(0, 0), there exists ¢, € (0, 00) such that

(2.13) sup B[ V=000 < 01504 > 0

zeR4

)
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for any d-dimensional standard Brownian motion b = (b;);>0. As before, b7 = x+b;.
Proofs of these facts on V_ can be found in [AS82]. Given any € > 0, we have in
particular the quadratic form bound

(2.14) Vol, < —%AA + e,

for some ¢, € (0, o0) also depending on V_, of course, where A, denotes the Dirichlet
Laplacian on A.

2.3. Definition of the Hamiltonian via quadratic forms. We now construct
polaron type Hamiltonians for systems confined to A.
For all j € {1,...,d}, we first define a symmetric operator w; in L?(A,F) by
w;V = —i0; U — A; ¥, U e D(w;) =span{fo| fe CL(A), p€ F}.

Then we introduce a “maximal” non-negative quadratic form setting
d
max 1
(2.15)  q"(0] =5 3wl + L INV2U(2) |5 dz + L Vi (2)| ¥ (@) |5 d,
j=1

for all ¥ € D (q™®) == L%(A,Q(N)) n Q(Vylg) N ﬂ‘;=1 D(w¥). The form g™ is
closed as a sum of non-negative closed quadratic forms. The selfadjoint operator
representing it corresponds to Neumann boundary conditions, whereas the form
corresponding to Dirichlet boundary conditions is the “minimal” form

qmin — qmax I\

span{f@|feC°(A),peQ(N)}
Remark 2.3. In the case A = RY, we know that g™ = g™ [Sim79, Mat17].

As we know thanks to suitable diamagnetic inequalities (see, e.g., [Matl7, §4]),
the quadratic form defined by V_ on L?(A, ) is again infinitesimally bounded with
respect to ™. More precisely, for every e > 0, the form bound (Z.I4) implies

210 [ V@B < e v e,

In general and in particular in the physically most interesting cases, the functions
vy = v(x,-) are not square-integrable, whence the field operators ¢(v,), = € A,
that heuristically should describe the electron-phonon interaction are ill-defined.
As is well-known (at least for some A) the interaction term is, however, meaningful
when considered as a quadratic form with domain @ (q™"). This is the content
of the next theorem, which follows from an adaption and minor elaboration of a
well-known argument by Lieb and Yamazaki [LY58|. For the reader’s convenience,
we present its proof in Appendix [Al

Theorem 2.4. For every ¥ € D (q™"), the iterated integral
(2.17) w(v)[¥] = 2§RJ J U(x, k)P (z)|a(k)V(x))gde du(k)
UN

is well-defined. The so-obtained quadratic form o (v) is infinitesimally g™ -bounded.
In fact, for all E > 1,

(2.18) o (v)[ ]| < 2Lp(v)g™ [ U] + 2Lp(v)E|P[?, ¥ e D(q™™),

where Lg(v) £=n, by assumption. Finally,

219) voebaeh = wE)¥] - | W) ¥a)gdr, ¥ D)

Remark 2.5. Note that the order of integration in (ZI7) matters, as the integrand
in general is not simultaneously integrable with respect to (z,k) € A x K.
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Proof. The well-definedness of ([ZI7) follows from Lemma [A3] whereas [2.I8) is
proved in Corollary [A4l The identity (Z19) follows from (23) and (2.10). O

Definition 2.6. The polaron Hamiltonian corresponding to the coupling function
v is the unique selfadjoint operator H (v) representing the following quadratic form,
which is closed and semibounded by the infinitesimal g™"-boundedness of both V_
and to(v),

] = a8 [ V@)@ e+ ()8 ¥ D(b0) = D",

Let us discuss the relation of our definition of the polaron Hamiltonian with a
more direct one for ultraviolet regular electron-phonon interactions described by
9, cf. (ZII). In view of the first bound in (Z6]) the direct integral of ¢(9,),
x € A, is infinitesimally operator bounded with respect to H(0). Hence, by the last
implication in Theorem [2.4] we do not run into notational conflicts setting

(2.20) (HW)U)(z) = (HO)T)(x) + p(¥,)¥(x), a.e. x€eA,

for all ¥ € D(H(Y)) = D(H(0)). While we introduce H(¢) mainly to work with
it in technical proof steps, we point out that no regularity assumptions other than
¥ € L®(A,€) are imposed on the z-dependence of 9.

Sometimes polaron Hamiltonians are defined by approximating v by a sequence
of coupling functions in L%(A,£) and observing resolvent convergence of the so-
obtained sequence of regularized Hamiltonians to some limiting Hamiltonian. The
latter then must agree with H(v) in view of (Z20) and the next corollary. We
shall need its statement in an approximation step in our proof of the Feynman—Kac
formula for H(v). The uniformity in A of the convergence (Z21)) is exploited in
Appendix Bl

Corollary 2.7. Let also vi,ve,... : A x K — C be measurable and satisfy the
assumptions (a) and (b) of Section [Z21] with the same X. Assume that Ly (v, —

v) 22250, Then H(vy,) converges to H(v) in the norm resolvent sense as n — 0.
In fact, we find A-independent numbers c,ng > 0 such that H(v) + ¢ = 1/2 and
H(vy,) + ¢ = 1/2 for all integers n = ng in the quadratic form sense and such that
(2.21) lim sup sup Q(n,A,¥) =0,

N0 AeL2 (ART) WeD(qmin):]| @) =1

c

where we abbreviate, recalling that both H(v,) and H(v) depend on A,
QUi A, 0) = |(H(v) + Y2 ((H(wn) + &) — (H(v) + &) ") (H(v) + )0

Proof. We know that all forms h(v,), n € N, and h(v) have the common domain
D (q™in). We pick some E > 1 such that 2Lg(v) < 1/2. Since Lg(v,) — Lg(v),
n — o0, we can apply (216) and (ZI8) to find A-independent ¢,ng = 0 such that
b)) [¥] + c|¥)? = (E|¥|? + qmin[¥])/2 for all ¥ € D(q™") and n > ng and
analogously for h(v). The bound ([2I8) with v, — v put in place of v now entails

[6(va)[¥] = b()[¥]] < 4Lp(vn — ) (h(V)[T] +c[T]?), ¥ eD(q), n > no.
For all n > ng with 4Lg(v, — v) < 1/2 we now infer directly from [HM22|
Lemma D.1] that Q(n, A, ¥) < 8Lg(v, — v)|¥|, which implies all assertions. [

3. PRESENTATION OF THE FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULAS

We now move to the presentation of our Feynman-Kac formulas for the operators
H(¥) and H(v) defined in Section [Z3] These formulas comprise several stochastic
processes that we shall introduce step by step in what follows.



10 BENJAMIN HINRICHS AND OLIVER MATTE

3.1. Brownian motions and their time-reversals. In the whole article we fix
some filtered probability space (Q,F, (§t)t>0, P) satisfying the usual assumptions,
i.e., the measure space ({2, §,P) is complete and, for all ¢ > 0, the sub-c-algebra F;
contains the set 91 of all P-zero sets and satisfies §; = ﬂr>t §r. Expectations with
respect to P will be denoted by E, conditional expectations given §; by ES¢ for any
t = 0. Furthermore, b = (b;):>0 always denotes a d-dimensional (F;)>o-Brownian
motion. For any §o-measurable ¢ : Q — R?, we set bf = q + b.
Let t > 0, z € R% and consider the reversed Brownian motion

b5 = (bY_ ) seqo,1]-

We know from the theory of reversed diffusion processes developed in [HP86! [Par86]
that b%® is a continuous semimartingale on (€, §,P) with respect to the filtration
(®§)se[0,t], where B is the smallest sub-g-algebra of § containing 91 such that b;_
and all increments b; — b;—, with r € [0, 5] are &‘-measurable.

3.2. Path integrals involving A and V. As is well-known from the theory of
Schrédinger operators, the vector potential should contribute to the Feynman-Kac
integrand via the Stratonovic integral of A(b”) along b”. A canonical generalization
of this integral for our merely locally square-integrable A in the case A = R? is
I I

(3.1) () = 5L A(DT)db? — §L ABET)AbET = 0.

As shown in [Mat21, Lemma 9.1], the process ®(x) = (®¢(z))t>0 is well-defined
and adapted to (Ft)i=0 for a.e. z € R? The first stochastic integral in (&I is
constructed using the filtration (§:):=>0, the second one by means of (ﬁi)se[o,t] for
each fixed t > 0. This type of generalized Stratonovic integral has been used in
[EPO0] to derive Ité formulas for functions of low regularity. Unaware of [EP00),
the second author employed the definition (B1) in [Mat21] to derive Feynman—
Kac formulas for Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonians with singular coefficients. The idea
behind B is simple: On the one hand, it is common to define the Stratonovic
integral of A(b*) along b* over the time interval (0, ¢] as the limit in probability of
the arithmetic mean of Riemann sums corresponding to partitions 0 = tg < t; <

..t, = t using initial and end point evaluations, respectively:

1 xXr X
E(A(bti,l) + A(btl))(btw - bti—l)
1=1
I 1 & ve e atio
= 5 Z‘i A(btifl)(bti - bti—l) - 5 Z“l A(b?],l)(b?] - b?j,l)a
i= j=

where s; ==t —t,—j, j € {0,...,n}. On the other hand, by the general theory of
stochastic integration with respect to continuous semimartingales we know that the
two sums in the second line converge in probability to the respective terms in (3.1))
as the mesh of the partition goes to zero. The idea to construct Feynman—Kac inte-
grands for Schrodinger operators with very singular A by combining “forwards and
backwards” integrals was already present but technically implemented differently
in [Hun96].

If, for instance, A € C}(R?, R?), then we know that ®(x) is well-defined for all
z € R? and, P-a.s., we obtain the familiar expression

t t
(3.2) By(z) = J A(b®)db, + %f divA(b®)ds, t=0;
0 0

see, e.g., [Mat21l Lemma 8.3].



FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULAS FOR MULTI-POLARON SEMIGROUPS 11
Still considering the case A = R?%, we next set

t
(3.3) Se(x) = f V(b¥)ds — i®s(z), t=0,

0
for every x € R? for which ®(x) is defined. Here we should remark that, for any
given z € R?, we only know P-a.s. that V(b*) : [0,00) — R is locally integrable
|[FST5, Lemma 2]. We therefore introduce the convention that the path integrals
of V in (B3] have to be read as 0 at every v € Q for which V(bZ(y)) is not locally
integrable.

Finally, we consider general open A. If A and V, have extensions to locally
square-integrable and locally integrable functions on all of RY, respectively, the
above construction carries over. Otherwise, we pick open sets A,, € A, n € N,
satisfying A,, © Ap41 for all n e N and | J_; A, = A. We define S*(z) by putting
xa, A and ya, V,, extended by 0 to functions on R?, in place of A and V, in the
above formulas. Introducing the first exit times

(3.4) To(x) = inf{t > 0|b7 € AS}, xeR?,

we then know from [Mat21l §9.2] that S7(x) = S*(z), on {t < 7,(x)}\N for
all m,n € N with n < m and some possibly (¢, x)-dependent P-zero set 1. For
fixed t > 0 and a.e. x € R? it therefore makes sense to define S;(x) = SP*(x) on
{t < 7, (2)}\N for every n € N. For convenience we set S;(x) = 0 on {t = 75 (x)} UN.
Since | ) {t < 7u(2)} = {t < 7a(z)} with 75(z) given by (L3J), we thus obtain a
well-defined §;-measurable random variable Si(x), whose construction does, up to
changes on P-zero sets, not depend on the chosen sequence (Aj,)nen-

3.3. Processes appearing in the interaction terms. For every z € R, we
introduce the pathwise well-defined ¢-valued Bochner-Lebesgue integrals

t t
(35)  Uigs(¥i2) = J e yeds, U, ,(0;) = J e (=9 Y.ds, t=0.

