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1 Introduction and motivation

In this paper, we study the spectral and scattering theoayadéiss of Hamiltonians
that arise when one restricts e.g. the Nelson or Polaron hiodlee subspace of at
most one field particle. As our results are valid for both nisdee will use the term
“field particles” rather than photons or phonons, and in #aes spirit, we will use
the term “matter particle” rather than electron or positron

In [15], two of the authors prove a Mourre estimate &3degularity for the full
model, with respect to a suitably chosen conjugate operatm estimate holds in
the part of the energy-momentum spectrum lying betweendttern of the essential
energy-momentum spectrum and either the two-body thrdstidhere are no exited
isolated mass shells, or the one-body threshold pertatoitige first exited isolated
mass shell, if it exists. This is a natural first step for syatg theory. As the full
model in that energy-momentum regime is expected to resethblmodel with at
most one field particle in many aspects, the scattering yhebthe cut-off model
is of obvious interest. We note that in_[10], the spectral scattering theory of the
massless Nelson model is studied. The stationary metheddhisre to prove asymp-
totic completeness would to some extend also work on the ofasodels considered
here. However, the scattering theorylinl[10] is obtainedaviéato-Birman argument
which one cannot hope to work on the full model. The presepé¢pshould be seen as
a test case for the application of the time-dependent mestfroch [7] to translation
invariant models.

In recent years a lot of effort was put into investigating #pectral and scat-
tering theory of various models of quantum field theory (se®m@g many other
papers [[1], [[3], [[7], 8], [9], [11], [16], [20] and referees therein). Substantial
progress was made by applying methods originally develapetie study ofN-
particle Schrodinger operators namely the Mourre pasitemmutator method and
the method of propagation observables to study the behatitire unitary group
e ™M for large times. Up to now, the most complete results on tlatesing theory
for these models have only been available for models wheréréimslation invari-
ance is broken |1]/17],.111]/116]/120], or for small coupl constants [8]. In fact
the only asymptotic completeness result valid for arbjtcarupling strength, in time-
dependent scattering theory of translation invariant redd®own to us are variations
of theN-body problem, where the dispersion relations are of thenetativistic form

pmz. Our results hold for a large class of dispersion relationduding a combination
of the relativistic and non-relativistic choices.

In order to appreciate the difficulties associated with prgwasymptotic com-
pleteness for translation invariant models of QFT, we drplze structure of scatter-
ing channels. If a system starts in a scattering state dtrtmtmnentumé and energy
E, it will emit field particles with momenty, ..., ky until the remaining interacting
system reaches a total momentgfrand an eigenvalug’(£’) for the Hamiltonian
at total momentung’. In order to conserve energy and momentum we must have
E=8&+k+ - +kypandE =E'(&') + w(ky) + - + w(kn), wherew is the disper-
sion relation for the field.

That is, the scattering channels are labeled by bound saat@®mentas’ and
the number of emitted field particlesunder the constraint of conservation of energy
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and total momentum. The resulting bound particle will noabeest but rather move
according to a dispersion relation which is in fact the eigdue band, or mass shell,
to which it belongs. This band may a priori be an isolated nshst or an embedded
one. If one wants to capture the behaviour of scatteringsthrough a Mourre esti-
mate, then one needs to build into a conjugate operator thandigs of all the mass
shells that appear in the available channels. This is a diiffiask. The thresholds at
total momentung are energieg that has a scattering channel with the property that
the bound state and the emitted field particles do not sepavat time.

When introducing a number cutoff in the model, one simpliftes situation in
that the scattering channels are now labeled by bound sthtdamiltonians with
strictly fewer field particles. In particular in our case, w&n label the scattering
channels by mass shells of the Hamiltonian on the vacuunoisedtich are easily
understood. Indeed, there is in fact only one mass shelltamaientical to the matter
dispersion relatio.

Finally, we will briefly outline the contents of this papem. $ectioi? we intro-
duce the model in details and state our main result on asyiogtmmpleteness. In
Sectior 8 we briefly go through the spectral theory for therfiltemiltonians, in par-
ticular we prove an HVZ theorem, a Mourre estimate, absehsiagular continuous
spectrum and a semi-continuity of the Mourre estimate. Icti8e[4 we prove the
following propagation estimates: A large velocity estimya phase-space propaga-
tion estimate, an improved phase-space propagation éstamd a minimal velocity
estimate. These form the technical foundation for Se¢fionttere we begin by in-
troducing a key asymptotic observable, which gives risgpares of asymptotically
bound resp. free particles. Finally we construct wave dpesand prove asymptotic
completeness via a so-called geometric asymptotic coempdss result.

2 The model and the result

The Hilbert space for the Hamiltonian is

A =1L2(RY,dy) ® (C®LA(RY,dx)) = L3(RY,dy) @ L2(R%", dxdy),

wherev € N. We writeDy = —ily, Dy = —ily for the respective momentum opera-
tors. The Hamiltonian we wish to study the spectral and sdatj theory of is given
by
_ _ (Q(Dy) 0 0v*
H=Ho+V = ( 0 Q(Dy)+w(Dx)) * (v o) ’
where

(V) (X,y) = p(Xx—y)uo(y) and (\f*ul>(x):./‘p(xfwul(x,y)dy

for somep € L2(RY). HereQ is the dispersion relation for the matter partidethe
dispersion relation for the field particles apd coupling function. One may view it
as the translation invariant Nelson or Polaron model mstlito the subspace with
at most one field particle, depending on the choice of disperglations.
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The coupling function will be assumed to satisfy a shorgenondition which
implies a UV-cutoff (see Conditidn 3). We work with more gealedispersion rela-
tionsw andQ thanw(k) = vkZ + e or w(k) = wp > 0 andQ(n) = n?/2M respec-
tively (see Conditiongl1 arid 2 for details). As the infraredqlem is not present in
this model due to the finite number of field particles, the nudgke field particle is
not important. However, the singular behavior of the disymer relationcw(k) = |K|
at k = 0 makes this choice fall outside of what can be handled intteetment, al-
though it seems likely that one with minor adjustments majuide this case in the
same framework. For a treatment of the case wiikig) = $n? andw(k) = |K|, see
[10].

