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QUANTUM CORRECTIONS TO THE PEKAR ASYMPTOTICS OF
A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON

RUPERT L. FRANK AND ROBERT SEIRINGER

ABSTRACT. We consider the Frohlich polaron model in the strong coupling limit. It
is well known that to leading order the ground state energy is given by the (classical)
Pekar energy. In this work, we establish the subleading correction, describing quan-
tum fluctuation about the classical limit. Our proof applies to a model of a confined
polaron, where both the electron and the polarization field are restricted to a set of
finite volume, with linear size determined by the natural length scale of the Pekar
problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

The polaron model was introduced by Fréhlich [10] as a model of an electron in-
teracting with the quantized optical modes of a polar crystal. It represents a sim-
ple and well-studied model of non-relativistic quantum field theory, and we refer to
[T, ®, 11, 221 28] for properties, results and further references.

In the strong coupling limit o — oo, the model allows for an exact solution, in the
sense that the ground state energy asymptotically equals the one given by the Pekar
approximation [26], which amounts to a classical approximation to the quantum field
theory. This was first shown by Donsker and Varadhan [5] using a path integral
formulation of the problem. (See also [23] 24] for recent work on the construction of
the Pekar process [2§].) Later the result was improved by Lieb and Thomas [20] who
provided a quantitative bound on the difference.

We are interested here in the subleading correction to the classical (Pekar) approx-
imation. It was predicted in the physics literature (see [2, 3, 29] [15] and references
there) that this correction results from quantum fluctuations about the classical limit,
and is O(a~?) smaller than the main term. It can be calculated by evaluating the
ground state energy of a system of (infinitely many) harmonic oscillators with fre-
quencies determined by the Hessian of the Pekar functional. This result is verified
rigorously in this paper, by giving upper and lower bounds on the ground state energy
of the Frohlich polaron model that establish this subleading correction. Our analysis
applies to a model of a confined polaron, where both the electron and the polarization
field are restricted to a finite volume (with linear size of the natural length scale set
by the Pekar problem).
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The confinement breaks translation invariance, which removes zero modes other-
wise present in the Hessian of the Pekar functional, and avoids having to localize the
electron on the Pekar scale, which simplifies the problem. The singular ultraviolet
behavior is unaffected by the confinement, however, and represents one of the main
technical challenges. A key ingredient in our analysis is a multiple use of the commuta-
tor method of Lieb and Yamazaki [21], combined with Nelson’s Gross transformation

14, 25].

2. MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. The Model. For Q2 c R3 open, let Ag denote the Dirichlet Laplacian, and let
V() = (=Aq)"Y2(x, -). The model we consider is defined by the Hamiltonian

H:=—-Aq—a(v,) —a'(v,) + N (2.1)

in L*(Q) ® F, where F is the bosonic Fock space over L?(€). The creation and
annihilation operators satisfy the commutation relation

[a(f),a'(9)] = a™*(flgy  for f.ge L*(Q) (2.2)

with a parameter o > 0. The field energy is given by the number operator N =
2 af(¢;)a(yp;) for some orthonormal basis {p;} in L?(2), with spectrum o(N) =
a2{0,1,2,...}. We are interested in the ground state energy of H as a — 0.

We note that the expression (ZJ)) is somewhat formal, since v, ¢ L?(2) and hence
a'(v,) is not densely defined. The operator H can be defined with the aid of its
corresponding quadratic form, however. It is in fact well known that H defines a
self-adjoint operator on a suitable domain, see [13] or Section [d below.

Remark 2.1. By rescaling all lengths by «, H is unitarily equivalent to the operator
a 2H with

H = —Aoje — Vo (a(o,) - a'(5,)) + N (2.3)

where 9,(+) = (=Aq/a) " ?(z, -), N = >, a'(wj)alp;) and the @ and a' operators sat-
isfy [a(f),a’(g)] = {f|g) (and are thus independent of «). Large o hence corresponds
to the strong-coupling limit of a polaron confined to a region of linear size a~'. We
find it more convenient to work in the variables defined in (2Z1), however.

Remark 2.2. Typically the polaron model is considered without confinement, i.e., for
Q) = R?, in which case the electron-phonon coupling function equals (—Ags )2 (2, ) =
(27) 73 (s €™ Wk~ dk = (27%) 7|2 — y|7% For the proof of our main theorem the
compactness of (—Agq)~! will be important, hence we need to consider bounded sets
Q) here.



QUANTUM CORRECTIONS FOR A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON — April 10, 2020 3

2.2. Pekar Functional(s). We introduce the classical energy functional correspond-

ing to (2] as

eumw>=J;wmwadx—2jﬁlmex—AQrV%ayﬂwwﬂ%udy+J;¢ufdx

(2.4)
where v € H}(Q), [¢]s = 1, and ¢ € Li(Q), the real-valued functions in L?(€2).
Formally, it can be obtained from (Z1]) by replacing the field operators a(f) and a'(f)
by §(z)f(z)dz, and taking an expectation value with the electron wave function 1.
The Pekar energy is

e’ =min&(Y, @) . (2.5)
e

For Q = R3? it was shown in [5, 20] that infspecH — e as a — c. The result
can be shown to hold also for general 2. Our goal here is to compute the subleading
correction in this asymptotics.

We will work under the following

Assumption 1. The functional £ in (2.4)) has a unique minimizer ¥*, o¥ (up to a trivial
constant phase factor for ¢t).

Our proof works under the more general assumption that the set of minimizers of £
is discrete (up to the phase degeneracy). The case where minimizers form a continuous
manifold requires additional ideas, however.

Since E(|¢Y], ) < E(W,p) we assume from now on that " is non-negative. For
given v, the choice of the minimizing ¢ is clearly unique, and vice versa. In particular,
our Assumption [I] concerns uniqueness of the minimizer of the corresponding Pekar
functional

&) = min&(wp) = [ [Wo@Pdr— || P a0) )l e dy.

(2.6)
Recall that, for Q = R3, uniqueness of minimizers of ¥ (up to translations and phase
factor) is known [18] (see also [30]). We expect Assumption [dlto hold if €2 is convex, for
instance. The proof in [I§] can be adapted to show uniqueness in case 2 is a ball [6].

