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Abstract

The van der Waals-London’s law, for a collection of atoms at large separation, states that
their interaction energy is pairwise attractive and decays proportionally to one over their distance
to the sixth. The first rigorous result in this direction was obtained by Lieb and Thirring [LT],
by proving an upper bound which confirms this law. Recently the van der Waals-London’s law
was proven under some assumptions by I.M. Sigal and the author [AS]. Following the strategy
of [AS] and reworking the approach appropriately, we prove estimates on the remainder of the
interaction energy. Furthermore, using an appropriate test function, we prove an upper bound for
the interaction energy, which is sharp to leading order. For the upper bound, our assumptions are
weaker, the remainder estimates stronger and the proof is simpler. The upper bound, for the cases
it applies, improves considerably the upper bound of Lieb and Thirring. However, their bound is
much more general. Here we consider only spinless Fermions.

1 Introduction

The van der Waals forces are forces between atoms or molecules. They are much weaker than ionic or
covalent bonds. The physicist J.D. van der Waals discovered them during his effort to formulate an
equation of state of gases that is compatible with experimental measurements (see [vdW1] and [vdW2]).
These forces play a fundamental role in quantum chemistry, physics and material sciences. Due to
them, for instance, water condenses from vapor. They force gigantic molecules like enzymes, proteins,
and DNA into the shapes required for biological activity. They explain why diamond, consisting of
carbon atoms connected with covalent bonds only, is a much harder material than graphite, which
consists of layers of carbon atoms that attract each other through van der Waals forces (see [C]).

We begin with a mathematical formulation of the problem. We consider a system of M interacting

atoms with nuclei fixed at y1,...,yn € R3, respectively, and described by the Hamiltonian
e*Z; e VA
IR S EFNE S RIED Diesrn ) Dpc (L
i=1 = 1T Y i< I J i<y 19T Y

Here N is the total number of electrons, z;,y; € R denote the coordinates of the electrons and the
nuclei, respectively, y = (y1,...,ynm), —e is the electron charge, and Z; € N is the atomic number of
the j-th nucleus. The notation leg means that 7, 7 are summed from 1 to N for all values i < j. The

scaling has been chosen so that the mass of the electrons is %, and therefore —A,, is the operator of
kinetic energy of the electron with coordinate x;. We consider a system of atoms (an atom has total
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charge zero) so we must have zjj‘il Zj = N. The Hamiltonian H (y) arises from the standard full
Hamiltonian of the system by fixing the positions of the nuclei and neglecting their kinetic energies.
This is an approximation called the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, and HY (y) is called the Born-
Oppenheimer Hamiltonian. The Born-Oppenheimer approximation relies on the fact that the nuclei
are much heavier than the electrons. We refer to [AS] and references therein for a discussion of
the Born-Oppenheimer approximation and the Born-Oppenheimer Hamiltonian (II]). The operator
HY (y) acts on ®VL?(R3). In this article we study spinless electrons. This has to be taken into
account in the mathematical formulation of the problem. Let n € N and S,, be the permunation group
of {1,...,n}. For any m € S,, we define the unitary operator T, on ®7L?(R3) given by

(TF\I/)(xl, v ,l'n) = \I/(.Z'ﬂ—l(l), ‘e ,a:fl(n)). (12)
Then )
Qn = o Z sgn(m) Ty, (1.3)
’ 7T€Sn

is the orthogonal projection onto the space ATL?(R3?) of antisymmetric functions with respect to
permutations of coordinates. Furthermore, we define

HY(y) .= HY (y)Qn

and let
E(y) = inf o (H™ (y)|Ran Qn ) (1.4)

be the ground state energy of the system. The restriction HY ?(y)|Ran @ ONto the range of @y makes
sense, because H'V (y) commutes with Q. We note that in this paper all operators will be considered
as acting on the entire L? spaces, unless an explicit restriction is written. For all i € {1,..., M} and
n; € Z with n; < Z;, we define

Zi—TLi 62ZZ 1722'_77/2' 62
Hip= 3 (—Amj— |$j|>+ - (1.5)

=1 i<k jj — zxl

In simple words, H; ,, is the Hamiltonian of an ion with atomic number Z; and total charge en;. We
can define HY, = similarly as H N7 (y), namely

HE, = H;n,Qz,—n,. (1.6)

2,1

Furthermore, we define
Ei,ni = infU(HgnJRaanrni)- (17)

The following well known lemma is a corollary of the HVZ and Zhilin’s theorems, as we shall explain
in Section

Lemma 1.1. For alli € {1,...,M} and all n; € Z with n; < Z;, we have that
Ei,ni <0 (18)

and 0 lies on the essential spectrum of HY, |ranq,, ., - Moreover, if n; > 0, then Ejy, lies on the
discrete spectrum of HY, |RanQy, _.,. -

From Lemma [[1] and the fact that HY, |rang, , )- = 0, it follows that the restriction onto
Ran Q) z,—n, does not change the discrete spectrum and the corresponding eigenspaces. More precisely:
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Corollary 1.2. For alli € {1,...,M} and all n; € Z with n; < Z;, we have that
E;n, =info(H7,,). (1.9)

Moreover the discrete spectrum of HY, —is the same as that of H&JRaanrni (it might be empty) and
the corresponding eigenspaces are the same.

This corollary will allow us to remove the restrictions onto the antisymmetric spaces, which will
be very convenient for the proof.

Before stating the van der Waals-London’s law, we formulate and discuss a property of many-body
systems playing an important role below.

(E) For all 4,5 € {1,...,M} with i # j we assume that: if m,n € NU {0} and I € N so that
m + 1 < Z;, then we have that

Ei,m + Ej,—n < Ei,m—i—l + Ej,—n—l' (110)

The inequality m+1 < Z; is imposed, because H; ,,4; is not defined otherwise. It means physically that
a positive ion can not have a charge that is bigger than the one of its nucleus. The physical meaning
of (LIQ) is that if we have a system of a non-positive ion and a non-negative ion that are infinitely far
from each other (no interaction), then it costs energy to transfer electrons from the non-negative ion
to the non-positive one. So far every experimental measurement verifies Property (E). For a detailed
discussion of this fact we refer to [AS| (pages 6-7). However, theoretically, Property (E) is an open
problem except for the case of a system of hydrogen atoms (see Proposition B.Ilbelow). The hydrogen
atom is an atom with atomic number 1.
A simple induction argument on the number of atoms shows that Property (E) implies

(E) SY B0 <M Einy Y1, ynan) s 3m =0, 3 na| >0, ni < Z.

The physical meaning of Property (E’) is that if we have a system of atoms that are infinitely far from
each other (no interaction), then it costs energy to make them a system of ions by transferring electrons
between them. It was proven in [AS] (see page 30) that Property (E’) is a necessary Condition for the
van der Waals-London’s law to hold. The proof of the necessity is based on the fact that ions interact
with each other through Coulomb interaction (behaving like |y; — y;|71). This is inconsistent with
the inverse sixth power van der Waals-London’s law (according to which the interaction behaves like
lyi—y;|~%). For simplicity, we will assume Property (E’) in the discussion below. For alli € {1,..., M}

we define
E; = E;, (1.11)

where E; o was defined in (I7)). In other words, E; is the ground state energy of the atom with atomic
number Z;. From Lemma [[.T]it follows that

E; <0, Vie{l,2,...,M}. (1.12)
The interaction energy W (y) of the system is defined as
W(y) = E(y) — E(c0), (1.13)
where E(y) was defined in (4] and

E(x) =Y _E (1.14)



Remainder estimates for the long range behavior of the van der Waals interaction energy 4

The quantity F(oo) can be roughly understood as the ground energy of the system when the atoms
are infinitely far from each other.

It was expected after London (see [Lo]), that W (y) is a sum of pair interactions which are attractive
and decay at infinity as —|y; — yj|_6. In other words, one expects that

eaw
Z‘y Z’yz idl (1.15)

6
1<) y]’ 1<)

provided that
R:=min{ly; —y;|: 1 <i<j< M} (1.16)

is large enough. Here o0;; are positive constants depending on the atomic numbers Z;, Z;. An upper
bound of the form

) 1.17
S ryz y]rﬁ (L17)

1<j

where Cj; are some positive constants, was proven by Lieb and Thirring in 1986, using an intricate
test function. The upper bound was proven without any assumptions and it holds for a system of
molecules as well. A first rigorous proof of ([LI5]) was given by the author and Sigal (see Theorem
1.1 in [AS]) assuming Condition (D) below and Property (E’). There, a related result was proven for
the case of Fermions with spin as well. In [AS] there was no information on how large R should be,
so that the remainder is small relative to the leading term. The error terms involved sums over sets
whose cardinality was growing extremely fast (at the rate NV) in the number of electrons. It was
claimed, however, that, after reworking the approach, the sums of the error terms can be controlled
appropriately, to obtain error estimates that grow much slower than the cardinality of these sums.
This is the first goal of this work. We estimate the remainder, up to constants depending only on

Z =max{Z;,j €{1,2,...,M}}. (1.18)

Our point is that these constants depend only on the kinds of atoms involved in the system and not
on how many there are. The second goal of this work is to provide an upper bound for W(y) under
weaker assumptions, by using an appropriate test function. The upper bound is sharp in the leading
order, and therefore, when it applies, it improves considerably the upper bound of Lieb and Thirring in
[LT]. We note once more, however, that the upper bound in holds without any assumptions and
for a system of molecules as well. We refer to [MS] for the related retarded van der Waals potential.
Before we state our main theorems, we state another condition which we will need. We define

H; = H, o, H] := H, (1.19)

where HY, was defined in (L€). In simple words, H; is the Hamiltonian of the atom with atomic
number Z; and with nucleus at 0. From (ILI9]), (ITI)) and Corollary [ it follows that

E; =info(HY), Vi€ {1,...,M}. (1.20)

It is well known that H{|gang,, has a ground state for all i € {1,..., M} (see Theorem 2.3] below).
It follows then, from Corollary [[2] that H{ has a ground state for all i € {1,...,M}. We are going
further to assume

(D) For all ¢ € {1,..., M} the ground state energy of HY is non-degenerate.
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Assuming condition (D), we define ¢; to be the ground state of HY, for all i € {1,...,M}. Throughout
the text we will always assume that ||¢;|| = 1 for all ¢ € {1,...,M}. Of course the ground state is
unique up to a constant phase factor e??. However, this factor can be chosen arbitrarily and the results
and the proofs do not depend on this choice. We are now going to define the constants o;;. To this end,
we need to introduce some notation that will be useful later on as well. For all 4,5 € {1,2,..., M},
with ¢ # j, we define

Hj = H{ ® 17 + 17 ® H, (1.21)

where, for n € N, I" is the identity acting on ®7L?(R3). Then H, 7; has the unique ground state ¢; ® ¢;.
We further define
HUJ_ HU( P¢i®¢j)7 (1'22)

where Py, g4, denotes the orthogonal projection onto the ground state ¢; ® ¢;. From (C20) and (21
it follows that the ground state energy of HY is E; + E;. By (CI2) we have that E;+ E; < 0. Moreover,
E;+Ej belongs to the discrete spectrum of HY; by (I]:ZI:I) and Corollary [[L2] (see [RSI] Theorem VIII.33).
It follows, therefore, that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that for all 4,5 € {1,..., M} with i < j we
have

H" —Ei—Ej>c, on @' 7 L*(R%), (1.23)

Therefore, the resolvent

ROt = (H*

o o —Ei— By (1.24)

is defined, bounded and positive on the entire ®IZi+Zj L?(R?). For each vector v € R? we define the
function

Z; Zit+Zj
fijw(21s- 0y 22,42;) = Z Z (zi - zj — 3(% - v) (%5 - v)) (1.25)
i=1 j=Z+1
and the number
0ij (V) = (fijbi ® ¢, R i @ ¢5). (1.26)

We will prove in Section

Lemma 1.3. For alli,j € {1,2,..., M}, with i < j, and for all unit vectors v € R3, o;;(v) is positive
and does not depend on the choice of v.

We can therefore define
0ij = 0;j(v) for some unit vector v € R®. (1.27)

We are now ready to state our main results. As before, M is the number of atoms, /N is the number
of electrons, R is defined in (LI6) and Z is defined in (LIg]).

Theorem 1.4. (i) Assume Condition (D) and Property (E). Then, there exist positive constants
C4,Cy,C3, depending only on Z, so that if R > C’lN%, then

' Z !ye &

6
1<J y] ’

1,M

1 M
20 A (1+ NZe=Cslt) | (1.28)
1<j

(ii) Assume Condition (D) and Property (E’). Then the same conclusion as in part (i) holds with the
constants Cy, Cy replaced by two constants C7,Ch which are also positive and depend only on Z.
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Theorem 1.5. Assume Condition (D). Then, there exist positive constants Cy, Cs,Cg, depending only
on Z, such that if R > C4M%, then

I,M 3
e O"L] 1 M 5 —C¢R
S Dl Y | ot S (1.20)
= lvi = yjl “lyi—yl” R

Remark 1. The constants C1,C% in part (ii) of Theorem are in principle much larger that the
constants Cy,Cy. Our strategy of proving part (i) provides better constants and is simpler. So assuming
that one proves Property (E) for a system of atoms, then one should follow the strategy of proof of
part (i) to obtain better bounds. This will be made clear in the proof of Proposition [{.1] below.

Remark 2. Similar theorems hold in the case that we do not take the Fermionic statistics into ac-
count. In this case, Condition (D) follows from the positivity improving property of e PH: 3 > 0,i €
{1,..., M}, where H; was defined in (LI), and from Perron-Frobenious theory (see for example
[RSTV|] Chapter XIII Section 12). Therefore, in this case, the assumption of Condition (D) can be
omitted. In particular, the upper bound ([L29]) holds, in this case, with no assumptions.

Remark 3. By the previous remark, Condition (D) holds for a system of hydrogen atoms (Z; =1 for
all i € {1,..., M}) independently of statistics, since the hydrogen atom has only one electron. As we
will discuss below (see Section [3), Property (E) holds in this case too. Therefore, the conclusions of
Theorems and [LA hold for a system of hydrogen atoms with no assumptions.