0 0
In general, when ¥ is replaced by v, these expressions can no longer be defined as
t-valued integrals. Assuming v € L (A, £) in addition to our standing hypotheses
on v and employing It0’s formula, we shall, however, find alternative expressions
that stay meaningful when the additional assumption on v is dropped again. We
are thus led to the definitions (BI0) and (BII)). There, we split v into two parts
separated by the level set {\ = o} for some o € [2,0). More precisely, we set

(36) Vo,x = X{o<A}Vz; ﬁa,x = X{r<o}Vz) ifze Aa
and furthermore, noting that A —1 > 1 on {v,, = 0} since o > 2,

(3.7) re = (FL+ N oo, of,=V.87,, ifzeA

o,r o,

Here the gradient is a priori computed pointwise on K, i.e., by definition aim(k) =
(F1 4+ Ak))"'Vev(z, k), © € A, for each fixed k € K. According to Lemma [C3]
however, the map = — ﬂ;{m isin C1(A,€) and a;z is its gradient at € A computed

with respect to the norm on €. It is convenient to extend the above functions by
(3.8) Voz =Tow = Bay =0, af, =0, ifzeA
so that 7,, % € L®(R?€) and af € LP(R% €?) for all ¢ € [2,00). Then the

£-valued isometric stochastic integrals

o,b®

t
(3.9) M (z) = J etsat, db,, t=0,
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are manifestly well-defined L?-martingales for every = € R?. Finally, we set

(3.10) Uy () = Upgy (U0 2) + B, — e*tﬂ;bm + M (),
(311) U;:t( ) Ur:g t(vd;z) +e -t + 7ﬂng +eitM;:t(z)a

for all t > 0 and = € R%.
The following statement provides the legitimization for the above definitions.

Lemma 3.1. Additionally assume that (1+A)v € LP(A,€) and set v, == 0 whenever
x e A°. Letx € A and o € [2,0). Then, P-a.s., Urigg7t(v;z) and U;—ft(z) agree on
{t <7a(x)} for allt = 0.

Proof. The assertion follows from ([3.3]) and Lemma [B.3](iii). O
Especially, this yields the independence of our processes of the parameter o.

Corollary 3.2. Let x € A and o,k € [2,0). Then, P-a.s., UL, (z) and Uit(:n)

o,t
agree on {t < 7p(x)} for all t = 0.

Proof. Assuming o < k, the assertion follows from Lemma B with 9, put in place
of v as well as the formulas [@I0) and I applied to both ¢ and k. O

3.4. The complex action. We now introduce the analogue of Feynman’s complex
action in the model treated here. Once more, we start with ¢ € L (R?, €) for which
we set

(3.12) Ureg,t (U5 ) == J W |Uity (05 2))eds, =0,z € R<.

Again this expression is ill-defined in general when ¢ is substituted by v. The
complex action associated with the possibly ultraviolet singular v is defined by

U t(%) = Ureg,t (Vg3 @) + G0t (2) + Wo (1) — (B le™ M y(2))e + (Mg, (2)]B7 1 )e
¢

(3.13) — if %<a;bw|ﬂ:bm>gdbs +mei(z), t=0,
O B s

for all z € R?, with

(314) a07t($) = %<ﬂ;z|ﬂ z>f + <ﬂa' bI|6(r b’”>E - eit<6;bf|6;m>f’
t
315) o) = | (1<a0bz|agbz>e g0 )

(3.16) —r f (0 pele™* M (@) edbs.
Our definition (BI3) is motivated by the following result:

Lemma 3.3. Additionally assume that (1 + X\)v € LP(A,%). Let x € A and o €
[2,00). Then, P-a.s., tUreg,t(v; ) and uy () agree on {t < Ta(x)} for all t = 0.

Proof. The proof of this lemma can be found at the end of Section O
Again, the choice of o in (B.I3) to (B.I6) is immaterial for all x of actual relevance:

Corollary 3.4. Letz € A and 0,k € [2,00). Then, P-a.s., us () and u, () agree
on {t < 7a(x)} for allt = 0.

Proof. Assuming o < k, we consider the definition of u, .(z), i.e., the right hand
side of (BI3) with x put in place of o. Then we apply Lemma with ¥, put in
place of v to re-write the expression treg +(Ux; ) on {t < 7a(x)}. Then we see that,
on {t < TA(x)}, uw+(x) is equal t0 Ureg t(Ts;x) plus a sum of terms that combine
to the remaining six members on right hand side of ([B.I3) with parameter . O
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Remark 3.5. In the situation of Example 2] u, . (z) agrees P-a.s. with Feynman’s
famous expressions for the complex action in the polaron model on R3. This is
shown in Appendix [D] where we also find a more compact expression for uq () in
the situation of Example analogous to Feynman’s formula. Our formula (BI3)
is useful in the general setting treated here for deriving exponential moment bounds
on U, () and convergence theorems for sequences of complex actions corresponding
to different coupling functions.

Remark 3.6. In physical applications, the vectors ﬂ;{l and the components of aiw
with z € A all belong to a certain real subspace g of € and, hence, the first, purely
imaginary term in the second line of (B.I3)) is zero and u, (z) is real-valued. In the
situation of Example ZZT] &g = {f € L*(R3)| f(—k) = f(k), a.e. k}. Further, since
all eigenfunctions ¢,, of the Dirichlet Laplacian can be chosen real-valued, we can
choose tg = {f € (2(N)|f(n) € R, n € N} in Example

3.5. Feynman—Kac integrands and formulas. The Fock space operator-valued
parts of our Feynman—Kac integrands (sometimes called multiplicative functionals)
involve a last building block, namely the operator norm convergent series

0
Ft(h) = Z
n=0
From [GMMI17, Appendix 6] we know indeed that F; : ¢ — () is analytic and
(3.17) IF,(h)] < 2220+ DI
(3.18) [E/ (gl < 2%2(1 + £71)!/2 g e+ DIME,
forallt >0 and g,h € &

| =

sal()'e™™, het t>0.

3

3.5.1. Ultraviolet regular coupling functions. Starting once more with the ultravi-
olet regular ¥ € L (RY, ¥), we define

(3.19) Wieg,i(w) = et () By o (<UL, o(0;2)) Fyjo (= Upeg e (95 )%,
for all t > 0 and z € R%, as well as Wiego(x) = Lg.

Remark 3.7. Let t > 0 and € A. Since Fy; : € — Z(F) is analytic, we see
that Wiegt(x) : Q@ — ZB(F) is separably valued and §i-measurable. Further, we
shall see in Proposition EJ] that |[Wieg ¢ ()] < €' on © with a solely ¥-dependent
¢y € (0,00). A similar bound with a slightly worse right hand side also follows from
BI17) and the bounds

(3.20) |Ustge (05 2)[[e < sup [9y[e(1 —e™"),
yeR4
(3.21) |ttreg,1(9; )| < t sup 9,7,
yeR

which are evident from the definitions (8.5) and B.12).
Theorem 3.8. Lett >0 and Ve L*(A,F). Then

322) (eI (@) = E[xpernmpe " Wieg e (z)* U(b7)],  a.e. z€A.
Proof. This theorem is proven in Section [7.4 O

Since |Wieg.+(7)|| is bounded for all ¢ > 0 and = € RY, Theorem [3.8 can actually
be generalized so as to cover all non-negative V_ € L{ (A, R) which are form small
with respect to one-half times the negative Dirichlet-Laplacian on A; see [Mat21]

Proof of Corollary 1.4 in §9.4].
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3.5.2. Ultraviolet singular coupling functions. Passing to the possibly ultraviolet
singular coupling function v, we define

(3.23) Woi(x) = et O F, 5 (—Uf y(2)) Fyya(=Ug i ()",

for all t > 0, z € R? and o € [2,0), as well as W, o(x) = 1.

To control Wy (), we will need the following additional assumption on A:
Let /() denote the length of a rectifiable R%valued path v and put da(z,y) =
inf{l(~y)|v is a rectifiable path in A from z to y}, if z and y are in the same con-
nected component of A, and da(z,y) = o otherwise. Then we introduce the
condition

(3.24) Jax =21, Cr >0V 7t >0: supP[X{r<ry(2)3da(bf, ) = 7] < ane Car/t,
e

Example 3.9. We discuss a few examples based on the well-known bound

(3.25) P[ sup |bs| = r] < dde~"/2,

0<s<t

cf., e.g., [DZ10, Lemma 5.2.1], which shows that A = R? satisfies (3.24).

(a) Assume there exists ¢y > 0 such that da(z,y) < calz — y|, whenever z
and y belong to the same connected component of A. Then (B.24) directly
follows from ([B:25]). In particular, (3224 holds for convex A, where ¢y = 1.

(b) More generally, assume there exists by > 0 such that, for all z,y € A and
every v € C([0,1],A) with 4(0) = z and (1) = v,

Ity t2 € [0,1]: |y(t1) —y(t2)| = bada(z,y).

Then (3.24) holds with ay = 4d and Cy = b3 /8d, since the above condition
entails X (s<ry(2)yda (0, ) < (2/ba)Supgyepo 4 [bs], which can be combined
with (3.25).

(c) The open slit plane R*\{(z,0) : = < 0} satisfies the condition in (b) (with
ba = 1/2), but not the one in (a).

Remark 3.10. Again W, (z) : Q@ — ZAB(F) is always separably valued and -
measurable. Employing (3.24)) we shall further verify that x(;<r, 2)}|Wo,t ()| has
finite moments of any order in Lemma [7.1] .

We are now in a position to formulate our main result:

Theorem 3.11. Assume that A fulfills 324). Pick any o € [2,00) and let t = 0
and ¥ € L*(A,F). Then

(3.26) (e OV (2) = B[xprema@ne > O W, i(2)* U ()], ae xeA.
Proof. This theorem is proven at the end of Section [T.4] O

4. FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULA FOR REGULAR COEFFICIENTS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [3.8 in the special case where V €
Cy(R%, R) and A € C} (R4, RY). Moreover, with the only exception of Corollary BTl
at its very end, we shall always consider the case A = R? in this section.

The main strategy in the case A = R? is to show that the right hand side of
(B22) defines a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded operators on L?(R%, F)
and to verify that H(«}) is its generator. For both tasks we employ a certain
stochastic differential equation satisfied by (e™5*(*) Wi (9; 7)¢) =0 With ¢ € D(N)
as a starting point.

In the case A = 0 the results of this section are actually known from [GMMI17].
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4.1. Stochastic differential equation. In the next proposition we find a differ-
ential equation pathwise satified by (Wieg,t(¥; 2)®)i=0. In the succeeding Proposi-
tion we include e=(*) and obtain a true stochastic differential equation, for
non-vanishing A at least. In both propositions we shall, for each z € R, employ
the operator

(4.1) HAV (2) = %|A(z)|2 — %divA(z) +V(2) + N+ ¢(¥,),

which by the first bound in (Z.6]) and the Kato—Rellich theorem is a closed operator
in & with domain @ (N).

To prove Markov and resulting semigroup properties later on in this section,
we shall also exploit a flow equation associated with the differential equation. For
this purpose, we denote by Wieg s +(¥; ) the operator obtained from the definition
(BI9) upon replacing the Brownian motion b by its time shifted version

(4.2) b= (bsst — bs)izo-

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ € span{e(f)| f € £}, let ¢ : Q@ — R? be Fo-measurable and
abbreviate Y == (Wheg 1 (% ¢)P)t=0. Then all paths of Y attain values in D (N) and
belong to C1([0,00),F). Moreover, Y is the only such process pathwise satisfying
the wnitial value problem

d

(4.3) oY= —HO(D)Y,, t=0; Y=o

Finally,

(4.4) Sup [|Wiegt(9;2)| < e®', t>0, with cp = sup H19y\|%,
zeR4 yeRd

and the following flow equation holds for all z € R andt > s >0,
(4.5) Wieg,t (0 ) = Wheg, 5,6 (03 05) Wieg, s (¥ ).