Assumption 2. There exists a k > 0 such that

EP() > EF(yF) + "L 1V (1 — o),

LV e HNQ), v =0, [Wl=1.  (27)

The bound (27) follows from an a priori weaker spectral assumption on the ab-
sence of non-trivial zero modes of the Hessian of £' at its minimizer ¥*', by a simple
compactness argument. For completeness, we spell out the details of this argument in
Appendix[Al The analogue of this spectral assumption in the case Q = R3 is known (up
to zero-modes resulting from the translation invariance) [I7, BI]. Using the method
in [I7], one can prove Assumption 2lin case €2 is a ball [6].
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If one minimizes (1), p) over 1 for given ¢, one obtains the functional

Frp) = min £(1), ¢) = ]2 + inf spec (—Aq + V() (2.8)
where V,, = —2(—Aq) "%¢. Let H® denote its Hessian at the unique minimizer ¢¥,
ie.,

o1
lim =5 (F7(¢" + ) =€) = (ol H |9) Ve Lz(Q). (2.9)

An explicit computation gives

HY =1 —4(=Aq) V%P S (—Ag) V2 (2.10)

—Aqg+ Ve —p
where ¥ acts as a multiplication operator, " = inf spec(—Aq + V,r) = € — [|¢" |3,
and Qv is the projection orthogonal to ", i.e., orthogonal to the kernel of —Agq +
Ve — pF. Tt is not difficult to see that Assumption @implies that H" is non-degenerate,
i.e., strictly positive (compare with Proposition in Section below).

Finally, we need a regularity assumption on the domain 2.

Assumption 3. The domain € is bounded, and has a C*? boundary for some 0 < § < 1.

For a proper definition of the meaning of C*° boundary, see Appendix Bl Assump-
tion [ allows to estimate derivatives of the integral kernel of certain functions of the
Dirichlet Laplacian (see Appendix [C). The required estimates certainly hold under less
restrictive assumptions on €2, and we expect our main result to hold also in case ) is a
cube, for instance. We shall not try to investigate the minimal regularity assumptions,
however, and shall henceforth work with Assumption

2.3. Main Result. Recall the definition ([ZI]) for the Pekar energy e’ as well as
([Z10) for the Hessian HY of ¥ in ([ZJ) at the unique minimizer ©". Our main result
is as follows.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions[IH3 one has, as a — o0,

1
inf spec H = e — 507 Tr (]l — VHP> +o(a™?). (2.11)

More precisely, the bounds
1
— Ca Y"(Ina)”™ < a?inf spec H — a?e” + 5 Tr (]l — VHP> <Ca 21 (212)
hold for some constant C > 0 and « large enough.

The trace in (2II) and (ZI2) is over L?(2). We shall see below that 1 — v H? is
actually trace class. Note also that HY < 1, hence the coefficient of a2 in ([Z.I1)) is
strictly negative.

In the case Q = R3, the correctness of the leading term e was shown in [5, 20]. The
proof in [20] gives an error bound of the order a~*/°. In the confined case considered
here, we improve this error bound to O(a~?), and actually compute the next order



QUANTUM CORRECTIONS FOR A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON — April 10, 2020 5

correction. We conjecture that the formula (ZIT)) also holds true in case 0 = R?, as
predicted in the physics literature [2] B, 29, [I5]. Our upper bound, in fact, can easily
be generalized to this case. While our methods are not strong enough to prove the
corresponding lower bound, parts of our proof are applicable also to the Q = R? case,
and yield an improved error bound compared to the one given in [20].

The a2 correction to the ground state energy in (Z-I1]) can be interpreted as arising
from quantum fluctuations around the classical limit described by the Pekar functional.
The trace originates from the ground state energy of a Hamiltonian describing a system
of (infinitely) many harmonic oscillators.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.3 We start with
a brief outline to guide the reader.

2.4. Outline of the Proof. In Section B we study the Pekar functional ([Z8). We
shall compute its Hessian at the unique minimizer ', and use it to estimate the
functional in a small neighborhood of its minimizer. We shall also derive a useful
quadratic lower bound that is valid globally, i.e., not just close to the minimizer.

In Section (] we shall derive an upper bound on the ground state energy of H that
has the desired asymptotic form as v — o0. We shall construct an appropriate trial
state and utilize the estimate of the Pekar functional close to its minimizer from the
previous section.

Sections [B] and [6] contain auxiliary results that are essential for the lower bound,
in particular to allow for an ultraviolet regularization of the problem. In Section
the commutator method of Lieb and Yamazaki [2I] is applied multiple (in fact, three)
times in order to estimate the effect of an ultraviolet cutoff in the coupling function
v, in terms of the number operator N and the electron kinetic energy —Agq. The
relevant operator that needs to be bounded is NY/2(—Agq)%/?

trolled in terms of H?, however. The necessary bound does hold after a unitary Gross

, which cannot be con-

transformation, which shall be explained in Section [6l This will be sufficient for our
purpose.

In Section [[] we shall give a lower bound on the ground state energy of H of the
desired asymptotic form. We shall use the results of Sections [ and [6] to implement
an ultraviolet cutoff, which effectively reduces the problem to finitely many modes.
We shall then use an IMS localization in Fock space and the bounds in Section [ to
conclude the desired lower bound.

In Appendix [Al we shall give an equivalent formulation of Assumption [ in terms of
spectral properties of the Hessian of £F. In further appendices we shall derive bounds
on derivatives of the integral kernel of certain functions of the Dirichlet Laplacian
Aq that we need in our proof. These bounds are derived in Appendix [(] utilizing a
theorem in Appendix [Bl on bounds on solutions of Poisson’s equation.

Throughout the proof, we shall use the symbol a < b if a < Cb for some constant
C > 0.
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3. THE PEKAR FUNCTIONAL

3.1. Hessian of the Pekar Functional. We consider the Pekar functional (2.8]) and
write it as
Fr(p) = elp) + ol (3.1)
with
e(yp) = inf spec H,, and H, = —Aq + V,(z). (3.2)
Recall that for ¢ € L3(R3) we set V, = —2(—Aq)~2p. In this section we work
under Assumption [ which states that F¥(¢) has a unique minimizer ¢*. We have
e(0) + ]2 = e(¢?) + ||¢7 |2 and our goal in this section is to obtain upper and lower
bounds on the difference.
Recall that 1" denotes the unique non-negative minimizer of £¥, which is the ground
state of H_r. We have
oF = (—Aa) 2" (3.3)

For later use, we record that " is a bounded function.
Lemma 3.1. ¥ € L*()

Proof. The Euler-Lagrange equation for ¥ reads —Aqy? — 2((=Aq) P )l =
bt for some p € R, which we rewrite as

O = (=0a) 7 (1 +2((=2a) W) ¥7) (3.4)
From (C2) we deduce that (—Aq) ' (z,y) < (—Ags) '(x,y) = (4n|z —y|)~'. By
Sobolev’s inequality [¢/F'|? € L3(Q), and hence by Hélder’s inequality (—Agq) tP|? €
L?(Q). Thus, f = (u+2((—A) H¥"?)) ¥F € L?(Q) and once again by Hélder’s
inequality, ¥* = (=Aq) "' f € L*(Q), as claimed. [ |

Let P = [")@P] and Q = 1 — P. We introduce the following non-negative

operators
K = 4(~20) P

P/ —1/2
) (35)

and

L =4(=0a) 29" (=00) 9" (—A0) 1 (3.6)
where 1" acts as a multiplication operator. We shall see that K = 1 — H", where H"
denotes the Hessian of F¥ () at ¢ = ¢f, introduced in ([Z.9) above.