Remark 4. It is important that the constants Cy,C1,Co,Ch, Cs,Cy,Cs,Cs in Theorems and [LA
do not depend on the number of atoms M but only on Z, or in simple words only on the kinds of atoms
tnvolved in the system and not on how many there are. Note, however, that we have been unable to
determine how the constants depend on Z. The remainder in Theorem [I.3 is small relative to the
leading order provided that R > cMS where ¢ again depends on Z. In Theorem [1.4), the assumption
R> C’1N3 ensures that the remamder 18 small relative to the leading order. Of course if M 1is large,
the assumptions on R are too strong.

Remark 5. As indicated from the title of the paper, we do not really estimate the force between the
atoms but their interaction energy. The forces Fj(y) :== =V, ., W(y), j € {1,..., M} have never been
rigorously studied, as far as we know. Here Fj(y) denotes the force that the atom at y; experiences
from the rest of the system. We conjecture that

Fj(y):ZGTU( )40 Yo

’8 , Vje{l,...,M},
i#] Yi i#]

!yz nE

where o;; are the same constants as in Theorem [1.4} In other words, we expect that the leading term
of the force is given by minus the gradient of the leading term of the interaction energy. We believe
that our methods can be adapted in order to prove such an estimate. However, our result does not
imply this estimate, because the error term in (L28)) could in principle be fast oscillating and have a
large gradient.

Remark 6. As it is clear from the statements of Theorems and [0, the remainder term of the
order of one over distance to the seventh is relevant, but its size relative to the leading order does not
grow when M grows. The origin of this remainder term can be explicitly seen in the proof (see Lemma
below). The worse remainder term, however, is the one of the order of one over distance to the
ninth, because it grows relative to the leading term at the rate M? in Theorem [T and M in Theorem
(3, when M grows.
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Theorems [[.4] and describe the interaction energy of the atoms at a pairwise large separation
between them. Note that for small distances, the interaction energy is repulsive (positive) as follows
from the rough estimate

LM
e“Z; 7
i< Yi — Yj

for some constant C' independent of y, implied by the bound |:cf—Zg7:n| < —al,, + 5, valid for any o > 0
and a corresponding 3 > 0. For a proof of the last bound we refer to [RSIV] Chapter XIIT Section 11.
Often the interaction energy for two atoms (M = 2) is modeled by the Lennard-Jones potential

Wrily) = \y1—[;z|12 - ‘yl_by2|6, where the constants a,b > 0 are determined experimentally. This

potential was originally proposed by J.E. Lennard-Jones in the form

| o __ b __ during his
y1—y2| ly1—y2|

effort to deduce an appropriate law of dependence of the viscosity of a gas on the temperature (see
[J1]), and to study the equation of state of gases (see [J2]).

Our approach for the proof of Theorem [[.4] is based on perturbation theory in the parameter %,
for which the Feshbach map is used. We follow [AS] closely. Essentially, our new elements for the
proof of Theorem [[4] are in the proofs of Proposition .1l and of Lemma 5.4l The main ideas of these
proofs are still similar to ideas introduced in [AS], but we substantially rework the techniques that
were introduced there, in order to obtain stronger estimates of error terms. Parts that are similar to
[AS] will be repeated here, so that the present work is self-contained. We shall now sketch the proof
of Theorem [[4] and afterwards the proof of Theorem

Brief sketch of the proof of Theorem [1.4l The main ingredient of the proof is the Feshbach
map and the Feshbach-Schur method. We refer to [BES|] Section IV for an exposition of the method
in a general form and with proofs. For purpose of simplicity we will state everything in the special
form we need. Let IT = |¥)(¥| be the orthogonal projection onto a function ¥ € ANL2(R3), with
|¥]| = 1 (normalized function), and IT+ = 1 — II. To simplify the notation we will write H? instead
of HV?(y). We introduce the notation H%+ = II*+H°II+. We recall that F(y) is the ground state
energy of H?|Rang, - As we shall see in the proof, E(y) is as well the ground state energy of H?, when
R is large enough. Therefore, we shall work with H? and assume that R is large enough so that E(y)
is its ground state energy. The Feshbach-Schur method states that if

(a) ¥ € D(H?) (domain of H?);
(b) The operator (H% — E(y)) is invertible;
then the Feshbach map

FH()‘) - (HHUH - V()‘))’Ranﬂa (130)
where
V(\) == IIH I (HoO+ — )~ HIT AT, (1.31)
is well defined at A = E(y) and
E(y) = Fu(E(y))- (1.32)

Note that since Fij(A) is a linear operator on a one-dimensional space, it can be identified with a
multiplying coefficient. This reduces the problem of determining the ground state energy of H? to a
scalar nonlinear fixed point problem, because II is a rank one projection. Besides Equation (L32]), we
have that the ground state of H? is the normalization of the function

U — (Ho' — E(y) "It HOW. (1.33)

Now we outline how we use the Feshbach map in order to prove Theorem [[L4l For purpose of
simplicity of the outline, some things are stated below heuristically only. They will be made rigorous
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1 /\]'\/£1¢j yj
in the actual proof. We take ¥ = ¢ := —J—1

AL sl
atomic number Z; and nucleus at y;. Here /\jﬂilqﬁj,yj denotes the antisymmetric tensor product of the
functions ¢; . The wave function ® is an approximation of the ground state of the system, the error
arising from the fact that there are interaction terms between atoms. The error depends on }% and
becomes small when R is large. Since ® is an approximate ground state of the system and Property

(D) holds, one intuitively expects that when R is large, then

where ¢;,. is the ground state of the atom with

(H%t — E(y)) >d > 0, (1.34)

or, in other words, that when we project out ®, the resulting operator H%" has a gap above the ground
state energy E(y) of H?. We prove such an estimate in Section [ using Property (E’) and the IMS
localization formula: we find an appropriate family {J,,a € A} of functions, such that Zae i J2=1

and
(o — B(y) > Y Ju(HO — E(y))Ja — O(5). (1.35)

acA R
Due to the stated properties of .J,, showing (L.34]) reduces to showing that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

1

Ja(H? = E(y))Ja > ¢J; — O(R

),Va € A. (1.36)

The family {J,,a € A} consists of functions supported either on a set where each of the electrons is
close to some nucleus, or on a set where at least one electron is far from all nuclei. If at least one
electron is far from all nuclei then ([.30) is obtained by the HVZ theorem (see Theorem 2] below).
If all electrons are close to some nucleus, then this corresponds to a decomposition of the system into
ions/atoms with total charge 0. If the decomposition has only atoms, then (I.30]) follows from the fact
that IT* projects out their ground states. Property (E’) gives (L30)), if in the decomposition there are
ions with nonzero charges. From ([L34]) it follows that the Feshbach-Schur method is applicable and
therefore (L32]) holds.

In view of (L32)) we need to estimate ITH?II and V(E(y)). Recall that E(oc), defined in (L.I4)),
is the sum of the ground state energies of the atoms. Due to the interaction terms between the
atoms, the equality IIH?II = E(oo)II does not hold. However, due to Condition (D), which says that
the ground state energy of each atom is non-degenerate, it turns out that the ground state of each
atom has a spherically symmetric one-electron density (see Proposition 25]). Therefore, we can apply
Newton’s theorem (see Section 9.7) to show that the error arising from the interaction terms is
exponentially decaying in R, because the ground states of the atoms are exponentially decaying. In
other words, we obtain that

ITH?II ~ E(co)II, (1.37)

where the approximate equality is understood up to an error which is exponentially decaying in R.

From (37), (TI3), (I30) and (L32) it follows that
W(y) = =V(E(Y))|ranT1, (1.38)

so that estimating the interaction energy reduces to estimating V(E(y)). From ([L34) it follows that
V(E(y)) > 0 when R is large. From this observation and (L38]) it follows that the interaction energy
is negative. We now sketch how we estimate V(FE(y)). If ® were the exact ground state of H? then
I would commute with H? and therefore we would have ITH°II+ = 0 and thus V(E(y)) = 0. In
this sense, V(E(y)) originates from the error of our choice of ® as an approximate ground state of
the system. Since the error in our choice of ¢ originates from the fact that we have neglected the
interaction terms between the atoms, it turns out that IIH?II* is proportional to the interaction. If
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we make a Taylor expansion of the Coulomb interaction terms between two atoms in powers of their
one over their distance, it turns out that there is cancelation in the first two orders, because both
atoms are neutral. Thus, the total interaction is to leading order proportional to R™3. Therefore,
HHTI ~ R~3 + O(R™), where ~ has the unprecise meaning of proportional, which together with
(C31) and (I34) implies that

V(E(y)) ~R S+ 0O(R™).

The last estimate together with (I.38)) implies the desired result:
W(y) ~-R 5+ OR™).

Brief sketch of the proof of Theorem We shall sketch the proof of the theorem for
the case that we have two atoms only, and without taking into account the Fermionic statistics, as
this is much simpler than the general case. For purpose of simplicity, the sketch will not be precise.
We decompose the full Hamiltonian of the system as H = Hys + I12, where His is the sum of the
Hamiltonians of the two atoms and I;o has the interaction terms of the atoms. We denote by 1 the
ground state of His, so that Hig®) = E(00)1. Let also P1j = 1— Py, with Py the orthogonal projection

onto ¢. The test function we consider is the normalization of the function ¢ = ¢ — Ri5112%, where
Riy = (H 12]31/}L — E(c0))~!. This test function can be understood as an approximation of the ground
state of H as given by the Feshbach map. Indeed, up to antisymmetrization, which in this sketch we
ignore, the test function v originates from the function given in ([L33]) after modifying the resolvent
by omitting the interaction between the atoms.

Since the interaction energy W (y) is the ground state energy of H — E(oc0), we have that

1 - -
S (= B,

Expanding the inner product on the right hand side of the last estimate and using the equality
(H — E(00))Y = I12%, we obtain that

(h, (H — E(c0))) = (b, Igth) — 2(I12%, Ris 129)+(RizT12%, T12 Rz T129)
+(Riz L1290, (Hi2 — E(00))RizLi2v),  (1.39)

where the last two terms originated from the decomposition (H — E(o0)) = (Hi2 — E(0)) + I1o.
From Newton’s theorem it follows that (i, I121)) ~ 0, as we explained in the sketch of the proof of
Theorem [[L4] where ~ means that the error decays exponentially in the distance |y; —y2| of the atoms.
Therefore, we also have that PdJ)‘IlQT,Z) ~ I121), so that in the second line of Equation (L.39]) we have

the simplification (Hyz — E(00))Ri5l12¢) ~ I129. As a consequence, the term in the second line of
([C39) is equal to (I199, RizI12¢)), up to an error that is exponentially decaying in |y; — yo|. With
these observations we arrive at

(W, (H — E(c0))¥) ~ —(Ti2th, RizT129) + (Riz L1290, I RizT121)). (1.40)

As we explained in the sketch of the proof of Theorem [[4], if we make a Taylor expansion of the
interaction terms I1o between the atoms in powers of one over their distance, it turns out that I5 is to
leading term of the order |y; —y2| 2. If we drop the higher order terms of I19, the term —(I12t), Ri5I12%)

gives exactly the term — ‘yl"_152|6. The remainder of this term can be easily proven to be of the order

ly1 —y2|~". Due to the fact that I1o appears three times in the last term of ([L40), it turns out that this
term is at most of the order |y; —yo| . Making the last statement precise is harder, because one of the
three 119 terms is not multiplied with the exponentially decaying function . For this reason, we will
push exponential weights through the resolvent RllQ using boosted Hamiltonians. Finally, observing
that ||| < 14 O(|y1 — y2|~3), the theorem follows.

Wi(y) <
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Remark 7. Of course Property (D) is a very restrictive assumption. As far as we know, Property (D)
remains an open question for all atoms with only exception the hydrogen atom. Our proof of Theorem
depends heavily on it. Regarding the method of the proof of Theorem [I.3, it can be adapted in a
situation as general as in [LT)]. Lieb and Thirring considered a system of interacting molecules. They
proved that if their separation is large enough, then there exist orientations of the molecules so that
the upper bound (LIT) holds. Their strategy was to construct a test function and to average over all
possible orientations. Using our test function in this situation but arising from a ground state of each
molecule (as opposed to "the ground state”) and following the strategy of [LT], one obtains a bound of
the form (LIT), for some orientations of the molecules. The main reason is that the term (1, I121))
in (L39) vanishes after averaging over all orientations, by Newton’s theorem. We conjecture that the
constants C;; are better than in [LT] in this case as well, because the test functions are approzimate
ground states. We note that in the general situation of a system of molecules one can not exrpect
attraction for every orientation of them. For example, if the molecules have dipole moments (see [Lé]
Definition 2), then the leading term of the interaction energy is expected to be proportional to one over
their distance to the three. In this case, the sign of the leading term depends on the orientations of
the molecules.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we discuss preliminaries of quantum many-body
systems. In Section Bl we prove Lemma and Property (E) for a system of hydrogen atoms. In
Section Ml we reformulate Theorem [[L4] in terms of two propositions and two lemmas, which we then
prove in Sections Bl and [[l In Section [6] we prove Theorem

Notation. We collect here general notation used in this paper. In what follows,

e M is always the number of the nuclei, N is always the number of the electrons, R is the one
defined in Equation (LI6) and Z is the one defined in Equation (LI8]). We will always assume
that R > 0.

e For any Banach space X, we denote B(X) :={f : X — X : f linear and bounded}.

e For an operator A, the symbols o(A) and oess(A) stand for the spectrum and the essential
spectrum of A, respectively.

e (' and c will denote positive constants that depend only on Z. They are independent of R and
the number of atoms M, but they might change from one equation to the other. Such constants
will be used very often and it is important to always remember this notation.

e The inequality A < B means the following: there exists ¢, C so that for all R > ¢, we have
A < CB. The assumption R > ¢ will be different only if explicitly stated. Sometimes it is
superfluous but this will not affect the proof.

e O(9) will stand for functions and operators satisfying ||O(0)]| < 6.

e ||| will denote either the L?— norm of a function or the B(L?)— norm of an operator, depending
on the context, and the symbols O(d) are understood in this norm, or in the absolute value in
the case of complex numbers.

e We will write A = B and A =,,4 B, if there exists ¢ so that A — B = O(e™°f) and A — B =
O(M%e=¢E), respectively.

o () = (1+ |x|2)% and A = Zjvzl Ay, V= (Vgy,..., V) with A, V., the Laplacian and
gradient acting on the coordinate x; € R3, respectively.
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e For a normalized function ¢ we define Py := |$)(¢| the orthogonal projection onto ¢ and qul =
1- P,
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2 Preliminaries about many-body systems

2.1 Decompositions

Recall that M and N are the numbers of the nuclei and electrons, respectively. Let a = {A4y,..., Ay}
be a partition of {1,2,..., N} into disjoint subsets some of which might be empty. With the set A; we
associate the nucleus at y; of atomic number Z; by assigning the electron coordinates x;,j € A; to be
in the same atom/ion as the nucleus at y;. This gives a decomposition of the system. We denote the
collection of all such decompositions by A and we will call Ay,..., Ay clusters of the decomposition
a. The set of all a € A with |4;| = Z; for all i € {1,..., M} will be denoted by A%. Its elements
correspond to decompositions of our system into atoms.
If a ={Ay,..., Ay} and b = {By,..., By} are elements of A%, then there exists a permutation
7 € Sy such that
Bi={r"'()lj € A}, Vie{l,...,M}. (2.1)

In this case we write b = wa. Various b € A% are related by permutations of the electron coordinates
and could be labeled as b = ma, 7w € Sy with some redundancy.