The operatoH commutes with the operator of total momentum,

o_(Dy O
0 Dx+Dy)’

and hence is fiberedH = U~ [, H(P)dPU, where
U (Uo, tn)(X,y) = (Uo(y), Us(y, x+Y))

and
- (Q(P) 0 0 (p|
H(P)HO(P)+V< 0 Q(P—Dx)+w(Dx)>+<|p> g)’

where(:| and|-) denote the Dirac brackets. The fiber Hamiltonians are opesain
the Hilbert space?” = C @ L2(RY).

The precise assumptions @éh w andp are given below. We adopt the standard
notation(x) = (14 x2)2.
Condition 1 (Matter particle dispersion relation) Let Q € C*(RY) be a non-ne-

gative, real-analytic and rotation invaridhtunction. There existsgse [0,2] such
that Q satisfies:

(i) Thereis aC> 0such thatQ(n) >C (n)% —C.
(i) For any multi-indexa there is a G > 0such thatd? Q(n)| < Cq(n)se~1al.

Note that this assumption is satisfied by the standard nlativistic and relativis-
2
tic choicesQ(n) = 45 andQ(n) = \/n2+M=2.

Condition 2 (Field particle dispersion relation) Letw € C*(R") be non-negative,
real-analytic, rotation invariant and satisfy:

() Forany multi-indexa with |a| > 1, we havesug gy |09 w(k)| < 0.
(i) Ifsq =0, thenw(k) — o as|k| — oo.

This is satisfied e.g. fap(k) = v'k? + m?, m+# 0, and also for the semi-relativistic
and non-relativistic large polaron models, wherg) = .

Condition 3 (Coupling function) Letp € L2(R") be rotation invariant and satisfy
that

1 By rotation invariance of a functiof we mean thaf () = f(On) a.e. for anyO € O(v) whereO(v)
denotes ther-dimensional orthogonal group.
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() peCARY).
(i) ()[0p],()ID?p] € LARY).
(iii) There exist constants @ > 0 such thatp(x)| < C(x)~ 12K,

Condition[3 [{il) is the so-called short-range conditiorot8! that it implies that
for J € C*(RY) with support away from 0, we have

(el =0t H). 1)

For the rest of this paper, Conditidd$1, 2 ahd 3 will tacigyassumed to be fulfilled,
and under this assumption, our main result will be the foiltmy

Theorem 1 (Asymptotic completenessyhe wave operator

W = s-lime'He THopt (Hy)
t—oo

exists, where P(Hp) is the projection ontd0} & L?(R?"), and the system is asymp-
totically complete:
RanW* = 7,

where % = U1 [, 1pp(H(P))dPU.2Z.

Remark 1ThatP — 1,,(H(P)) is weakly — and hence strongly — measurable follows
from an application of the RAGE theorem/ [5, Theorem 5.8 #e proof of [[5,
Theorem 9.4] for details.

3 Spectral analysis

We begin by recalling the following well-known propertiektbe fibered Hamilto-
nian. The HamiltoniaH(P) is essentially self-adjoint o & C3 (RY) and the do-
mainZ = Z(Ho(P)) is independent dP. AsV is bounded, the Kato-Rellich theorem
implies that the same is true fot(P) and that? (H (P)) = 2.

The following threshold set will play an important role inranalysis:

J(P)={A eR[ﬂkeR" (A =2(P—-K) +wk),0Q(P—k)=0w(k)}.

The energie& comprisingd (P) are those for which interacting states sharply local-
ized at energ¥, may decay into a boson and a free particle that do not breakemp
time. That is, emitted bosons, at threshold energies, magseape the interaction
region. Clearlyd (P) only depends oR up to rotations. It is essential for our analysis
thatd (P) is a closed set of measure zero, in fact it is locally finitesTallows from
real analyticity and rotation invariance of the functieaandQ. A similar argument
played a role in[[14].

The following results, Theorerhs 2[tb 4, correspond to cotepl@nalogous state-
ments for the full model, se& [115]. Whéhis of classCl(A), we denote byH,iA]°
the unique extension of the commutator fojtrh iA] defined onZ(A)N 2(H) to an
element ofZ(2(H); 2(H)*). See AppendikB for the definition of tt@(A), k € N,
classes.
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Theorem 2 Assume that the vector field & C*(RY;RY) satisfies that for any multi-
indexa, |a| € {0,1,2}, there is a constantg£> 0 such thatd“vp(n)| < Cq (n)1-191,
Then the operator @= 3(vp(Dyx) - X+ X-Vp(Dy)) is essentially self-adjoint on the
Schwarz space” and H(P) is of class G(Ap), where A = (3§ a(F’,) is self-adjoint on
Z(Ap). The first commutator is given by

A 10 0 iapp
HP).iAe]" = (|iapp> vP<Dx>-D<w<<DX>+’Q<PDX»)

as a form onz.