It is easy to see that L is trace class, since (—Aq) ™21 (—Aq) ™Y/ is Hilbert-Schmidt
for any multiplication operator ¢ € L2(2). In fact, since (—Aqg)™"? < V2(—Aq +
e1) Y2 (with e; = inf spec(—Agq) > 0) and (—Aq+e1) V2(z,y) < (—Ags+er) V3 (z,y)
for any z,y € R3 by (C2)), the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies that

B0y 20 P < b [ () ak [ ra 69

k2 + €1
To show that also K is trace class, we shall first prove the following lemma, which
implies, in particular, that V,, is operator-bounded relative to —Agq if p € L*(Q).
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Lemma 3.2. With V() = —2(—Aq) Y%¢(x), we have
12 _
[Vo(=20) 7" < ol (=20) 7). (3.8)
Proof. Note that the right side is simply the square of the L*-norm of V,,. By arguing

as in (B.7) one readily checks that the desired bound even holds with the Hilbert—
Schmidt norm on the left side. |

A straightforward modification of the proof shows that V,, is actually infinitesimally
operator-bounded relative to Ag, i.e., lim, o ||V,(=Aq + k)7!| = 0. This readily
implies that (—Agq)Y Q%M(—AQ)V 2 is bounded, hence the trace class property of
K follows from the one of L.

Our main result in this section is the following.
Proposition 3.1. Assume that ¢ € L%(Q) is such that
[(=8a)™2(p =" < & (3.9)

for e >0 small enough. Then
[FP(p) = FP (") = o= "L = Klp = ¢")[ S elp = ¢"[LIp - ). (3.10)
This result implies, in particular, that 0 < K < 1. It identifies H” = 1 — K as
the Hessian of F¥(p) = e(p) + |3 at the minimizer ¢". Our assumption on the

strict positivity of the Hessian thus translates, in view of the compactness of K, to
the statement |K| < 1.

Proof. By choosing € > 0 small enough and arguing as in the proof of Lemma [3.2] we
can ensure that the family of operators —Agq + V,,(x) has a unique eigenvalue close
to e(¢”) and this eigenvalue is e(¢). The rest of the spectrum of H, is uniformly
bounded away from e(¢"). Hence we can write

(o) = T |

Cz—HspQ—m'

z dz

(3.11)

for a fixed (i.e., p-independent) contour C' that encircles e(p").

We claim that the operator Aq(z — H,r) ™! is uniformly bounded for z € C'. This
follows from the fact that the multiplication operator V_r is infinitesimally operator-
bounded relative to —Aq, as already argued after the proof of Lemma above.
Consequently,

sup ||V, _or(z — Hpe) ' < 1 (3.12)
zeC

for small ¢, by Lemma and our assumption (39). We can thus use the resolvent
identity in the form

1 Q Q
(1 %
z—H < z—HpV“D_“DP) z— H_p

® ® ®

Q ~1 p 1 ~1
+ (]l P va,gop T E(QOP) 1 VSD*AOPZ — H@P . (3.13)

p
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The first term on the right side is analytic in z for all z inside the contour C, and
hence gives zero after integration when inserted in (BII]). The second term is rank
one, and Fubini’s theorem implies that we can interchange the trace and the integral
after inserting this term in (3.11)). We thus obtain

e(p)
—1 -1
z p 1 Q p\ dz
= | — 1- _ 1- V. —.
fo z—e(p) <¢ < Vomer c pr) ( z— Hyr SOSDP) v > 2mi
(3.14)
For simplicity, let us introduce the notation
1 Q
A=V, _p— B=—"-V__r. 3.15
SDsppz—Hspp ' z— Hp ad ( )

Because of ([B.12)) these operators are smaller than 1 in norm, uniformly in z € C. We
shall use the identity

1 1 B
——=]1+A+A(A+B)+]I_B

A3 A? A B?
B : 1
T1-at1-a’T1-A1-B (3.16)
We insert the various terms into (8I4) and do the contour integration. The term 1

then yields e(o"). The term A yields

W Voarlt™ =2 | (@) (@) = pla)) da (3.17)
using ([B.3). A standard calculation shows that the term A(A + B) leads to
P Q P P P
W IwappmewPW y=—p—¢ [Klp—¢). (3.18)

Furthermore, since Q|¢P> = 0, the term B(1 — B)™! yields zero. We conclude that
FP() Fr(@") =l — @' = Kl — ")

— <¢ '7 (]1?14 ]llA]l B) ‘w>2m. (3.19)

To bound the first term on the right side of (B:EZI) note that

<w al) i (e

H Pl — A
We claim that

v,

¢P> . (3.20)

1 A
su
zeg - Hgop ]]. - A
which implies that ([B:20) is bounded, in absolute value, as

|(BDIID| <€ <¢P \V¢7¢P<_AQ)71V¢7¢P\ ¢P> = 5<90 - ¢P|L|¢ - QOP>7 (322>

(—Ag)?| <€ (3.21)

(—AQ)1/2
<
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as desired. To prove [BZI) we use the fact that|(—Ag)?(z — Hye) "' (—Agq)?| is uni-
formly bounded to reduce the problem to showing ||(—Agq) " V2A(1 — A)~H(—Ag)Y?|| <
e. Since STIA(L — A)71S = STLAS(1 — STLAS) ! with S = (—Agq)Y?, it suffices to
show that |(—Aq) Y2A(—Aq)Y?| < &, which follows from || (—Ag) Y2V, (—Agq) V2| <
IV,(=Aq) ™| and Lemma B2

For the last term in (3.19), we simply bound

(o (25 w2 Ss) 2]

< AATIOPNY200P | BY BlPYY2 9

H]I_A+1_M_B<w| WY BBl (3.23
The same bounds as above easily lead to the conclusion that also this term is bounded
by the right side of ([B:22)). This concludes the proof of Proposition Bl u

3.2. A Uniform Quadratic Lower Bound. Inequality ([BI0) gives a bound on F*
for ¢ near the minimizer . We shall also need the following rougher global bound.