For each decomposition a = {Ay,..., Ay} € A we define the Hamiltonian
M
Hy=> Ha,, (2.2)
i=1
where ) )
e*Z; e
Hp =) (~0q, — ﬁ) + D e (2:3)
jEA; N T R A A

so that H 4, is the Hamiltonian of the atom or ion at y; and H, is the sum of the Hamiltonians of the
atoms or ions of the decomposition a. The inter-cluster interaction is defined as

I,:= H— H,

where
H:=H"(y),
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and H™(y), defined in (L), is the Hamiltonian of the system. In other words, I, consists of all terms
of interaction between the different atoms/ions in the decomposition a. We have that

H=H,+I,. (2.4)

For any cluster A; we define Sa, to be the permutation group of A; (as identity we consider the
permutation in which the elements are in increasing order). We define

1
QAi = |Az|' Z Sgn(ﬂ-)T7ﬁ (25)
mESA,;
HZ@_ = Ha,Qa, (2.6)
and
H = H,Qq, where Q, = Q4,Q4, .. Qa,,- (2.7)

2.2 Some important properties of various Hamiltonians

For each m € NU {0} with m < N, we define

m M 2 1,m 9 LM
e“Z; e e“ 77
H™(y) = <— Ay — 7z> n N i o3
]Zz:l 7 ;’xj_yz‘ ;\mz—x]] ;‘y’_yﬂ‘
and
H™ (y) = H™(4)Qn, 29)

where Q,,, was defined in (3)). In simple words H™(y) arises from H = H" (y) after removing N —m
electrons.

The general information on the essential spectrum of the Hamiltonians defined in (@) and (2.9)
is given in the following theorem which is a special case of the HVZ Theorem (see e.g. [H, VW] [Zhl

HS, [CFKS]).

Theorem 2.1. For all m € {0,1,...,N — 1}, we have that oess(H™ ™ (y)|Ran Quis) = [Sm, 00),
where
Y = 1nf o (H™ (y)| RanQmm )- (2.10)

Moreover, for alli € {1,2,..., M} and all n; € Z with n; < Z; we have that

Uess(HZni_l|RanQ(Zrni+1)) = [Ei,nivoo)v (2'11)
where E; ,, was defined in (LT).

The HVZ Theorem enables to identify the bottom of the essential spectrum as the ground state
energy of the same system but with one electron removed.

The next result shows that the Hamiltonians HY,, |ranq Zi-n;1 b € {1,...,M},0 <n; < Z;, as well
as the Hamiltonians H"™?(y)|ran Q,.,m € {1,2,..., N}, have a ground state (see e.g. [Zhl [HS| [CEKS]):

Theorem 2.2. For alli € {1,...,M} and n; € NU {0}, with n; < Z;, the operator Hgni|Raanrni
has a ground state. Its ground state energy E;,, is below the bottom of its essential spectrum (which
by Theorem [21] is E; p,+1). Similarly, for allm € {1,2,..., N}, the Hamiltonian H™°(y)|Ran Q,, has
a ground state. Its ground state energy is below the bottom of its essential spectrum.



Remainder estimates for the long range behavior of the van der Waals interaction energy 13

This theorem is known as Zhislin’s Theorem. It shows that atoms and positive ions are stable in
the sense that they have a bound state. Lemma [[T] follows from Theorems 2.1] and 2.2 by observing
that H; z, = 0,Vi € {1, ..., M}, which implies that E; 7, =0,Vi € {1,..., M}.

Let @ € Aand i € {1,...,M}. Then the Hamiltonian H,,, defined in (23], differs from the
Hamiltonian H; 7, _| 4, defined in ([L3)) only in that H 4, is translated by y; and it acts on the coordinates
in A;. Therefore, from Theorems 2.1] and Corollary we obtain:

Theorem 2.3. Leta € A and i € {1,...,M}. The operators Hf |ranq,, and Hj, have the same
discrete spectrum (which might be empty) and the corresponding eigenspaces are the same. Moreover,

ian(Hji) = Ei,Zi—|Ai|7 and inf Uess(ngi) = Ei,Zi—\AiH—l' (2.12)

Furthermore, if 0 < |A;| < Z;, then the operator HY. has a ground state, and its ground state energy
is below the bottom of its essential spectrum. In addition, if |A;| = Z;, then Condition (D) implies
that H7  has a unique ground state ¢a4,.

From this theorem it follows that the restrictions of the operators Hji]Ran Q4. onto Ran @4, can
be removed without affecting the proof. Therefore, in the rest of the paper we will consider only the
operators Hj .

The following theorem, says that for all a € A% the ground states of the operators HY . are well
localized. We define x4, = (x; : j € A;) to be the collection of electron coordinates in A; with
increasing order in j, and x4, —y; = (; — y; : j € A;), where the order is again increasing in j.

Theorem 2.4. Let a € A and i € {1,...,M}. With the same notation as in Theorem [Z3 we have

¥ @ai=v) 9% 4 || < 1,V with 0 < |a| < 2, (2.13)

for any 0 < \/FE;1 — E;.
This theorem is known as the as the Combes - Thomas bound (see [CT]).
The following proposition, is going to be very useful.

Proposition 2.5. Leta € A% andi € {1,...,M}. If ¥ is an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian HY
corresponding to a non-degenerate eigenvalue, then the one-electron density

pw(z) :/\\I/(x,xg,...,xzi)\2da:2...dxzi

of ¥ is spherically symmetric.

Proof. The proposition is standard but we will provide a proof for convenience of the reader. For any
rotation U in R? we consider the transformation Ty defined by

Ty (xy,...,0z7) =00 ay,... . U zy).

Since the Coulomb potentials are spherically symmetric, we have that Hj commutes with Ty, i.e.
H3 Ty = TyHj,. Since ¥ is an eigenfunction of HY , the last equality gives that Ty W is also an
eigenfunction of Hj corresponding to the same eigenvalue. Since the eigenvalue is non-degenerate we
obtain that Ty ¥V = ¢(U)W, where ¢(U) is a complex valued function. Since Ty is unitary we have that
lc(U)] =1 for any rotation U and therefore,

U (zy,...,27)° = WU tey,...,. U ez

for any U. Using this and the definition of the electron density, we conclude that the latter is spherically
symmetric, because the change of variables arising from a rotation has Jacobian 1. O
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3 Proof of Lemma and of Property (E) for a system hydrogen
atoms

Proof of Lemma[I3. For any rotation U in R? we define, similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.5 a
transformation Ty acting on the space L2(R3(Zit%)) by

Tob(21s- -5 22,42;) = YUz, U_lzZH_Zj). (3.1)
Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 25l we can show that
Tug: @ ¢j = c(U)p; @ ¢;, where ¢(U) € C with |e(U)| = 1. (3.2)
Using (L25) and the fact that the rotation U is unitary on R®, we obtain that
Tglfij,v = fz'j,U*lv' (3-3)

Using (32), B3) and the fact that Ty commutes with H,fl’L we obtain that o;;(v) = 0;;(U" 1)
implying that o;;(v) is independent of v.

. L. . .
) Fron;1 (C23) and (I24) it follows that R7;™ is a positive operator. Therefore, using (L26), we
obtain that

1
0ij (V) = |(R)2 fijwdi @ 5% > 0. (3.4)
We note that (R%L)%fijw(m ® ¢; # 0, otherwise we would multiply with (H;ZL - E; - EJ)% to obtain
that fi;.¢; ® ¢; = 0, which is a contradiction. O

We now prove Property (E) for a system of hydrogen atoms (Z; = 1, for all ¢ € {1,...,M}).
Property (E’) for a system of hydrogen atoms has already been proven in [AS] Appendix A.

Proposition 3.1. If Z; =1, for alli € {1,2,..., M}, then Property (E) holds.

Proof. 1t is enough to restrict our attention to the first two atoms. More, precisely, it is enough to
show that

ELm + E27_n < El,m+l + EQ’_n_l, vYm,n € NU {O},l eN, withm+1<1. (35)

From the assumptions on [, m we obtain that m = 0,1 = 1. Since E; ; = 0 (because H;; = 0), showing
[Z3) reduces to showing that

Ei + E27_n < E27_n_1, vYn e NU {O} (3.6)

To prove ([B.0]), we assume that for some n € NU {0} we have Ey + Ey _,, > Ey _,,_1. Using (LI2]) we
obtain that Fy _,,_1 < E5 _,. Therefore, from Theorem [2T]it follows that Ea _,—1 < inf o (Hﬁi_n_l).
The last inequality implies that Hg _, _; has a ground state W. Since

62 n+1 62
Héi_n_l = <Hg7_n + (_Al‘n+2 - m) + Z ﬁ) Qnt2,
i=1
it follows that
n 2
e
H3 1= (Ez,—n + Ey + Z F) Qnt2-
i=1 """

- xm-i—l’

Taking the expectation value with respect to the ground state ¥ of Hj _, ; we obtain that
Es _n-1>FEs_n+ Eq,

giving a contradiction. U
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4 Reformulation of Theorem [1.4]

In this Section we choose an orthogonal projection for the Feshbach map. Then we state two proposi-
tions and two lemmas and we show that they imply Theorem [[4l We prove them, however, in subse-
quent sections. As we mentioned above, II should be a projection on an antisymmetric tensor product
of the ground states of the atoms. It turns out, however, that it is useful to cut the ground states off
appropriately, so that different terms of the antisymmetrization have disjoint supports. Before intro-
ducing the cut off we introduce the ground states. We recall that ¢; is the ground state of H? (see
(TT13)), which is unique, due to Condition (D), for any i € {1,...,M}. Let a = {A1,..., Ay} € A%
and i € {1,...,M}. The ground state ¢4, of H]. (see theorem [2.3]) is given by

¢a,(r4;) = di(va, — Y1), (4.1)

where, recall, x4, = (z; : j € A;) is the collection of electron coordinates in A; with increasing order
in j, and x4, —y; = (x; — y; : j € A;), where the order is again increasing in j. Moreover,

Ha,9a, = Eiga,-

It follows that HZ, defined in (Z7]), has a unique ground state ®, and that H,®, = F(c0)®,, where
E(o0) was defined in (II4]). Moreover, ®, is given by

M
Oo(z1,..,2n) = [ [ da,(wa,). (4.2)
=1

Now we introduce the cut off of the ground states @, ¢4,,i € {1,...,M}. Let x1 : R3 - R be a
spherically symmetric C*° function supported in the ball B(0, %) and equal 1 on the ball B(0, %) with
0 < x1 <1 (smoothed out characteristic function of the ball B(0, %)), and define

Xr(z) = Xl(R_lx). (4.3)

We introduce the cut off ground states
M
Uo(ar, ... an) = [ [ va,(@a,), (4.4)
i=1

where, as in ([Z1),

¢iX§Zi
(%
Recall that E; is the ground state energy of HY. Using [Il), (ZI3), Ha, ¢4, = Ei¢a, and ([@5]), one
can verify that

””tb, — (bi”Hz = 0, Hl/JAZ — gbAiHHQ = O, Vi € {1, c.. ,M}, (4.6)
|(Ha, — Ei)Ya,||lg =0, Vie{l,...,M}, (4.7)

and that there exists ¢; > 0, depending only on Z, so that
et @aimvil gy, || <1, Va with0<|o| <2, Vie{l,...,M}. (4.8)
Using (40), together with (£2)), (£4) and the triangle inequality, we obtain that

@0 — Wollz2 = 0, Va € A, (4.9)
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From (LI4) and (22)) it follows that

M
Hy— E(c0) =Y (Ha, — Ey), Ya € A™. (4.10)
i=1

Using the last equation together with (£4]), ([L7) and the triangle inequality, we obtain that
[(Ha = E(00)) %ol g1 =p 0, Va € A", (4.11)
From (4.4)), (43]) and the properties of x g it follows that
supp(¥,) Nsupp(¥y) =0, Va,bec A%,  with a#b. (4.12)

Property (4I12]) was the main reason for introducing the cut off of the ground states. As we shall see
later, a lot of error terms, that would exist without (4.I2]), vanish.
We are now ready to choose the projection II. Let

QN\IJa >< QN\I’a
IT:= (4.13)
QNP
where @y was defined in (L3]). An elementary computation gives that
QnY, ‘Aat’ Z sgn(b, a)V (4.14)

beAat

Here sgn(b,a) is the sign of the unique permutation 7 with the properties w(A;) = B;, for all ¢ €
{1,..., M} and 7|4, is an increasing function for all i € {1,..., M}. From ([@I4)) and (£I12)) it follows
that Qn W, # 0. Moreover, from ([AI4]) it follows that the right hand side of ([£.I3]) does not depend
on the decomposition a.