This can be seen either by direct computations or by follgui&].

We now introduce the extended spazé = 7" © L2(R") to be able to make a
geometric partition of unity in configuration space. Thetitian of unity is similar to
what is done in the analysis of tiNebody Schrodinger operator (see el.g. [6]) and in
complete analogy with what is done in elg. [7] and [13]. Theifian of unity used
here may actually be seen as the partition of unity introdued?] restricted to the
subspace with at most 1 field particle.

Let jo, j € C*(IRY) be real, non-negative functions satisfyijpg= 1 on{x| |x| <
1}, jo=0on{x||x > 2} andjZ+ j2 = 1. We now define

jReot — e
iR(vo,v1) = (Vo, jo(&)V1) @ (jeo (R)VA)-

Clearly, jR is isometric.
We introduce two self-adjoint operators, the extended Haman,H®(P), and
the extended conjugate operat, acting in.# ®<,

H®(P) = H(P) & Fp(Dx) and
A= Ap & ap,

whereFp(Dy) = w(Dx) + Q (P — D), with the obvious domains denoted B and
@(A‘;Xt). The extended Hamiltonian describes an interacting systgrather with
a free field particle. It is easy to see that Theofém 2 holds with H(P) and Ap
replaced byH®(P) andAg, respectively, and the commutator equal to

[H®(P),iAS° = [H(P),iAp]° & (Vp(Dx) - (Dw(Dy) — OQ(P—Dy))).
We have the following localisation error when applyijig

Lemmal Let f € Cj(R). Then

(
(

P)) = f(H®(P))j®+ or(1) and
P))[H(P),iAp]°f(H(P))
= F(H®Y(P))[H®(P),iAZ° f (H®(P)) jR + or(1),

JRE(H(
JRE(H(

for R— .
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This can be seen either by a direct computation or by applfiiBgCorollary 5.3].
The following two results, an HVZ theorem and a Mourre estamare now almost
immediate.

Theorem 3 The spectrum of kP) belowXesq P) = infyerv { Q (P — k) + w(Kk) } con-
sists at most of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity and caly aeccumulate afesdP).
The essential spectrum is givendsdH (P)) = [Zes{P), ©).

Proof Using Lemm4dl for arf € C5(R) supported in(—c, 3es{P)) and lettingR
tend to infinity shows that (H(P)) is compact. This proves the first part.

To prove the last part, Iét € [Zesd P), ) and note that there existkac RY such
thatA = Q(P — ko) + w(Ko). Now chooseai, = (0,usn) € C @ L%(RY) with Ggn(-) =
nz f(n(- — ko)) for somef € Cg (RY) with f > 0 andf(0) = 1. One may now check
thatup is a Weyl sequence for the energyy

Theorem 4 Assume thad ¢ 3 (P). Let As be given as in Theorel 2 with(Dy) =
Ow(Dx) — 0Q (P — Dy). Then there exist constamtsc > 0 and a compact operator
K such that

E)\,K(H (P))[H (P)7 iAP]OE)\,K(H (P)) > CE)\,K(H (P)) +K,
where B , denotes the characteristic function of the interfal- k,A + k].

Proof We may find ak such thafA — 2k, A +2«]N 3 (P) = 0. Choosef € C5(R)
with supportin[A — 2k, A 4 2k] and equal to 1 ofA — k, A + K]. Note that

f(H(P))[H(P),iAp]°f(H(P)
JR IRE(H(P)H(P ,'AP]C’f(H(P))
= 7 F(HO(P)) [H(P), IAZ)°  (H(P)) R + on(1),
by Lemmdl. Note that
f(HeXt(P))[HeXt(P),iAgXt]Of Hext P )]R
— HHEDHELATTHE) (5 ﬁ) @
& f(Fp(Dx))|Dw(Dx) — 0Q (P — Dy)|*f (Fp(Dx)) oo ()-
Taking the support of into account, one finds that
f (Fp(Dx))|Jw(Dy) — 0Q(P— Dy)|*f (Fp(Dx)) > 2¢ F2(Fp(Dy))

for some positive constaot> 0. It is easy to see that

K(R) = H(H(P)) (é jof§>)

is compact. Ley € Cy(R) equal 1 on the support df Then
B=f(H(P))[H(P),iAr]°g(H(P))
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is bounded and{2) equaBK(R). Hence by LemmBl1l

F(H(P))[H(P),iAp]"f(H(P))

> jR'2cf2(H(P)) (é Jo?ﬁ)) ® 2¢f2(Fp(Dx)) joo (%)

+ iR (B—2cf(H(P)))K(R) &0+ 0r(1)
= 2cf?(H(P)) + Kr+ 0r(1),

for some compact operatbi depending orR. One may now choosR so large that
lor(1)|| < c and sandwich the inequality wit, ,(H(P)) on both sides to arrive at
the desired result.

We infer the following corollary of Theorenmis$ 2 ahH 4 by stamdarguments of
regular Mourre theory.