Proposition 3.2. There is a constant k' > 0 such that for all ¢ € L%(9),
o)z + (oo ‘]1 — (T + %/(—An)lﬂ)_l‘ - sDP> : (3.24)
We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For v € H}(Q) with ||z = 1,
P = PP (=20 o = 67y < 5 [ [0 (ul = 67D @29

Proof. With f(x) = |¢(z)| + [¢7(x)| and g(z) = | (x)| — |¥F ()], the Schwarz in-

equality and the symmetry and positivity of the integral kernel of (—Agq)~"? imply
that
(P = [P (=20) 2 |0 = [¥F%)
- | | s 0) e ) f0)st) dody
aJa
< | | 1220w e dedy. (3.26)
aJa

For fixed x, we can use the Hardy inequality and the fact that (—Agq)~Y23(x,y) <
(—Aps)V2(z,y) = (2737 |z — y|~2 from ([C2) to obtain the bound

_ 2
| a0 wgtray < 5 | 1998 (3.27)
Q ™ Jo
Since {, f? < 4, the result follows. [

Proof of Proposition[3.4. From our assumption (7)) on the Hessian of the Pekar func-
tional £ and Lemma [3.3] it follows that

EX (W) = EX(IW]) = EX W) + K (U = [WF P (=) 2 [[0]? = [¥77)  (3.28)
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for k¥ = kmw?/8. In particular,

E, ) = EX (W) + o — (Do) 20|

> 4 1l — [P (~2a) 2 [P = [WP12) + oo — (~Ba) 21,
(3.29)

Minimizing with respect to ¢ and using (B.3)) leads to the desired lower bound. MW

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3: UPPER BOUND

In this section we construct a trial state to derive an upper bound on the polaron
ground state energy. Our trial state U will depend only on finitely many phonon
variables. More precisely, for II a finite rank projection on L%()), we can write the
Fock space F(L*(Q)) as a tensor product F(IIL*(Q2)) @ F((1 — II)L*(Q2)), and our
trial state corresponds to the vacuum vector in the second factor F((1 — IT)L*(Q2)).
The first factor F(ITL?(€2)) can naturally be identified with L?(R") corresponding to
N simple harmonic oscillators, where N = dimran II.

We find it convenient to identify a point (A1, ..., A\y) € RY with a function ¢ € ranII
via the identification

N

n=1
for some orthonormal basis {¢,} of ranII. With this identification, we can think of a
wave function ¥ e L*(Q) ® L*(RY) as a function ¥(z, @) with x € Q, ¢ € ranIl. The
function we choose is as follows:

U(z, p) = e~ o AT o) (1) (CAQ) 2 (0 — P) o) o) (4.2)

where

e ¢ > () is a small parameter that will be chosen to go to zero as o — c0.
e 0 < x <1 is asmooth cut-off function with x(¢) = 1 for t < 1/2 and x(t) =0
fort > 1
e Il is a finite rank projection on L3(€), with range containing ¢F.
e 1, is the unique non-negative, normalized ground state of H, = —Aq + V,
e K =1 — HY, explicitly given in (B.5).
On states of the type described above (corresponding to the vacuum for all modes
outside the range of II), the Hamiltonian ([21)) simply acts as H,, + N, with

al 1, o, 1

Using the eigenvalue equation H,1), = e(¢)1,, the energy of our trial state ¥ is thus
given as

(U H| W) = (¥ |e(p) + N[ ) . (4.4)
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Since W is supported on the set {||(—Aq)~Y2(¢—¢")|2 < €}, we can use Proposition B.1]
for an upper bound on e(y). This leads to

(U [H]T) < "(UT) + (TN = [f3 + (o = ¢"[L = K +eCL[p - ")[ ) (4.5)

for a suitable constant C' > 0.
Utilizing the fact that the Gaussian factor in U satisfies

N
<_414 Z 3, +{p—¢"1 - Klp— ¢P>> o—0*(p=P|(1-TIKT) 2 [o—eP)
a n
n=1

1
= 5 Tr(1 — KT o (p=eP|A-IIKID!2|o—g") (4.6)

we can integrate by parts and rewrite the right side of (4.3 as
1
(eP — 5 [1-(1- HKH)1/2]) (VW) + A+ B (4.7)
Q@

with
A= EC<\II‘<<p—<pP|L|<p—<pP>‘\II> (4.8)

and

4a4 Z f df HdA ~202(p- T | (1-TIKI)2 o)
< Jor, (x (£ (=20) (@ — D)) v @) [ (4.9)

We claim that L is bounded by (—Agq)~!. This follows immediately from the bound-
edness of ' shown in Lemma Bl Alternatively, one can use that ¢(—Aq) 1 is a

bounded operator for ¢ € L3(2) by Sobolev’s inequality. Hence we can use the rough
bound

A <N, (4.10)
Moreover, by a simple Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, B < 2(B; + Bs) with

d)\ —2a2<<p gpP|(]1 IIKII 1/2|<p gp>
4a4 fRN 1__[
N

x X (£ (=20) 2 (e = )12) Y I0nal) (4.11)

n=1

and

d)\ —2a2<<p gpP|(]1 IIKII 1/2|gp <p>
40(4 JRN ]‘_[

Z\%x “(=2a) (o — )| - (4.12)
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To bound B;, we use standard first order perturbation theory for eigenvectors to
compute

@y by (4.13)

Yy = TH, —e(p)
%)

where Q, = 1 — |¢,)(1),|. In particular,

N 2
O} 0l = ae(-80) 2, (2o ) o

where we again interpret 1, as multiplication operator on the right side. It is not
difficult to see that (—Agq)'/? Hﬁi(@) (—Agq)"? is uniformly bounded on the support of
X (compare with the proof of Proposition Bl). Using this fact and (B1), we see that

(ET4)) is uniformly bounded, independently of N. Hence By < o~ U|¥).
For Bsy, we have

N
B 2 [ [T angerse o
RN

A

an/2/m)  det(l — TIKTI)~Y (4.15)
(av2/r)

where we have used the fact that " is in the range of II. We have to compare this
with the norm of ¥, which is bounded from below by

R HCD\ ¢~ (o= | (-T2 P
RN \Se m=1

N
- (a 2/7r) det(1 — TIKT) ™ — | [T dAg e 2|0 Rm 2 oo™

Se m=1
(4.16)

where

S = {XeRY : (—2a) (e - 972 = ¢/2} . (4.17)

