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Abstract

We consider the one-particle sector of the spinless Yukao@emwhich describes the in-
teraction of a nucleon with a real field of scalar massive hsgneutral mesons). The nucleon
as well as the mesons have relativistic dispersion relatibmthis model we study the depen-
dence of the nucleon mass shell on the ultraviolet ¢biAo For any finite ultraviolet cut4®
the nucleon one-particle states are constructed in a bduredgon of the energy-momentum
space. We identify the dependence of the ground state epargyand the coupling constant.
More importantly, we show that the model considered hereines essentially trivial in the
limit A — oo regardless of any (nucleon) mass and self-energy renaatial. Our results
hold in the small coupling regime.
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1 Introduction and Definition of the Model

The Yukawa theory provides afffective description of the strong nuclear forces betweersivas
nucleons which are mediated by mesons. The nucleons as svileamesons have relativistic
dispersion relations. It is well-known that the Yukawa ttyeis plagued by ultraviolet divergences,
and so far the fully relativistic model has only been congid in 1+ 1 dimensions; se€l[l] and
references therein for the details.
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In this paper we consider a toy model of the Yukawa theoryerretl to asspinless, one-
particle Yukawa modgbbtained by neglecting pair-creation and spin, and weiceshe analysis
to the one-nucleon sector. In order to yield a well-definechHtanian for this model one usually
introduces a cut4® which removes the problematic meson momenta from the ictieraterm
above a finite threshold energy While for non-relativistic situations one may argue thatiaof
A of the order of the nucleon rest mass should render a satigfyiedictive power of the model, a
finite cut-af is not justified in the relativistic regime. Though the modeldeal with is a caricature
of the relativistic interaction between nucleons and mssae address the mathematical problem
how to control the model uniformly in beyond perturbation theory.

More specifically, we analyze thedfect of self-energy and mass renormalization in the limit
A — oo. Itis a common hope that at least for non-relativistic QEB,, ifor the Pauli-Fierz
Hamiltonian, the ultraviolet cut{d can possibly be removed by introducing a suitable mass and
energy renormalization; segd]. The believe is that, in contrast to classical electrodyica where
the electron bare mass is sent to negative infinity, in ndativéstic QED the bare mass should
tend to zero ad — oo to compensate for the growing electrodynamic mass. Oultsestiow that
because of the relativistic dispersion relation of the aonlthis is not the case for the spinless,
one-particle Yukawa model. Namely, in a neighborhood ofdhgin of the (total) momentum
space and for small values of the coupling constant, we kstaivo goals:

1. We identify the dependence of the ground state energy and the coupling constagt

2. We show that the nucleon mass shell becomes flat in the Amit oo up to corrections
estimated to bé)gﬁo(lgl%), irrespectively of any scaling of the (nucleon) bare masse.,
m=m(A) > 0.

Our analysis is based on a multi-scale technique which waslaleed in [L2] to treat the infrared
divergence of the Nelson model, and which was recently réfing1l] to simultaneously control
the infrared and ultraviolet divergences of the same modéel.extend this multi-scale technique
further and apply it to the spinless, one-particle Yukawaleio

It is interesting to note that for this model the self-enedigyerges linearly folA — o asitis
the case for its classical analogue.

Definition of the Model.  The Hilbert space of the model is
H = 2R3, C;dX) @ F(h),

where¥ (h) is the Fock space of scalar bosons
F(h) = PFo, FO .= C, Fizt:= ()h, h:= L3(R3, C; dK)
j=0

where® denotes the symmetric tensor product. a@g, a*(k) be the usual Fock space annihilation
and creation operators satisfying the canonical comnwrtaélations (CCR)

[a(k), a(@)*] = 6(k - q), [a(k), a(q)] = 0 = [a(k)",a"(d)], vk g e R,



The kinematics of the system is described by: (a) The posiiand the momentunp of the
nucleon that satisfy the Heisenberg commutation relatiqid The real scalar field and its
conjugate momentum.

The dynamics is generated by the Hamiltonian

HIA := Vp2+m2+ Hf + g0 (%) (1)
where:
e mis the nucleon mass;

e g€ R is the coupling constant;
[ ]
Y= f dko(a'(Kak),  w(k) = w(K) = VK> + 2,
is the free field Hamiltonian with being the meson mass;

¢ the interaction term is given by

- 1 1
DIM(X) = ¢} (¥)+¢" 2 (%), |fx::f dkp(K)a(k)e*, K) :=
(X) = gl (N +7 (X Pl (X) . p(k)a(k) p(K) 202 Zw@)
for 0 < x < A, and for the domain of integration we use the notaiyn= {k € R®| |k| < o}

foranyo > 0;
e We use units such that=c=1.

Note that forA = o the formal expression of the interactidni®(x) is not a well-defined
operator orfH because the form factei(k) is not square integrable. It is well-known (see also
Proposition 1.1 below) that for & x < A < oo the operatoH|? is self-adjoint and its domain
coincides with the one dfi©@ := {/p2 + m2 + H

We briefly recall some well-known facts about this model. Tt@l momentum operator of
the system is

P:=p+Pf:= p+fdkz{(k)a(k) (3)

whereP' is the field momentum. Due to translational invariance ofgpstem the Hamiltonian
and the total momentum operator commute. Hence, the Hi#iperteH{ can be decomposed on
the joint spectrum of the three components of the total maumemperator, i.e.,

H:ﬁdpq’{p

hereHp is a copy of the Fock spacg carrying the (Fock) representation corresponding to anni-
hilation and creation operators

b(k) := a(k)e®, b (K) := a*(k)e .



We will use the same symb@t for all Fock spaces. The fiber Hamiltonian can be expressed as

Hpl® := V(P- P2+ m2 + H + g0
where
O = gt + o, o = f dkp(K)b(K),
BA\B«
and
HY = f dko(b (Qb(k), P’ = f dk kb (K)b(k).

By construction, the fiber Hamiltonian maps its domainHp into Hp. Finally, for later use we
define

HY = Hpe + HT, HR':= /(P - P2 + 2.
We restrict our study to themodel parameters
1
m> 0, u>1 O<lg <1, O<k<l<A<o, O<Pmax<§, IP| < Pray

The choiceu > 1 andP.«less than one is only a technical artifact of the crude esérfid) in the
proof of Lemma3.1 which provides an easy spectral gap estimate in Ler@r@¢hat we employ
in the multi-scale analysis.

Concerning previous results on the spinless, one-paNigtawa model we refer the reader to
[2, 3, 4, 14]. In [2] Eckmann considers the spinless Yukawa model without graation with a
regularization of the meson form factor. In contrast to dusice given in ) the interaction term
in his Hamiltonian is given by

n'(p-Ka (k) n(p)
V(P =R+ 120 + (2P + 1)

wheren*(p) andn(p) denote the nucleon creation and annihilation operatdis implies that the
Hamiltonian renormalized by means of a mass operator (fiztildesee 2]) converges in the norm
resolvent sense as — oo. Furthermore, inZ] the one-particle scattering states are constructed in
the small coupling regime. Also Frohlich][studied the spinless, one-particle Yukawa model but
with the meson form factq%, for which he showed that the Hamiltonian including a lotfami-
cally divergent self-energy renormalization constant &lefined in the limitA — o and that

the nucleon mass shell is non-trivial.