Corollary 1 The essential spectrum of the fiber Hamiltonians is nontgarg
Theorem 5 Let(Py, Ag) € RV, Assume thakg & & (Py) U Gpp(Py). Then there exists
a constant C> 0, a neighbourhood’ of Ry and a function fe C3'(R) with f = 1in
a neighbourhood ol such that for all Pe &,

f(H(P))[H(P),iA]°f(H(P)) > Cf*(H(P))
where A, is given as in Theorefd 4.
Proof We begin by noting that the objef¢t (P),iAg,]° is well-defined by Theorefd 2.

By standard arguments using the fact thaZ opp(Po) and Theorerhl4, there exist a
functionf € C3(R) and a constar@ such that

F(H(Po)H(Po),iAR)" f(H (Po)) = CF2(H(Ry)),

with f = 1 on a neighbourhood d%. It is easy to see thatHo(0) —i)(H(P) —2)~*
and(Ho(0) — i) ~Y[H(P),iAg,]°(Ho(0) — i)~ are norm continuous as functionsf
and hence it follows by an application of the functional céls of almost analytic
extensions thaf?(H (P)) and f (H (P))[H (P),iAg,]° f (H(P)) are norm continuous as
functions ofP.

Let & > Py be a neighbourhood such that

If2(H(P)) — F2(H(Ry)) || <

forallP e &. Then
f(HP)H(P),iAR°f(H(P)) > =1 +CF2(H(P)). 3)

Choose novwC = % andf € C5(R) such thatf =1 on a neighbourhood ofp and
f = ff. The result is then obtained by multiplyirg (3) from bothesidwith f (H (P)).
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4 Propagation estimates

We will write D = [H,i-]+ & anddo = [Q(Dy+Dy) + w(Dx).i -] + & for the Heisen-
berg derivatives. The following abbreviation will be usedease the notation:

B8] = (8 g) . )

Theorem 6 (Large velocity estimate)Let x € Cy(R). There exists a constanyC
such that for R> R > Cy, one has

[ e (22 x 22 < clul?

Proof Let C; be a constant to be specified later &id> R > C;. Let F € C*(R)
equal 0 near the origin and 1 near infinity such tRats) > clgr(s) for some
positive constant > 0. Let

o(t) = —x(H)[F(E2)X(H),
Ix—y

b(t) = —doF (25

).
By using e.g. Theorefd 1 or pseudo-differential calculussees that

Ly (0Q(py) — Dw(Dy)) - X

blt) = ;

[x— y\)F (‘X y‘)"'o( )

Hence for anyy € C3'(R) such thaty = x X one finds that
—X(H)[b(t)]x(H)

= x(H) (B~ (00(Dy) ~ Dw(Dy) - 124 ) F/ (K2 X(H) +O(t )

%x(H)(X*“#(H)(DQ(Dy) (D) 55 ) Loy (*7)
(\x y\) 2)
z? P2 u+o

for someCy > 0 if one choose€; > || X(H)(0Q(Dy) — Dw(Dy))
It follows from ConditiorB[(ill) that

V,iF (B = o),
cf. (). Putting this together, we get

X(H)[F'(E))x(H) + Ot 1+,

which combined with Lemmia 2 implies the result.

=ik

DO(t) >

~I&
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Theorem 7 (Phase-space propagation estimatket x € C5(R), 0 < ¢p < ¢1. Write
Oleo.c) (t) =
(X7 — D6(Dx) + 0Q(Dy), Ligg ) (72 (¥ — Deo(Dy) + 0Q(Dy)))].
Then a&t
® 1 2
[, 10y 2e ™ x(Hu*T < Clul? ©

Proof The following construction is taken froml[7] but ultimatefypes back to a
construction of Graf, see e.g.[12]. There exists a fund8ga C*(RY) such that

Ro(x) =0 for x| < 2,
Ro(X) = 2x%+¢ for |x| > 2¢;,
DZRO(X) > l[co,cl](|x|)-

Without loss of generality, we may assume ttat- C; + 1, whereC; is the constant
whose existence is ensured by Theofém 6. Choose a coostant + 1 and a smooth
functionF such that(s) = 1 fors < ¢; andF(s) =0 fors> cy. Let

R(X) = F([X)Ro(X).
ThenR satisfies
O2R(X) > Ty cy] (1X)) = Cliy 41,05 (X)), (6)
|0“R(X)|

where
b(t) = R(*Y) — 3 ((OR(XY),X) +h.c.).

By using Conditiof B[(ili) and pseudo-differential calcsjwne sees that

X0 (e 0) X

X(H)V,ibO)]lx(H) € Ot H).

eO(tH)

and hence

Compute
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and by pseudo-differential calculus one sees that

[w(Dx) + Q2(Dy),ib(t)] = 11 ((Dw(Dx) — 0Q(Dy),OR(*)) +h.c.)
Ow(Dx) — 0Q(Dy), B?R(XY)X) + h.c.)

OR(*?),0w(Dx) — 0Q(Dy)) + h.c.)

| \
O NIk NI
i [ =g [ =
—~
—~ T~ =

O —
—~
—
|
N
—

[
E »

Dx) — 0Q(Dy), D?R(*¥)X) + h.c.)

|
o

hence by usind{6), it follows that

By introducingJ € Cg'(RR; [0,1]) supported abov€; with J1ic, ;1.c,) = Lic;+1,,) @Nd
X € C3(R) with Xx = x and using pseudo-differential calculus, the function# ca
culus of almost analytic extensions and Condifibh3B (iiixiagone gets that

EX(H [X']lcﬁlq](ﬂ)xi}x H)

where we estimate (H )[X.J(‘X’y‘)x-]f((H) by a constant. Putting it all together
yields

DO(1) 2 $X(H)Oiey ) (DX (H) = EX(HIFZ(PHIx(H) + 0L ),

where the second term is integrable along the evolution Boldn{®, so the result
now follows from Lemma&R.