Since |K| < 1 by assumption, (—Aq)™! < v(1 — ILKII)¥? for some constant v > 0
independent of N. Hence we can bound the characteristic function of S. from above
by exp(—La’e?) x exp(a? (¢ — " |(1 — IIKI)"?| p — ©")). Therefore,

(|0 > <a 2/7r> det(1 — TTKTI) "/ (1 ON/2¢ 0% 2) L (418)

In particular, as long as ae > const. v/ N with a sufficiently large constant, we have

i
(U|U) = (a 2/7r> det(1 — IIKII)~Y/4, and hence
By < a e U|W). (4.19)

In summary, we have shown that

<\I/|H|\I/> 1 1/2 3 -4 _—2
W<e = 5o Tr[1 = (1 = TIKT)'?] + const. (€* + a™e™?) (4.20)



QUANTUM CORRECTIONS FOR A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON — April 10, 2020 13

as long as ae > const.v/N and ¢ is small enough. We shall choose II to be the

projection onto the span of g1, ..., gn_1, ¢, where we denote by {g;}; an orthonormal

basis of eigenfunctions of K, ordered in a way that the corresponding eigenvalues
kj = (g;|Kg;) form a decreasing sequencelj Then

N—1

Te[1 - (1 - OKIY] = )

=1

(1 (1- k;j)W) (4.21)

J

and hence

0

Tr[1 — (1 - IKI)"Y?] > Te [t — (1 - K)V?] = 3] (1 (1- k;j)m) L (4.22)
j=N

Since K < [(—Aq) 29P(=Ag)~"?)? and 9" is bounded by Lemma B, we have

k; < const. ej_z, where e; denotes the (ordered) eigenvalues of —Agq. Since  is assumed

to be a smooth and bounded domain, we have the Weyl asymptotics e; ~ j¥3 forj » 1

(see, e.g., 27, Sec. XIII.15]), which implies that

[o0]

3 <1 —(1- kj)l/z) < N3, (4.23)

j=N

In order to minimize the error term, we shall choose ¢ ~ o~ ¥ and N ~ a?¢? ~
a%1 which leads to the bound
(U[H|P) P 1 1/2 —24/11
W<6 —ETI‘[]I—(]I—K)/]—FCOHSTJ.O( / (424)
for large enough «. This concludes the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 2.3l
[ |

5. MuLTIPLE LIEB—YAMAZAKI BOUND

In [21] Lieb and Yamazaki used the fact that the interaction between the particle and
the field can be written as a commutator, together with a Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
to get a uniform lower bound on the ground state energy of H (for 2 = R3) for large a.
Their method shows that the introduction of an ultraviolet cutoff A in the interaction
affects the ground state energy at most by O(A~"2). We shall apply their method
multiple (in fact, three) times, which will allow us to conclude that the effect of the
cutoff is at most O(A~2) (up to logarithmic corrections). It will be essential to use
the Gross transformation explained in the next section, however, since we need relative
operator boundedness of the kinetic energy with respect to the full Hamiltonian, which
only holds for the transformed kinetic energy, as we shall see.

N—-1
g=1>

P

Tn case ¢ is in the span of {g;} we take II to be the projection onto the span of {g;}}_;

instead.
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Before stating the main result of this section, we shall prove the following useful
lemma. Its proof proceeds similarly to the one of Lemma 10 in [9]. For its statement,
we introduce the Coulomb norm

1/2
(1 fWrw
I£lc = (M | F dy> . (1)

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., [19, Thm. 4.3]), this norm is
dominated by the L%°(R?)-norm.

Let us introduce the notation p = —iV, = (p1, p2, p3) for the momentum operator.
We shall also use p? for the Dirichlet Laplacian —Agq on .

Lemma 5.1. Consider a function h,(-) such that k() = sup,egs |haty(y)| has finite
Coulomb norm. Then

a'(h,)a(h,) < [k[& p°N (5.2)
holds on L*(Q) ® F.

Note that the bound holds trivially with the right side replaced by |h,[|3N. The
point of Lemma [5.1] is that functions that are more singular (in the x — y variable)
can be handled, at the expense of the kinetic energy term p?.

Proof. For convenience of notation, let ¥ be a one-phonon vector; the general case
works in the same way. We need to bound
2

L L U(x,y)h(y)dy 2 dr < L L |V (z,y)|k(x —y)dy| dz. (5.3)

With ®(p, q) denoting the Fourier transform of |¥(x,y)| (regarded as a function on
R3 x R?), we have

| 1] ikt = vy ay

_ JRS JRS O(p — q,9)k(q) dg

< fRS URS @(p—q.9)*(p—q)° dq) URS |k(q)*lp — g dq) dp

< sup (J Ik(Q)Izlp—qwdq) J J |®(p, q)|*p*dqdp. (5.4)
R3 R3 JR3

p

2

dx

2

dp

The last factor is smaller than |vNy/p?¥|? (by the diamagnetic inequality). By
writing the integral in z-space, one easily checks that

sup [ )Plp ol do < k12 (55

p

hence our claim (5.2)) is proven. |

The main result of this section is the following.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that w,(-) is such that

Ay = maxsup |p;prm Ip| Cw, |2 < (5.6)
Jikl peQ
Ay = max sup Hpjpk|p|*4wm\|2 < 0 (5.7)
Bk zeQ
and
Az = max lujilc < oo (5.8)

where wk(x) = SUpyegs [P;Pk|p| Wasy (y)|. Then

a(w,) + a'(w,) < 124, (|p|* + 3p* (N + 1/(20%)))

+6 (a Ay + A;) <|p|4 + p*N + %) (5.9)
holds on L*(Q) ® F.
Proof. For any w,, we have
2. pis alpslp*wa)] = —a(wy) . (5.10)
j
Applying this three times, we also get
2 5 [ows o1 alpyprmlpl~*w)]]] = —alw,). (5.11)
Jokl

In particular, we conclude that
a(w,) + a'(w,) = Z [0, [Pe: [P @t (pipapnlpl~Cwa) — alpjprpdlpl~Cwa)]]]. (5.12)
gkl

We introduce the notation Bji = a'(pjpepi|p|Sw.) — a(p;pepi|p| ®w.), and rewrite
the triple commutator as

. s s oo Byalll = Y5 (papeln, Biwal + (B, plpim )

ol Iy
-2y (pjpkBjklpl + PlB]T-klepk> (5.13)
ol

using the invariance of Bjj; under exchange of indices.
The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies that

— pipkBjrapt — piBlapipi < Ao} + A pBly B (5.14)

for any A > 0. Moreover,
B}lejkl < (4N + 2a_2) Hpjpkpl|p|_6wx\|§ < A? (4N + 2a_2) ) (5.15)