The behavior of the ground state energyfo+> ~ has been addressed it and [6] for non-
relativistic and pesudo-relativistic QED models. In partar, in [LO], for the relativistic dispersion
relation the electron self-energy has been proven to oleegdme type of dependence Aras in
our model, but without the restriction to the small coupliagime. Perturbative mass renormaliza-
tion in non-relativistic QED has been addressedrin Furthermore, mass renormalization based
on the binding energy of hydrogen has been discussed in sioflguantum electrodynamics in
[9].

We also want to mentior8] for a recent application of the iterative analytic peratibn theory
to the so-called semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz model tfretusses on the infrared corrections to the
electron mass shell.

fdpfdk

[pLIK.[p—KI<A



Notation.

1. The symbol denotes any positive universal constant and may changalite from line to
line.

2. The components of a vectoe R2 are denoted by = (v, Vo, V3).
3. The barg|, ||| denote the euclidean and the Fock space norm, respectively.

4. The brackets-, 7 denote the scalar product of vectorsfin Given a subspacg& c ¥ and
an operatoA onF we use the notation

1Al = 1A T Kl -
5. A hatover a vector means that the vector is of unit Iength,@e; ﬁ
6. For two vectorg, y we writey || y if they are parallel angh L y if they are perpendicular.

7. We denote the spectral gap of a self-adjoint operdtogstricted to a subspa@é C ¥ with
unique ground stat# and corresponding ground state eneligyy

Gap(H | K) := infspec(H | K)\ {E} - E = inf (v.(H - E)yp)

where the infimum is taken over the domain-off K.

8. We use the short-hand notatigni¢ defined in 4))

b
. A Ay™
Hen= Heldy oo T =V, fdk:fB\B dk
a Bp\Ba

2 Strategy and Main Results

Our computations are based on von Neumann expansion fasmoiilae ground state of the Hamil-
toniansHp|® by iterative analytic perturbation theorghat means by a multi-scale procedure that
relies on analytic perturbation theory. Indeed, in ordestiedy theA-dependence of the mass
shell, we need to construct the ground states for a fixed andtam value of that is independent

1
of the cut-df A. Note however that unless the coupling consigun of order(%)2 one cannot

add the full interactiom®|® to the free Hamiltoniam-lg’) in a single shot of perturbation theory.

Therefore, instead of adding the interaction in one shotlvedl §0 many intermediate steps in the
expansion by slicing up the interaction term of the Hamikorinto smaller pieces, namely slices
corresponding to momentum rangesy[~, Ay") that can be made arbitrarily thin by adjusting a
fineness parameter

%<y<l. 4)

It turns out that in this way one can maintain control over t@vergence radius of the von
Neumann expansions uniformly ia With respect to this slicing we define the Fock spaces:



Definition 2.1. Forn € {0} U N, we define the Fock spaces
F F (L% (R®,C; dk)).
T F (L2 (R3\ By, C; dK)).
Flvt = F (L2 (Bayrr \ Baye. C; dK)).

In all these Fock spaces we shall use the same syfaloldenote the vacuum. For a vectpin
Fn-1 and an operato® on ¥,_; we shall use the same symbol to denote the vegterQ in 7,
and the operatdd ® 11 0N 7, respectively, wherén-1 is the identity operator off |3~ (e.g.,

fAAyn_l dkp(K)b(K) | Fn = fAAyn_l dkp(K)b(k) ® 1#n-1).We adapt the notation for the Hamiltonians

A
Hen = Helt = VP= P2+ 7 +H +g [ dko() (b(k) +b'(K)) .

Ay"
and note
Ayn—l
Hen=Hpna + 90RO t=oht+¢n" o= f dkp(k)b(k) .
Ay"
Furthermore, for simplicity of our presentation we keeprarared cut-&
k=AyN =1,
and in the following, for fixed\, the fineness parametgmwill be chosen in such a way that

InA
N = 5
"Iy %)

is an integer. Note that by constructiokIAy" < AforO<n< N.

Remark2.2. We warn the reader that, though it is not explicit in the rnotgtthe definitions ofF,
andHp,, areA—dependent as well as for other quantities introduced lat€de®.,Ep,, Ypn).

We introduce:
Definition 2.3. For P € R? and integers & n < N we define the ground state energies
Epn = infsped(Hpn [ #1).

The desired expansion formulas are a byproduct of the amigin of the ground states of the
HamiltoniansHen | Fn, [Pl < Pmax At the heart of this construction lies an induction argutmen
Suppose that:

0] At step 1 — 1) the vectoM'p,_; is the unique ground state of the Hamiltonitdp,_; |
Fn-1 With corresponding ground state eneigy, ;.

(i) For som& > 0 the spectral gap can be bounded from below by

Gap(Hpp-1 I Fne1) = {w (AY").
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Given the assumptions (i) and (ii) we can derive the impiocet reported below.

1. In Lemma3.3we show through a variational argument that

Gap(HP,n—l M Fn) 2 {w (Ayn)-

2. Next, we justify the Neumann expansion of the resol\@h{— in terms of - and the
slice interactiorHp, — Hpp-1 for ze C in the domain deflned by

:—ZLg“a) (Ayml) < |EP,n—1 - Z| <lw (Ay””)

by a direct computation; see Lemr@al. We find

(e ol
HP,n—l_Z : HP,n—l_Z .

uniformly inn and inA. The reason for this is that we add interaction slices sigftom A
down toAyN = 1 in decreasing order so that the contribution of

1 1/2
n-1
Hg¢|n (HP’n_l _ Z)

is compensated thanks to the spectral gap estimate anddkercdomain foe which gives

1 1/2 1 1/2
) | <cloma)
Hpn1—-2 . AY"(1-7v)

3. Finally, Theoren8.6 ensures the existence of a unique ground state

1 dz
Yeni= —— —Wp
BT 2nd 9§Rn Hpn—2z "°

! Z”:SE dz
27 =0 JTen HF’,n—l_Z

of the HamiltonianHp, | ¥, by analytic perturbation theory for fiiciently small|g| uni-
formly in nandA < oo, where the contouFp, is appropriately chosen arouiith,,_1; see
Definition 3.5.

< Clg|

<Cigl(Ay (1 -)"
Fn

1 i
—Z] Y1 (6)

_(HP,n - HP,n—l) HP,n—l _

4. Furthermore, another variational argument guararfiggs< Epn_; and, hence, by Kato’s

theorem
Gap(Hen 1 Fr) = {w (AY™?).

Along this construction we gain the expansion formpdf the ground stat®p,, in terms of the
previous ground statép,,_; for each induction step. The above induction is based orollening
well-known results:



Proposition 2.4. For P € R® and any intege© < n < co the Hamiltonians B, H, HO, Hp,
acting on¥ are essentially self-adjoint on the domairﬁl—lIé,oz)o) and bounded from below.

Theorem 2.5.For P € R® and integer® < n < oo the ground state energies fulfill
EP’n Z EO,I’]' (7)

The inequality in 7) is due to p].

Remark2.6. We remark that the construction of the ground state can béimgnted fory arbi-
trarily close to 1. This feature of our technique will be dal¢o derive the results on the limiting
regime, as\ — oo, of the ground state energy and of tlEeetive velocity stated in Theoren.()

and @.8), respectively. Indeed, by it allows us to control any error term that can be bounded by
O(N(1 - y)***) with & > 0.