Proof. In this proof, we drop the reference to ¢ in the notation, so that Wieg,:(¢) =
Whieg,t(¥; ) and tyeg t(q) = Ureg,t(9; ¢), and so on. We start by considering the case
where ¢ = €(f) for some f € £. Then the formula

(4.6) Yy = Wiega(a)e(f) = ot Trend DDee(e™! f — UL, ((q), 20,

can be inferred from ([2.2)) and (Z3). Then Y}, is manifestly continuously differen-
tiable and straightforward computations using (2.2), (8.3) and BI2) reveal that

d _ _

Y= —a (7' f = Uk, ,(@)Y5s — a' (04a)Yis — yale™ f — Uk, 1 (0))eYra,
for all ¢ > 0. Comparing with (22) and (24), we recognize the action of the
number and annihilation operators in the first and third terms on the right hand
side, respectively. In view of ([23]) this proves [@3]) for ¢ = e(f).

Clearly, (@3] also holds when ¢ is a linear combination of exponential vectors,
which we assume in the rest of this proof. Differentiating ||Y;|% and using that, by
(Z6), the spectrum of H>%(z) is bounded from below uniformly in @ by —cy, we
deduce that [|Y;]|s < e“*| |5, which entails [@4]) and unique solvability of (Z3]).

Next, let z € R?, s > 0, and set Z; == Wieg, s+¢(z)¢. Then 3) implies

d -

Ezt = —H"b%, )2, t=0; Zo = Wreg,s (7).
Further, applying ([@3]) to the time-shifted Brownian motion b and filtration (Fstt)t=0
and observing that Bi’ = b?,,, we see that, pathwise, the processes [0,0) 3 ¢t —
Wieg,s,s+t(0%)Wieg s(2)¢ and Z both solve the same uniquely solvable initial value
problem. Since ¢ can be chosen in a dense subset of &, this implies ([@.3]). O
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that V € C,(R%,R) and A € CL(RY,RY). Let x € R?
and ¢ € span{e(f)| f € €}. Then (e~ Wieg ((0; 2)B)i=0 is a continuous F-valued
semimartingale whose paths belong P-a.s. to C([0,00),D(N)) and which P-a.s.
solves

(4.7) Xt=¢+if

0

t

t
A(bT) X (dbg — f HAY (b%) X ds, t=0.
0

Proof. Under the present assumption on A, ®;(x) is given by ([32). The assertion
thus follows from ([B.3]), Proposition 1] and It6’s product formula. O

4.2. Markov and semigroup properties for regular A and V. In this sub-
section we still restrict our discussion to the case where A = R, V € Cp,(R¢, R) and
A e CHRY,RY). Our goal is to derive a Markov property involving the Feynman-—
Kac operators given by

(4.8) (Treg W)(@) = Ele™5 O Wieg o (0 0)*W(])],  we R,

for all ¥ e LP(R?, F) with p € [1,00]. In view of (@) and since convolution with
the probability density function of b7 is a contraction on LP(R?), it is clear that
the expectation in () is well-defined and

(4.9) | Treg e ¥, < eIVl w,, ¢ >0,

again for all p € [1,00] and ¥ € LP(R? F). As a corollary of the Markov property
proven in the next lemma, (Tyeg,¢)t=0 turns out to be a semigroup on LP(RY, F).

Lemma 4.3. Let U : R? — F be measurable and bounded, x € R? and t > s > 0.
Then, P-a.s.,

(4.10)  ES[e St O Wiep 1(9;2)*T(7)] = €5 O Wieg o (9; 2)* (Treg.i—s W) (b7).

Proof. Let Py : Fw — [0,1] denote the completed Wiener measure on Qy, =
C([0,00),R%). Further, let (Fw.¢)i=0 denote the automatically right-continuous
completion of the natural filtration associated with the evaluation maps ev; : Qy, —
R% v+ v(t). Then ev = (ev;)i=0 is an (Fw.¢)i=0-Brownian motion. Denote by
(Se[z, Dizo and (Wieg [z, ])i=0 the processes obtained upon choosing b = ev in
the construction of (S(z))i=0 and (Wieg t(¥;2))i=0, respectively. Thanks to the
assumptions on A and V we may assume that [0,00) x R? 3 (t,2) — Si[z,7] is
continuous at every v € Q, so that in particular (x,v) — Si[x,v] is product
measurable for all ¢t > 0.
Now fix z € R and t > s > 0. Employing the notation (&2) we then find

Si(x) = Si_o[b%,b] + Ss(x), P-a.s., and Wieg.et(0;5%) = Wieg.r—s[0%,b] on Q.

In fact, the first relation is standard and the second one is quite obvious as the
involved operator-valued processes are defined pathwise. These remarks in con-
junction with the flow relation (£5) and the pull-out property of conditional ex-
pectations imply

ES: [e S/ @W,. ,(9; 2)* U(b7)] = e 5 O Wiy o (0; 2)*ES[O(b7,5)], P-as.,

where O(y, ) = e~ Sty Wheeg,t—s[Y, 7]*¥ (y + evi—s(7)) defines a bounded prod-
uct measurable F-valued function on R% x . Since b? is §s-measurable and b is
S s-independent, the “useful rule” for conditional expectations P-a.s. yields

ES[0(b7,0)] = E[O(y, )]],_,. = E[O(y,b)]], e = (Trog—s ) (b7)-

Here the second equality holds since b and b have the same distribution. For
each y € R%, we used in the third equality that S;_[y,b] = S;_s(y), P-a.s., and
Whieg,t—s[Ys 0] = Wieg t—s(U;y) on Q. Altogether these remarks prove (I10). O
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Corollary 4.4. Let pe [1,0], ¥ e LP(RY, F) andt = s = 0. Then
Treg,t\P = Treg,sTreg,tfs\p-

Proof. By ([@3) every Tyeq, with r > 0 is bounded on LP(R?,F). Hence, also for
p < 00, we may assume in addition that ¥ is bounded, by density of L?(R%, F) n
L®(R?, F) in LP(R?, F). The asserted identity then follows by taking expectations

in ([@I0). O
4.3. Strong continuity. By our next proposition, the semigroup (Tieg,:)t=0 is
strongly continuous, so that we can study its generator in the next section.
Proposition 4.5. Assume that V € Cy(R%,R) and A € CL(RY,R?). Letp e [1,0).
Then (Tyeg,t)i=0 seen as a semigroup on LP(R?, F) is strongly continuous.

Proof. By the semigroup relation and (@9 it suffices to show that T, ;¥ 0, g

in LP(RY, F) for every W in a total subset of LP(R%, F). Thus, we only consider
U = pe(f) with p € Co(R?) and f € €. By Minkowski’s inequality, |Treg,:¥ — ¥, <
Tll(t) + ng(t), t>0, with

M) = | Bl W a)* = e o) P

M) = | Bl Wy @) e Dl ) = pla) [

In view of @4), e @ Wyeq i (z)*e(f)]5 < el TIVIe)t|e(f)]|5 on Q for all t = 0
and 2 € R?. Hence, standard estimations employing that p is compactly supported
and uniformly continuous show that 1(t) — 0, t | 0. Fix z € R? for the moment.
Analogously to ([@6]) we then find

(4.11) Wieg 1 (2)*e(f) = etes (D= Vrosa@e(e™t f — U, ((2)), 2 0.

The process defined by the right hand side of ([@II]) is continuous and the same
holds for S(z), so that e=5¢(*) — 1, ¢ | 0, on Q. Thus, by dominated convergence,
E[e™5t @ W,eq i (x)*e(f) — €(f)] — 0, t | 0. Invoking the dominated convergence
theorem once more, we deduce that 77, (t) — 0 as ¢ | 0. O

4.4. Proof of the Feynman—Kac formula for regular coefficients. By means
of the stochastic differential equation proven in Section [1] we shall now verify in
the case A = R? that H () generates (Tyeg,¢)i=0 Seen as a semigroup on L2(RY, 7).

Proposition 4.6. Assume that A = R, V € Co(R4,R) and A € CLH(RY,RY).
Then e tH(®) = Treg,t for all t = 0.

Proof. By Corollary L4l and Proposition 5, we know that (Tyeg +)¢=0 is a strongly
continuous semigroup of bounded operators on L?(R%,F) and hence has a closed
generator, which we denote by G.

Under the present assumptions on V and A, we know from [Mat17, Remark 5.8 &
Example 6.4] that H(d) is essentially selfadjoint on span{pe(f)|p € CF(RY), f € €}.
Pick p e CF(R?) and f € €. Using the notation (&), we have, for a.e. v € RY,

(H (9)pe(f))()
(4.12) = *%(Ap)(x)e(f) +1A(z) - Vp(@)e(f) + p(a) HYY (@)*e(f).

Let x € R? and ¢ € span{e(h)|h € £}. Then Proposition in conjunction with
It6’s formula

) = ple) + |

0

t t

1
Va(b®)db, + 5[ Ap(b¥)ds, t=0, P-as.,
0
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and Itd’s product formula implies

CE(f)le™ 5 O Weg o (2) )5 p(b7) — (e(f)| D)o p()
- f CH)pe(£)) (2|5 Wreg o (2) 85 ds

t
*J Ce(f)|e™ 5 M Wieg o (2) )5 (V +1A(BE))p(bT)dbs, ¢ >0, P-aus.
0

In view of ([£4), the stochastic integral in the last line is a martingale and hence
drops out upon taking expectations. This yields

(4-13) {(Tregipe(f))(@)|6)5 — {p(z)e(f)|¢)s = —L<(Treg,sH(19)p6(f))($)|¢>.7d8-

Since ¢ can be chosen in a dense subset of &, (£13) extends to all ¢ € F. In fact,
to pass to general ¢ under the integral in ([@I3]) we employ dominated convergence
taking into account that | (Tregq s H (9)pe(f))(x)|s < eIVt H (9)pe(f))] o0 for
all s € [0,t]; recall ). Setting ¢ = ®(x) in @IJ) for any ® € L2(RY F),
integrating with respect to z, applying Fubini’s theorem and observing that the
right hand side of the next identity is well-defined as an L2(R?, F)-valued Bochner—
Lebesgue integral, by the continuity of its integrand, we find
t

Treg,tpf(f) - pe(f) = 7J\0 Treg,sH(ﬁ)pE(f)dS, t>=0.

This shows that pe(f) € D(G) and Gpe(f) = H(P)pe(f). By the observation
prior to (EI2)), this implies H(¢¥) < G. By the bound ([£9) and the Hille-Yosida
theorem, (—00, —cy — |V« ) is contained in the resolvent set of G and in particular
the intersection of the resolvent sets of H(¥) and G is non-empty. Combined with
the second resolvent identity, this implies G = H (), which finishes the proof. O

In the next corollary we implicitly employ a standard procedure due to Simon
[Sim78D] (see also [BHLOQ]) to infer Feynman—Kac formulas on proper subsets A of
R? from the previous proposition. The procedure from [Sim78b] has been adapted
to models in non-relativistic quantum field theory in [Mat21]. We refer to the latter
two papers for any further explanations of Simon’s procedure. Here we shall merely
argue that technical criteria given in [Mat21] are satisfied in the present setting.

Corollary 4.7. Assume that V € Cy(R%,R) and A € CL(RY,RY). Consider the
Hamiltonian H (1Y) on a general open subset A = R%. Then ([326) holds for all
t>0and ¥e L*(A,5).

Proof. Let hra(9) be the polaron form on R? and ha(¥)) the one on A. To infer
B328)) from Proposition we only have verify that these quadratic forms satisfy
certain criteria permitting to apply [Mat21l Lemma 3.4].