Theorem 8 (Improved phase-space propagation estimate)et 0 < cp < ¢, J €
Co(co < |x] <), x €Cy(R). Thenforl <i<v

1 20t
/‘HNXV(““ 3,w(Dy) +a2(Dy) +h.c.[] e X (H)ul[*F < Clul
Proof For brevity, we writeX = X — Ow(Dx) + 0Q(Dy) andRy = (Hg —A)~* for

some reah € p(Hp). Let
A=X2+170,
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& > 0. Note that[J(Xt;y)A%]Ro is uniformly bounded in > 1.
The following identities hold as forms a2’ (R").
gt(@(Dx)+Q2(Dy)) x git(w(Dx)+Q(Dy)) _ <y,
. . 1 1
t(@(Dx)+Q(Dy)) g3 g-it(@(Dx)+2(Dy)) — ((xt;y)ertf(s)g . @)

and
e|t(w(DX)+Q(Dy))J(X)e*”(w(DX)*’Q(Dy)) — J(Xt;)/) (8)

That the following commutator, viewed as a form@gi(R"), extends by conti-
nuity to a bounded form ob?(RY) can be seen using pseudo-differential calculus:

[XaAézL] = —[Dw(Dx),Aé] + [l:I.Q(Dy),AézL] —O(t~2+9),

Together with the functional calculus of almost analytiteesions this implies that

3(X). A5 = Ot 2%),
and hence usin@7) and (8) that

o

- 1 _
D), A?] = 0(22). )
Write h = Q(Dy) + w(Dx). Note that
eitthA% eith — eith[h7iA%]e—ith + eith(%A%)e—ith
. . 1
_ %(elthA%eflth) _ %A&

1 2-5 —0-1
=t -
2(C2e0)

)

NI

SO
doA? = —2A2 4Ot 13), (10)

In addition .
[Ro, [X]] = R Ot ™)R; (12)
for anypy, 0< p1 < 3 and that

[Ro,[A2]] = RE2O(t3 )RS *2 (12)

for any po, 0 < pp < 1. The identity [IR) can be seen e.g. by using (11) and the
representation formula

Nl

1 00
s2=— / (s+y) "ty 2dy,
mJo
which can be verified fos > 0 by direct computations.
Let J1,J € CF(co < |X| < ¢1) such thatly; = J and J1J, = J; and write for
i=1,...,v:
BO,i = Ro[J(Xt;y)X;]Ro—i-h C.
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and L
B1 = Ro[J1(*F)A2 31 (*)IRo. (13)

We compute usind{9).(11) arld{12):
B"é,i = 4R0[X|J(;)]R%[ (* Y>>Q]Ro+0(rl>

<C|% f R%+Ct

—CF%[J%OTYM B(RE+ Ot Y

< ORI AR+ O
:CPO[J%(Xt;y)A%]I%[AZJl(X y)]ROJrO(t min{1-$, 5})

=CRy[h (¥ A%Jl(X%)]Rg[Jl(X )Ale(%)]RonLO(t min{1-$, 2
=CB{+0(t™),

wherek = min{1— 2,5}. By the matrix monotonicity oA — A 2 [4, Sec. 2.2.2], we
deduce that

|Boi| <CBy+Ct 2. (14)
Now let L
O(t) = —x(H)PCEA2I(F)]X (H) (15)
It follows from (9) that
(1) = X (H)ICT)?A X (H) + Ot 22) (16)
is uniformly bounded fot > 1.
We compute
—Do(t) = a7)

X(H)VIICEDAZIC) X (H) + X (H) [do(3CE)AZICE))] X (H)
Using Conditior B[{ii) we see that

0 0
:X(H)(HO—/\)RO(q(A%J(Xt;yHO(ryg))J(x Yiv o )X(H)+h.c.

Now by ConditiorB[({ii) we have thgtd(*2)v|| = O(t~*~*) and hence we also have
that

0 0 _a_
Ro((i(mdartyson ) aivo ) =0 ).
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Note that
dod(X7Y) = —103(*%Y) - X+ O(t™?) (18)

and using[(I0) and(14) (cf.{L3)),
— X(H)PC) (doAZ)ICE)IX (H)
> SQx (H)[IC)X +h.clx(H) —Ct 2,

wherek is from (14). Again we compute using] (9):

Ro[(X2Y) - XAZI(XY)]Ry + h.c.
—Ro[( V)X - DIC)IC)AZL ()R + h.c. +O(t Y

- ZR° RAEXAAICIC AL ()R +h e +O(t )

< CR[L(X)AR(*Y)Ro+Ct
< CRy[G () X5 (X)) IRy + Ot~ ™10}
< CRO[(X, B(5¥)X)]Ro +Ct 2.
Hence (cf.[(IB))
— X(H) [do(3CT)ARICLY)) | X (H)
= X(H)[([doI(TE)AZI () X (H) + h.c.
+ X (H)ICE) (doAZ)d
> QX (H)PCTHX +
— SxX(H)[(X J%(X%y)x JX(H)+0t™ 1)

for somey > 0. Since by Theoref 7 the second term in the r.h.$._df (19}eégiable
along the evolution, the theorem follows from Lemimha 2.