Main Results. As a direct application of the established expansion foasiwe can bound
the ground state energy from above and from below. The boaresharp in the sense that they
identify the order of dependence of the ground state enengyhe ultraviolet cut-& A and the
coupling constang:

Theorem 2.7. Let|g| be syficiently small andP| < Pnax. Define B, = infspeo(lekA). There
exist universal constants > 0 such that for alll < A < ~ it holds

VP2 + 2 — g?bA < Epy < VP2 + P — gfaA (8)
The proof will be given in the end of Secti@

In our second main result we give an estimate of tfieative velocity of the nucleon in a
one-particle state:

Theorem 2.8. Let|g| be syficiently small andP| < Pnax Then, there exist universal constants
1, C; > O such that the following estimate holds true

9EpN Pl
P [P2 + m?]"/?
The proof will be given in Sectior). A direct consequence of the bound 9) (s

lim sup., < AT +Cilg?,  i=123 ©)

GERA
oP;
In order to interpret this result consider that in the fregecae. g = 0, one finds

lim SUP\S e < ClglM2. (10)

GERA
oP;

I L
Ny

Therefore, Theorerf.8 states that if the interaction is turned on, even for an &biy small but
non-zerolg|, the absolute value of the gradient of the ground state graggreases to an order
smaller or equal t¢g|*/? in the limit A — co. The physical interpretation of this result is that the
mass shell essentially becomes flat and the theory trividdanimit A — co. Moreover, our proof

8



shows that not even a suitable scaling of the bare masgni=m(A) > 0, may prevent the mass
shell from becoming essentially flat.

A crucial tool for the above results comes from the non-pbdtive estimates that we derive
in Theorem 8.7) and Theorem3.8), respectively:

aAy" H(1-7y) < <(I7P,n—1, ot ¢*|2‘1‘T’P,n_1> <bAY" M (1-7), (11)

HP,n—l - EP,n—l

2
) ¢*|2_1@P,n—l> <CG(1-7y) (12)

which hold for some universal constants<0a < b < o0, 0 < ¢; < ¢, < o0. In order to get the
bounds in {1)-(12) we make use of the spectral information obtained duringctimestruction of
the ground states.

The strategy of proof in Theore@8 consists in re-expanding back the vectors in the matrix
element yielding theféective velocity. This means that, iteratively, the matieneent

C(l-y) <aplyti= <§}P’”‘1’ ¢|2_1(m
N~ =

_ .\ 0Ep, _ P - P
<\PP,n, VI(P)\PP,I’I> = G—Pi’ VI(P) T [(P _ Pf)z 4 mZ]l/z
will be expressed in terms of:
1. The analogous quantity on scale 1, i.e.,
(Pen-1, Vi(P)Prn 1) (13)

2. The scalar products

App 1= 92< ¢*|2_1@P,n—l, Vi(P) ¢*|2_1@P,n—l>

HP,n—l - EP,n—l HP,n—l - EP,n—l

and

— 1 .
Bpn-1 = 292%< P dln

* -1y 7
Yen-1, Vi(P)¥Ypn-
T —— ¢'ln "¥en-1, Vi(P)¥pn 1>

H Pn-1— EP,n—l

Whereé%,n_1 is defined in equatior2d).

3. Aremainder that can be estimated tad{gg|*(1 - y)%).

The hard part of our proof is showing that some a priori es@®@anAp,,_; andBp,,_; hold so that
they shall not be re-expanded like the leading tet3) put their cumulative contribution can be
estimated to be of orddagl% as in @). Two substantially dferent arguments are devised to control
AP,n—l and BP,n—l:

e As for Appn-1, due to the velocity operatdf;(P) we can show summability in after con-
tracting the boson operatops|.



e As for Bp,_1, by exploiting the presence of the orthogonal projectiNz;l;’rr\_1 and a suitable
one-step, gdependenbackwards expansiowe can improve the crude estimat¥g?(1 -
v)), that follows from the operator bounds derived in SecBdoy, at least, an extra factor
gl2.

The product of the cdiicients{(1 — g?ap|"1)}1<n<n that are generated in front of the leading term
(13) at each step of the re-expansion gives rise to a dampingrfaotunded above bx -9 asy
tendsto 1.

3 Construction of the One-Particle States

We begin our discussion with the construction of the grouates corresponding to the Hamilto-
niansHep,, I Fn, 0 < n < N. This construction is based on an induction completed irofdma3.6.
Next, we collect helpful estimates and expansion formulbelwalso will be used frequently in
Section4. This section ends with Lemnta8 where we derive some upper and lower bounds on
the ground state energies.

The first lemma provides some a priori estimates on the gretete energies. In particular
claim (iii) of Lemma3.1will be crucial for the gap estimate in Lemr3z3.

Lemma 3.1. For P € R® and any intege0 < n < N supposé¥p, is the ground state of &}, [
and B, is the corresponding ground state energy. Then:

() Eppes < Epn.

(i) —g°CA < Ep, < VP2 + 2.

(i) Vke R3, Ep_xn— Epn = —|Plw(K).
Proof.

(i) By definition of the ground state energy we can estimate

E En. < <\PP,H’ [HP,n+1 - HP,n] \Pp’n> <\PPn, g(D|n+1\Pp,n> B
P+l — Epn < - —0.
n+ n (Ppn, Yen) (Ppn, Pen)

(i) It suffices to observe that

EP,n < <@p,0, Hp’n@p,0> = VP2 + n?

and
A 2
—pn)e . p(k))( @): p(K)
0< (P~ PY) +m2+fAy dkw(k)(b 000 by S Hpn + 0 f dk 00
where

p(K)?
ng dk g =9

10



(i) Inequality (7) implies

EP—k,n - EP,n = EP—k,n - EO,n + EO,n - EP,n = EO,n - EP,n

and
p , Ho — H p \PO, , Hhuec _ pHnuc \PO,
EO,n _ EP,n > < o,n [ o,n P,n] 0,n> _ < n [ 0 P ] ”> > —|P| > —|P|a)(k)
<\P0,n, \Po,n> <\P0,n, \PO,n>

(14)

because ,
| VP - P-P)Z+ | < IP)
andw(k) = k2 + p2 with u > 1.
O

In our construction we shall single out two parameters né¢aleontrol the gap of the Hamil-
toniansHp, | Fn, 0< N < N:

Definition 3.2. Defines < 6 < 1 and¢ > £ such that
1-60-Ppax><.

Later the following lemma will be invoked from the main indiot in TheorenB.6to provide
the gap estimate that is used in the inductive scheme.

Lemma 3.3. Let|P| < Pnhaxandl < n < N. Assume:

A(i) Epn1 is the non-degenerate ground state energy ef I | #n.1 corresponding to the
ground state vecto¥py_;.

A(ii) Gap(Hpn-1 I Fn-1) = {w (AY).
Then:

C(i) Epn-1isthe non-degenerate ground state energy gf_H ' #,, corresponding to the ground
state vectop,_1 ® Q.

C(ii)
Gap(Hen1 I Fa), inf (@, (Hen1— OH'[7 = Epn_1) ) 2 Lo (AY")
P=y®n

where the infimum is taken overe D(H?) such thaty € 7, 1 andn € FI7-* contains a
strictly positive number of bosons.