Let K,,, n € N, be compact sets exhausting A in the sense that K, c IQ(nH
for all n € N and |J/_, K, = A. Further, let x,, € CP(RY) with 0 < x,, < 1
satisfy x, = 1 on K, and x,, = 0 on K¢ ;. Define Y : R? — [0,00] by Y () =
dist(z,A%) 72 + 327 | [Vxn(2)|? for all z € A and Y (z) = oo for all z € A°. Set
Dy = {V € D(hpa(¥))|Y|¥|Z € L'(R?)}. Then ¥ = 0 a.e. on A° for every
U € 9y, whence we can interpret %y as a subspace of L2(A,F) in the canonical
fashion. By virtue of [Mat21, Lemma 3.4] it then suffices to verify:

(a) Zy < D(ha(9)).
(b) The closure of Zy with respect to the norm associated with b (1) is equal

to D(ha(v)).
(©) bA()[¥] = bra(9)[T] for all T e y.
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To verify (a) and (b) we recall that D (ha(d9)) = D(q™") and that the norms
associated with b (¥) and ™™ are equivalent. In other words, to prove (a) and
(b) we can assume without loss of generality that V_ = 0 and ¢ = 0. But then (a)
and (b) are special cases of [Mat21l Proposition 5.13]. Furthermore, ha(9)[¥] =
hra(9)[¥] obviously holds for all U € span{f¢| f € CF(A), ¢ € Q(N)}, i.e., for all
¥ in a core for ha(¥)[¥]. By (a) and the closedness of hga(¥), this entails (¢). O

5. BOUNDS ON THE INTERACTION PROCESSES

The objective of this section is to prove Lemma[3.1] as well as the following theorem
on the ¢-valued processes defined in (BI0) and BI1). Readers who wish to jump
over technical details can move on to the next section after reading the theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that A fulfills 324]). Let p > 0 and define

(5.1) op == inf {0 > 2| 324/2pL1(vy) < 1 A \/4Cp} < 0.

Then there exists cp € [1,00), solely depending on A, such that

(5.2) SupsupE[X{K e )}epHU*t@v)H /(Mt)] < epePPuen Popnld 5 e [2, 00).
t>0 zeA

Furthermore, let v',v?,... be coupling functwns fulﬁllmg the same hypotheses as v
such that Lq(v™ — v) — O asn — . Define Uy ( ) by putting v™ in place of v in

BI0) and BII). Then, for allp >0 and o € [2,0),
(5.3) lim sup supE[(l +t 1)p/2x{t<m }HUZ’;_F(.T) — U;:t(x)H’g] =0.

N0 >0 geA

In the remainder of this section, we first discuss the martingale term from (E.I0)
and (311 thus finishing the proof of Lemma [B1] (Section 1)) and then prove the
above theorem (Section[(.2]). We will employ the exponential moment bound in the
following remark multiple times:

Remark 5.2. Assume that (Z:)i=0 is a predictable Révalued process such that
So [|Zs]?]ds < oo for all t > 0. Then M; = So Zsdbs, t = 0, defines a continuous
real-valued L?-martingale with quadratic variation given by

¢
(M) = [ 125, =0,
0
We shall often use the bound (see, e.g., [MMI8| Remark 3.3]):
(5.4) E[ sup eMS] <1+ 7r)1/2IE[e4[M]t]1/2, t=0.
s€[0,t]

This bound also applies to stopped versions of M, since M, ,; = Sé X{s<r}Zsdbs,
t > 0, holds P-a.s. for every stopping time 7 : Q — [0, 0], where (X<} Z¢)t0 is
again predictable.

5.1. Discussion of the martingale part. In this section we discuss the stochas-
tic integral processes M (z) = (M;_ft(z))t;o given by (39). Part (iii) of the next
lemma will in particular complete the proof of Lemma 3.1l

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 € [2,00). Then the following holds:

(i) For all z € RY, MX*(x) is a continuous €-valued L%-martingale and its
quadratic variation satisfies

(5.5) (ME@) < 51— e suplaf,[F, 120
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(ii) For every p > 0, we find solely p-dependent c, ¢}, € (0,0) such that

sup sup E[(1 + ¢ 1)P2[eFOONE () 7] < cpsup ol |F < ¢, Li(vs)P.
t>0 zeR4 yeA

(iii) Assume in addition that (1 + A\)v € L®(A,¥). Let z € A and abbreviate

¢
I(;—ft(z) = L eisvgﬁbgds, t=0.

Then, P-a.s., for all t = 0,
(5.6) I;:,t(:n) =g — eitﬁibf + M;:t(:n) on {t < ma(x)}.

o,T

Proof. (i): The right hand side of (B8] is an upper bound on J; = Sé Heisaibg |3ds.
Since E[J;] < o0, t = 0, we know that M*(z) is a well-defined, continuous L2-
martingale with quadratic variation (J;)¢o.

(ii): Employing a Burkholder inequality (see, e.g., [DPZ14l Theorem 4.36]), we find
a solely p-dependent ¢/, € (0,0) such that

(5.7) E[ sup [0z, (@)}] < E[[MF @], ¢>0,

se[0,t]
which together with (i) implies the first asserted bound. The second one follows
from (b) in Section 221 and (B.7)), since A — 1 > 1 holds on {v, , = 0}.
(iii): We choose the open subsets A,, € A, n € N, and corresponding exit times 7, ()
as at the end of Section We further pick p, € C°(R%) such that p, = 1 on A,
and p, = 0 on A§ ,; for all n € N. The additional assumption on v and Lemma [C]]
ensure that v satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma with ¢ = 2. Thus, by the
latter lemma, the maps © — f(z) = pn(x)BL, belong to C*(R? €). Together
with Assumption (a) in Section 22211 Lemma [C.2] further entails, with a Laplacian
acting on ¢-valued functions,

(5.8) <$1%A)f:(z)=($1+)\) e =Vow, TEA;, meN.

Now let « € A and pick some ng € N such that « € A,,. Then It6’s formula (see,
e.g., [DPZ14l Theorem 4.32]) P-a.s. yields

e fir(bf) = fi(x) + f ), — f et ( Fl- %A) fi (b5)ds,

0 0

for all ¢ = 0 and integers n > ng. Putting ¢ A 7,(x) in place of ¢, using that
pn(b%) =1 for all s € [0,7,(s)] and taking (B.8)) into account, we P-a.s. find

ei(t/\‘rn(m))ﬁsz

Ot n ()

t
Pt fo X{ra(@)>s}€" e by

t
(59) — J X{Tn(z)ZS}eis’Ug’b?dS,
0

for all ¢t > 0 and integers n > ng, where we also used a standard stopping rule for
stochastic integrals. Since 7, (x) 1 7a(x) as n — oo, this proves (iii). O

5.2. Convergence and exponential moment bound. Now we move to the
proof of Theorem [5.1 where it is convenient to use the quantities

|e} <V2-4L1(v,), o€ [2,0),

(5.10) g, = max { sup |82, e, sup |V, B2,
yeA yeA

so that g, — 0 as 0 — o0. We further abbreviate

VE () = eFON0BE om0t
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forallt > 0,z € A and o € [2,00). Then the definitions (8.10) and (B.11]) correspond
to the two cases in

(5.11) U;ft(x) = Uriegi(ﬁa;x) + vit(x) + e(it)AOMit(:ﬁ), t>0.

Recalling the definition of dy below (323) and taking Lemma into account we
observe that

(5.12) g (@) < 1= e7'go + da(bf, 2)gs,  where |1 —e™'| < 12,

Let © : R — R be non-decreasing and right-continuous with ©(0) = 0 and denote
the associated Stieltjes-Borel measure by 6 : B(R) — [0, c0]. Using ©(0) = 0 in the
first relation and (3:24)) in the last one, we then find

E[X{t<ra (@)} ©(da (7, 2))] = E[O(X(t<r(2)yda (b}, z))]

= P da (b, ) > 5]d0
(5.13) Lo,o@ [X{t<ra(a)yda by, z) > s]do(s)

< aAf e_CASZ/th(s), zeA, t>0.
(0,00)

When O(s) = (g,5)? for all s > 0 and some p > 0, this together with (512)) yields
(5.14) sg)]E[x{tmu)}|w;t(:c)\|§] <ceap(1 A P2y (v,)P, t=0.
Here we also used (5.10) for t > 1 and cp , > 0 depends only on A and p.

Proof of the convergence relation (53). Let p > 0. Then (53) follows directly from

B20), (EII) and (BI4) as well as Lemma [53](ii), all applied to the coupling func-
tion v™ — v. O

Proof of the exponential moment bound [@.2). We pick p > 0 and ¢ € [2,00). In
the last step of this proof, ¢ will be chosen sufficiently large depending on p.

Step 1. Let x € A. Combining the trivial bound [B20) with
U @) = [1Ustg (@3 2)[F + I7ae(a) — e FOOME (@),
cf. (&I0), and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we find

= ()2 /(A
B[ 17y (@) 107 @ /(02 D)]

(515) < ePSUPyen Hﬁa,ny

X E[X{t<m(z)}e4p\h§,t(w)H?/(tA 1)] 1/2E[e4pe<i2f>A“\\Mﬁt(m)uf/(tu)] 1/2,

for all £ > 0. In the next two steps we derive bounds on the two expectations on
the right hand side of (EI5).

Step 2. Employing (5.12) first and choosing O(s) = e3P9-9°/t 1, s > 0, in (513)
we find

* ds
E lE @] < 16p02an o f 8p(g05)?/t—Cas?/t 5
[X{t<raare | < 16pgzane e —
for all ¢ € (0,1], which together with (5I0) (applied when ¢ > 1) yields the impli-
cation

(5.16) 16pg2 < Cp = sup suIXE[X{KTA(w)}e4puv£t<m>u€/<m1>] < apeCh.
>0 ze

Step 3. Let x € A. Employing 1t6’s formula and (53] we find

1
(5.17) |Mg (@)} < 2Ng4(2) + = g2, t>0,
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P-a.s., with the continuous local martingale N*(z) defined by

t
)= | ROLE e ag, b, 20,
O S

The P-a.s. bound
t
NF@ = | ROE @)™ 0%, s

1
(5.18) < 5L —e™g sup M7 (x)|E, t=>0,

2 se[0,¢] ’
in conjunction with (5.5) and (5.7) reveals that Ni(x) actually is a martingale
Next, we define an increasing sequence of bounded stopping times 7+ (z) : Q —
[0,00) such that 75 (z) 1 00, n — o, by

To(z) =nAinf{t > 0| [NF(z)]; >n}, neN

n

Then the stopped processes given by QlL J(x) = NF 5 (2)at(T), t = 0, are martin-

gales as well. Their quadratic variations P-a.s. satisfy [QJr ™(x) [N5 ()], (@) nt

le =
for all t > 0. Invoking (5.4) and (5.I7), setting co == (1 + 7)"/? and observing
11— ei2(7+(m)At)| < |1 —e*?!|, we thus find

]E[ sup eaM},S(aM]
s€ [O,TT% (z)At]

<di- e_2tag,,/2]E[ sup ezagg;g(m)]
s€[0,t]

< coelt—e*"1ag? /QE[ 4(20)*[N§ (2)] 4 (W]W

1/2

1—et2t 2 8a|l—eT?? ME 2

< coe‘ lag2/ E[ sup o(8al lg2)alMF ()] ,
s€[0,7E (z) at]

for all a,t = 0 and n € N. Here we also used (5I8) in the last step. Since
[Ni(z)]ri(z)/\t < n by the choice of 7 (z), we see that the leftmost expectation in

(o8
this chain of inequalities is finite. This proves the implication

1/2
(5.19) 8a|l —et?|g2 <1 = sup supE[ sup eaM;,s(I)e] < e/,
[

z€A neN se[0,73 (z) at]

for fixed a,t > 0. In view of (5IH), we wish to chose a = 4pe(T2)70/(t A 1).
Observing that e(F2020|1 — 24| /(t A1) = (1 —e™2!)/(t A1) < 2 for all t > 0 and
applying the monotone convergence theorem for each x, we arrive at the implication