In particular, by choosing A = 24; and summing over j, k, [, we obtain the bound

—2 Z (pjpkBjklpl +sz]T-klpjpk> < 124 (]p|* + 3p* (N + 1/(207))) . (5.16)
ikl
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We also have
Cir, = Z[pz, Bju] = a' (pjpelpl ™ wa) + a(pipelpl*ws) (5.17)
l
and
PiPkCik + Cirpipr < )\pgpi + A‘lek (5.18)
for any A > 0. Furthermore, we can bound

_ _ 2 _
C3, < 4a! (pjpilpl ™ wa)alpjprlpl " ws) + —5lIpiplp] fw, 3 (5.19)

By Lemma [5.]] the first term on the right side is bounded by 4| u /|4 p?N, and hence
C%. < 4A3p°N + 245072, The choice A = 6(A3 + a~' Ay) then leads to the bound

1
Z (pjpCir + Cirpjpk) < 6 (A3 + o' Ay) <|p|4 +p°N + 5) : (5.20)
Gk
In combination with (B.12), (B13]) and (5I6]), this concludes the proof of the lemma.
|

In the following, we shall apply this bound to the large momentum part of the
interaction, in order to quantify the effect of an ultraviolet cutoff on the ground state
energy. Because the Coulomb norm in (5.8)) estimates the off-diagonal decay, we cannot
use a sharp cutoff, however, and need to work with a smooth one instead. In fact, we
shall apply Lemma with

woy) = 2(—Do)(z,y) for () =t (1_6—%2)2 (5.21)

for some A > 0. The function z is non-negative, and behaves like t¥2A~* for ¢t « A2
Moreover, z(t) — t~'/2 falls off like t~"/2e~%/A* for ¢ » A2.

We shall show in Appendix [C] that the various norms appearing in (5.0)—(5.8) can
be bounded, up to a multiplicative constant, by the equivalent expressions for ) = R3,
which can easily be estimated using Fourier transforms. We have

4
Ipipelpl walf = Y e” (1= /) j,00pn () (5.22)

where e, and ¢, denote the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of —Agq. In particular,
from (CI3) we deduce that

A 1/2
sup max Ipiprlp) ™ wea2 < (f |k|7© (1 - e_k2/A2> dk> — const. A™¥? . (5.23)
Q D R3

Te

In the same way, we obtain the bound

sup max | p;pepy I Cw, s < A2 (5.24)

zeQ) 1k,

Moreover, in Sect. we shall show that

max |ujillc < A2 (5.25)
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We collect these results in the following corollary.

Corollary 5.1. For A > 0 let w,(-) be the function defined in (Z21). Then
a(w,) + a'(w,) < (PP + N+1)* (A2 4 o 'A7?) (5.26)

fora z 1.

6. GROSS TRANSFORMATION

In this section we shall investigate the effect of a unitary Gross transformation
[T4, 25] on the Hamiltonian ZI)). Let {f,}sea = L*(2) be a family of functions,
parametrized by x € €, such that V,f, € L?(Q) for all x € 2. We consider a unitary
transformation in L*(Q2) ® F of the form

U = a0 fo)—al(®fs) (6.1)

(This operator acts by ‘multiplication’ with respect to the x variable.) For g € L?(Q)
we have

Ua(g)U" = alg) + lfey  and  Ud'(g)U" = a'(g) + (falg) (6.2)

and hence
UNUT =N+aT(fm)+a(fx)+ Ifl3 (6.3)

Moreover, for p = —iV,,
UpU' = p+o® (a¥(pfe) + alpfa) + Re{falpfa)) - (6.4)

We shall choose f, real-valued, hence the last term vanishes. Then

UpAU" = p? + o' (d!(f,) + a(pfy)’
+ 20&2]9 ’ a’(pfx> + 2a2aT(pfx> P a2a(p2fx> + a2aT(p2fx) : (65)
For the Hamiltonian (2.1]), we thus have

UHU' = p* + a* (' (pf) + a(pf.))” + 20%p - alpf.) + 20%a' (pf.) - p
+ a(azpzf:v + fo—vg) + aT(azpzfm + fo—ve) + N+ Hmeg — 2Re (v, fz) -
(6.6)
We shall choose f, such that o?p?f, + fo» — vy = ¢a, i.e.,

-1

f )= (—a"Ba+1) (9.(y) +v.(y) VyeQ (6.7)
for some g, € L?(Q) with sup,.q ||g.|l2 < 0. The choice g, = 0 would be possible, but
it will be more convenient to choose

92(y) = £(=Dq)(w,y) for &(t) = —t7120(K — ) (6.8)
for some K > 0, where
0 fort <0
6(t) =< 1/2 fort=0 (6.9)
1 for t > 0.
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Then

l9:[5 = €2(=Aa)(z,2) (6.10)
and, since £(t)2 < t'e!"E* the fact that the heat kernel of Aq is dominated by the
one of Ags implies as in (C.2) that

) 1 617k2/K2 e
sp 901} < o7 | St ek (6.11)

For the corresponding f,, we have

fe(y) = n(=Da)(x,y) for n(t) =—
Using the fact that

t—1/29<t - K?) .

6.12
ot +1 ( )

2 3
nt)y? <a M0t - K*) <a* (t - K2) (6.13)

one obtains in a similar way as above

1 2 3 1
sup |3 = sup1*(~Bo) () < 5 j ( ) dk = oK. (6.14)
x x R3

at(2m)? k? + K? 47
Moreover,
sup [(vg|fo)] < $J (Lydk = ioﬂK—l (6.15)
e T 02(27)3 Jps \ K2 4+ K2 21
and, using (G.I3) and (C.13)),
3
sup Ipfal3 < % fRa k? <k2 EK2> dk = 67 "K', (6.16)

With the above choice of the function f, (depending on « and the parameter K)
we denote U by Uk, from now on. With the aid of the previous estimates, we
can now prove the following proposition. Its proof follows along similar lines as the
corresponding argument for Q = R? in [13].

Proposition 6.1. For any € > 0 there are K > 0 and C > 0 such that for all o = 1
and any V € L*(Q) ® F in the domain of p* + N

(L+ )@+ N)¥| + C|¥| > |Uk oHUj | = (1 &) (0 + N)¥| = C|¥]. (6.17)

We remark that due to the singular nature of v, in the interaction term, it is essential
to apply the unitary transformation Uk ,. In its absence, the bound (6.I7) fails to
hold. In other words, the domain of H does not coincide with the domain of p? + N,
but the one of U K,QHU;{A does for a suitable choice of K.