To show that the Feshbach map exists with this choice of II, we note that QnV¥, € Dom(H?) since
U, € H*(R3N). Hence, the condition (a) for the existence of the Feshbach map holds. Recall that
E(y) was defined in (L4]). We will prove in Section [7] the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. (i) Suppose that Property (E) holds. Then there exist C1,v1 > 0, depending only
on Z, such that if R > ClN%, then
H7" > E(y) + 2, (4.15)

where HO =TI+ HOTI+ with 11 defined in (EI3).
(ii) Suppose that Property (E’) holds. Then the same conclusion as in part (i) holds with the constants
C1,m replaced by constants C},~; which again are positive and dependent only on Z.

The constants Cy, CY in Theorem [[4] are different, only because the constants 7;, ] in Proposition
[T are different: in the proof we shall use the boundedness of the resolvent (H+ — E(y))~! but the
estimate of its norm is different in the cases (i) and (ii).

From Proposition @] and Property (E), respectively (E’), it follows that the Feshbach map (I30)

is defined at A = E(y) when R > C1N %, repsectively R > C|N 5. In Section [ we will prove the
following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. There exists C' so that if R > C, then E(y) < 0.
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The operator H? differs from H%|ran g, only because every element of (Ran Q@ N)L is eigenvector
of H? with eigenvalue zero. Therefore, from Lemma and Theorem it follows that E(y) is
the ground state energy of H? and that it belongs to its discrete spectrum. Therefore, under the

assumptions of Proposition L1l and Lemma [4.2] we have that (I32]) holds. From ([32]) and (L30) we
obtain that
E(y) = (WHIT + V(E(y)))|Ran11- (4.16)

In view of this equation, estimating E(y) reduces to estimating the terms IIH?IT and V(E(y). To this
end we will prove in Section [ the following lemma and proposition:

Lemma 4.3. With 11 defined in (EI3)), we have that
TLHTI =5 E(co)IL. (4.17)

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that [AIB) holds. Then, there exist C5,C7 > 0 depending on Z only, so
that if R > C7In M, then

elo; LM 1 M
R S 1+ NZe=CsR 4.18
( ‘RanH ; ’y —y;!ﬁ Z; ‘yl y; ‘7 Rg ( ) ( )

where the constants o;; were defined in (L2T).

Theorem [ Al follows from Propositions EIland A4}, and from (I7), (£I6]) and (LI3]). The constant
Cj3 in Proposition [4.4] is the same as the constant ('3 in Theorem [[.4]

Remark 8. The assumption on R in Proposition[{.4) is weaker than the assumption on R in Theorem
[I4 This is explained by Proposition [[.1. We need to assume more on R in order to prove (EI5]).

The remainder in ([AI8) is small relative to the leading order provided that R > CM:3 for some C.
Given this observation we believe that the assumption on R in Proposition [.1] can be improved. We
have been, however, unable to do this.

5 Proof of Proposition 4.4] and of Lemmas and

The proofs are organized as follows. In Section (.1l we prove Lemmas [4.3] and In Section
we prove rough estimates for F(y) showing that it is fairly close to E(c0). In Section we prove
Proposition 4] assuming a lemma, which in turn we prove in Section (.41

5.1 Proof of Lemmas and

We begin with the proof of Lemma 3l Using (£12)), (@I3)), (£.14) and that supp(HY¥,) C supp(¥,)
for all a € A%, we obtain that
THT = (W, HU)II

because all the cross terms originating from the antisymmetrization vanish. Therefore, using (d.IT])
and (2.4]), we obtain that
TLHOTI =5y E(00)II + (T, I, T,)IL. (5.1)

Lemma 5.1. For all a € A*, we have

(U,, I,T,) = 0. (5.2)
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Proof. Let a ={A;1,..., Ay }. We have that

1L,M
Io=> Taa, Iaa = Y. I (5.3)
i<j lGAi,mGA]‘
where ) ) ) )
e e e e
|yj — [Yi — T lyi — yj| |T1 — T
We pass to the variables
2 =X, — Y, VI E AN €{1,..., M}, (5.5)
and write za, = (21, : | € A;) and dza, = [[;c 4, dzir- Using (@A) and (L5]), we obtain that
(Vo 1800} = [ da,dea 8o Plos(a, ) (5.6
where ) ) ) )
~ e e e e
i + 2l 1y — zmil il i+ 2 — 2wy
with y;; = y; — y;. We will show that
Z, ~
Gt [ deadi o ea)? =0 5.9

where xop was defined in (£3]) and ngRZj acts on the variables z4,. Since by Proposition the

one-electron density of the function v; is spherically symmetric, we have by Newton’s Theorem (see
for example Section 9.7) and the support properties of ¥; due to the cut off (see (&H])) that

1 1
Wi(za,) P ————dza, = — [Vi(za,)Pdza, = —- (5.9)
/ ' [Yis + 2 Wil Jzi<tys [y
In the same way we obtain that
/W(ZA ) ! dea, = ——— on suppx 32 (5.10)
S i+ — zmgl Wi — Zml 2R

From (.7), (59) and (510) we obtain (5.8). From (5.6]) and (5.8) we obtain that (\Ifa,IZ-”\Ifa) =0,
for all 4,5 € {1,...,M} with i # j and [ € A;,m € A;, which together with (53] implies (©.2]). O

From (5.0)) and (5.2)) we obtain (4.I7)). This concludes the proof of Lemma 3]

Remark 9. Using (5.8), going back to the variables x; and using (53)), we can easily obtain that

A .
ijjg/dxAiIAiAj’wAi (za,)]* =0, Vi#j, (5.11)
where B
Xah(wa,) =[] xer(zi — ), (5.12)
icA,

and xor was defined in [@3)). This will be useful later in the proof. The physical meaning of (BI1I) is
that the potential created by a spherically symmetric charge distribution with total charge zero, is zero
outside of its support.
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We shall now prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[.2 Since ITH II|gan1r is the expectation of the Hamiltonian against an antisymmet-
ric function we obtain that E(y) < ITHTI|ganm =nm E(00), where the last step follows from (AI7).
Therefore, there exist ¢ and C so that

E(y) < FE(c0) + CMe™E, (5.13)
<

From (LI2]) and ([ILI4) it follows that E(oo) < M max{FE;:j € {1,...,M}} < 0. The last inequality
together with (B.I3]) imply Lemma [£.2] O

5.2 Rough bounds on E(y)

Before we estimate V(E(y)) we first prove some rough bounds for E(y) which are going to be useful.
Our goal is to prove

Lemma 5.2. Assume that ([AI5) holds. Then there exists c so that

M

1
———— S E(y) — E(c0) S Me™ R, (5.14)
52 1w = vl

Proof. The right-side inequality is just a restatement of (5.I3]). Therefore, it remains to prove the
left-side inequality. By (&IH), the Feshbach map in (L30) is well defined at A\ = F(y), and (L32)

holds. By (L32), (L30) and ({IT) we have that
E(y) =um E(c0) = V(E(y))|Ranr- (5.15)
Now we estimate V (E(y)). By (@I5)), the definition of V(E(y)) in (L31)), and I+ HII = (ITH°TI+)*,

we obtain

IV(E@) < A1), (5.16)

where we could replace H? with H because II is a projection onto an antisymmetric function. To
estimate IT-HTI we use that (@I7) implies that

- HII =, HII — E(co)IL
From the last estimate and ([@I3]) it follows that

v,
I I a0 G = (o) p 2] (517)

Using that Qu commutes with H, that supp(HV,) C supp(¥,) for all a € A%, (@I2) and [@I4), one
can verify that
QN\I/a

QN
The last equation together with (5.17), (I1]) and (24]) give that

I(H — E(c0)) = lI(H = E(c0)) W
T HIL)| = ([ 1o Wall,

where, due to symmetry, the right hand side is a independent. The last approximate equality together
with (.I6]) gives that there exists ¢ > 0 so that

IVEW)I S HaWal? + M2eF (5.18)

To complete the proof we use Lemma [.3] below which together with (5I8) and (5I5]) gives the left
inequality in (5I4]). This concludes the proof of (G.14)). O
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Lemma 5.3. We have that

1
[PA PGS Z‘ 5 (5.19)
= lyi—y
Proof. By (B.3) we have that
1,M 1,M
aWall® =0 (Ta,4,Va, I, 4,%a).
1<j k<l

It follows then from (4], ([AH) and (5I1]) that the cross terms of the double sum vanish, and therefore
we obtain

1L,M
HLI\IJGH2 = Z<IAiAj¢Ai¢AjvIAiAijiwAj>' (5'20)
i<j
Making the change of variables (5.5) and using (AH]), we obtain that
144,049, = |1 L4, 01951, (5.21)
where . .
Ina =y, I (5.22)

lEAi,meAj

and jzf]m were defined in (B7). The tensor product of the functions v;,1; has been omitted. We will
prove now that for all [ € A;,m € A; we have

e2 1
L =iy + O(———), 5.23
where
i Fii 2mg) 1= 210 - 2mg — 32 - §i3) (2mg - g, (5.24)

Yij = Yi — Y5, Yij = ‘y ‘ and 23, 2m; were defined in (B.5). The estimate (5.23)) is a little stronger than
what we need now, but it is gomg to be useful later. We will Taylor expand all the terms on the right
hand side of (5.7)) in powers of ol Using that

L1z 32— P

2|3
lyxzl Jyl o |yl 20yl

|y|*

+O0(—7)
provided that |z| < |—g‘, we see that the contributions on the right hand side of (5.7]) cancel in the first
and second order and we compute

Sl |23 |* + | 2mj°

ij _‘ ’zafmyzJ (

i
’y’ )7 on the set {’Zlila‘zmjla‘zli_zmj‘ < ’ :;]’} (525)
ij
and in particular the last estimate holds on supp ;1);. The change of variables (5.5]), and (8] imply
that there exists ¢ so that

¢4 0%y|| <1, Va with0<|a| <2, Vie{l,...,M}. (5.26)

Therefore, if we multiply both sides of (5.28) by v;¢;, we can control the term |zy;|> + |2,,;|° in the
remainder uniformly in |y;;| due to (L.26). As a consequence, we arrive at (£.23]). From (G.22)) and
[B23) it follows that
2
e 1
=[BT

v i 20
? J

Laa, ity =
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where f; 7~ was defined in (L25). Therefore, we arrive at

~ 1
”[AiAjwiij SJ
lyi —

it (5.28)
J

where the inequality [ fi; 7=l < 1 follows from (B.26). From (£.20), (5.2I) and (5.28) we obtain
G.19). O

5.3 Proof of Proposition 4.4

For this proof it is more convenient to write 11 as a product of two projections. To this end we choose
P to be the orthogonal projection on span{¥, : a € A%}. Using [@I2) it follows that

P=>" Py, (5.29)

It is straightforward to see that P is symmetric with respect to the electron coordinates in the sense
that

PT, = T,P, V=€ Sy, (5.30)
where T was defined in (I2)). Using (5.30) and (L3)) it follows that
QNP = PQN, (5.31)

and that Qny P = PQy is also an orthogonal projection. It is, moreover, easy to check that
II=QNP = PQn. (5.32)
Therefore, by (L31)) we obtain that
V(\) = QvPHP+(H? — N 'PLHPQy. (5.33)

We will use (5.33)) to estimate V(E(y)). Before doing so, we will introduce some useful notation. For
a decomposition b = { By, Bo, ..., By} € A% we define

Hp,p, = Hp, + Hp,,
H%kBl = QBkQBlHBkBN
where Hp, , Hp,,Qp,,Q B, where defined in ([23) and ([25). We define further
7J- P— J_ ag J_
HE 5 = Piy wn HE, 5, Do, 5, (5.34)
o, L o, L _
Ry, = (Hp 5, — B — B~ (5.35)

where recall that ¢p, ,1p, where defined in [@.H)). Using that ¢p, ¥, is a cut off-ground state of Hp, p,
and (4.8), one can verify that there exists C' so that for R > C the resolvent RUBJjBl is defined and

R%ZL || < 1. We begin with
By B,

Lemma 5.4. If ([@LI5) holds, then there exists Cs,C7 > 0 depending only on Z so that it R > C71In M,
then we have that

LM M4 M4
o, L —
V(E)) rantt — Y _(Ta,aha,a, Ry Taaa,da)| < S ﬁNZe Csht, (5.36)
k<l



Remainder estimates for the long range behavior of the van der Waals interaction energy 22

Proof. In view of (5.33), we will first estimate P+H P. We have that

PTHP = ) [pa) (W, (5.37)
acAat

where ¢, := PXHV,. From [@II), [@EI2), (5:29) and the fact that supp(H,¥,) C supp(¥,) we obtain
that P-H, ¥, = 0, which together with the definition of ¢, and (Z4]) imply

o =y PHI,U,. (5.38)
By (@12), (529) and (5:2]) we have

PLIVU, = 1,7,. (5.39)
The last equation together with (5.38]) gives that

Pa iM [a\I"a- (540)

Now we use the following inequality: If (¢,,)]"; are pairwise orthogonal, and (¢,,)]"_; are also pairwise
orthogonal, then

1D 16n) (Wnlll < max , i) onll (5.41)
n=1

ne{l,....m

The inequality (1)) follows by [|B|| = supjg| jp|=1(®, BY), with B = 377" | [#,) (1], and from the
Cauchy-Schwarz and Parseval’s inequalities (in fact in (5.41]) equality holds but we do not need this).