11



Proof. A direct computation using A(i) shows thét,,_1 ® Q is eigenvector oHpn-; [ 7, With
corresponding eigenvalug,, 1. SinceH'|""1 is a positive operator one has

inf (@, (Hpn-1 — Epno) @) = inf Q(a,(Hp,n_l-erm-l-Ep,n_l)z.s); (15)

@1l ¥pp-10Q eL¥pn-1®
we subtract the ter@H |2 for a technical reason which will become clear in LenmBéa
Now, the right-hand side ofLf) is bounded from below by
min{Gap(HRn_l | Fas). inf (@, (Hpna —OH Nt = Ep,n_l)z,a)}, (16)
p=yen

wherey € F,_1,n7 € FM1, w ®n belongs th(H(PO)), andn is a vector with definite, strictly positive
number of bosons. For a vectpwith | > 1 bosons we compute

Jnf (@, (Hen-1 = 0HI7 — Eona) )

|
> <$,[Hp_zg1kj,n_1+(1—e)2w(kj>—Ep,n_1)$>
=

v A< |kj| <Ayt

|
> inf [Ep_zlj on1—Epnat(1-60)) w(k,-)] .

- wAY<|kj| <Ayt =

Furthermore, Lemma.limplies
EP—lezl kjn-1 "~ Epn-1 2 —Pmax ) w(kj).
j=1
Hence, by Definitior8.2the inequality

wi:rl/lgn <¢, (HP,n—l —gH "t - EP,n—l) ZE) > {w (AY")

holds. Now by A(ii) we also get

(16) > fw (AY"). a7)

From the estimate in equatiofq) we can conclude tha¥p,,_; ® Q is the unique ground state of
Hpno1 [ Fn With eigenvalueEp,,_; and

Gap(Hen-1 I Fn) 2 {w (AY").

This proves C(i) and C(ii). |

The second ingredient needed for the main induction in Téra@&:6is a control of the resol-
vent expansion of the Hamiltonians:

12



Lemma 3.4. Let |g| be syficiently small andP| < Pmax. Suppose further that fat < n < N
Epn-1 is the non-degenerate ground state energy ef H [ ¥,-1 corresponding to the ground
state vectoW'p,,_; and that

Gap(Hpn-1 [ Fn) = w (AY") . (18)

Then, for ze C such that
1
5w (AY™) < [Epns - 4 < Lo (AY™?),

the resolven;#_Z is a well-defined operator ofi,, which equals to

(o8]

1 1
- - —got——
HP,n—1—ZJZ=;[ 9%k Hpn1—-2

| (19)

Proof. We start with the estimate

=) 1
HP,n—l —-Z

. ) Vdist(z spedHpn-1 | Fn))

C 1/2 C 1/2
<o gy oy S]] ()
{w (AY™h) {w (AyY") = {w (Ay™1) {AY™H(1-)
where we made use of the assumptionli))( Next, we estimate

1/2
HE ()
.

20
HP,n—l - ( )

1 1/2 12
Hg¢|2‘1 (—H - Z) <1gIC [Ay™ (1 - )]
Pn-1 7

The operator$i'|"-* andHp,_; commute, and we may apply the spectral theorem and Legéna
in order to get

1/2
HRY ()

<g12
HP,n—l -

_ (Hfln—l)l/2 1 .
n Hp’n_l—HHfm_l—Z-i- QHfm_l

In consequence, we can estimate

) el
Hpn1-2 " \Hpp1-2

Sincey > % l > %1, ando > % the coupling constarg| can be chosen independentlyrofand of
A) such that

n n

< |gIC(¢y?) 207 Y2,
Fn

lgIC(y?) ™ < 1

which implies the convergence of the power series on thd-tighd side of 19) and, thus, the
claim. O

We will now prove that the vectors in the following definitiane the unique, non-zero ground
states of the Hamiltoniart8p, [ F,,, 0 < n < N. (We warn the reader that the spectral projection
in (22) will be shown to be well defined in Theoresms.)

13



Definition 3.5. For 1< n < N we define

1 dz 1 .
Qppn = ~o Sép,n T F'fn Tpni= {ze C’ [Epn1-7 = S6w (AV” 1)} (21)

and recursively
Wen = Qpn¥rn-1, Wpo 1= Q. (22)

Note that¥p, are in general unnormalized vectors wjithp,|| < 1.
Theorem 3.6. Let|g| be syficiently small andP| < Ppax FOr 0 < n < N it holds:

() We, is well-defined, non-zero, and the unique ground state vedtblp, | F, with corre-

sponding eigenvalue
Epn := infsped(Hpn I 7).

(i) Gap(Hen I Fo) = (o (Ay™?).

Proof. A direct computation shows that the claim holdstice 0. Let us assume it holds for— 1
withO<n-1<N-1:

1. The assumptions allow to apply Lemi@&which states that
Gap(Hpn-1 I Fn) > {w (AY").

2. Hence, Lemma.4ensures that fdg| small enough but uniform in (and inA) the resolvent

(o)

= — Z[gﬂbl”‘l - ]jrff
Hpn— 2 " HP,n—l_ZJ-:0 " Hpp1-2 "

is well-defined for

%gw (AY™) < |Epns — 2 < L (AY™). (23)

3. For|gl small enough but uniform in (and inA), ¥p, defined in £2) is non-zero. Indeed for
0<n< NandzeIp,we have

( 1 )1/2 g(D|n_1( 1 )1/2
HP,n—l_Z : HP,n—l_Z

because forz in the domair'p, defined in 1) we get

ol At
HP,n—l A . - A’)/n

that we can combine with the bound i2Qj. By Kato’s theorem we can conclude that it is
the unique ground state &fp,, [ 7, with corresponding ground state eneigy.

< Clgl(1 - y)"?
Fn

14



4. Lemma3.1(i), Kato’s theorem, and the domain pgiven in 23) provide the estimate

Gap(Hen I F2) > w (Ay™).
O

Next we provide expansion formulas which will be used freglyein our computations in
Section4.

Theorem 3.7. Let|g| be syficiently small andP| < Ppax. FOr 0 < n < N the following statements
hold:

(i) The following equality is satisfied:
1

#N—-1
Yoo =¥pn-1 - 07— 9¢"In Pena
HP,n—l - EP,n—l
—~ 1 1
2L n-1 w =1
+0°Qpn g o] ¢y et
" Hpn-1 — Epn-1 " Hpn-1 — Epn-1 i
—~ 1
2 s N—=1 sN—1
+0°Qp ¢ ¢l ¥Pen-1

Pn-1
HP,n—l - EP,n—l HP,n—l - EP,n—l

_ 1 .
- g Qen-1gly " (m) ¢ I Wen1 + O (l0P(1 - %)*?)
n— N—
for
—~ . 1 1 S~ =
QP,n—l = _ﬁ ’ dsz—l_Z I Fn, Pn-1-= Lg, - QP,n—l (24)
Pn »N—

wherely, is the identity operator off,.

(i) The norm of the ground state vectors fulfills the relatio
||\I"P,n||2 = (Wpn, Yen) = (1 —Gaplh 1+ 0 (|g|4(1 - 7)4/2)) ”‘PF{n—l”2 (25)

where ,
) ¢*|2_1{I7P,n—1> .

n-1. w n-1
@ =(¥Yp,
Pln < Pn-1> Pl (HP,n—l " Eors

(iif) There exist universal constanfs< ¢; < ¢, < oo such that

ci(l—-7y) < aplit < c(1-7).

Proof. Claim (i) can be shown by a direct computation using DefiniBdb. Likewise claim (ii)
follows from Definition3.5by exploiting the relation

(¥pn, Yen-1)

P,n» Pn

\PP,n

15



that holds by construction.