(19)

Theorem 9 (Minimal velocity estimate)Assume thatPy, Ag) € RV*! satisfies that
Ao € R\ (8 (Po) Uapp(Py)). Then there exists an> 0, a neighbourhood N diRy, Ag)
and a functiony € C3°(R"+1) such thaty = 1on N and

I (* 0 —itH 2t 5
J 1 (0 10y smy) = e ] 5 <ci

Proof By TheoreniD, it follows that there exists a neighbourh@dof Py and a
function f with f = 1 in a neighbourhood ofy such that

f(H(P))[H(P),iAg]°f(H(P)) > Cf*(H(P)) (20)

forallPin €. Letx € Cg(RV*1;[0,1]) be supported i@ x {A | f(A) =1} andy = 1
in a neighbourhooll of (Py, Ag). It follows that

X(PH(P)[H(P),iAg X (PH(P)) > Sx?(P.H(P)). (21)



Translation Invariant Nelson Type Models Restricted totheuum and One-Particle Sectors 15

Letqe C5({|x| < 2¢}) satisfy 0< q < 1,q= 1 in a neighbourhood df|x| < €} for
somee > 0 to be specified later on. Write

Q0= (oqt)

o) = [ X(PHP)QLLAOX(PH(P) &P

Taking into account the support gfand thatvg, is w-bounded, and using pseudo-
differential calculus, it is easy to see thht) is uniformly bounded.
We compute the Heisenberg derivative:

Let

/X (PH(P doQ(%)]ATP‘)Q(t)X(P,H(P))dmh.c.
+ [ x(PHE)VQWI QX (PHP) P +hc
+1 [ XPHP)QWH(P),iArJQ)X (P H(P) P
1@ A,
-1 XRHE)RO QWX (PHP) P
=R+ R+ R3+ Ry,

Wheredg = [Q(P—Dx) + w(Dx), -]+ &

By the same arguments as before it follows t%’é@(t)x(R H(P)) is uniformly
bounded. Using pseudo-differential calculus gives

-3 / X(PH(P)) ({2 - D6(Dy) + 0P - D), T(3))] “2QUIX (PH(P) 0P
+h.c.+0(t™ )
Let
=~ [ XBHE)[( - DD +00(P - D), Da()]dP
and
5, | @me(P))Q(t)% P
Then

Ry = 1B1B;+ $ByB; > —g, 1 1B1B] — &3 B;B5.

Now by Theorenil7, we get theﬂtBlB’i is integrable along the evolution. Using
pseudo-differential calculus and functional calculuslof@st analytic extensions one
can verify that

X(PH(P)).Q)] = (Ho(P) — R POt 1) (Ho(P)~R 2P (22)
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foranyRe R\ o(Hp(P)) and anyp, 0 < p < % Hence it follows by introducing
cutoff functionsy € C(RV+1) andd'e C3(RY) with ¥ x = x anddg= q that

~ 18285 = —7 [ QUXK(RH(P)AHI 2GR (PH(P)QU 6P
+O(t’2)

>__/ QM) )Q(t) P+ Ot ?)
= — n / X(PH( ))Qz(t)X( ,H(P))dPJro(t—Z) (23)

By Condition3 [(ii) it follows that(i( (0%)) )eO(t 1K) and hence

lp) O
Rp € Ot 1 H) (24)
Using [21) and[(22) twice, we see that

1 @
Ra=1 | QUX(PH(P)H(P)iAg)X(PH(P)Q()dP+O(t?)

> 2 [“Qu)x?(PH(P)QM) dP+ Ot )
> 2 ["y (P H(P)Q2X(PH(P) dP + Ot 2). (25)

Again using the cutoff functions and pseudo-differentaltalus and taking into ac-
count the support ad, we see that

£ x(PHP)QD RQ

= +QM)XX(P.H(P)[G()]

X (PH(P))
2[AIXX (PH(P)QM) Ot ™)

\ %>

a2
< £C3Q(M)X*(PH(P))Q(t) +O(t ™)
= eCax (P,H(P))Q(t)*x (PH(P)) + O(t~
SO
R4>7%/ X(PH(P)Q(t)2x(P.H(P)) dP+ O(t2). (26)

Putting [23), [(24),[(25) and (26) together, we see that

Do) > ~IATE=EE [Ty (b H(P))Qt X (PH(P) P

1
— BB+ Ot M.
P 1+0( )

Now choosinge andgy so small that-£yC; +C, — €C3 > 0 together with Lemmi] 2
yields the result.
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5 The asymptotic observable and asymptotic completeness

Recall the notatiof-| from ().

Theorem 10 (Asymptotic observable) et pe C*(RY) satisfy that |jx) < p(y) for
X| < ly|, p(x) = Ofor [x| < 3 and p(x) = 1 for [x| > 1. Define g(x) = p(%¥). Then
the limits
Py (H) = s-lime'" [ps(*¢)je™™", (27)
P (H) = s-limP; (H 28
o (H) =slimP5(H), (28)
Py (Ho,H) = St;”[peim [ps(XY))e Mo,

P5 (H.Ho) = s-lime"™o[ps(*7¥)je ™"
existand B (H) is a projection.

Remark 2Note thatd — PJ (H) is increasing in the sense thaj (H) < P;,(H)

for 0 < &' < 3. We leave it to the reader to verify that the definitionRyf(H) is
independent of the choice @ and that one in fact could have chosen any family
of functions{ps} satisfyingps(x) < ps(y) for x| < |y|, ps(Xx) = 0 for |x| < ‘—g and
ps(x) =1 for|x| > d.