Using (£37), (E40) and the fact that ¢, — I,¥,, a € A% have disjoint supports, (following from
(£12]) and the fact that suppy, C supp¥,), we can apply (B.41]), to obtain that

PTHP =y Y ILPy,. (5.42)
acAat

The last estimate together with (£15]) and (5.33]) give that

V) =m Qn Y Pudo(H = N LPy,Qn, VA < E(y) + . (5.43)
a,be Ast
Using (£12), (519) and (E.41]) we obtain that
M
| Podall S 55 (5.44)
acAat

In addition, (£I5]) and (513]) imply that there exist C; > 0, depending only on Z, so that
E(c0) < E(y) + v and (H' — E(c0)) > 41, YR > C7ln M. (5.45)
Using (410), (&I14), (545), (543) (applied at A = E(y) and at A = E(c0)), (5.44) and the second

resolvent formula we obtain that
4

V(B()) = V(E(c0)) + 02

where C7 is the same as in (5.450). In the rest of the proof we will estimate V(E(c0)). Using (5.43),
(E45) and (5.3]) we obtain that
1,M
V(E(0)) =n > Vi, VR >CrlnM, (5.47)
k<l



Remainder estimates for the long range behavior of the van der Waals interaction energy 23

where

Viei= > QnPu,I.(H*" — E(0)) ' Ip,5,Pu,Qn. (5.48)
a,beAat

We now fix k,l. Recall that the resolvent RZ’jAl was defined in (5.35). We will prove that there exist
('3 > 0, depending only on Z, so that
o, L < M2 M2 Z —C3R
Hvkl - H(‘[AkAlwAkwA“RAkAl—[AkAlwAkwAlH‘ ~ ﬁ + ﬁN € ) VR 2 C7lnM7 (549)
where note that the second term on the left hand side does not depend on the decomposition a € A4%.
From the second resolvent formula we obtain that

Vit = Vi1 + V2, (5.50)
where
Vii= Y QnPu,laR} 5 In,5,Pu,QnN, (5.51)
a,beAat
and
o, L -1 o, L
Vkl,2 = Z QNP\I/aIa(H N E(OO)) DklRBkBlIBkBlP\I/bQN’ (552)
a,be Aot
with
Dy = —P+H° P+ + E(c0) + Hf ', — Ey, — Ey. (5.53)

We will now estimate V}; 1 and afterwards V o.

Estimate of Vj;; We will prove that
Viag = T4, 4,004,004, RY 4 Taga,baba,). (5.54)

Since nglBl Ip, B, acts only on the variables in By, U By, due to the cut off that has been applied to
the ground states (see (£4)), (A1), the summands in (G5 vanish, unless A; = Bj, for all j # k, L.
Hence, it is convenient to define in A the equivalence relation a ~ b <= A; = B;,Vj # k,l. We
denote the set of equivalence classes by X. Since, as was pointed above, the summands where a, b are
not in the same equivalence class vanish, we obtain that

Vi = QnUri1Qn, (5.55)
where
Ukl,l - Z Z P\I/a[aRoé,j_Bl[BkBlP\I/b- (556)
DEX abeD

If in (B.56]) we insert the decomposition I, = >, 14, 4;, and use that a ~ b, it follows from (4] and
(5.11)) that all the terms 74,4, have zero contribution in (5.56]) unless {i,j} = {k,1}, or in other words
that

Uki,n = Z Z P\IIQIAkAlRCg;_BlIBkBZP\I/b- (5.57)
DeX abeD

Splitting into the terms a = b and a # b we obtain that

Una= Y [9){I5,5,Ys, RG 5 I, 5,P0)(Wy| + Ry, (5.58)
be Aat
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where
Ry = Z Z P@aIAkAlejBlIBkBZP@b . (5.59)
DeX \a,beD,axb

We observe now that the inner products of the first term on the right hand side of Equation (G.58])
are independent of b. This, together with (£4]) and (5.29]) implies that

Uia = P{Ia,apa,¥a, RG 4 La,aa, ) + R (5.60)
We will now prove that
Ry = 0. (5.61)

To this end it is convenient to introduce the following projections. For D € X, where recall X is the
set of equivalence classes, we define Pp = >, %) (¥y|. From @I2) it follows that PpW, = ¥, for
b € D. Using the last equation and (5.59]), we arrive at

Ru=> Pp| > PulaaRypsIs5Pe, | Po. (5.62)
DeX a,beD,a#b

If Ap is a family of bounded operators, then
PrApP <m Apll. .
HDEG DAD DH = Dg))({n DH (5 63)

The inequality follows from [|B|| = supj 4| |u|=1(®> BY), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by the
fact that Pp are orthogonal projections with Pp, Pp, = 0 if Dy # Dy. Since in (5.62]) the sum over
a,b consists of terms with a ~ b, (5.63]) and ([£4) give

<
1Bl < max( > Ruall, (5.64)
a,beD,a#b
where
,L
Riyi,ap = P1/1Ak¢Al Lo, RJBkBlIBkBlPdJBkal' (5.65)

Our goal is now to show that for a # b
Ry ap = 0. (5.66)

The functions Ip, p,¥'B, ¥, and 14, a,% 4, 4, have disjoint supports. However, the operator nglBl

which separates them is non-local. As a result the function RUB’jBl I, B, Py B, VB, has generically infinite
support. We show, however, that its overlap with I4, 4,94, 14, is exponentially small. To prove this,
we quantify the decay of the functions by introducing the exponential weights e??* below, and push
the weights through nglBl by using boosted Hamiltonians. We now proceed with details. Recall that
for a decomposition b, xp, is the collection of the electron coordinates in B;. Let ¢;(xp,) = ¢vr((z5,))
be a C? monotonically increasing function of (xp,), where, recall, (zp,) = (1+ |zp, \2)%, with || <1
and with uniformly (in both xp,, R) bounded second derivative and satisfying,

(rg), if ($B.>§§—i2
i(xp ) = : . ’ ¢ 5.67
4 ( Bl) { %7 if <xB1> > g EIQ' ( )
1

Here —e is the electron charge. The term Z originates from a natural scaling: the ground state ¢p,; of
Hg is given by ép,(zp,;) = e3Zigp, 1(e2xp,), where ¢p, 1 is the ground state of Hg_ with e = 1. Note
that by construction of ; we have that

V@il < 1. (5.68)
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Let
or(zB,,zB,) = ¢r(xp, —yr) +w1(x, — ), (5.69)

where the notation xp, — y; has the same meaning as in (£1]). For any § > 0, we let

o, L 5 ol -4
Hp g 5= € Hp g e ", (5.70)

where H;’;_Bl was defined in (5.34]) (here e is the usual one no longer minus the electron charge). In
Section [(.4] we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 5.5. For all k,l € {1,..., M} with k # 1, there exist c¢,co > 0, depending only on Z, such
that if R > c and 0 < 6 < ¢o, then By + E; is in the resolvent set of H%’,fBl s and

o, L o, _
RBkBl,é (HBkBl ) L= o). (5.71)
We assume this lemma for now. We choose now
.
5o = mln{;, et (5.72)

where ci,cy are the same as in ([A8) and Lemma (.5 respectively. We now estimate Ry .. The
equality

L —5 L 5
RUBkBl —¢ osDklRUthéOe 0Pkl (5'73)
implies that
—So0n L
(| Rr,abll = I{e 6O%LIAkALwAkwAHRUBkBl,50660<pkl[Bszl/}Bk1/}Bz>" (5.74)

Similarly to (5.:28]) one can prove, due to (L8]), that we have

1

%Pk I, pbp, UB, || < ——=-

(5.75)

In addition, by the construction of ¢j; we have that ¢y, = R on the support of 14,1 4,, because a ~ b
and a # b, and therefore

e—5osokl[AkAl¢Ak1/)Al =0. (5.76)
Using (5.71), (574), (5.75) and (576) we arrive at (5.66). Observe now that the cardinality of each
equivalence class D is (Z’CZJr Zl), and in particular it depends only on Z. Therefore, (.64 and (5.GGI)
imply (561)). The estimate (B.61]) together with (B.60]), (B.55]) and (B32]) implies (G.54]).

Estimate of Vj; 2 We will now prove that there exists ¢ > 0 so that

M2
Vil S 25 +ﬁNZ e ® VYR>CrlnM, (5.77)

where C7 is the same constant as in (5.45]). Observe that, since the projections PL Qn commute with
(H%+ — E(y)), by E39) Vii,2 remains the same if we replace PLH?PL appearing in the definition
of Dj; with HP+. Similarly, we can replace Hg’:‘Bl with Pj;Bk s, Hp, p,- Since, moreover, E(o0) =
Zj]\il E; we obtain that

Vi = QnUp 20N, (5.78)

where

Una= . PuJo(H"" = E(c0))™' GuRE: 5 In,5, Py, (5.79)
a,be At
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and
Gy = —HP+ + PwLBkal Hp, B, + Z E;. (5.80)
7k
Therefore, using (5.44) and (545]), we obtain that
M
[Uki2ll < ﬁHUkl,?)Hv VR > C7In M, (5.81)
where
Ukl,z := Z leRUé,j_BlIBkBlP\I/b- (5.82)
beAat

To estimate Uy 3 we use that PJB . Hp, g, = Hp,B, — Pd,Bkal Hp, p, and that —HP+=HP-H=
k 1
HP — Hb - IbXb - (1 - Xb)Iby where

B.
Xb = Xk = Q11X (5-83)
and X2Bé was defined in (5I2]), to obtain that
G = (—Hy+ Hpp, + Y E) + HP = Iyxy — (1= xo)Ip — Py, o Hp, 5, (5.84)

k1

Since RUB’jBlI B, B, acts only on the coordinates in By U By, if we decompose Hj to the sum of the

Hamiltonias of the atoms Z]J‘/il Hp; (see 22)), all Hp,,j # k,l act directly to their cut off ground
states. Therefore, we obtain, using ([&7]), that

HbRUB’:_BZIBkBlP‘I’b =um (Hp,B, + Z Ei)RE:_BZIBkBlP\Ijb' (5.85)
JFk,

Next we use (0.82]), (0.84) and (B.85]) to arrive at

Uiz =M Upia — Uprs — Upie — Uri 7, (5.86)
where

Uwa= Y HPRE Ip, 5 Py, (5.87)
beAat

Ukis = Z XbIbRUélj_BlIBkBlP\I/b, (5.88)
be Aot

U= Y (1= xo) bR, 5,15, 5, Py, (5.89)
be Aot

o, L

Uit = Y, Pyp vp Hpo3, R 5, 18,5, Pu,. (5.90)

beAat

We begin with estimating Uy 4. Using P = PP and |HP| < M, we obtain that

o, L
[Uiall S M| Y PR In,5,Py, |- (5.91)
be Aat

Furthermore, observe that since nglBl acts on the variables in By U B; only, we have that

PR 1,5, Py, = PpRy; 5 1p,5,Pu, Pp.Vb € A™, (5.92)
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where D is the equivalence class of b, and we have also used that PpWV, = ¥, to insert Pp on the
right. If on the right hand side of (B.9Il) we write D, 4ot = > pex 2 _peps Where recall that X is the
set of equivalence classes, and use (5.92)) and (5.63) we obtain that

Wkiall S M max |[Pp (Z ch;j_BlIBkBlP‘I’b) Ppl. (5.93)
beD

Similarly to (5:39]) we can show that
I, B, Py, = Pwin w5, 1B P, (5.94)
It is easy to show that [PwLBk . nglBl] = 0, which together with (5.94)) gives P‘I’bngle Ip, B ¥, =0.

The last equation together with (5.93]) implies that

1Uktall S M max || Pp <Z(PD - lefb)RE,fBlkaBszIfb> Ppl|. (5.95)
beD

Therefore, using that (Pp — Py, )e %%t = 0, where &y was defined in (5.72)), proceeding as in the proof
of (B.60]), and using that the cardinality of D depends only on Zj and Z; we obtain that

|Ukt,all =n 0. (5.96)

We next estimate Uy 5. Using (£.41)), which can be applied because xpxq, = 0 when a # b, and
because ([£12)) holds, we arrive at

o, L
1Uki511 < max Ixe Iy RE, 5, 15,5, P, - (5.97)

Therefore, proceeding as in the proof of (5.74]), we obtain that

— L
Uk 5]l < max le= 2P Xy I, R 5 5, € I, 13, Payy |- (5.98)

Using the last inequality, together with (4)), (5.75), (5.71) and the inequality

M
He—(gosokl[b H ij” < ﬁ’ (599)
J#k,l
which can be proven similarly to (5.19]), we obtain that
M
Ukt 51l < 6" (5.100)

We now estimate Uy 6. In particular, we will show that there exists ¢, so that

1Uki6ll < %NZWR. (5.101)

To this end we need to define a new equivalence relation ~' on A%. Let a,b € A%. We say that a ~' b

if A, = By and A; = B;. We denote an equivalance class originating from this equivalence relation by

D’ and the set of the equivalance classes by X’. With the help of elementary combinatorics, one can
verify that

| X'| < N?2, (5.102)
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For D' € X' we define, Ppr := > . Py,. From @I2) it follows that Py, Ppr = Py,, for all
be D', D" € X'. Therefore, from (5.89) we obtain that

Uns= Y, ApPp, (5.103)
D'ex’
where
Ap = Z (1- Xb)IbRCg;j_BlIBszP‘I’b' (5.104)
be D’

Using (5.103) and that Pp, Pp, = 0 if D) # D}, one can verify, by arguing similarly as in verifying

GE53), that
1
1Ukiell < X' max [|Ap|. (5.105)
D'eX’

We shall now estimate Ap,. Using [@4), we can write

Ap =Y

beD’

M
Q- ][] ¢BjREjBlIBkBZ¢Bkz/)Bl><\Ifb, (5.106)

J=Lj#k,l

because the functions ¢p; commute with the resolvent nglBl for j # k,I. From (5.12) and (@3 it
follows that 5
XonhB, =B, Vj=1,...,M,Vbe A% (5.107)

Due to the last equation and ([5.83]), we can replace y; on the right hand side of (5.106]) with XQB}’;EXQB}%.