Next, we prove claim (iii). The bound from above is obtaingdibing the pull-through formula
and LemmaB.1 (iii), i.e.,

2
) ¢*|2_1\PP,n—1>

Ayt e 1 2,\
= dk k2<‘1’ ( )‘I’ _>s—C|n <c(1-7) (26
I, kot (T (s o y<e(l-y) (26)

n-1 w n-1
aply ™ = (¥pn-1, 9| T =
: < " ¢ " HP,n—l - EP,n—l

for an appropriately chosen constagtrecall that% <y<l
With respect to the bound from below we consider the speot@mlesentation for the self-
adjoint operatoHp_kn-1 + w(K) — Epp-1 @and define the spectral projections
X' (K) = XGom.+e) (Hpkn1 + w(K) = Epn1), X (@) @ =15, —x"(0)

wherey s, ,+) 1S the characteristic function being one on the interval(k, +0) and zero oth-
erwise. We also define the function

1
Hp_kn-1 + w(K) = Epn-1

2
(k) = pky <\Pp,n_1,( ) (r (9 +X-(k))%,n_1>
that we study for two complementary cases:

— 2
(@) Inthe cas#)ﬁ(k)‘l’p,n_l' < 1 we get

1
Hp_kn-1 + w(K) — Epn-1

2 . K 2
) X-(k)%,n_1> > % 27)

F(K) > p(k)? <X-(k>@p,n_1, (

— 2
(b) In the other case, i.#L\/+(k)\Pp,n_1' > % we start with the trivial inequality

k) = p(k)2 < Hp_in-1 + Ci-(k) - EP,n—l\PP’n_l’XJr(k) Hp_in-1 + Cil)_(k) - EP,n—llPP’n_1> (28)
and consider the resolvent formulas
1 _ 1
Hp_kn-1+ w(K) —Epn-1 Hpnoa + w(K) _1EP,n—1 .
" Hpns + w(K) — ERn_lAP(k) Hp_in1 + w(K) — Epnt (29)
and
1 _ 1
Hpkn-1+ w(K) — Epn-1 Hppt + w(K) — Epna
L Ap( - (30)

- Hp_kn-1 + w(K) — Epn1 Hpn-1 + w(kK) — Epng

16



where

Ap(K) := V(P —k—=Pf)2+m? - /(P- P2+ 2.

Then we apply the expansions 28] and in G0) to the resolvents on the left and on the right
in the scalar product o2@), respectively, and get

— 1 1 g
f(k K)? (Ppn1, *(k Pon
02 o0 (Pon 11—t O o= Vo)
— 1 1
- 2R k2<‘1’ 1 Ap(K X
PIO| Fena Hpn-1 + w(K) — Epns ol )HP—k,n—l +w(K) — Epn-1
1 g
X x (K R
X )HP,n—l +w(K) — Epp-1 i 1>
1 1 ?
K)? (Wen_1. " (K Ap(K Yon1). (31
+p( ) < Pn-1 }X ( )HP_Kn_l + (L)(k) _ Ep’n_l P( )HRn_l + (L)(k) _ Ep’n_l Pn 1> ( )
Note that
1AR(K)I < [K|
so that neglecting the last positive term 81 we get the estimate
p(K)> 2 2p(K)?
0= i -5 BE A
;O(k)2 ‘ 1 Gl 2V2)p(K)? (32)
w(k)? vz 5 10w(k)?

Combining the bound<2{) and 32) we obtain

A)/n_l , . 1 2,\
dko(K) {¥pn-1, Yor1)>-Clny>ci(1-
an p(K) < Pn-1 (HP—k,n—l T oK) - EP,n—l) Pn 1> Y 1( )

that gives the bound from below arp|?* for an appropriately chosen constant This together
with the bound from above2g) proves the claim. O

With the help of these expansion formulas we get upper andritaunds on the ground state
energy shifts:

Lemma 3.8. Let|g| be syficiently small andP| < Pnax For 1 < n < N the following holds:
(i)
Epn—Epna = —AEply™ +O(Ig*A(L-%)*?), (33)

AEp[T

ok <@P,n—1, ot ¢*|2_1@P,n—1> :

HP,n—l - EP,n—l
(i) There exist universal constantsta> 0 such that

g?aAy" (1 -y) < AEp|"t < g?bAy™ (1 - ).

17



Proof. Claim (i) follows from the expansion formula of Theoréhy applied to
<\PP,I’1’ [HP,n - HP,n—l] \PP,n—1> _ <IPP’”’ g(D|2_1\I”p’n_l>
(Pen, Pen-1) (Pen, Pen-1)

Next, we show claim (ii). The bound from above follows by ysthe pull-through formula,
ie.,

EP,n - EP,n—l =

Ayt . 1 —~
-1 _¢o? dko(K)? (¥p,_ , Ypn- 34
AEp[y" =g - (K (¥pn-1 Fooens + (9 = Epg Pt (34)
and the estimate
2 Ay 2 |G 1 T 2 1
dko(K)* {¥pn-1, Yono1) < g°bAYH(1 - 9). 35
g A,yn p( ) < P,n 1 Hp_k’n_l + a)(k) _ ERn_l Rn 1> g ’y ( ’)/) ( )

that uses Lemma.1 (iii). The bound from below of§4) can be shown by a similar argument as
in (iii) of Theorem3.7. Therefore we omit the proof. O

The established upper and lower bounds given in LerBr@anable us to prove the first main
result.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Using (i) of Lemma3.8 we find
N
Epn = Epo— ) AEsf "+ O(NIgI*A(1 - )*?) ,
n=1

where by constructiokpg = VP2 + mé.
The inequalities in (ii) of Lemma&.8imply

N
Epn < VP2 + 1P —g?aA(1-7) > y"" +1gI*CAN(L - y) (36)
n=1
as well as \
Epn > VP2 + 2 — g?bA(1 - ) Z Y"1 |g*CAINA(L - v). (37)
n=1

Notice that by the same argument used in Len3n3@ne can conclude th&ky = inf spec(Hp,N h 7—])

forall j > N. SinceN = _'“"1‘7 and the estimates ir86) and 37) hold fory arbitrarily close to 1,

they imply the inequalities ing). |

4 The Effective Velocity and the Mass Shell

In this last section we provide the proof of Theor@r, the starting point of which is the expres-
sion of the first derivative of the ground state enerdigs that follows from analytic perturbation
theory inP as stated in the proposition below:

18



Proposition 4.1. Suppose k, is the non-degenerate isolated eigenvalue corresponadiniine
ground stateélp,. Then, the equation

S - ._ P - Pf

o, = (TenViOer) . WP = oo (38)
holds true for componentsd 1, 2, 3.
Proof. See Lemma 3.7 ir4]. O

In order to control the scalar product i8g) the following definition will be convenient:

Definition 4.2. For eachAy™! we consider the energy level

n-1

min{A, AZE } O<e<1/2, (39)

andl € N U {0} such that .
n

AY < min{A, Y } <Ay,

€

We define
B = Ay (40)

The energy scalg,_; will be used in a convenietiackwards expansido gain a certain power
of |g| in some estimates. From now on, we use the notation

Hez,: = HplZ, . Wes,, = el
The following lemma gives a justification for this type of exysion:

Lemma 4.3. Let|g| be syficiently small|P| < Ppax, and0 < € < 1/2. For ze I'pp_; the bound