1/16

Ape(F2D)A0| At 2104 a1
pe RIEROTHIONVY I

(5.20) 64pg> <1 = sup supE[ sup e
t>0 zeA s€[0,t]
Step 4. The remarks in Steps 2 and 3 show that the product of the two expectations
on the right hand side of (&.I5) is less than or equal to some constant solely de-
pending on A provided that 64pg2 < 1 A (4Cy). In view of (5.I0) and Corollary 3.2

this implies (5.2]) with o, as in (G.1). d

6. BOUNDS ON THE COMPLEX ACTION

In this section we prove Lemma [3.3] as well as the next theorem. Again the reader
can move on to the next section after reading the theorem if he or she wishes to
jump over technical proofs.
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Theorem 6.1. Defining

(6.1) o = inf {o > 2|16\/pL1(vs) <1}, p>0,

we find universal constants ¢,c € (0,00) such that, for allp > 0 and o € [2,0),
(6.2) SUPE[X{KTA jylete @ P] < ectHPoupen I5e0l*t ¢ > 0.
Moreover, let v',v?,... be coupling functions fulfillung the same hypotheses as v
and assume that L1(v" —v) — 0 as n — 0. Denote by uy 4(z) the complex action

defined by means of v™. Then

n—0o0

(6.3) sup supE[x{t<TA(z)}|e o.i(Z) _ glo, t(z)|p] 0, p,r>0,0€][2,0).

te[0,r] z€A
6.1. Regular expressions for the complex action. To establish Lemma [3.3]in
the present section we proceed in two steps that both involve applications of Itd’s
formula. The first step is taken in the next lemma, the second one in the succeeding
proof of Lemma B3] We shall employ the processes given by

(64)  coulw) = By UF (@D aoule f@m| (2))edbs,

for all t > 0 and = € R?. Both of them are well-defined under our general hypothesis
on v, and ¢,(x) is an L?>-martingale. (The process given by (6.5) is well-defined
for the physically most relevant choices of v, but not necessarily under our general
hypotheses.)

Lemma 6.2. Additionally assume that (1 + X\)v € LP(A,¥). Let o € [2,00) and
x € A. Then, P-a.s., we know for all t = 0 that

Ureg,t (03 ) = Ureg 1 (Vo5 %) = Co.t(2) + dot(2) + go.u(x)  on {t < Ta(2)},
with

O ey gt

Proof. Thanks to Lemma [B.3)(iii) we P-a.s. know that ¢, ;(z) = <e_t6;bf|lgft(m)>e
on {t < 7a(x)} for all t > 0. Again employing the exit times 7, (x) defined in ([34),

we further know from the proof of Lemma [5.3(iii) that (e_(t”"'(l))ﬁ;bf ( ))t;O is

a continuous semimartingale that can P-a.s. be written as in (G.9). Also writing

otnT (l) So X{r(2)=5}€" Vo prds, we infer from Itd’s product rule that, P-a.s.,

t
ca,t/\‘rn(m)(x) = J X{‘rn(m)Zs}<e_ gb1|e Vo bx>3d5
0
t
~ [ Ntnatormare s 15 e
0

t
+ J X{.,-n(m)gs}<eisoz;bz |I;S(:C)>gdbs, t>0,neN.
O S

Since e™* I} (2) = UL, .(vs;2) = XppsayUdo(x) on {s < ma(2)} for all s > 0,

reg,s
P-a.s., the above identity is equivalent to

Cot ATy (x) (:C)
= da,t/\Tn (m)('r) - ureg,t/\rn(z) (U; :E) + ureg,t/\'rn(m) (’DG; :E) + QU,t/\‘rn(z) ((E)
We conclude by recalling that 7,,(x) 1 7a(z) as n — 0. O
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Proof of Lemma[3.3. Let x € A. Combining B.I1)), B.I6) and (6.4) and recalling
that X{A<U}U£g7t(ﬁg;x) =0, we P-a.s. find

t t
Got(z) = J <a;b§|e75 ;I%dbs — J <a;b§|ﬂ;bg>gdbs +mgi(z), t=0,
0 0

where the first member on the right hand can be written as

t
fo (@7 e le™ B edby = (MG (@B

In the next step we again employ the open subsets A, exausting A, the cor-
responding first exit times 7, (x) and the localization functions p,, defined in the
proof of Lemma [B.3|(iii). As noted in the proof of the latter lemma, we know under
the present assumptions that x — 6;—f$ are twice continuously differentiable on A
as £-valued functions. We define f,, € C?(R% R) by

fn(@) = pn(){By 4 |BE e, TR neN.
Using A, = —2\BE, x € A, we then observe that

1 -
§Afn(x) = <a;’$|aim>e — QJ- )\ﬁ;@ﬁ;gﬁdu, zeA,, neN.
K

We fix x € A again and pick ng € N such that x € A,,,. Employing It6’s formula for
fn(b*), we then deduce that, P-a.s.,

tATH () B N
- f §R<aa,bg |Ba,bg yedbs
0

1 t
= 75 J X{sg'rn(z)}vfn(bf)dbs
0

1 tATH ()
(@) = £ura) 47 [ A0S

— N =

1

tATR(T)
LG LS G R DS S RGN SR

2 taTn ()

t AT (T)
(6.6) —J J B, e B e dpuds,
:7{ E s

0

for all t > 0 and n € N with n > ng. Since A3}, = vo,, + 8, the term in the last
line of (6.6)) satisfies

tATR(T) - ()
_ J L{ Aﬂ;b? ﬂ;r,bg duds = *dg,t/\‘rn(z) (35) - L <ﬂ;b§ w;b? >eds.

0
Finally, we combine (3II) and (6.4), again using that UL, ;(0s;2) equals 0 on
{\ = o}, to get
—Cot(z) = <5;bf|6;r,b§>f - e_t<6;b§|ﬂ;x>f - <ﬁ;btr|e_tM;,t($)>Ea t=0.
Taking all these remarks, [BI4) and (3I5) and Lemma into account, we

P-a.s. arrive at
Ureg,t ATy () (’U; ZL') = Ureg,t ATy () (’Da; SC) + Aot ATy () (:L') + Weo,t A1y (z) (SC)

_ <ﬂ;,bm |e_(t’\"'n(m))M;t/\T”(m)(z)>{’ + <M<T_,t/\7—n(z) ($)|ﬂ;m>{’

taTn ()

t ATy (T)
i f Sy e 1By Dedbs + M nr () (@),
0

for all ¢ > 0 and n = ng. Since 7,(x) 1 7a(z) as n — 00, this proves LemmaB3 O
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6.2. Convergence and exponential moment bound. We now turn to the
proof of Theorem The only non-obvious missing ingredient is treated in the
next lemma first.

Lemma 6.3. If p> 0 and o € [2,00), then

dpg? <1 = Vt=0: supE[ sup |em“*3(m)|p] < (14 n)ets.
zeA se[0,t]

Proof. Let x € A and o € [2,0). For both choices of the sign we define
t
JE () = J ok, e "M (@)edbs, ¢ >0,
0
Employing It6’s product formula we observe that, P-a.s.,

t
KWML@M=—L€%WLWWM

+ t
o2 [ e mang leady e + [ el fas

for all ¢t > 0, so that

t
_92s t
[ eIt @ik < @) + 4 swlag, o e0

0 ye
This P-a.s. implies
t
L3 @) = | IR e M5 (e s
t 2t
(6.7) @m@ﬁfeﬂWﬂme%mw+&)t>u
yeA ’ 0 ’ ’ 2

Pick some a > 0 and fix ¢ > 0 for the moment. In view of (&.19) (where 7.} (z) — 0,
n — o) we find some cutoff parameter X(a,t) € [2,00) such that the random vari-
able sup,c(o 4 exp(a X rx>x(a,0} Mo s (%) [7) has finite expectation. Furthermore, by
Lemma [B.3)(iii) (applied to the coupling function X{<x(a,1vs) and trivial esti-
mations we find some c(a,t) € (0,00) such that sup,efo ¢ [X{r<x(a.6)} Mo s(T)]e <
¢(a,t), P-a.s. These remarks prove the a priori bound

Va,t>0: IE[ sup eaHMI,s(w)H?] o
s€[0,t]

Also taking (6.7)) into account we see that all exponential moments of [J£(z)]; exist

for every t > 0. In particular, J*(z) are L%-martingales and, given p > 0, we infer

from (B4) and ([6.7) that

(6.8) E[ sup epJ%,s(x)] < COE[ezpo[-f}(z)]t]l/? < CoepQgitE[ezlngiJit(m)]1/27
s€[0,t]

for all t > 0 with co = (1 +7)"/2. In particular, the leftmost expectation in (B8] is
finite for both choices of the sign and all ¢ > 0. Thus, we obtain, first for the plus
sign, afterwards for the minus sign, the following implication

4pg? <1 = Vt=0: IE[ sup ep']},s(x)] < c%erzgit < cget/g.
s€[0,t]

Since Rmy s(z) = J ,(x), s = 0, this proves the assertion. O

o,s

We can now prove the first part of Theorem
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Proof of the exponential moment bound ([6.2). Let p,t > 0 and x € A. We pick
some ¢ > 2 satisfying 256pL1(v,)? < 1, which in view of (5.I0) ensures that
8pg2 < 1. Hence, the exponential moment bound of Lemma is available with
2p put in place of p. Further, we have the trivial bounds |a,:(z)] < c192 and
|wet(z)| < 192t with some universal constant ¢; € (0,00), while |useg (055 2)| can

be estimated (trivially) by means of (32I). Finally, we infer from (520) (with p/8
put in place of p) that

(Ft)a0 + 2 (F2t)A0 + 2
E[etra-< T IM (@)l ] < (8095 R [elP/2)e 2@ < ¢,

with another universal constant ¢, € (0,00). Since |B%,[e < go, y € R?, these
remarks in conjunction with (BI3) and the generalized Holder inequality (with
exponents 2, 4, 4, 00) imply the bound

(6.9) sup B[t @)|P] < (1 + ) 2ee1pos (1H0)+/164psupyep [0,y 7t

zeA
where pg? < 1/8. By virtue of Corollary B.4] we can replace o by any fixed €
[2,00) on the left hand side of (6.9) provided that we insert the indicator function
X{t<ra(z)} Under the expectation at the same time. After that we may pass to the
limit o | ¢, on the right hand side of ([6.9), if necessary. O

The proof of the convergence relation (6.3) makes use of the following lemma:

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [G1), let o € [2,00). Then

sup 2| sup (15, (5) ~ e (| 2220, it >0
zeA s€[0,t] ’

Proof. Assume that p > 1 without loss of generality. By Minkowski’s inequality
for P, it suffices to treat the seven contributions to the complex action in ([BI3)
separately. In view of the bound in (5I0), which can also be applied to the coupling
function v™ — v, and since sup,,cysupyep |95, e < 00 and sup,ey Li(vn) < o0 as
well as sup,c, |95, — Uo,ye — 0 and L (v, —v) — 0 as n — o0, it is obvious how
to treat the terms uyeg ¢ (0; ), @ ¢(x) and we(z) when they are approximated by
their analogues for v™.

In the remaining part of this proof objects defined by means of v™ get an ad-
ditional superscript n. To deal with the fourth member on the right hand side of
B13), we combine the previous remarks with (B.5) and (5.7) obtaining

1/p
SupE[ sup \<ﬂ;’;l;|e*SM,§?j(x)>e - <ﬂ;bx|e5MIs(x)>E‘P]
zeA se[0,t] ° °

1/p
<2 AL, (v — vy) supE[ sup HM:S(,T)Hg]
zeA  Lsef0,t] ’

1/p
V2 ALy (o) supE| sup M) — M ()]
zeA s€[0,t] ' '

(6.10) < cp(e® — 1)Y2L1 (v — vo) (L1 (vo) + sup Ly (v2"))

meN

n—0o0

0, t>0,

with a solely p-dependent ¢, € (0, 00). Here we estimated the expectation involving
the difference MJ""(x) — M} (z) by (&3] and (B7) with v™ — v put in place of v.
The fifth member on the right hand side of (BI3) can be treated in the same way.