This gives that

Ap = |F) (W), (5.108)
beD’

where
M
o, L
Fyi= (1 — xabxet) H VB, Ry 5 18,8, YB, VB,
J=1,g#k,l
We will show that

supp(F,) Nsupp(Fy) =0, Va,b € D', with a # b,¥D" € X'. (5.109)

Indeed, let D' € X’ and a,b € D'. Then A;, = By, A; = B so that the resolvents RZjAl’RUB’kLBl act on
the same coordinates. Since 14, = v¥p, and ¥4, = 1¥p,, we obtain from ([@I2) that

M M
supp | [ wa, | nsuwp | [ s, | =0,

=15kl j=1,5k,l
which in turn implies (5.I09). Due to (5109) and (#I2]), we can apply (G:41)) to (GI08) to obtain that

Ap| < 5.
Il < max [ F

We can estimate Fj in a similar way as the right hand side of (597)) (see (5100)) to obtain that there
exists ¢ so that

M
1Ap | < ﬁe‘CR, for all D € X' (5.110)

We note that the extra factor e =%, which does not exist on the right hand side of (5.I00), was gained

8
by the fact that ||(1 — x2Ex5L)e™ 2% | oo = 0. From (GI02), (5I08) and (GII0) we obtain (GI0I).
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Now we estimate Uy, 7. We observe that each of the summands in (G90) remains invariant if
multiplied with Py, on the left, because nglBl Ip, B, acts only on the coordinates in B, UB;. Therefore,

Ut =Y Pu,Ppy vp Hpn,RE 5, 15,5,Pu,, (5.111)
be.Aat

which together with (5.41]) implies that

L
Wkl < max [| Py, v, Hp, 5 RE 3 15,5, Pu,|.-
Therefore, since PwLBk ¥5, commutes with RE}fBl, we obtain, by (5.94]) that

1 L
1Uk7]| < max 1P s, vm HB,B Py, By, 183 P |

which together with (A7) gives that
[Uka 7| = 0. (5.112)

By (G846), (.96), (5I00), (5I01) and (EI12) we obtain that there exists ¢ so that

M M,

Uksll S 5 + g N7 (5.113)
From (5I13), (581) and (B.X8) we obtain (5.77). Moreover, (5.49) follows from (5.50), (554) and
BT, Lemma (A follows from (5.46]), (5.47) and (5.49]). O

In Lemma [5.4] we estimated V(E(y))|rantt- The following lemma will help us to obtain more
precise information on V(E(y))|Ran11-

Lemma 5.6. For alli,j € {1,2,..., M} with i < j, we have that

640'ij 1
+0 , 5.114
P (5.114)

L
rij = (Laa,0a,04,, R4 Ta,a;,04,04;) =

where o;; was defined in (L27T).
Proof. By the change of variables (5.5) and from (5.27) and (5.35), it follows that

64

lyi — y;°

where recall that y;; = IZ%Z;;I’ i, 1; where defined in (5], and HY, was defined in (LZI). We will
show now that the leading term on the right hand side of (G.I15]) fulfills the estimate

. _ 1
(fisgm i @ U5, (P, HG Pl — Bi = Ej) ™ fijgmyhi @ ¢5) + O(———=

. (5.115
; ,yi_yﬂ) (5.115)

Tij =

{fis g0 ® ¥ (Phiow, H Prigy, — Bi — Ej) ™ fijgs i @ ¥5) = 01(Ui7) (5.116)

J

where 0;;(y;;) was defined in (L26]). Indeed, the right hand side and the left hand side of (5.I16) differ
only because the cut off ground states ;,1; appear on the left instead of the exact ground states
¢i, ¢; that appear in the definition of ¢;;(y;;). Therefore, using (6]), we obtain (G.I16]). From (G115,

U

(E116) and (L27) we obtain (G.I14).

Lemmas [£.4] and imply Proposition 4l Since in the proof of Lemma [5.4] we assumed Lemma,
[B.A] it remains to prove the latter and this is what we do next.



Remainder estimates for the long range behavior of the van der Waals interaction energy 30

5.4 Proof of Lemma

For any § > 0 and any operator K acting on the coordinates in By U By, we let
Ks = M Ke %k and Kj := (K1)s. (5.117)

If the operator has indices e.g. K, we define K, 5 := (Kpp)s. We also define Ap, g, = ZmGBkUBl Ay, s

Ap,B,s = (AB,B,)s, and similarly Vg, g, to be the gradient in R3(Zi+21)

lemmas.

. We begin with two auxiliary

Lemma 5.7. There exists ¢ so that for all § < ¢ we have

[NIE

— o o _1
H(l - AB;ch) (HBkBl,cS - HBkBl)(l - ABsz) 2 H 5 d. (5-118)

Proof. Note that to prove (5.118]) we can disregard o in the Hamiltonian because the antisymmetrizing
projections @p, ,Qp, commute with the Laplacians. It is therefore enough to prove that there exists
¢ so that for all § < ¢ we have

(@, (Hp, 5,6 — Hp,,) V)| S 01| |9 1, V@, @ € H' (R¥AHA)), (5.119)

Observe that
Hp,ps — Hp,B, = —Ap,ps + AB,5,- (5.120)

Furthermore, an elementary computation gives that
(®,(=ABB.s + A5 V)
=0 [<(kaBl(10kl)<I>v kaBl\II> - <VBkBl<I>7 (VBsz‘pkl)\I’> - 5<(I)’ |kaBl‘pkl|2\I’>] .
The last equation together with (5.68]) yields the desired result. O

Lemma 5.8. For k,l € {1,..., M} with k # | we define Py := P¢Bk¢Bl. Then there ewists ¢ so that
if § < ¢, then

”Pklﬁ - Ple SJ J, ”HBkBl (Pkl,é - Pkl)H S 0, ”HBkBl,cS(Pkl,cS - Pkl)H 5 0. (5.121)

Proof. Let g(d) := Py 5 — Pg;. Using (L8] and the dominated convergence theorem, one can show that
g € C1([0,%); B(L*(R¥ZxH21)))) | that

g (0) = i €OPK Pryje 0%kt — eéSDMPijcpkle_‘S%l, Vo € [0, %1] (5.122)

and that there exists ¢ so that ||g’(0)| < ¢, for all 6 < 4. Since g(0) = 0, by the fundamental theorem
of calculus, we obtain, for § < 4, that
lg(@O)II < 0. (5.123)

This implies the first inequality in (5.12I]). We now prove the second inequality in (5.121]). We write
Ey; := Ex + E;. Applying the Leibnitz rule and using (A7) we obtain that there exists ¢ so that
1Hp,.5,(Prts — Pe) ||l < 1 Eki(Prts — Prt)l
IV 5,5 (€4) - iy Prae ™04 | + | (A€ Prge ™44 |+ O(e™).  (5.124)
Therefore, using ([A38]) and the first inequality in (512 we arrive at the second inequality in (B.121)

for 6 < . The last inequality in (ZIZI)) follows from the second and the Hp, g, boundedness of
Hp, B, s, which in turn follows from (G.I120)). O
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We will now prove Lemma We observe that there exists C, ¢ so that
HBkB Ey > c, VR > C, (5125)

where the assumption on R is necessary to obtain the gap ¢ due to the cut off of the ground states.
Using (5.125) together with the decomposition ngBl s— Er = H;’;_Bl — By + H;’jBl §— ngBlv we
obtain that

HyY 5 — B = (HEY, — Ew)* (I + K)(Hy s — Ew)?. YR > C, (5.126)
where
K = (Hjly — Bu) 3 (Hy s — Hy ) (Hy s — E) 2. (5.127)
We show that if ¢ is small enough, and R > C then I + K is invertible, and we estimate its inverse.
First, since Hglel = PﬁHnglP;, H%jBL = (H;’jBl)g and (P,fl’(S — P) = Py — Py s, we obtain
that

L L
(Hg 5,6 — HE,5,)
= —PusH% 5, 5(Pers — Put) + Pris(HE, g, s — HE, 5,)Pri — (Pats — Put)H, g, Pir- (5.128)
Using (B.118)), ||QBkQBl(1—ABkBl)%(HB’kBl —Ekl)_% | <1 and (L8] we obtain that for § small enough
_1 - - _1

Since, moreover, on the right hand side of (5.4]) the first and third terms are estimated by the third

and second inequality in (5.12]), respectively, we obtain, using (5.125)), (5.127)), (54]) and (5.129)), that
for § small enough and R > C

IK|| < 6. (5.130)

We use the last estimate and take § small enough to obtain that ||K| < 3. This shows that I + K is
invertible and its inverse is bounded by 2. This together with (5125]) and (5.1286) gives (5.171)), for §
small enough and R > C.

6 Proof of Theorem

A reasonable generalization of the test function as described in the sketch of the proof for two atoms
in the introduction, is the normalized antisymmetrization of the function

U, =0y — Y x5,8,R5 5 18,8 Vs, (6.1)
<l

where b € A% and recall that RB B, Was defined in (5.30). The cut off functions xp, B, = X2B§X2B}%,
with sz defined in (5I2)), together with the cut off introduced to construct the functions ¥, (see

(#4) and (£3)) ensure that
supp(U,) Nsupp(Pp) = 0, Va,b e A with a # b. (6.2)
The dilation 2R of the characteristic function was chosen to ensure that, by (G107,
XB,B, = 1 on supp ¥y (6.3)

Similarly to (£I4]) one can show that

QnT, = |Aat| Z sgn(b, a)¥, (6.4)
be Aat
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Since the interaction energy of the system is the ground state energy of Qn(H — E(c0))Qn, we have
that

W(y) < m@N@b, (H — E(0))QNWy).

Due to (6.2)) and (6.4]) and the fact that supp((H — F(c0))¥,) C supp(¥,),Va € A%, it turns out that
we can drop the anti-symmetrization projection QQn to obtain that

(U, (H — E(c0))Wy). (6.5)

By [24), (@11)) and (G.3]) we obtain that xp, 5, (H — E(c0))¥), = (H — E(00))Vy, =y [, ¥y for all k <1
and therefore, using ([G.I)) and (5.2]), we obtain that

(Uy, (H — E(00))Wp) =pr —2 Z Re(IyVy, RE:_BZIBkBl\I’b> + D1 + D, (6.6)
k<l
where
Dy =Y (s REpI8.5, Vs, (Hy — E(00))XB,8, R 18,8, Vs), (6.7)
1<j k<l
and
Dy =" (R 5 I8, Ys, X85, IoX B8, R 5 15,8, V). (6.8)
i<j k<l

The decomposition D 4+ Do is based simply on the decomposition H — E(o0) = (Hy — E(00)) + I.
Now we will estimate the different terms on the right hand side of (6.6]).

For the first term we write I, = ), ;IB,B; and use (5I0), which implies that the contribution of
Ip,p; in the first term is zero unless {i,j} = {k,[}. In other words, we obtain that

(LWs, RS I, 5, V) = (Ip, 5,05, U8, RY 5, 18,8,08,05,), (6.9)

where we have also used (4] and that R%’jB[ I, B, acts only on the coordinates in B, U B;. We now
estimate D;. Proceeding as in the proof of (B.66]), we obtain that

(1 = xB.8)RG 5, 18,805, U8 |l =0, for all k1 € {1,..., M} with k # L.

Therefore, the characteristic functions in the definition of Dy can be dropped, by paying an error that
is exponentially small in R. In other words

Dl iM‘l Z Z<RU§;—Bl[BkBL\Ilb7 (Hb - E(OO))REiJj_BjIBiBj \I/b>, (610)
i<j k<l
where the factor M* in the exponentially small error arises due to the double sum over the pairs of
the atoms. Therefore, using (5.85)) and that (Hp,p, — E; — Ej)R%’ilBj Ip,B, ¥y = Ip,; ¥y, we obtain
that
Dy =ys Y > (RG5,18,5,%, 15,8,)
1<j k<l
o, L
— Z<IBkBl¢Bk’l/)Bl7RékBlIBkBlek¢Bl>’ (611)
k<l
where in the last step we used that ), <, = Iy and ([69). To estimate Dy we write I, =

> men IBmB,- Then, due to (E.II), the contribution of the term I, p, in Dy is zero unless m,n €
Ci gt = {i,j} U{k,l}. Therefore,

D, = Z Z Z Dij ki, mn (6.12)

1<j k<l m,neCi,j,k,L
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where
L L
Dijktmn = (RE, 5 1,8, Vo, XB, BB, B, XB,8, BE, p, 1B, B; Vo). (6.13)

We shall now show the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let i,j,k,l € {1,..., M}, withi < j, k <l and m,n € C; ;. Assume that one of the
following happens:

(1) {i,5} N {k, 1} = 0.
(ii) {i, 7} N {k,l} has one element which belongs in {m,n}.
Then
Dij ktmm = 0. (6.14)

Proof. The argument is similar in both cases and we will illustrate it by looking into the second case:
we will show that
Dij i1 = 0. (6.15)

Indeed, we first observe that from (G.I1)) it follows that Ip,p, ¥, = PwlB_I B;B; ¥y Furthermore, by
J
it follows that [P | Hp.] = 0, which implies that [P+ ,RU’_L ] = 0, because P:-  commutes
VB, J Yp, BB vp
J J g J
with all other operators of the definition of RUB’%],. Moreover, [PJB ,XB;B;] = 0 because of (6.3), and
i i
PJB‘ commutes with all other operators in the definition of D;;; ;, because they do not act on the
J

coordinates in B;. Therefore, since PJB‘\III, = 0, we obtain ([G.I5]). This concludes the proof of Lemma
J
0. 1] Ol

From (6I2)) and Lemma [6.I] we obtain that there exists ¢ so that

|Da| S M? max |Dyjgimn| + MAe™E, (6.16)

ij,kl,mn

because most of the Djj i mn terms are exponentially small. From (G2I) and (B28) it follows
that || Ip, B, Vsl < %. Proceeding as in estimating the right hand side of (B.97) we obtain that

”[BmBnXBiBjRgiJ_BjIBiBj\I/b” < - Inserting these estimates in (GI3) and using (GI6), we obtain

that
3

M
|Dy| < o5+ Miemclt, (6.17)

From (6.6]), (6.9), (@) and (@.I7) it follows that there exists ¢ so that

_ _ 3
(W (= B0 ) = = Y- Loy ym, o R T, 0,0m) + O (g ) + O™, (019
k<l

By (61]) we obtain that

X 1 1
H\I’b - ‘I’sz = Z Z(XBiBjRgiBjIBiBj Uy, XBkBLREkBlIBkBL\I/b>
1<j k<l

° O’,J_ O’,J_
M4 Z(XBkBlRBkBlIBkBl\IIl”XBkBlRBkBlIBkBl\Pb>’
k<l

where the last step can be verified with the same argument as in the proof of Lemma The last
estimate together with ||Ip, g, Vsl < % gives that there exists ¢ so that

[Ty, — Ty S —5 + Mle R, (6.19)
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In addition, from (6.3]), [P\I/bv RBkB | = 0 and the equality Ip, g, V) = P\I, I, B, ¥y, which can be proven
similarly to (5.39), it follows that W, is orthogonal to ¥, — ¥y, so that, by ([E19),

M2
1< TP <1+ 0< 5 > + O(M*ecly, (6.20)
From (G.3)), (6I8]), (5114) and (620), we obtain Theorem [[LHl Note that the higher order terms could

be dropped by imposing that R > C4M 5 for an appropriate Cy > 0 depending only on Z.