Proof We will prove the statements abd®yf (H) andP; (H). The statements about
Py (II_-|0, H) andPj (H,Ho) are proved completely analogously to thaPgf(H).
et
@(t) = —x(H)[ps(*H)IX (H),

and calculate using pseudo-differential calculus
dops(%Y) = —31 ((X%V — Dw(Dy) + 0Q(Dy)) - Ops (%) + h. c.) +O(t2).
This in combination with Conditionl {Jii) gives
DO(t) = $X(H)[3X - Ops(X¢) +h.c]x(H) + Ot MMH+H-2,

whereX = % — Ow(Dx) + 0Q(Dy), so Theorerfil8 in combination with Lemraa 3

gives the existence of the limi{R7).
The existence of the weak limit W (H) = w-lim5_,o Py (H) is obvious. More-
over, for everyd > 0, it is clear from Lemmal4 that the strong Iimri]t s-IRy (H)
—0  on

exists, is a projection and equalsRy{H). The inequality?; (H)? < P} (H) implies
i 2 . )
lim [ (w-Pg(H) — Py (H))ul|* = lim {(w-Pg(H) + Py (H)? ~ 2P (H))u.u)
<l -Py (H) —Pi(H —0.
< lim ((w-Ry"(H) — Py (H))u,u)

This finishes the argument.
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Proposition 1 Let X = {(P,A) € RV*1|A € gpp(H(P))} denote the set in energy-
momentum space consisting of eigenvalues for the fiberedltdaian and© =
{(PA) € RV*1|A € §(P)} the corresponding set of thresholds. ThEw O is a
closed set of Lebesgue measirdoreover,(Z UO)(P) = gpp(P) U S (P) is at most
countable.

Proof By the usual arguments, Theorehis 2 ahd 4 imply that eigeesadtiH (P)
can only accumulate at thresholds (see é.g. [2] for details) by analyticity, the
threshold se (P) is at most countable. Hence, XfU © is closed, it is in particular
of measure 0.

Let (Py,A0) ¢ ZUO. Then by Theoreril5, there are neighbourhoddsf Ry
and| of Ag such that for allP € €, a strict Mourre estimate holds fét(P) on the
energy interval with conjugate operatokg, given as in Theoreinl 4 artd(P) is of
classC2(Ar,) by Theoreni2, which by the Virial Theorem implies that there o
eigenvalues foH (P) in | for anyP € &. Clearly,

O={(PA)eR" 1 |IkeR": A = Q(P—k) + w(k), Dw(k) — OQ(P—k) = 0}

is a closed set. Hence, possibly after chosing smallandl, ¢ x | is a neighbour-
hood of(Py, Ag) which does not intersec U ©.

Let /g = Esue((P,H))2¢ and similarly.s4 hq = Es,ue ((P,Ho)).#, where we
by E%(P,H) resp.E4(P,Hp) denote the spectral projection for the pair of commut-
ing, self-adjoint operators of some Borel sgtc RV1. We remark that if we for a
fixed P take the fibe(ZU@)(P) = {A | (A,P) € ZUO}, then we havé& s o) p)(H(P)) =

Ipp(H(P)).
Theorem 11 With %4 and F(’)*(H) given as above, we havéhy = (1— PJ(H))%.

Proof Let (Ao, Py) € RV*1\ (ZUO). Let the neighbourhoo ande > 0 be those
of Theoren{ P corresponding to the poiiy, Ry). Let ¢ € En(P,H)5#. Then by
Theoreni , there exists a sequehgces « such that

g ="M p (e g+ <é 1 pf(xt_y)> e "y - PS(H)w+0,

which implies thaty € Bf (H).#. As the span of sucly is dense ins; and
Py (H).»# is closed, this implies that#hg O (1— Py (H)). 2.

By Propositior ]l > U® may be written as an at most countable union of graphs
2; of Borel functions from (subsets oR" to R (see[[18, Théoreme 21, p. 226]). Let
¢ =U [“ ¢pdP c 2. Theny = Es;(P,H)¢ = U [“ Es,p)(H)¢pdP. This implies
thaty can be written as

w=u [ upep
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whereyp is an eigenvector foH (P) with eigenvalueX;(P). Note that this ensures
thatyp is Borel as a function oP. Now

Py(H)y = StiiorpeitH [pé(xt;)’)]efimw

where the last integrand goes pointwise to 0 and hence byothnindted convergence
theorem, the limit is 0. A$ was arbitrary, this shows th&§ (H)y = 0.

Since the span of the set gf we have covered is dense.itfhq andPy (H) is
closed, we conclude tha#pg C (1— PJ(H))%.

Theorem 12 (Existence of wave operatorsJhe wave operator W: 7 +— 37
given by _ _
Wt = st—lime'tHe*'tHOPg(Ho),
—»00

exists, where $(Ho) is the projection ontq 0} & LA(R?) = .

Proof From Theoreni 10 and Theoréml 11 whh= Hj it follows thatP; (Hp) can
be given as in Theorem 110, and by passing to the fibered repatien, it is easy to
see that the assumptions @nandw imply that.s# pg = LZ(R") @ {0}.