Proof. From (G.0) we see that the terms to estimate are the following:

o'l (a'(of.) + alpf.))” W] < o' sup [pfo 3| (N + o) ]

S K Y(N+a )y (6.18)
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where we used (6.16]),
| (alge) +a%(g:)) | < SUP [ 92| (VN + a=27]
SO|(N+a?)¥| + 6 1K|V| (6.19)
for any 0 > 0, using (6.11]),
?la'(pf.) - p¥| < o? sup [pfe 2| VN + a2/ p?Y|
<KV (p* + N+ a 2)y| (6.20)
and finally, the term
a®p-alpfs) = a*a(pf) - p +a(e®p f.) . (6.21)

The first term on the right side of (6.2I]) can be estimated as in (6.20) above. For the
second term, we write

(P fo)(y) = KD (y) + b (y) (6.22)
where
hD(y) = gu(y) = foly) + [(=Da) ™2 = (K% — M) 2] (2,y) (6.23)
and

hP(y) = (K* = Bg) "2 (x,y). (6.24)

The L*mnorms of g, and f, have already been bounded above, in (G.I1]) and (G.14),
respectively. To bound the third function in AY”, we use 0 < tV2 — (K2 + )~V2 <
Kt=V2(K? +t)~"/2 and find that the square of its L?-norm is bounded by

1 K? 1
dk = —K. 2
mﬂ&ww+m) In (6:25)
By using the Schwarz inequality we conclude that
Ja(hO)w | < 6|N] + 67 (1+ (Ka)™) || (6.26)

for any 6 > 0.
The last term to estimate is a(h{”)¥. Since |h{?(y)| < (K2 — Ags)~2(z,y),
Lemma [5.T] implies that

1/2
a0l < a0 ([ 2 @) VL e

The prefactor on the right side is equal to a constant times K /2. Moreover, we can

bound |[vNy/p2¥| < 2l(p* + N)¥|. In combination with (6I4) and (EI%), we hence
arrive at the desired result, with K ~ 72 and C' ~ ¢73. [ |

From Proposition we draw two important conclusions. First, the ground state
energy of H is uniformly bounded in «, for large o. Second, in any state of bounded
energy, in the sense that |[HWV| < const., both HU[TCapQUK’a\I/H and HU[TQQNUK,Q\IIH are
uniformly bounded (for suitable K independent of ). In particular, we conclude that
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in order to compute the ground state energy, it suffices to consider wave functions ¥
having this property.
We have, by a similar computation as in (6.4]),

U[T{@szK,a = (p - AK,a)2 with AK,a = 052 (aT<pfx) + CL(pfx)) (628>
and
Uk aNUk,o = N = a(fy) = a'(fo) + | fal3 - (6.29)
Since ||f;|2 is uniformly bounded, as shown in (6.I4]) above, it easily follows that
uniform boundedness of HU}QQNU koY is equivalent to the one of |NWU|.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3: LOWER BOUND

7.1. Ultraviolet Cutoff. The first step in the lower bound is to introduce an ultra-
violet cutoff in the interaction. Corollary Bl together with Proposition [6.1] will allow
us to quantify its effect on the ground state energy.

Proposition 7.1. For A > 0, let

H = —Ag — a(v®) —a'(v}) + N (7.1)
where BOAZ 4+ A
) = { e ). (7.2
Then

inf spec H — inf spec H*
> —A P2 A) — oA (In AP — o 2A T (In A) Y2 (7.3)
foraz1land A= 1.

In order for the error introduced in (Z3)) to be negligible compared to a2, it is

sufficient to choose A ~ o with xk > 4/5.

Proof. Step 1. Recall that v,(y) = (—=Aq) " "?(x,y). We pick some 0 < A’ < A and
decompose v, as v,(y) = u? (y) + w,(y) where w, is defined as in ([5.2I)) above, but

xT

with A replaced by A’. T.e.,

2 2
wy(y) = 2(—=Ag)(z,y) for =z(t) =t Y2 (1 — e HA ) . (7.4)
Corollary .1l states that
a(w,) +a'(w,) € (p° + N+ 1)2 (A/_E’/2 + a_lA'_3/2) (7.5)

for « 2 1. We now apply the unitary Gross transformation (G.I)), with f, given in
(612)), and K chosen such that Proposition holds for some fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, say
e = 1/2. We have

U}L{,aa(wx)UK,a = a’(wx) + <wx|fx> (76)
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and
sup [(wg|fod| < a 2N (7.7)

e

which can easily be seen by noting that (w,|f.> = (z2n)(—Aq)(z,z) (with z and 7
defined in (74) and (GI2), respectively) and using that |z(t)n(t)] < o 2(t + A?)72,
proceeding as in ([C.2) to bound the expression in terms of the one for Q = R3.
Proposition thus implies that

a(w,) + a'(w,) < (H+ C)? (N2 + a7 N2 + o720 (7.8)

for a suitable constant C' > 0 (independent of « for ae = 1).

For computing the ground state energy, it is clearly sufficient to consider wave
functions in the spectral subspace of H corresponding to |H| < C for a suitable constant
C. We thus conclude that

inf spec H > inf spec HY — const. (A5 + o "N 32 4 o207 (7.9)
where HY' is obtained from H by replacing v, with ud = v, —w,, ie.,

ul (y) = (—Aq) (1 - (1 - eAQ/A'2>2> (z,y). (7.10)

Step 2. We shall now further truncate u?', and replace it by

) B(A2 + Ag) 2
Ay IWTHR0) (o (0 Ag/a
nW=""zm (1-e2)7) (w,0). (7.11)
With the aid of (C.A), one checks that
sup [ul — 023 < Aem WA (7.12)
zef)

and hence, using the fact that v/N is uniformly bounded for states with bounded en-
ergy, the error for introducing this additional cutoff is at most of order AY2 e=(A/A)?/2,

Step 3. Finally, we want to further simplify ¢ and replace it by v in ([Z.2). We
claim that the ground state energy can only decrease under this replacement. This is
the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let {;}., be a set of orthonormal functions in L*(Q), and let

N
ua(y) = Y Nei(@)ei(y) for \;=0,1<j<N. (7.13)
j=1
Then
(M, ..., Ay) = inf spec [—Aq — a(u,) — a'(u,) + N| (7.14)

is decreasing in each \;.
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Proof. We shall use a Perron-Frobenius type argument. Let ¥ € L?(Q) ® F be
given by {¢o(x), ¥1(x,y1), Yoz, y1,92), ...} . We extend {gpj ", to an orthonormal
basis {¢;}jen of L?(Q), and define af _; (x) by the expansion ¢y (z,y1,...,yn) =

D @ ()i (Y1) - @i, (Yn). Then

.....