7  Proof of Proposition [4.1]

To simplify the exposition in the rest of the proof, we set the elementary charge e to be 1. This does
not affect the proof, as e could have been removed from the beginning with a rescaling argument. We
will first prove the first part Proposition 1] and then we will discuss how to modify the proof in order
to prove its second part.

7.1 Proof of part (i) of Proposition [4.1]

Recall that A is the set of all decompositions of {1,..., N} into M clusters. We will cover, for R > 1,
the configuration space R3V by the domains,

OF = {(21,...,an) : |z —y;] < BRI,Vj € {1,..., M}, Vi € A;}, (7.1)
with 8 >0, a ={A41,..., Ay} € A, where the electrons in each cluster are close to the corresponding
nucleus, and

3
Oy ={(@1, . an) o=yl > BRY,VG € {1,..., M}}, (7.2)
for i € {1,..., N}, where the i—th electron is far away from all the nuclei. It will be made clear in the

proof that the choice of the power % in the definitions above optimizes the assumption on R in the

proposition. Let A = AU {{1},...,{N}}. With the covering above we associate a partition of unity
(J3)ie4 having the properties (cf. [Sig]):

1 1
supp J, C g, suppJyy C Q{lf}, Vae A, Vie{l,...,N}, (7.3)
0<J;<1, Vbe A, (7.4)
=1, (7.5)
be A
Trdy = Jg,Vm € S(a),Va € A, (7.6)

where S(a) C Sy is the subgroup of permutations that keeps the clusters of a invariant, and Ty was
defined in ([[2). We denote the characteristic function of a set K by xx. We consider the functions
_9 _3
F, =gxx AL Aand Fyjy = g*x ERVAS {1,...,N}, where g := ®%_,gr, gr(x) := R"ig1(R ix)
{J}
and g : R? — R is a C2° spherically symmetric function supported in the ball B(0, 48) with g1 > 0

and ng g1 =1. Then F; € C*° and F} > 0 for all b € A. Furthermore, using the triangle inequality

and the fact that g is supported in B(0 ) we obtain that Fj| 1 =1 for all b € A. The last equality

’48 08
b

together with the fact that UbeAQ8 = R3N gives that EbeA F > 1. We now define

F; N A
Js = —_— e A.
\/ ZEGA FZ,
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All the stated properties of the family J; follow easily by construction. We will now show that there
exists Dy > 0 so that
SOV <

ecA

(7.7)

where by D,, with n € N, we mean a positive constant which depends only on Z but, unlike ¢, C, does
not change from one equation to the other. Indeed, a direct calculation gives, using the inequality

2
ZEG/I FI; > 1, that
SV <Y VRSP (7.8)
ecA ecA

Moreover, by construction of Fj, there exists Dy such that

DivIN -
IV Fyl| > < le Ve e A, (7.9)
4

where the factor v/ N arises because of the change of the dimension of the domain of definition R3V,
and the factor % arises from the rescaling of the function ggr involved in the construction. Here

D, = 2HV91||L1 Furthermore observe that suppFy, MsuppFa, = 0,Va1,a2 € A with a1 # az. As a
consequence, the sum ). 7 |V Fe 2 consists locally of at most N + 1 terms, because A has N more
elements than A. The last observation together with (7.8]) and (7.9) gives (7).

Now we use the IMS localization formula (see for example [CEFKS])

H=>Y (LHIJ—|VJP). (7.10)
be A
From (ZI0) and (Z7) it follows that

D1N2

QNP HP Qy > Y QnP I HI P Qy — S Qn Pt

be A
Therefore, using that QP+ < 1 and the equality H>+ = QnyP+HP'Qy, we obtain that
D2N2

2

Ho > QNPT HPEQy — (7.11)

be A

We will now estimate the different terms Q y P+ JyH JI;PLQ ~-. To this end we need some notation and
some definitions. Recall that E; denotes the ground state energy HY (defined in (L19)), and let EJ,
denote its first excited state energy. We define

Dy =min{E; — E;:j=1,...,M}, (7.12)
where it is obvious that Do depends only on Z, and
v =3¥n-1— E(y), (7.13)

where X y_1 was defined in ([2.10). From Theorems2.T]and 2.3]it follows that v > 0. Arguing similarly
as in the proof of Lemma [£.2] we can show that there exists C' so that

inf o (HY=19(y)) < 0, for all R > C. (7.14)
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The only difference in the argument is in the construction of the test function: it is tensor product of
M — 1 cut off ground states of atoms and 1 cut off ground state of a positive ion instead of M cut
off ground states of atoms. The interaction vanishes again, because only one ion is positive and the
potential created by the atoms is zero (see (5.I1])). Therefore, if R > C, then it follows from (Z.10)

and (Z14) that
Yn_1 =info(HYN719(y)) <0, (7.15)

because removing the restriction onto Ran () ny_1 can change the spectrum only at zero. From the last
estimate and (Z.13) it follows that
E(y)+v<0 (7.16)

and that
v =info(HY 17 (y)) — E(y). (7.17)

Before stating the next lemma we remind and introduce some more notation. Let Hy;y = H — Iy,
where [(;; = — ZM =L} zi# —2L— is the interaction between the j—th electron and the rest of

=1 |z;—y; Ti—T;j
the system. Hence, I} {;} Z{sl the Han‘liltmﬂan of the system with the j-th electron decoupled from the
rest of the system. Let Qy;y := Qq1,2...n}/{;} With the latter defined as in (Z3]). In other words Qy;;
is the projection onto the functions that are antisymmetric with respect to all electron coordinates
except the j-th. Recall that for b € A% the function y,, defined in (5.83)), is a smooth characteristic
function of a set where the electrons in B; are near to the nucleus y;. Recall also that by D,,n € N
we denote positive constants, which depend on Z only and do not change from one equation to the

other. Our next goal is to prove
Lemma 7.1. With the notation defined above, we have that

12N .
QNPT H I PrQn 2 (E(y) i >QNPLJ§]-}PLQN, vie{l,....N},  (718)
4

and, with Dy defined in (T12)), there exist ¢, D3 such that

D3N?
QNP I HI,P QN > <E<oo) + Dy — 25 )QNPLJL?PLQN

2

3
— QnXaO(Me ) \,Qn, Va e A (7.19)
Moreover, Property (E) implies that there exists Dy, such that

D3N? AN
QnPrIHJ,PLQy > <E(oo) + Dy — 22 >QNPin2PLQN, VR> o, Wbe AJ A (7.20)
2 4

2

Proof. Proof of (ZI8): We decompose the left hand side into two terms using that H = H;y + I
From (Z.I7) it follows that Qg Hy;y > E(y) +~. Moreover, since by (Z3) the j-th electron coordinate

3
is at least £ far from all nuclei on supp Jy .1, we obtain that I,y > —2¥ on supp Jr;1. The last two
12 (i} {} P! i}

estimates together with the fact that Q;;@n = QN and that Q;; commutes with Pt Jgjy, imply

I8).
Proof of (TI9): We decompose the left hand side into two terms using that H = H, + I,. We will
first estimate the term QnPtJ,H,J,P+Qy. By (1), (Z3) and the support properties of ¥, (see

(&4), [@EH)) we obtain that
Jc\Ija == 5ach\I’a, VC S Aat. (721)

Due to (5:29) and (Z.2I)) we have
QNPJ,H,J,P*Qn = QN Py, JuH,J, Py, Qn. (7.22)
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We recall that H?, Q),, were defined in (7). Since ), commutes with J,, H,, Py, , (with J, because
of ([Z4)), equation (7.22)) implies that

QNP I HoJ,P*Qn = Qn Py, J.HS J, Py, Qn. (7.23)

Using ([Z12) and the decomposition 1 = Py, + Py, where recall that ®, is the (exact) ground state
of H? (see ([A2))), we obtain that

H? > (E(c0) + Dy) — Dy Py, . (7.24)

Note that we have dropped the operator ), on the right hand side of (7.24]) using that E(occ)+ Dy < 0
and that Q, < 1. From (Z.24)) it follows that

Py J,HZ J,Pg. > (E(c0) + Do) Py J2 Py — DaPy. Jo Py, J, Py, . (7.25)

To estimate the second term on the right hand side of (T.25]), we use that

M
[Jas Py, ) = Py, ... Pya, oy Py \Ppa, - Ppay, - (7.26)
j=1

Due to the exponential decay of 14, one expects, since J, = 1 when the electrons are close to the
nucleus, that the right hand side of (7.20)) is small. Indeed, by (ZI)-(73]) and (75]), we have that
Ja\Q 1, = 1. This together with [@.8), (ZI)) and (Z26) implies that there exists ¢ so that
E}
1 Jas Py, ]|l S Mem.

The last estimate together with the fact that P\ItP% =7 0, which follows from ([@3]), gives

3
| Py, JoPa, Jo Py, || S Me“R*. (7.27)
From (@4)), (583) and (GI07) it follows that
Xa|supp\11a =L (7-28)

Therefore, both sides of (7.23]) are invariant when we multiply on the left and right by x,. From this
observation and estimate (T.27]) we obtain that

3
Py J,HS J, Py, > (E(c0) + Ds) Py, JZ Py, — xaO(Me™ "),

The last inequality together with (5:29) and (7.2I]) implies that
3
Py J,HJ J,Pg. > (E(00) + Do) PLJZPE — x,O(Me %) x,. (7.29)

We will now estimate the term QnP+J,I,J,PtQxn. Recall that ffjl is obtained by Ifjl by the
change of variables (55) (see (54), (5.7)). We define J, in a similar way. If a € A, then using
3

(5:23]), which holds on the support of J,, and that the electrons are at most % far away from the

3 -
corresponding nuclei (see (T3)), or in other words |z;,| < &% on the support of J,, we obtain that
there exists D3 such that
3
- DaR2
kl 3
15 lqupp . 122 < —p5— (7.30)
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Using (5.3) we obtain that I, = S215M D kediiea; K which together with (Z30) implies that

Z<] j 7,]'7
D3 N?
Lolsupp ga = — ;g \Va € A% (7.31)
2

From (7.23)), (C.29) and (7Z.31]) we obtain (Z.19]).

Proof of ([T20): If a decomposition is not in A%, then the intercluster interaction has more attractive
terms and it can not be bounded in the same way as in the case of an atomic decomposition. With
the Property (E) we will counterbalance this issue. We first show that each decomposition b € A is
associated to an a € A% in the following way: there is a finite sequence c, . .., ¢; of decompositions so
that ¢o = a,¢; = b and ¢, 41 is created by ¢, by moving an electron from a non-negative ion of ¢, to a
non-positive ion of ¢,,. Going from c,, to ¢, +1 creates attractive terms in the intercluster interaction.
But Property (E) gives a gap which counterbalances the attraction. We now state everything precisely.
For a decomposition with an index e.g. ¢, € A, we write ¢, = {Cy, 1, ..., Cppmr }. We need the following
lemma

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that b € A/ A®. Then there exists a € A% 1 € N and a finite sequence cq, . . ., ¢
of elements in A such that:

(i) co = a and ¢; = b.

(ii) For each m = 0,....,1 — 1, there exists i,7 € {1,..., M} with i # j and k € {1,...,N} so that
|Crmil < Zi, |Crijl > Zj, k € Cpyi, and so that Cry1n = Cpyg for n # 1,5, Cpyr1,i = Cpi/{k},
Cm-‘,—l,j = CmJ' U {k‘}

The lemma can be proven by a simple induction on the number of atoms. As we said, by Property
(E) the sum of ground states of ions of ¢,,1, is bigger that the one of ¢,,. In principle the gap could
depend on m but we shall show that it depends only on Z. Recall that H{ was defined in (7)) for
any b € A.

Lemma 7.3. Let cy,...,c be as in Lemma[7.2. Property (E) implies that there exists Dy so that

infa(HgmH) >info(H7 )+2Dy, Ym=0,...,1—1. (7.32)
Moreover, we have that
4N
inf ICerl |supp JCerl 2 inf Icm |supp Jem 77 VYm = 0, N ,l — 1. (733)

Proof. In the proof we shall use the notation of Lemma From (22)), (Z8), (Z1) and [2I2) and
Lemma [7.2] it follows that
info(Hg, ) —info(H7) = Ez41-1Cl + Ej2;-1-1Cn ;1 = BiszZie|Cmil = Eji2;~(Cyl > 0, (7:34)

Cm+41

where the last inequality follows from Property (E). Therefore, Property (E) implies (Z32]) for some
positive constant, which a priori could depend on m. We show that in fact the constant D, depends
only on Z. Indeed, by [Liebl, (see also [Sig], [Phan]) we know that the sequence E; ,, n € Z,n < Z; is
constant when n < —Z;. Therefore, the set Bz, := {Eja|n € Z,n < Z;} consists of at most 27; + 1
elements. Moreover, all the gaps in Property (E) are determined by differences of elements in the sets
Byz;. Since these sets are at most Z many, we can define 2D, to be the minimum of these gaps, and
it depends only on Z.