1 1/2 _ 1 1/2 €
R — ot | —m—m— <|gI°C, 6:=1- -, 41
=) #ilm=) | <w ‘ @1)
Fn-1
holds true. Consequently, the expansion formulas
\P(Fir{:ll) = Qpn-1¥pz, 1,
1 dz
Qens = __.96 2 g
Pn-1 Zx T R I Fno1 42)
1 96 dz < [ - 1]
= - T - cI)Hn_nl— T—
27“ IﬂF’,nfj_ HREn—l -Z ; g A)/ ! HPaEn—l —-Z r i
hold true and B
S22 > (1 - O(al*)) ¥z, |2 (43)
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Proof. With the help of Lemm&.8 we infer the bound

< CgZEn_l. (44)

[Epn1 — Epz, ,

Hence, by the definition d&,_; in (39) and 0< € < 1/2, |g| can be chosen fiiciently small but
uniformly in n such that both ground state energigs,-; andEpz, ,, lie inside the contoulp,_;.
We estimate

1 1/2 1 1/2
oo () a0 ()
ZEFF’,nE)l (HP,En—l - Z) J Ay HP,En—l —Z Fn-1
1 1/2 _ 1 1/2
<2|gl sup (—) © sup (gl (—)
zel'pp-1 HPaEn—l —Z Fos zelpp-1 Ayt HREn—l —Z Fos
A similar computation as in Lemmnm&a3 gives
Gap(Hez, ; I Fn-1) = {w (AY") (45)
such that for sfiiciently small|g| one has the bound
1 1/2 C 1/2
S < 46
(HPEn_l—Z) B (AV”) (40)
’ Fr-1

by using inequality (i) in Lemm&.1 Furthermore, one can bound

_ 1 1/2
ot (g
Ayt HF’,E 1 z

Hence, we may conclude that

l 1/2 (D|En71 l 1/2
Hpz,, — 2 Il Hps,, — 2

This ensures the validity of the expansion formuk&d @s well as the relation Q). O

< Ccal2

=1/2 n-1/2
- —n-1 < C_.n_le .

Frn-1

(i)
Ayt Hp— 1—Z

=

»—n—

Fn-1

n— 1/2 n-1
Ay 1 Ay
cgelBm), T <A e
=< A \1/2 f Ayn—1>A = .
P (A—yn) Or = 2

We can now prove our second main result:
Proof of Theorem 2.8. The strategy of proof is an expansion using the formulasigeal/by The-
orem3.7. As a first observation we note that by the spectral theorenbtiunds

IViP)l <1 VPeR3 <1 for |P|< Prax (47)

'aEP,n

hold. These inequalities will be employed frequently withfurther notice.
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With the help of Theorer8.7 we find the following expansion for aNl > n > 1:

(Pen, Vi(P)¥prn)
(Wen, Yen) (48)

1+ gPaply ™ +0(lgi"(L - 7)"?)
- <\I"Pn 1, Ypn-1)

<@P,n, Vi (P)@P,n> =

[ (Wen-1, Vi(P)¥pn-1) +

1
A TR VA (=) P— L (N
’ g <HPn 1— EPn 1¢ |n Pt I( )HP,n—l - EP,n—1¢ |n Pt
1
2 hyp 1, Vi(P)Went ) + hec.
+g<Qn1HPn1_EPn 1¢| Hen1 — Epn 1¢|n Pn-1 |( ) Pn-1) T
— 1 2
- (@m0 (D) SR VPR e (49)
Pn-1 — LPn-1

+ollgra-")|

We observe that
(49) = —Zgzaplﬂ_l <\PP,n—1, Vi(P)\PP,n—1>
because

~ 1
9 <QP,n—l¢|2_1 (m) ¢'In " Wen-1, Vi(P)\IJP,n—1> = QPapl H (Ppn1, Vi(P)¥Ppn1) -
N— N—

Hence, we can rewritelg) as
(Pen i(P)Pen) = (1 - Farly ™ + O (10" (L - 9)*)) (Fen-2. Vi(P) Pan-a) (50)
L = 1 _
20 - g n—1\P A V(P)———— n_1\P . 1
+0 <Hp,n_1 — EP,n—1¢ v~ ¥en-1, Vi( )HP,n—l — EP,n—1¢ lh "¥en-1 (51)

! n-1 1 -1y =
I 1, Vi(P) P
Pn- 1H Pn-1— EPn 1¢|n HRn—l_ EF{n_1¢ |n P,n-1, |( ) Pn-1
(52)

+ g?22R <

+0(jg*(1-»)"?).

Next, we proceed iteratively by expandi(@pﬁ, Vi(P)@pﬁ> at each step froom = Nton = 0.
Meanwhile, we define

Ap,n_l = (51), Bp,n_l = (52) .
As a result of the iteration we find the following expansion

N
<(I7P,N, Vi(P)@P,N> = 1_[ (1 - 92@P|m:}+1) <@P,o, Vi(P)@P,O>
-1
N-1

+ (1 - gzaplm‘l) e (1 - gzaplm:}ﬂ) [AP,N—j—l + BP,N—j—l]
=

+ (1- GParlN ) [Apn-2 + Ben-a] + [Aen-1 + Banoa] + O(II*N(L - 7)*2). (53)
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Let us assume one could show the bounds

1-y

2

|AP,N_J'| < QCW, (54)
Beni| < 19P2C(1-9) (55)

where we stress that the universal constans independent of the mass. Then, using the
following ingredients

e (iii) of Theorem3.7,
e N =

lny

e the basic estimates

N N
[ [(@-gaeiTy) < | [(1-Fa-»)< AT,

i=1 j=1

N-1 _ N-1 J_

1 GCaply ). -(1 - gzaplm:}ﬂ) + (1 - gzapm_l) +1< (1 - g’ci(1- 7))
J:2 j=0

1
S >
g?ca(l-y)
and usingAyN = 1
N-1
1- No1\ 1— y 1- 1-v
J=2 1 g aPl cee (1 - g |N J+1) A')/N f (1 g | ) A’)/N 1 A’)/
N-1

<Cll-7)) ¥ <C,

=0

the bounds in%4)-(55) are seen to imply

) |P|

— — _ (-
’<\PP,N, V|(P)le|\|>’ <A gzclflny m + C|g|1/2 + C|g|4 In A(l - ’}/) s (56)
v v _ __IFi
where we recall thaK‘Pp,o, Vi(P)‘PRO>' = [

As the fineness parametgcan be chosen arbitrarily close to one the boun®)jng proven.
We show now that the bounds4)-(55) hold true.