Finally, Burkholder’s inequality and the remarks in the first paragraph of this
proof take care of the sixth term on the right hand side of ([BI3]), the purely
imaginary martingale. So we are left with the martingale m,(x) and its analogues
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n

Mg

() defined by means of v™. Here Burkholder’s inequality yields

E[ sup [m?,(z) - ma,s(z>|p]
s€[0,t] ’

t p/2
< C;E[(J |<aZ7’b_§|e*5ngs+ ()Y — <O‘;b§ |eSM:,s(~T)>{>|2ds) ]
0

= oS 1 o »

< c;tp/2IE[ sup |<a21b§|e SM;:(x»g — <a07b§|e SM;5($)>E| ], t>0,
s€[0,t]

with a solely p-dependent ¢}, € (0,00). Here the term in the last line converges to

zero uniformly in z as n — 00, because (6.10) still holds true when the symbol § is

replaced by « in its first line. (I

We can now complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of the convergence relation ([63]). Without loss of generality we may assume
that p > 1. As noted in the proof of Lemma 6.4} sup,cysupye |05, ,[e < o0 with
op as defined in the statement of Theorem Thus, ([6.2)) with 2p put in place of
p applies to v and every v™ and in particular
sup sup sup supE[X{KTA(z)}|e“Z«t(I)|2p] <o, r>0.
o€[2,00) neN te[0,r] z€A

Moreover, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, Jensen’s inequality and the
generalized Holder inequality,

E[X{t<7'A(z)}|euZ,t(m) _ eug,t(m)|p]
1

s f E[X (t<ra (o)} |t 1(x) = tg i ()P o7 [Ple=Ouee () P]dg
0

n 1/2
<E[|ul (x) = ugs(2)]7]"

(s 9/2 e 1-0)/2
9S<13>p1>]E[X{t<m<w>}|e P @) PE [y gy oy et @O PP] OO,
€(0,

forallt > 0, x € A and o € [2,00). Now ([63) follows from Lemma [64 O

7. WEIGHTED LP TO L? BOUNDS AND CONVERGENCE THEOREMS FOR
FEYNMAN-KAC OPERATORS

The objective of the following Sections [[.Iland is to analyze the right hand sides
of our Feynman-Kac formulas (3:22]) and (3.:26]) considered as bounded operators
from LP(A,F) to LY(A,F) with 1 < p < ¢ < oo. The convergence theorems
established for these operators in Section [Z.3] are used in the final Section [Z.4] to
complete the proofs of (3:22]) and ([B28]) in a series of approximation steps.

7.1. Feynman—Kac integrands: moment bounds and convergence. Let us
first collect some bounds on the Feynman—Kac integrands defined in (323)) for the
possibly ultraviolet singular coupling function v.

Lemma 7.1. Assume that A fulfills 324]). Then
(7.1) SUEE[X{KTA(I)}HWa,t(fE)Hp] <epe?? D 1> 0,p>0,
xe

IE)t,

where ¢ is the universal constant appearing in [©2) and o032, and <ap are given
by GI) and (6.0)), respectively. Furthermore, if vi,v2,... are coupling functions

with a solely A-dependent cy € (0,00) and

- Cc -
Vp(0,1) = In(2) + 245D [ Tg s, o [§ + | 5= + sUP [P,
yeA 2p yeA
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fulfilling the same hypotheses as v such that Li(v" —v) — 0 as n — o and if
W3 () is defined by putting v™ in place of v in (3.23)), then

(7.2) sup supE[x{KTA(I)}HW;s(x) — Wgys(:c)Hp] e, 0, p,t>0.
s€[0,t] zeA

Proof. The moment bound (1)) follows from BI7), 3:23), (52) and (62) as well

as Holder’s inequality with exponents 2, 4 and 4. The convergence relation (2)) is
proved in a straightforward fashion taking also (B18), (53) and (63) into account

in addition to (B317), 323), (5.2) and (6.2). O

7.2. Feynman—Kac operators: definitions and weighted L? to L9 bounds.
Next, we treat the Feynman—Kac operators given by the right hand sides of ([3.26]).
Fort > 0 and x € A, let Dy() be either Wieg ¢(J; ), Wo i (x) or W (2) —Wo ()
where the n-dependent operator-valued processes are defined as in Lemma [Z.1l In
the latter two cases, we assume A satisfies (B24)). Let a > 0 and ¥ : A — F be
measurable. Then E[e2?l*]] < 2d/2e92“2t, o = 0, and Holder’s inequality imply
E[X(t<ra @y [De(z) e @0 (b7) ]

@2 1/3 t . (p7)ds1L/3
(7.3) <2963 tsuII:\)IE[X{KTA(y)}HDt(y)Hg]/ sup E[e3% V-:ds]2 g
ye

z€R4

if ¥ is essentially bounded, as well as
B[ X t<ra @)y De() e [0 (7)1 4]
’ /02 /11/3p’
< 2% sup E[xry ) IDe(w) 7]
ye

/(t =)ds71/3 / x 1
(7.4) csup B[ 5 V-0 R )]

zeRd

whenever ¥ is p-integrable for some p € (1,00). Here p’ is the exponent conjugate
to p. Furthermore, we recall that

(75) SUp E[X{0ry o) | W(85)5] < (2mt) 2|,

- / _d(4_
(7.6) JAE[X{KTA(@}H\I:(@ )57 de < cpgat™ 2TV WY,
for all ¢ > 0, p € (1, 00), p-integrable ¥ and g € [p, 0). In view of the above bounds

and Remark [3.10] the following definitions are meaningful:

Definition 7.2. Let t > 0, p € (1,00] and ¥ € LP(A,F). For every x € A for which
St(x) is defined (thus for a.e. x) we generalize [L.8)) by

(Treg,tql)(z) = E[X{t<7'/\(w)}eigt(z)wreg,t(ﬁ; :C)*\I/(bf)],
and define
(7.7) (ToW)(2) = E[Xjrera@ye > @ W, () 0 (67)].

Note that, by Corollaries[3.2] and [3:4] the right hand side of (Z.7)) does not depend
on the choice of o € [2, 00).

Theorem 7.3. Let pe (1,0], a =0 and F : R? — R be Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant < a. Let W € LP(A,F) be such that ef' U is p-integrable over A
as well. If A satisfies (B24), then there exists ¢y € (0,00), solely depending on p,
a, V_ and A such that

(7.8) (P T, W) (2) |5 <t~ Y2t +vay D F G| g x e A,
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for every t > 0. Furthermore, for every q € [p, ] we find some ¢, € (0,00), solely
depending on p, q, a, V_ and A, such that

(7.9) |eF Ty, <t 2 dece(HDtvay D)o F g ¢ > 0.

The same bounds hold for Tyeg: without the assumption ([B.24) provided that, on
the right hand sides, vsy (v,t) is replaced by cot with cy given by @4). In this
case the constants cy and c, do mot depend on any properties of A other than its
dimension d.

Proof. Combine (213), (Z4), (ZI) and (Z3) to (7Z.0) and Definition In fact,
([8) holds for every x € A for which the generalized Stratonovich integral con-

tributing to Si(z) is well-defined; see Section O

7.3. Convergence theorems for Feynman—Kac operators. To infer Theo-
rem [BI1] from Theorem we employ the following result, where | - |, denotes
the operator norm from LP(A,F) to L1(A, F).

Theorem 7.4. Assume A satisfies 3.24). Let v',v%, ... be coupling functions
fulfilling the same hypotheses as v and assume that L1(v" —v) — 0 as n — 0.
Denote by T}* the maps obtained by putting v™ in place of v in Definition 72 Let
pe (1,00]. Then

sup |(T7'0 — T, 0)(z)|ly —— 0,
zeA\ N

for allt > 0 and U € LP(A,F), where A; < A is any Borel set of measure zero
such that Si(x) is defined for all x € A\A;. Furthermore, for every q € [p, ],

(7.10) T = Tilpg —2-0, t>0.
In the case ¢ = p we actually have the locally uniform convergence
(7.11) sup [T — Tslpp ——= 0, t>0.

s€[0,t]

Proof. The assertions follow from (2ZI3)) and (Z2)) to (Z8) and Definition 2] O

To obtain Feynman—Kac formulas for possibly singular magnetic vector poten-
tials A and electrostatic potentials V, we need to approximate them by regular
ones. The appropriate convergence properties of the Feynman—Kac operators then
are secured by the next two theorems.

Theorem 7.5. Assume that the magnetic vector potential has an extension A €
LE (RYRY).  Let Ay, As,... € L2 (RLRY) and o € LE (R4 R) be such that

loc loc
A, =2 A ae. on RY, as well as |A,| < o a.e. on R? for every n € N. Let
pe (l,0), U e LP(A,F) and t = 0. Denote by T]* and T, , the maps obtained by

reg,

putting Ay, in place of A in Definition T2 If A satisfies [B24)), then

(7.12) lim (7% — T30)(z)|g =0, a.e. x €A,
n—o0
(7.13) TP 2L T in every LA, F) with g € [p, o).

The same holds without the assumption (3.24) when T4, , and Tieg: are put in
place of T{" and T}, respectively.

Proof. Let ®7(x) denote the process obtained by putting A,, in place of A in B.1]).
Then the assumptions and [Mat21, Theorem 9.2] directly imply the existence of
a Borel zero set N < R? such that ®;(x) and all ®7(x) are well-defined and
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@?(z) —»_nﬁoo ®;(z) in probability for all z € R¥\N. Now let x € A\N. Using
e —e'¥| < 2 A |r—s|, r,s € R, we then find
1/3p’

(T3 — Ty 0)(2)|# < sup E[e3p/ $ Vf(bg)dﬁ] 1/3p’

SUp E[X(1<ry ()} Wit (2)| 7]
yeRA zeR4

“E[(2 A | (2) = Be@))* TV ElX pmy oy 12 (0F) 5177

Since the functions (2 A |®7(z) — ®,(z)])*" < 2% go to 0 in probability as n — oo
and obviously are bounded in L?(PP) uniformly in n, Vitali’s theorem implies that
E[(2 A |®7(z) — @4 (2)])?'] 2255 0. Together with (ZI3) and (ZI) these remarks
imply (CI2). Now (ZI3) follows by dominated convergence because of (Zf). For
Tieg+ and Treg ¢ the proof uses (4] instead of (Z.I) and is identical otherwise. [J
A similar approximation result for sequences of potentials can easily be proved
by applications of the dominated convergence theorem and (T4]). We refrain from
giving a separate proof here.
Theorem 7.6. Let Vi, Va,... € L (A,R) and assume that V,, *=25 V a.e. on
A, as well as V,, = —V_ a.e. on A for everyn € N. Let p e (1,0), ¥ e LP(A, )
and t = 0. Denote by T}" and Ty, , the maps obtained by putting V,, in place of V
in Definition[72 Then [([I12) and ([TI3) hold true, provided that A fulfills (3:24]).
The same convergence relations hold when T, , and Treg,: are put in place of T}
and Ty, respectively, in which case the assumption B.24) on A is unnecessary.

Remark 7.7. There exist vector potentials Ay, A, ... € CF°(R?, R?) and some dom-
inating function « € LIQOC(Rd,R) as well as electrostatic potentials Vi, V5,... €
Cy (R4, R) fulfilling the hypotheses of Theorems and [.0] respectively.

In fact, the existence of A, and a has been shown in [Mat21l Lemma 9.3 &

Step 1 of the proof of Proposition 9.4]. The construction of V,, is standard.