By Theoreni_1D,

ltH [ (X2 tHo — gltH g-itHogitHo [, (XY )it
tends strongly tch(Ho, H) whent — . On the other hand,
gltto 5 (XY e-itHo
tends strongly t®; (Ho) in the same limit. This implies that
P5 (Ho,H) = s-lim(e""e"")Py (Ho)
exists. Asd > 0 was arbitrary, the limit s-lig, (€'H e o) exists on

| RanPj (Ho)
6>0

and hence ofs-.oRanP; (Ho) = RanPy (Ho).
Remark 3By the proof of Theorer 12,
Py (Ho,H) = s-limP; (Ho, H
o (Ho,H) =s-imPy (Ho,H)
exists. By a completely analogous argument, one may pratetso
P (H,Hg) = s-limP5 (H,H
0(70) 50 5(50)

exists.
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Theorem 13 (Geometric asymptotic completenesa)ith W as in Theoremi 12,
RanW+* = Py (H)7.

Proof Consider
eitH efitHoeitHo [P6(Xt;y>]e7itH0eitH0 [P5()(t;)/)]e7|tH0 — (29)
eItH [Pé(xt;y)]efltH eI'[H efltHOeltHo [P(s()(t;y)]efltHO, (30)
and observe thal(P9) tends\¢" and [30) tends t&; (H)W™ in the limitt — oo,

& — 0, which proves that Ra'™ C Py (H).». For the other inclusion, we similarly
compute

ei'[H [Pé(xt;y)]efitH ei'[H [Pé(xt;y)]efitH _ (31)
et MHogHo [P, (X e Hog o [Py (XY e (32)

and observe tha {B1) tendsRg (H) while (32) tends tWW Py (H,Ho) in the same
limit, which proves Raf; (H) C Ranw.

Theoreni ]l now follows from Propositiah 1, Theorenh 11 and Taedl3.
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A Lemmata related to propagation estimates

For easy reference, we list the following lemmata, whichtaken from the appendix of [7]. The first
lemma which is used to prove the propagation estimates, é&sion of the Putnam-Kato theorem devel-
oped by Sigal-Soffef [19].

Lemma 2 Let H be a self-adjoint operator arid the corresponding Heisenberg derivative

oL

Suppose tha®(t) is a uniformly bounded family of self-adjoint operatorsppose that there existyC> 0
and operator valued functions(B and B(t), i = 1,...,n, such that

DO (t) > CoB" (UB() ,iB?‘ VB (1),

[TIBe MoPd <Clo, i=1..n
J1

Then there existsGuch that "
[ 1B ™o |d < calg 2
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The next lemma shows how to use propagation estimates te giiewexistence of asymptotic observ-
ables and is a version of Cook’s method due to Kato.

Lemma 3 Let H; and H, be two self-adjoint operators. LeD; be the corresponding asymmetric Heisen-
berg derivative:

D1D(t) = gtb(t) +iH®(t) — i D(t)Hy.

Suppose tha®(t) is a uniformly bounded function with values in self-adj@perators. Letzy C ¢ be
a dense subspace. Assume that

N

[{W2,2D1@(t)Yn)| < _le\Bz Oyl 1B (t) ya|
/j\lszi(t)e*““wnzdté\|¢H2, pe,i=1..n
/J:m‘|Bli(t)e7itHl¢|‘2dt < CH¢”27 ¢ €c9,i=1...,n

Then the limit

s-limtHz p(t)e 't
t—o0

exists.

The final lemma gives us the actual asymptotic observable.

Lemma 4 Let @, be a commuting sequence of self-adjoint operators such that

0< Qn <1, Qn < Qn+17 Qn+1Qn = Qn-

Then the limit
Q=s-limQ,
n—oo

exists and is a projection.

B A commutator expansion formula

In this section, we recall a result from [17].

In the following,A= (A4, ...,Ay) is a vector of self-adjoint, pairwise commuting operatating on a
Hilbert space’#’, andB € #(.%¢) is a bounded operator off’. We shall use the notion & being of class
C"o(A) introduced in[[2]. For notational convenience, we adoptfdilewing convention: If 0< j < v,
thend; denotes the multi-indetQ, ... ,0,1,0,...,0), where the 1 is in thg'th entry.

Definition 1 Letng € NU{c}. Assume that the multi-commutator form defined iterativahad (B) = B
and ad (B) = [acﬁfﬁi (B),Aj] as a form onZ(A;), wherea > §; is a multi-index and X j < v, can be
represented by a bounded operator also denoted b§Bagfor all multi-indicesa, |a| < ng+ 1. ThenB
is said to be of clas€™ (A) and we writeB € C™(A).

Remark 4 The definition of af (B) does not depend on the order of the iteration sincéttare pairwise
commuting. We calla| thedegreeof ad} (B).

In the following, .7#2 := D(|AJ¥) for s > 0 will be used to denote the scale of spaces associatad to
For negatives, we definesd := (7%, °)*.

Theorem 1 Assume that B C™(A) forsome g >n-+1>1,0<t,tp, 1 +t2 <n+2andthat{f, },g
satisfies
Yar3Cqy: 0% f) (X)] < Ca(x)lal
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uniformly inA for some s R such thatf +t; +s< n+1. Then

n

BAOMAI= S 0% (A adi(B) + Ry o(AB)
lal=1""

as an identity orZ((A)S), where B ,(A,B) € 5@(,%42,%;‘1) and there exist a constant C independent
of A, B andA such that
IRy n(AB)

ey < CE IR
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