Bound (54): Defining P, := AP and its componentB,; := AP;, 1 < i < 3, we start with the
identity

1 d 1 _ 1 _
Apni= | di—¢d? =ty L V(P |-ty > 57
Pn-1 fo a1 <Hpﬂ,n—1 — EP/l,n—1¢ ln " ¥pun-1, Vi( /l)HP,l,n—l — Epﬂ,n—ld) lh "Prun-1) (57)
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that holds because of analytic perturbation theorly {see Lemma 3.7 ir4]) and
1 n-1\y 1 =
¢ \P_,V-O—*nlq,_ -0
<H0,n—1 _ EO,n—1¢ |n O,n-1 I( )Ho’n—l _ Eo,n_1¢ |n o,n 1>

by symmetry under rotational invariance df -1, Eon-1 and @o,n_l. In order to estimate the
integrand

d 1 —~ 1
2 #N=1
— Yo o1, Vi(P
J da <HP,l,n—l - EP,l,n—l¢ I ¥eun-1 VilPa) Hp,n-1 — Ep,n1

=i gZ 1 * n—1@ V(P 1 * n—l@
=I1lim F ¢ |n Piih,n—15 i( /l+h) E ¢ |n Piih,n—-1
h—0 Henn-1 = Epppnn-1 Henn-1 = Eppnn-1

—-137
¢"In lPP,{,n—1> =

1 n-1Jy 1 -1y
-~ Iy g, V(P -ty 58
< Hp/l’n_l _ Ep/l’n_1¢ |n P/lsn 1 |( /l) Hp/l’n_l _ Ep/l’n_l¢ |n P/lan l> :| ( )

we first observe that in expressiosg], at least for smallh|, the vector‘/f’pm,n_l can be replaced
by the vector(p,,, n-1 Where

T ) 1 % dz N
Pinn-1-— —35 1 0 - IPyn-1-
27” I'pp-1 HP,H—h,n—l —Z

Notice thatYp,,, n-1 || ¥p,..n-1 and‘rpmn_1|h:0 = Wp, n1. HeNce, we need to estimate three types
of terms:

@ 1 1 .
LILT(I) F<[ N e T

HP/Hh,n—l - EP/Hh,n—l HP,{,n—l - EP,{,n—l

1 —
V(P g, 1) (59
|( /1) H P/l’n_l _ Ep/l’n_l ¢ |n P/lan l> ( )

G 1 1o = 173
LILQ)% < I | Trrnnoa = Touna|, Vi(PY) ¢"ln 1Tp,{,n—1>, (60)

HP,{,n—l - EP,{,n—l
im 9—2< T, ViP) ~ (P)] ¢*|ﬂ-1@pﬁ,n_1>, (61)
h-0 h \Hp,n-1 — Ep,n1 Hp.n1— Epin1

In order to estimate ternb@) we observe that the expression is well defined because titerve

¢*|ﬂ‘1"f’pﬂ,n_1 is orthogonal to the ground state vector of both the HamigtosHp,,, .1 andHp, ;.
Hence, we verify that

ot et

h-0h|Hp,.n-1— Epn-1 Heyne1— Epynot
1

) 1 1
=lim+ [ (Hein1 = Heppns = Bping + Bpn-1) S
h-0h[Hp, . n1—Ep,,n1 Pun-1— Epyn1

1

H Pyn-1— EP,{,n—l

1
62
PEPA) Hpn1— Epina (62)

1 d d
= -—— — Pf)2 “Es
HPﬁ,n—l - EPﬁ,n—l ( da \/(P/l P ) + ¥ + da Pa.n l)
1 3
Z Pai (—Vi(P)) +
1

_ aEF’,n—l
HPﬁ,n—l - EPﬁ,n—l i=

oP,
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holds true when applied to the vectqb’rlﬂ‘@pﬂ,n_l. At first we treat the term proportional to
Zi3=1 P,iVi(P,). Using (iii) in Lemmag3.1, the estimate in47), and the pull-through formula, we
get the estimate

2(vi(P (-1,
g < |( A)lel’n_l _ Ep/l’n_lgb |n P,{,n 1,
1 : 1 _
PLVi(P *”—1lPl_>

HPA,n—l _ EPA,n—l ; 4] J( /1) H - EPﬂ,n—ld) |n Pi,n-1

2 M 2 1 —
= d KAVi(P, - K Yo o1,
g fA'yn I@( ) < I( A )(Hp/l_k’n_l _ Ep/l’n_l + a)(k)) Pn-1

3
1 1 —~
> PLVi(Py -k B,
(Hp/l_k’n_l - EP/l’n_l + w(k)) J=1 /IJ J( A )lel_k,n_l _ Ep/l’n_l + a)(k) P N l>

AR | C(1-7)
< ¢°C f dk— < gp=—— Y
9% ) TR =9 TAN

O0Epn-1

The remaining term ing9) being proportional tczf;l Pai (T b

way. In consequence, we get

EPJ) can be estimated in the same

C(1-
91 < L2, (63)
Ay
Next, we consider tern(). Using the diferentiability in1 again we find
. Tp.n1—Tp.n1 1 1 1 1
lim — L= = ——im = dz —~ ¥p
h—0 h 2ri b0 h Tpn-1 [Hp/nh,ﬂ—l —Z HPM]—l - Z] Punt
1 1 1 1
=——1im— dz|—(H —H ¥p, n-
27 h=o h T [HP/{,n—l - Z( Pin-1 P/Hh,n—l) HPA,n—l _ Z] Pa,n-1
1 1 > 1
=—— dz|———— |- ) PuiVi(P)|———[¥p,n-
o ﬁpﬁl [HP/l,n—l — Z[ g Al |( /I)J HPA,n—l _ Z] P.n-1
1
— _L
- Pn-1 HP/l,n—l EPl 1 Z P/NV (Pﬂ)\PPﬁ n-1 (64)
and
T 1— Yp, o
lim = ! 1 ] - - ~lim %< Panl2_—Pal l,Tpﬁ,n_l> =0. (65)
00 [eoal] el e, o ™0 h
Equations §4) and ©5), the pull-through formula, and the gap estimate in Thedsehgive

(60)| < ¢

In the estimate of the third term, i.e., terB1}, we exploit the additional decay which we gain
through the derivative o\ﬁ’i(PA), le.,

,C(1- 7)
A (66)

Pai = Vi(Pa) Z?:l Vi(P)Pa;

lim [VI(P/l+h) Vi(PY)] = JP Pt P
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Thus, we can rewrite and estimat) as follows

> (™ akoo2l 1
dko(K)4( ¥p, n-1, X
J fAyn Pk < Pt Hp,—kn-1 + w(K) — Ep,n-1

Pri = Vi(Pr—K) T3, Vi(Py — )Py 1
VP - P —KZ+ P Hp,—kn-1 + w(K) = Ep 01

‘PPﬁ,n—1>

Ayn—l iy 1
< ngpmaN‘f dkp(k) <\PP,n—1, X

Ay Hp,-kn-1 + w(K) — Ep,n-1
1 1

g Ty
VP =P —K2 + 1 Hpkn-1 + w(K) — Ep na Pan 1>

where we have used the pull-through formula. Next we comgltke spectral measud(é) =
f(£)dé (wheref(€) > 0 a.e.) associated with the vector

1 —
Hp,—kn- 1+ w(k) - Ep,.n-1

(67)

in the joint spectral representation of the components efaperatorP’ where¢ is the spectral
variable. The measure is defined by

1
Hp,—kn-1 + w(K) — Ep,n-1

(0 <) llxa

— C
Fo,nall? = f A6 () xald) < =
o(P") K|

for every measurable s& ¢ o(Pf) whereyq(¢) is the characteristic function of the ftandyq
is the corresponding spectral projection. Thus we can \{8ifgas follows

A)/n_l l 1 1 1 - 2
67) = C dk— ‘ Yo o
(67 7 Ay Ile[ (p “PT K+ mz] Hp,kn1 + @(K) = Eppna " l’
Ayn 1 1
= dQ d|k| dé f 68
f K (P £ 1d6) V(P — € —K)2 + (68)
By knowing that

1
de f oo
fo-(pn €1 VP —E—KZ +n? D

we can interchange the integrationdfiwith the angular integration in the varialkei.e.,