7.4. Feynman—Kac formulas in the general case. We are now in a position
to complete the proofs of the Feynman-Kac formulas stated in Section [Bl

Proof of Theorem[Z.8. Assume first that V € C,(R,R) and 4 € L2 (R4, R?). Pick
A, € CF(R*,R%) as in Remark [ Denote by H,(9) and T}, , the Hamiltonian
and Feynman—Kac operators, respectively, defined by means of A,, in place of A. Let
Ve L*(A,%) and t > 0. Then e="+()W = T U for all n € N by Corollary 71
However, T}, W — Treg,t W, n — o0, in L?(A, ) by Lemmal[Z.5 while e #»()y —
e tH()¥ n — oo, by Theorem [B.1] and since strong resolvent convergence of
semibounded operators entails strong convergence of their semigroup members.
Thus, e 7 ) = Ty ;.

Still assuming V € C, (R4, R), we can copy the first part of the proof of [Mat21]
Theorem 1.1 in §9.4] to extend this result to A € L2 (A, R?). Here we set A, =
{r € Aldist(z,A°) > 1/n}, n € N, so that A, = xa, A, extended by 0 to R?
belongs to L2 (R?, RY). Denote by b, () and H,(9) the polaron quadratic form
and polaron Hamiltonian on A,, defined by means of A,,. Let, as usual, §(¢}) and
H(9) be the ones on A defined by means of A. Tacitly extending functions on
A, by 0 to larger subsets of A, we then have D (h,(93)) € D(hn(9)) < D(H(V)),
m > n, and §H(9)[¥] = limp<m—o him[P] for all ¥ € D(h,(¥)) and n € N. Let
t>0and ¥ e L3(A,F). By [Sim78a, Theorems 4.1 and 4.2| the previous remarks
imply that lim,, ., e~ ) (@ M) = e W in L2(A,F) and, hence, a.e. on A
along a subsequence. Define S}'(z) and 7,,(z) as in the end of Section Then
Si(x) = S¢(x) holds P-a.s. on {t < 7,(x)}, whence the result of the first paragraph
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of this proof yields
(7.14) (e e (W) )(@) = E[Xqrer (036" O Wiege (95 2)* U (5)]

for a.e. 2 € A,. Since Xyr<r, (2)} = X{t<ra(a)} OD 2, the right hand side of (Z14)
converges to (Treg¥)(x) as n — oo for every x € A. Altogether this proves ([3.22)
for V e Cy(R%, R).

The extension to general V is standard and we shall not give any details. We
just mention that the extension proceeds in three steps: First, bounded V are ap-
proximated by continuous and bounded V;, by mollification. After that V' which
are bounded from below are approximated by V' A n. Finally, general V' are approx-
imated by V v (—n). In all three steps strong convergence of the Feynman—Kac
operators is ensured by Lemmal[7.6 In the first step (mollification) strong resolvent
convergence of the Hamiltonians can be checked directly using the second resolvent
identity. In the last two steps monotone convergence theorems for quadratic forms
[RS80, Theorems S.14 and S.16] are invoked to show strong resolvent convergence
of the Hamiltonians. O

Finally, we prove the Feynman—Kac formula for the polaron approximating v
by its ultraviolet cutoff versions v, = x(rx<njv, n € N (that we extended by 0 to
elements of L (R4, ¢)).

Proof of Theorem[Z.11l Let t > 0 and define Ty, , and 7" as in Definition
with ¥,, put in place of ¥ and v, respectively. Thanks to Theorem [B.§ (applied in
the first equality) and Lemmas Bl and B3] (applied in the second one) we know
that et (o) — Tiege = T for all n € N. In the limit n — oo, Theorem [T.4]
and Corollary[Z7imply, however, that T;* — T; and e~ (on) — e~tH(v) ip operator
norm. Here we also use that norm resolvent convergence of semibounded operators
entails norm convergence of the corresponding semigroup members. In conclusion,

eitH(’U) = Tt. O
APPENDIX A. LIEB-YAMAZAKI TYPE BOUNDS ON THE POLARON INTERACTION

In this appendix, we prove Theorem [24]in the spirit of Lieb and Yamazaki [LY5S].
In our presentation the Lieb-Yamazaki commutator argument is somewhat hidden,
though: integrating (A5]) with respect to z against the complex density v(z, k)
we formally obtain the quadratic form of the commutator between the covariant
derivative —id; — A; and iv(z, k)a(k) on the right hand side, and the usefulness of
(A.5)) is revealed by the integration by parts argument in the proof of Lemma[A.3]
Notice that our arguments yield integral formulas for the interaction w(v)[¥] that
apply to all ¥ in the form domain of H(v).

Given @1, ®5 € L2(A, F), we write (®1|®3)5 for the integrable function A 5 z
(®1(x)|P2(z))5. The weak partial derivative 0; appearing repeatedly is acting on
the variable z;. As usual, W' 1(A) is the closure of CZ°(A) in the Sobolev space
WHL(A).

Lemma A.1. Let U, T € D(q™"). Then (N + 1)Y2¥|T)5 € WLL(A) and
Oi{(N + )2 |y =GuwiT|(N + 1) Ty + (N + 1)2T[iwF Ty,
forallje{1,...,d}.
Proof. Pick ¥,,, T, € span{f¢|f € CF(A),p € Q(N)}, n e N, such that ¥,, - ¥ in
L?(A,F) and q™"[¥,, — ¥] — 0 as n — o0 and analogously for T,,. In particular,
wiv, > wiv, j=1,....d
(A.1) in L2(A,F) as n — o,
(N + 120, - (N +1)/?0
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and again analogously for Y,,. Then
(A2)  CP(A) 3 (N + 1D)Y2W,| T, )5 =L (N + DY2T|T)s  in LY(A).

For all n € N and j € {1,...,d}, the definition of w;, the Leibniz rule and the fact
that iA is purely imaginary entail

(N + 1)V20,|T)g = Gw; T, (N + DY2Y,05 + (N + 1)V20,|iw; T,y

Recalling that w; c w¥ as well as (AJ]) and its analog for T,,, we conclude that

SN + 1) V20, T~ Guf (N + 1)Ly + (N + 1) Tfiwf Ty

in L1(A) for all j € {1,...,d}. Together with (A:2), this proves the statement. O

The following statement is the major ingredient in our proof of Theorem [2.4]
Therein, I : L*(A,F) — L?(p; L*(A, F)) (recall [2.8)) is the unique partial isometry
with ker I = L2(A, %) acting on vectors ge(f) with g € L?(A) and f € £ as

(A.3) (I(ge(N)(K) = f(K)g(N +1)7%e(f),  p-ae ke XK.
We easily infer from (23) and (A3) that
(A.4) a=(N+1)Y21 = INV2.

Lemma A.2. Let ¥ € D(q™"). Then, for p-a.e. k€ K, it holds (¥|a(k)¥)y €
WLYL(A) and, for all j € {1,...,d},

(A.5) 0{(P|a(k) W)y = i((N + 1)V W) (Tw} W) (k)5 — iwf¥la(k)P)s.

Proof. We may assume that V, = 0 throughout this proof. We pick some j €
{1,...,d} and shall first show that

(A.6) (IW)(k) € D(w?*) and wh(IW)(k) = (TwiC)(k) for p-ae. k.

Pick ¥, € span{fo| f € C(A), ¢ € F}, n € N, such that ¥,, — ¥ in L3(A,F),
quin[¥,, — ¥] — 0 and in particular wiv, — wiV¥ in L?(A,F) as n — o0. Ev-
idently, w*(I'0,)(k) = (Iw*¥,)(k). Since I is a partial isometry, (I¥,)nen and
(Iw¥ W, )nen converge in L?(u; L2(A, F)) to I'V and Tw¥W, respectively. Hence, we
find a subsequence (¥, )een such that (I1V,,)(k) — (I¥)(k) and ([Twf¥,,)(k) —
(Iw¥®)(k) in L*(A,F) for p-a.e. k. Since w¥ is closed, this implies (AL6).

In conjunction with I¥(k) € L*(A,Q(N)), p-a.e. k, which follows from the
second equality in (A4), (A6) shows that IW (k) € D(q™"), p-a.e. k. Thus, for

p-a.e. k, we can apply Lemma [AJ] with T = I¥(k). Combining that lemma with
(A4) and (A.6) proves the statement. O

The next statement is now easily proven by a partial integration argument. This
is a quadratic form version of the commutator argument employed in [LY58§].

Lemma A.3. Let E > 1 and let ¥ € D(q™"). Then the iterated integral (217
is well-defined. Further, setting BE (k) = v(x,k)/(E + \(k)), k € K, and recalling
that BE 0., BE,...,0.,8F all belong to L*(A, ) as functions of x, we obtain

x )

to(v)[ ] = 2R jA<w<sc>|a<Eﬂf>\P(z>>gdx

(A7) R | IV, BV () de
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Proof. Let k € R% and g € W11(A). Since v

(,k)e C’OO( ) is bounded with bounded
first order partial derivatives and —A,v(x, k) =

2A(K)o(x, k), x € A,

- (2E — Ag)v(z, k)
L\ o(z, k)g(x)dz = JA SE 1 2A(k) g(z)dz

d
(A3) - | BFEWg@)e + 5 Y. | @ AR W)

According to Lemma [A2] we can apply these remarks with g = (U|a(k)¥) s €
WLL(A) for p-a.e. k. This reveals that the inner integral in (2.I7) belongs to L*(u)
as a function of k, and (A7) follows by combining ([2.10), (A.5) and (A-S]). O

We are now in a position to derive the desired form bound:
Corollary A.4. For every E = 1, the relative form bound (218) holds true.

Proof. This follows upon combining (A7), ([25) and (2.6]), Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equalities and |EYV28E|% + |V,.B8F|%/2 < Lg(v)?, z € A. O

APPENDIX B. STRONG RESOLVENT CONTINUITY W.R.T. VECTOR POTENTIALS

In our proof of the Feynman—Kac formula for ultraviolet regular coupling functions,
we approximate the possibly singular magnetic vector potential A in L10C by a
sequence of more regular vector potentials A,,, n € N. We make use of the fact that
this entails strong resolvent convergence of the corresponding polaron Hamiltonians.
This is well-known for magnetic Schrédinger operators, the strongest results going
back to [LM97], and it readily follows from Feynman—Kac formulas provided that
they are available for locally square-integrable A. Since this is not yet the case in
the situation the next theorem is employed, we give a purely functional analytic
proof based on [LM97|; for curiosity we keep the assumptions more general and
prove a stronger statement than needed in the main text.

Theorem B.1. Let A, A, € L2 (A, R?), n e N, and assume that A, — A in L2,
as n — o0, i.e., lKAn — 1gA in L%-sense for any compact K < A. Let f be
either ¥ or v and let H,(f), n € N, denote the polaron Hamiltonians as defined
in Section [2.3 with A replaced by A,,. Abbreviate H,, = H,(f) and H = H(f).
Then H,, converges to H in the strong resolvent sense as n — 0. In fact, for some

sufficiently large A > 0,
lim (N +1)*(H, + NTHN +1)PT = (N + 1D)(H + AN + 1)b0,

for all U e L2(A,D(N")) where a = b= 1/2. In the case f =¥ we can also choose
a=1andb=0.