To prove ([Z33]) we observe, by Lemma [Z2], that the inter-cluster interactions I, differ
only by the interaction terms of the electron with coordinate xj. Because of the last observation,
it is convenient to denote by I, 1, where n = m,m + 1, the part of I, which has only the inter-
cluster interaction terms of the electron with coordinate xj. Since by construction of J, we have

I

Cm
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supp J, = supp Fy,Va € A and Fj, is a product function, it turns out that the supports of J., and
Jeniq are product sets differing only on the k-th element of the product, which corresponds to the
coordinate x. Therefore, the difference of the two infimums in (Z.33]) depends only on the interaction
terms I, x, n = m,m + 1. Since on the support of J., ,, the coordinate x; is at least % far from
the nuclei of the other clusters, and the total charge of these nuclei is less than N, we have that
Ie, > — R , on supp Je,, . Similarly, since on the support of J., the electon x} is at least g far
from the electrons in the other clusters, we obtain that I, ;. < %, on supp Je,,. Therefore, (7.33))

follows. O

We now continue with the proof of (Z20). Let a,b be as in Lemma Then, from (732)) it
follows that
inf o(HY) — inf o(H?) > 21D, (7.35)

From the last estimate and (.33)) it follows that

4N
inf o(Hy ) + inf Iy |supp g, > inf o(HY ) + inf I, |supp g, + 1(2Dg — f) (7.36)

Using the last estimate together with the inequalities inf o (HZ) > E(oco) and (Z31]), we obtain that

4N D3N?
JyHY Ty + JyIyJy > ( (00) +1(2Dy — =) — = >Jb (7.37)
R R?
This implies (Z20), when R > %. This concludes the proof of Lemma [Z.1l O

We now continue with the proof of Proposition LIl Observe that we can use Estimate (G.13)),

because for its proof we did not need ([@IH). The estimates (I3), (CH), (TI8), (TI9) and ([T20)

imply that for there exists C, ¢ so that for all R > % we have that

Z QNPT HI,PHQy
be A
12N D3N? 3
> <E(?J) + min{y, D2, D4} — = # - Ce_CR> QNP QN — Z QN XaO(Me )y, Q.
4 2

Since xqoxp = 0 when a # b, arguing as in the proof of the inequality (5.G3]), we can show that the last
inequality implies that

> QNPrIHIJPLQy
be A
12N D3N? 3 AN
> E(y) +min{y, Dy, Dy} — — — —— — O(Me™“""), VR> — (7.38)
Ri R> Dy’

where we dropped QnP+Qy on the right hand side using (ZI6) and that QnPtQx < 1. The
inequalities ((CI1]), (CI) and the Lemma [.4] below, imply that there exists Cy, depending only on

Z so that, for R > C'N %, Estimate (4I38) holds. This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.1l It
therefore remains to prove:

Lemma 7.4. There exist ¢c,C so that if R > C’N%, then we have that v > c.
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Proof. By ({13]) showing the lemma is equivalent to showing, that there exists C, ¢ so that if R > CN %,
then
YN_1> E(y) +c. (739)

Recall Definition (Z9). Since estimating H+- = P+ H"-? (y) P+ from below was reduced to estimating
HYN=1%9(y) from below (namely the Proof of Proposition 1] was reduced to proving Lemma [74), it
turns out that we need to estimate from below all V%7 (y), where k € {1,...,N — 1}. To this end
we construct, similarly as before, a partition J,,a’ € A’ where A’ = A’ U{{1},...,{N —k}}, and A’
is the set of decompositions of {1,..., N — k} into M clusters. The parameters for the construction
of J, are the same (except for N of course). The Hamiltonian H, and the intercluster interaction
1, can be defined in a similar manner as in the case of the decompositions in A and, similarly as in

24)), we have
HNF(y) = Hy + I (7.40)

Using the IMS localization formula, we can prove, similarly to (ZII)) (omitting P1), that
DY — y?

e QnN—k- (7.41)

HY 57 (y) > Z On 1w HN () T QO —
a’ €Al

If ’ € A’ (decomposition to clusters), then using (7.40) we can show similarly to (Z.23]) that

On—rJo HY () Jur Qn—t = Q-1 H Ju Q-1 + QN—kJar Lot Tt QN (7.42)
where HY, = HyQq, and Qg is defined similarly as in ([27). Observe now that o’ has some clus-
ters A;l, e ,Agl, for some [ < k, corresponding to positive ions of total charge at least k, namely
|A; | < Z, for all m € {1,...,1} and S (Zi,, — |A; |) > k. Therefore, a’ comes from an a € A

(decomposition of {1,..., N}), after removing k electrons from nonnegative ions of a. More precisely,
there exists an a € A with A} ¢ A;, and |A;, | < Z;,, for all m € {1,...,1}, with A, = Aj, for all
n #1iy,...,1 and with

l
> (4, =14, ) =& (7.43)

m=1

By Theorem it follows that

info(HS, ) —info(HS, ) > 2(As,| — |4, )Ds, Vi € {1,...,1}, (7.44)
where )
D5 = B min{EiJH_l — E27n|Z S {1, R ,M},TL S {0, ey Ly — 1}}, (745)

depends only on Z. It therefore follows, using (T.43]) and (T.44]), that
inf o(HZ) > inf o (HS) + k2Ds. (7.46)

Similarly to (733]) it can be proven that

. . 4N
inf (Lo |supp 7,,) > inf(La|supp 7,) — kf (7.47)
Moreover, in the proof of (T37), we have proven that
D3N? 2N
inf o (HS) + inf (I |supp 1, ) = E(00) — %,Va €AVR> - (7.48)
2 4
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Using (B.13) together with (42), (Z46), (C47) and (Z48) we arrive at
QN kS H () Jwr Qn i

4N, D N2
Z( (y) + k(2Ds — —) — 3
R
If a = {m},m € {1,...,N — k}, then, arguing similarly as in the proof of (ZIS]), we obtain that
Iyt |supp g, > —%i). Since moreover QuHy > YNk 1Qq, where X, was defined in (ZI0), we
a 1
obtain that

2N
— OME_CR>QN kJ QN k,Va € ./4/ VR > D_ (749)

4

QN1 HN 5 (y) Jw Qn -y,

N —k
> (2voie = PO ) Qo Qo € (12 N KD, (750)
4
because ) commutes with J and QuQn_ = Qn—_k. Using (C4I), (1), (1)) and Za'eA’ Jg, =1,
and taking R large enough, so that (2Ds — —) - (1)2%3)1\72 —Ce > D5 and R > %, (here C,c
are the same as in (1)) we arrive at
12N D2N2
YXN—k > min{E( ) + kD5, XN_p_1 — R } Vk € {1 — 1}. (751)
4

By (513) and (LI4) it follows that there exists C, Dg so that E(y) < —NDg for all R > C. Since,
moreover, Yo > 0, we obtain that ¥g > E(y) + NDg. Therefore, using (Z51]) for k = N —m,m =

1,.. N 1 and taking R large enough so that the assumptions on R of (5]l are fulfilled and
12N
R1 R3

Dg}, it follows, by induction on m, that

Ym > E(y) + (N —m)min{Ds, D¢} (7.52)

Applying the last estimate for m = N — 1 we arrive at (.39]). This concludes the proof of Lemma
4 O

7.2 Proof of part (ii) of Proposition 4.1]

Now we assume Property (E’) instead of Property (E). The only estimate for the proof of which we
directly used Property (E) is estimate (7.32]), which implies (Z35]). With Property (E’) alone (7.32))
is no longer valid, but we shall change our strategy in order to obtain a variant of (T35]). Once we
achieve this, the rest of the proof remains unchanged. At first we discuss the additional difficulties
that we have to face. Each time we were moving an electron from a non-negative ion to a non-positive
one, we were gaining a gap that was only Z dependent. This argument can not be used in the case of
Property (E’), as we do not gain a gap in every single step. Moreover, Property (E) was formulated
in terms of pairs of atoms but Property (E’) in terms of the entire system. So it could be in principle
that the minimum gap of Property (E’) depends on M. To deal with this problem we will proceed
as follows: we consider a group of ions of total charge zero, with each of them having charge no less
than —Z. As we shall see in the proof, the assumption that each charge is not less than —Z is not
restrictive, because an ion with charge less than —Z does not have an isolated ground state energy. We
will show that such a group of ions, can be partitioned into subgroups with the following properties:
each of the subgroups consists of less than Z? + 2§z ions and its ions have total charge zero. Here
071 is the Kronecker 6. Then each of these subgroups will give us a gap that depends only on Z. By
adding the gaps we will obtain a variant of (Z.35]).
To this end we need the following auxiliary lemma:
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Lemma 7.5. Suppose that ki, ...,kz are integers. Then there exists aq,...,az € {0,1} not all of
them zero, so that Zizzl a;k; is a multiple of Z.

Proof. The lemma is standard, but we shall give the proof for convenience of the reader. We con-
sider the numbers K; = ky +--- + kj,7 € {1,...,Z}. Of course if one of these numbers is a mul-
tiple of Z then the conclusion holds. If not then Ki,..., Kz are Z numbers but the remainders
Ki(modZ),...,Kz(modZ) are at most Z — 1 numbers, because none of them is zero. Therefore, there
exist ji,j2 with ji1 < jo so that Kj (modZ) = Kj,(modZ). It follows that K;, — Kj, is a multiple of
Z. O

Now we consider a group of ions of total charge zero, with each of them having charge no less than
—Z. The following Lemma will enable us to split it to subgroups of less than Z2 + 2§z ions of total
charge zero.

Lemma 7.6. Let m € N, and ni,...,ny, € Z/{0} with —Z < n; < Z for all j € {1,...,m}. We
assume that 37" n; = 0 and moreover that Y .cqgn; # 0 for all nonempty sets S & {1,...,m}. Then
m < Z2 + 25271.

Remark 10. As suggested from the notation, n; will play the role of the charges of ions. The bound
Z?% for Z > 1 is definitely not optimal. We believe that the sharp bound is m < 2Z — 1. Such a bound
would be sharp because if ny,....,ng =2 —1 and ngy1,...,n2z_1 = —Z, then the assumptions of the
lemma are fulfilled. We have been, however, unable to prove that 272 — 1 is a bound.

Proof of Lemma (7.6, For Z =1 and Z = 2 the proof is trivial, so we will prove the lemma for Z > 2.
Assume that there is a finite sequence nq,...,nz2 satisfying the assumptions of Lemma Using
the assumptions of the lemma, it is easy to show that at least Z terms of this sequence have to be
positive and similarly at least Z terms have to be negative. Furthermore, if a number d appears in
the sequence nj,j € {1,...,72 21, then —d can not appear because of the assumptions of the lemma.
As a consequence, at most Z different numbers can appear in the sequence. Since the sequence n;
has Z? terms, one number has to appear at least Z times. We may assume, without loss of generality,

that this number is negative and we denote it by —q. We consider ¢ positive elements n;,,...,n;,
of the sequence. By Lemma there are ajy,...,aj, € {0,1} not all zero, so that Y] _; aj, nj,

is a multiple of ¢. Since all elements nj,,...,n; are positive and not bigger than Z we obtain that
S g, = kg, where 0 < k < Z. Then —q+ ...+ (—q)+ > _, &, nj, = 0, contradicting the
| S —

k times
assumption jes M # 0 for all nonempty sets S & {1,..., 2%}, because the sum consists of at most
27 < Z? terms. This concludes the proof of Lemma O

For each subset F' C {1,..., M} we define

Dp=min{) Ein,— Y Eiol,—Z <ni < Zin; €LY € F,Y ni=0,Y |n;| #0}.  (7.53)
i€l i€F ieF ieF
and
, 1

A in Dp. (7.54)

= — m
273 FC{1,..,M},|F|<Z2+265,

From Property (E’) it follows that D) > 0. From the restriction |F| < Z2 + 2§z it follows that D}

depends only on Z. Now we are ready to prove a variant of (.35]), for decompositions with ions each

of them having charge no less than —Z.
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Lemma 7.7. Let a,b,l be as in Lemma [7.2 Assume that the decomposition b = {Bi,..., B} has
the property that |B;| < Z; + Z, Vi € {1,...,M}. Then

inf o (HY) — inf o (HS) > 21D, (7.55)

Proof. For Z = 1 the proof is trivial, so we will show the Lemma in the case Z > 1. We write
| =mZ3 + n, where m,n € NU {0} with n < Z3. Given the restrictions of the charges of ions of the
decomposition b, one can verify that after [ steps (where by step is meant going from ¢, to ¢p,41) at
least 2mZ? atoms are ionized. Using Lemma it follows that we can break these ions to at least
2m + 1 groups of ions with the following properties: each group has less than Z? ions and the sum
of the charges of the ions of each group is zero. By definition of D), each of these 2m + 1 groups is
giving at least a gap 2Z3D);. Therefore we obtain that inf o(HY) —inf o(HZ) > (2m+1)2Z3 D}, which
together with the equation | = mZ3 + n implies (7.53]). O

Of course we need (753) to hold for all b € A without the restrictions |B;| < Z; + Z. In other
words we need to prove

Lemma 7.8. Let a,b,l be as in Lemma[7.3 Then (L35 holds.

Proof. We construct the sequence cy, ..., ¢ as follows. We go from ¢, to ¢p41 so that ¢4 fulfills
the Properties of b in Lemma [ 7] until it is no longer possible to do this. In other words we do not let
any ion have charge less than —Z until we have no choice to do this. Let ¢,,, the last decomposition
that fulfills the Properties of b in Lemma [.7l Then by Lemma [T7] we obtain that

info(HZ, ) —info(H7) > 2moD}. (7.56)
We shall now show that
info(H7 ) —info(H )>2Ds5,¥Ym > my, (7.57)

where Ds was defined (Z43]). Let m > mg. With the notation of Lemma [[.2] we have that |C,, ;| >
Zj 4+ Z. In other we go from ¢, to ¢,;,+1 by transferring an electron to an ion with charge already
less or equal to —Z. By [Lieb| this implies that HgmH)j has no discrete spectrum and therefore, by
Theorem [2.1] we obtain that

Ej 2,10 5| = Bj2;-1-1Cp 51 (7.58)
The last equality together with (7.34])) implies that

infO'(Hgm+1) — lIlfO'(Hgm) = Ei,Zﬂrl—ICm,iI — ELZz‘_‘Cm,ﬂ' (759)
Estimate (Z57) follows from the definition of Ds. One can easily verify that Ds > D) and therefore
([T56) and (Z57) imply (Z55). This concludes the proof of Lemma [T.8 O
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