Ay™L 21 T 1
(68) = C¢f Ik/dIK| f dgf dfpf do singf (&)
Ayn a(Pf) 0 0 “ \/(P/l - 5)2 +k2-2 co|P, — -fl |k| + M

where@ denotes the angle between the vedtand the vectoP, — ¢ andy the azimuthal angle
with respect to an arbitrarily chosen vector orthogonaPtc- £. We split the integration in the
variabled into two regions:6 € [g,n] ando € [O ”] Foro e [ n] being co® € [ 12| we
observe that

3’

(Pr— &2+ K —2codIP, — &K = (P — €)% + K2 — P, — ]|k > %kz

25



and, consequently,

21 T 1
d f d do sing f 69
L(Pf) ¢ 0 ? /3 Sin? i6) VP — )2+ k2 —2cosIP, — &[ K + m? (69)
2 T
sCf d§f dcpf do sing (&) 1 (70)
a(Pf) 0 0 [N
C
<= f dQ f d() (71)
K| o(P)
C
SW (72)

Notice that the constafi in (72) can be chosen to be independent of the nmasklext, we treat
the integration ovef € [0, Z| where cog € |4, 1| and

(Pr— &)+ K = 2costIP, — £/ K| = (P — £) + k2| (1 - cost)
we find

21 /3 1
d d dé sing f
Lm ¢ [, ae [ aosine e (P, — 0 + (L - cosh) + 7
1

/3
d d d () ——
< f o ¢ f v esm9|k| (&) hl o5 73

: Cf(Pf)dff d‘pf dt9|k| )

Ikl3

Notice that also the consta@tin (73) can be chosen to be independent of the masSombining
the results for the two integration domains, i.69)(and (73), we arrive at

A)’n 1

1 1-y
2
(68) < g°C fA ) o||k||k|2 <g’C o (74)

Hence, we have proven the bound @i}
With the three bounds ir6@), (66) and (74) we can control the integran89)-(61), and hence,
the integral given ing7) which proves the bound irb4).

Bound (55): As a next step we proceed with the bound &f)(where by using the pull-through
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formula we get
[Ben-1|

7 2R " 2 1 1 ]
2[ dkk< ‘P_,V-P‘P_>
Ayn P97\ Qe "Hpn-1 — Epn-1 Hpkn-1 + w(K) — Epns et V(P ¥an-s

Ayn 1
< gch dk—'
Ay"

=9

JF;,n—l\/i (P)@P,n—l

HPn 1~ EPn 1

1
< PCAY™ (1 - ) ‘ Q@ M(P)¥end||. (75)
HP,n—l - EP,n—l
We shall now show that
1 gl*2
V(P N7 <C 76
’ A B Qe Vi(P) o < O (76)

holds true, so that, by inserting this bound #b), we get the desireth-independent estimate in
(59).

In order to gain a certain power {fj we re-expand the left-hand side 6] backwards from
energy levehy" to E,_4, as defined in40), with the help of Lemmd.3for ane, 0 < € < 3, and
6 = 1- 5 which will be fixed later. We know that

1 1/2 _ 1 1/2
=n-1
( HP.En,l_Z) g(D Ayn-1 (Hp‘anil—z)

o P51 and¥p,_; are two vectors belonging to the same ray Wit 2|2 > (1-0(1g|*))|[¥pz, |12
(see ¢2).

Thus, denoting the length of the contdiy,-; by [['pn-1, we find for|g| suficiently small
Pn 1HPn 1~ EPn 1

T e
Pn-1
HPn 1_EPn1

_2,

<|g°C forzeIp, 1 (Se€E 41)),
Fn-1

1

H Pn-1— EP,n—l

1

L1 Vi(P)¥rn 1 L Vi(P)PEY

Pn-1

(o8]

1 1 . 1 P
+C||———@5,._ IVi(P)I| Tpn-1l SU —[— s —] Wpz,
H HP’n_l _ Ep’n_l Pn-1 - |( ) Pn-1 Zerpnpl ; HP_‘n . g¢ Ay 1 HP’Eni:L -z P, 1
1 gl°
B ———————— Vi(P)¥Y +C 77
Pn- 1HPn 1_EPn 1 Pn 1 ( ) PEn-1 A n ( )

where we have used the bound4ri), the inequality in46), and the gap estimate given in Theorem
3.6. Using the same ingredients, we estimate

i 1

_— Vi(P)¥ =
P’n_lHP,n—l_EP,n—l Pl’l 1 |( ) PE

(78)
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(78) <

1 _
= Vi(P)¥p=
Pﬂ 1HPn 1 - EPn 1 a:'n—l |( ) P,
1

Pn-1
HP,n—l - EPn 1

by expanding the spectral projection on the right, i.e

+C

(o0

|FP,n—l| sup
7:n—l

j
—gCI) ;mlﬁl
zelpp-1 =1 HPaEn—l —Z [ =4 H
< L
whereQp -

IVi(P)I
En-1 Fn1
1 " gl°
- Vi(P)¥ +C 79
Pn lHP,n—l _ EP,n—l PZn 1 ( ) PEn-1 ,yn ( )
5, » for somel < N specified in 40). Next, we study
5 ! V(P)‘P (80)
Fn- 1HPn 1_EPn1 PH P
by applying the resolvent formula
(80) < ! Vi(P)¥
PI’] 1HP._‘n ] ERn—l P'_'n I PEn-1
+ 1l T = QL. Vi(P)We= .||. (81
Pn lHP,n—]_ _ EP,n—]_g(p Ayl HP,En,l _ ERn—l PEn-1 I( ) P.En-1 ( )
In order to estimate3() we make use of the following intermediate steps
1 C
Qé,n—l(HP.n—l—EP,n—l) Foa = Ay"?
[ J
R Vi(P)F
A" Hpz, , — Epnaa = P
En-1 12 1
“ia( [ dowr) be, Vi(P)Pe,
g - oK) Hez . — Epns PEn1 (P) PE
1
< Clglun 15
=n-1
following from
1 C g 1
5 < — =Cmax(—=—; = 82
| PEn-1 Hp:n ) EPn 1 it St (A),n A) ( )
=n-1
that holds because of Theoreéh® and inequality (i) in Lemm&.1
This implies
1
80) <
( ) PI’] 1HP._‘n ] ERn—

P'_'n 1V|(P)\PP~n 1 |g|

(83)
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Next we consider

1 —
L L .
Pn-1 H - E P,En_lvl (P)\PP,En_l
PEn-1 Pn-1

(84)

and re-expand the first spectral projection. Hence, by ugihigand 82) we can conclude that

1 —
Peg @z, Vi(P) ez,

PEn-1 PEn-1
"Hpz,, —Epna 7"

[/

84) < .
(84 < A

+C

(85)

As a last step, for the first term on the right-hand sideB&j (ve have to regard two cases:

1. CaseE,_; < A. In this case we exploit

| . 1 gC
Ps:‘ﬂ*l HP,Enfl —_ EPJ']-]_ f|é - A’yn
=n-1
2. CaseE,_1 = A. In this case we have
L V(P Prs,, = —— @t Fpe =0
PEn1 V1 PEp1 — PE -

For both cases the estimate

1 —~ Cy
‘ ﬁsn—lm EEn—lvi(P)\PPvEn-l = A’)/”
holds true.
Choosinge = % and collecting all the remainders the boundB)(is seen to be true. Hence,
we have also proven the inequality i55). This concludes the proof of the bound B6}. m|
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