Proof. Since we can approximate v by its cutoff versions v? = v,, 0 € N, and
the corresponding weighted resolvent convergence (2.21]) is uniform in the vector
potentials, it suffices to treat the case f = 9; note that (N + 1)2(H(v) +¢)~? is
bounded uniformly in the vector potentials when ¢ > 0 is chosen as in Corollary 271
Putting D (Smax) = 2(Vi1y) N ﬂ] 1 D(w¥), we define a closed maximal form

5max

d
It + [ Ve @ Eds e Do)
j=1 A

l\3|H

We let S denote the non-negative selfadjoint operator on L?(A, F) representing the
corresponding minimal form Smin = $max [span{sé|fecy (a),pe7}- Define S, n € N,
in the same way with A,, replacing A. By [LM97, Theorem 2.8], we know that

(B.1) S, =% S in the strong resolvent sense.
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Next, we note that S + N is selfadjoint on D (S) n L?(A,D(N)) and an analogous
statement holds for S,, + N, n € N. The spectra of all these operators have a
common lower bound ¢y < 0 and we assume that A > 1 — ¢g. For £ € Ny, we denote
by P, the orthogonal projection in F onto the £’th direct sum component F in (1))
seen as a subspace of F. Then we further know that S,,, S and N commute with
Py on their respective domains. Applying NP, = (P, £ € Ny, and the dominated
convergence theorem (with dominating sequence (4|P;¥(?)sen, € ¢*(Np)), we find,
for all ¥ e L2(A, D (N?)),

(N +1)((Sn + N+ XN = (S + N+ 0N + 1))

(B-2) = i [(€+ D)P((Sn + £+ X7 = (S + £+ A7) PU|* =20,
=0

where a,b > 0 satisfy a + b = 1. Put DU (z) = —p(9,)¥(z), a.e. x € A, for every
U e L2(A,Q(N)). In view of (Z6), we know that A == D(N + 1)~'/2 is bounded
and, hence,

lim sup |D(S, + N +A)~!| = 0.

A—00 peN

Choosing A\ sufficiently large, we thus obtain the expansions in Neumann series

(Sn+ N+ N "YAN +1D)Y2(S, + N+ 0", neN,

8

(H, +N)7! =

£=0

The same expansion holds with H and S put in place of H,, and S, respectively.
Moreover, after multiplying with it from the left, we can move (N + 1)® with
a € {1/2,1} under the summation signs of the Neumann expansions. After that,
we apply both sides of the resulting identity to (N + 1)!7%¥ with ¥ € D(N!1~%).
The statement then follows from the dominated convergence theorem and (B.2);
recall also that products of strongly convergent bounded operators are strongly
convergent. ([

APPENDIX C. DIFFERENTIABILITY PROPERTIES OF 3% AS £-VALUED MAPS

By our assumptions, v(-, k) € C*(A) when k € K is fixed. In this appendix we shall
study the differentiability of the ¢-valued functions A 3 z — ﬁ;{z with ﬂ}m(k) =
B2 (@, k) = X (o) (K)0(, K)/A(K) T 1).

First, we note a slight variation of a standard argument which can used to verify
the assumptions in the subsequent Lemma [C.2]

In what follows, B, (a) denotes the open ball of radius r > 0 about a in R4,

Lemma C.1. Assume that f: A x K — C is measurable and f(-, k) is smooth on
A for every k € K. Assume further that —A,f(x, k) = 2X(k)f(z, k) for all x € A
and k € K. Finally, assume that (1 + X)f(x,-) € € for all x € A. Then the partial
derivatives Oy, f (-, k) computed for fived k € K define functions from A to £ and

sup [ 0n, (2, ) e < Cpra sup [(1+X)f ()],

zeB,(a) z€B,(a)

for all a € A and r > p > 0 such that B.(a) = A and with a constant solely
depending on p, r and d.

Proof. Let B,.(a) € A. Denote by G the Green’s function of the negative Dirichlet—
Laplacian on the ball B,(a) and by P the Poisson kernel for B,(a). Let ¥ be the
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surface measure on 0B,(a). Then the solution formula for Dirichlet problems for
the Poisson equation on B,(a) entails, for all z € B,.(a),

o0, £ (2. k) = 2A(K) L R L o P £ B0,

Here we also used the fact that one partial derivative d,; can be computed under the
integral sign in the integral involving G; see, e.g., [WKKO09, Satz 4.7.1 or Satz 4.8.2].
The asserted bound now is an easy consequence of the generalized Minkowski in-
equality for the norm on L?(K, 1) and the bound |G(z,y)| < ca, E(x — y)/|z — y
where F is given by (ZI2); see, e.g., [WKKO09, Satz 4.6.2]. O

Lemma C.2. Let £ € N and assume in addition to the hypotheses in Section [2.2.1]
that the partial derivative 0Sv(-, k), computed for fized k € K, defines a locally
bounded function from A to € for every multi-inder o € N of length || < £—1. Let

€ [2,0). Then the maps A 5 x — B%, belong to C*(A,€) and, for all a € N§ with
la] < ¢ and x € A, the t-valued partial derivative 8g‘ﬂai7l is given by the expressions
09B% (x, k) computed for fived k € K.

Proof. We drop the superscript + since both 8 and 35 can be treated in the same
way. We also drop the subscript o. Then §(-, k) is smooth on A for every k € K.

Let £ e N, a € A and pick some r > 0 such that m < A. Further, let o € Ng
be some multi-index, j € {1,...,d} and e; be the j’th canonical unit vector in R<.
For all k € K, x € B,/4(a) and t € [—r/4,7/4]\{0}, we write

(@B + te, K) — 3B, ) — 22, 026z, K

1
=J:) (6%32‘ (z + stej, k) — 0z, 05 B(x, ))ds.

For |a| < ¢ — 1, we wish to show that the term in the second line goes to zero in ¢
as a function of k, uniformly in z € @(a).

To this end we again employ the notation G, P and ¥ introduced in the proof of
Lemma[CIl Then we can apply the formula displayed in that proof with f = 0¢4.
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality,

(L( Ll( 2,02 B(@ + stej, k) — 0u,05 B(x, k) ds

for all z € B,4(a) and 0 < [t| < r/4, with Ig(z,t),Ip(x,t) = 0 given by
gG(xat)Q

i

and

gP(za t)2

2

1
2

du(kz)) < Jg(z,t) + Ip(x,t),

dp(k),

t
2)\(k)J L “ (02,G(x + stej,y) — 02, G(x,y)) 05 By, k)dy ds

du(k).

(0u, P(z + stej,y) — 0z, P(,y)) 0y By, k)dD(y) ds

28, (a)

With E given in 212), we set h(x,y) = G(z,y) — E(x — y),

dp(t) == sup J- f |6 f(x + stej,y) — 3mjfxy|dyds fe{G,E h}.
TEB /4(11) Br(a)

Then 6x(t) — 0 as t — 0 since 0., h is continuous on B,.(a) x B,(a); see, e.g.,
[WKK09, Lemma 4.5.4]. Moreover, it is straightforward to show that 0z () — 0 as
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t — 0. Thus, dg(t) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Further, the generalized Minkowski inequality
implies

gG(:C, t)

N[

f J- (J |02, G(z + stej,y) — 0., Gz, y| 12\ (F)0y B(y, )|2du(kz)> dy ds,

for all 2 € B, /4(a) and 0 < [t| < r/4, so that

sup  Jg(w,t) < Cog(t) sup [0Svu(y,)]e —— 0.

2€B,/4(a) yeB,-(a)

Here C is a universal constant and we used that A —1 > (1 + X)/4 on {\ > o}.
Likewise, since d; P is uniformly continuous on 3, (a) x 0B, (a),

op(t) == sup JJ- |3 (x + ste;, )—8ij(:E,y)|dE( dsi>0
0B (

IE@T/4(a)

Similarly as above the generalized Minkowski inequality entails

sup Ip(z,t) <ép(t) sup )H%‘B(y, e =2 0.

IG(BTM(Q) yedBr(a

We conclude by applying these remarks recursively with |« = 0, || = 1 and so on
up to |a] = —1. O

Lemma C.3. Let o € [2,00). Then the maps A 3 x — 6;{1 belong to C(A,€) and,
forall je{1,...,d} and x € A, the t-valued partial derivative 0, ﬂ;;ﬁm is given by
the expressions Oy, BE(xz, k) computed for fived k € K.

Proof. For every n € N, we set vy = X{x<njVz, © € A. Then v" satisfy the

hypotheses in Lemma with ¢ = 1, whence the functions A 3 z — X{/\<n}5§z
belong to C*(A, £) and their first order partial derivatives can be computed holding k
fixed. On the other hand, by (b) in Section [2:2] we have the uniform convergences
SUPgeA HX{AZn}ﬂiz z l;i'(z’ ')HE'i — 0 asn — . 0

APPENDIX D. ON FEYNMAN’S EXPRESSION FOR THE COMPLEX ACTION

As promised in Remark 3.5 we verify in the next example that our formula for
the complex action agrees with Feynman’s famous expression (D.I]) when multi-
polarons on R3 are considered. In Example [D.2]we consider confined multi-polarons
and find a direct analogue of (D). As mentioned earlier, our definition (B3]
allows for a treatment of general coupling functions v and is helpful in derivations
of exponential moment bounds and suitable convergence theorems.

Ezample D.1. In the situation of Example 2], where d = 3v, let o € [2,00) and
x € R?. Then we P-a.s. find

—(s—r)
D.1 ot (2) = 29° © drds, t=0,
( g

=t 47r|:cj +bj,—x¢—bpsl

where by = (b14,...,b,+) with independent three-dimensional (§:):>o-Brownian
motions (bj¢)i=0. Similarly z = (z1,...,2,) with z; € R%. The right hand side of
(D) is Feynman’s famous and well studied complex action [Fey55].
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Proof. In fact, for every n € N and recalling the notation from (3.0, a short com-
putation in polar coordinates shows that

v t S 2
N (e ; b 2g
Uye ,t(vn;z) = J J e (S T)J elk'(xl‘i’bﬂ,s xj b]’T)idk/ dr dS
¢ j,e2=1 0 Jo |k|2<2n (2m)3|k|?

2 v t s
(D.2) = % > f f e B, (2 + bjr — 20 — bys)dr ds,
0 JO

=1

where E,,(0) := v/2n and we encounter a well-known family of Riemann integrals:

1 (V2nlyl sin(p) N0 s 3

o3 Bw- | s TR0

With the help of Tonelli’s theorem it is easily seen that the expectation of the right
hand side of (D) is finite, whence, P-a.s., the double integral on the right hand
side of (D.J) is finite for all ¢ > 0. On the complement of some P-zero set, we
can thus use dominated convergence and (D.3)) to argue that the expression in the
second line of (D.2) converges to the right hand side of (D.I]) for all ¢ > 0. On the
other hand, Lemmas [3.3] and [6.4] imply the existence of integers 1 < nj; <no < ...
such that, P-a.s., Ureg,¢(Un;; ) — Ug¢(x) as j — oo for all t > 0. O

Ezample D.2. In the situation of Example 2.2 choose m = 3 and 6(t) = ¢t~ for
t > A(1). Let Gg denote the Green’s function of @, i.e., the integral kernel of
(—Ag)!. Pick 0 € [2,00) and z € ¢”. Then we P-a.s. find, for all ¢ > 0, that

v t rs
(D.4) Ug () = 297 Z f J- e~ GG (x5 + by e + bes)dr ds,
j,e=1+0J0

on {t < 7gv(z)}, where we use the same notation for « and b as in Example [D.1l

Proof. Similar to the previous proof, we find
v t s
ureg,t(ﬁn;x) = 292 Z J- f 67(57T)Gn($]‘ + bjﬂ‘)xé 4 bg7s)dr dS,
je=170JO
for all n € N, where

&n(y)Pr(2)
Gn(yaz) = T o/ y,ZECO-
A%NL 2A(k) °‘

The Weyl law for the eigenvalues 2\(k) of —A¢ shows that (1/A(k))ken is a sequence

in 2(N). Since (y, z) — ¢x(y)dm(z) form an orthonormal basis of L?(G?), we find
that G,, converges to G¢ in L?*(G?). Employing this observation as well as the
independence of b; and b, for j = £ and the fact that every Brownian motion has
independent increments, it is straightforward to show by direct estimations that
X{t<rg (a)} Ureg,t (Un; T) converges in LY(PP) to the right hand side of (D.4) multiplied
bY X{t<rv(z)}- We can now conclude as in the proof of Example [D.11 O
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