(U] = Ag + N¥) = Z (J V.al :£|2d9:+nL|a“ _____ ()] d:)s) (7.15)

n=0141,...,

and

(Ula(u,) + al(u,)|¥) = 2 Z by Z vn+1 Z %L al i (x)altl . (x)p;(x) do.

2

.....

j=1  n>0 i1 ein

(7.16)
By multiplying the functions aj, ; with an appropriate phase factor, we can make

sure that
L ap (:L’)aZ““](:c)goj(:c) dr >0 (7.17)

.....

forallm > 0,1 < j < N and all 7y,...,4,, and this can clearly only decrease the
energy. When computing the ground state energy, it suffices to consider Ws with such
property, in which case the energy is clearly monotone decreasing in all the A;. [ |

As a consequence, the ground state energy with interaction o2 is bounded below by
the one with interaction v2. In particular, we have thus shown that

inf spec H > inf spec H* — const. (A'*‘r’/2 +a AT a2 4 Al/ze’(A/A/)2/2>
(7.18)
and this holds for all @ = 1 and A’ = 1. The choice A’ = A(6In A)~"? yields (Z3). ™

7.2. Final Lower Bound. The starting point of the proof of the lower bound is
Proposition [T, which quantifies the error in replacing H by H* in (Z.I]) for computing
the ground state energy. We are thus left with giving a lower bound on inf spec H”.

We choose, for simplicity, A in such a way that A? is not an eigenvalue of —Agq. Let
IT denote the projection

IM=60(A*+Aq) and N =dimranlI. (7.19)
For later purposes we note that one has the Weyl asymptotics
N ~ (27)73|QIA? as A — (7.20)

(see, e.g., [27, Sec. XIII.15]). If e, and ¢, respectively, denote the eigenvalues and
(real-valued) eigenfunctions of —Aq, then

|
nzl\/a

has finite rank. The Fock space F(L?*(f2)) naturally factors into a tensor product
FIILA(Q)) @ F((1 — II)L*(Q)), and H* is of the form A ® 1 + 1 ® N>, where A

vMy) =

©n(2)pn(y) (7.21)
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acts on L*(Q) ® F(IIL*(Q2)) and N> = > _\ a'(p,)a(p,) is the number operator on
F((1 =) L%(Q)). In particular, inf spec H* = inf spec A.

As in Section ] (where a different basis was used, however), we identify F(ITL?*(2))
with L2(R%) via the representation

N
o =Tp = > Ao, (7.22)
n=1
thus identifying a function ¢ € ranIl with a point (A\y,...,A\y) € RY. In this repre-
sentation, we have

A=—Ag+V,( 2 ( 0% AL — %) (7.23)

on L*(Q) ® L*(RY). For a lower bound, we can replace —Aq + V,,(z) by the infimum
of its spectrum, for any fixed ¢ € ranIl. In particular, we have

inf spec H* > inf spec K (7.24)
where K is the operator on L*(RY)
b S N P

with F¥ defined in (Z8)). Here .7-"P(<p) is a function of (A, ..., A\y) via the identification
@22).

We now introduce an IMS type localization. Let x : Ry — [0, 1] be a smooth
function with x(t) = 1 for t < 1/2, x(t) = 0 for t = 1. Let ¢ > 0, and let j; and j,
denote the multiplication operators in L?(RY)

Ju=xE(=2a) (o= ¢")2), 2 = \/1 — x(e7(=Aa)72 (0 — ¢")[2)* . (7.26)

Then clearly j2 + j2 = 1 and

K= 1Kj + j2Kj2 — E (7.27)

where E is the IMS localization error
1 X

Y Z (1ox, 511 + |0x,21%) - (7.28)
=1

It is easy to see that that E < a~*72, independently of N. In particular, the local-

ization error is negligible if £ » a1

On the support of j;, we can use the bound [BI0) on F¥. This gives

71Kj1 = ji inf spec ( 1o Z w5t (p—¢[1—K-eCLlp - 90P>)
(7.29)
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for C a positive constant. Now ¢ will not necessarily be in the range of II. However,
since 1 — K —eC'L is positive for ¢ small enough, we can replace ' by its closest point
(in the norm defined via 1 — K — eC'L) in the range of II for a lower bound. That is,

(p—¢"[1 =K —eCLlp— ") 2o —y[lI(1 — K —eCL)|p — y) (7.30)

where y = (II(1 — K —eCL)IT)'I(1 — K —eCL)p". The shift by y can be removed
by a unitary transformation, without affecting the ground state energy. Hence

o2

. 1 & N
71K, = j; inf spec (ep ~ 4od Z o 502 T (p|II(1 — K — 5C’L)H|g0>)
n=1

1
_ lep — 5 T (]1 V1 H(K + EC’L)H)] . (7.31)
o
This is of the correct form if N — o0 and ¢ — 0 as a — 0.
On the support of j,, we use the bound ([3.24)) instead. We have, for any n > 0,

P 1 N

§2Kja = 73 inf spec (e — 2

b N
Aot Lan=1 0 T 902 T4
+ <s0 — " )]1 — (1 + K (~Ag)?) " - n(—AQ)‘l) @ — ¢P>>

(7.32)

where we have used the fact that |(—Aq)~Y2(¢ — ¢)|2 = /2 on the support of jy.
We choose 1 independent of v (and hence also independent of A and ) and small
enough such that the operator in the last line is positive. Proceeding as in the case of
71 above, we obtain

J2Kje = j5 (e + ZE by TrII l]l — \/]1 — (1 + K (=Ag)V2)" —n(=Ag)!
(7.33)

From the Weyl asymptotics (Z20) one checks that the trace diverges like N3 ~ AZ
for large A. Hence if we choose Aa~! < const. ¢ with a sufficiently small constant, the
term in parenthesis in (7.33) is actually larger than . Since we will choose A ~ a*
with x > 4/5, this is compatible with the condition ¢ « 1 as long as k < 1.

We thus conclude that if Aa~! < const. ¢ and ¢ is small enough, we have the bound

1
infspecK > e” — — Tr (]l — /1 -T(K + 5C’L)H> — const. a2, (7.34)

202
For a lower bound, we can further drop the II's in the second term on the right side,
and replace them by 1. Note that |K + eCL| < v < 1 for small enough ¢, and the
function f(t) = 1 —+/1 —t is Lipschitz continuous and convex on [0,r]. We utilize
the following simple lemma.
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Lemma 7.2. For v > 0, let f : [0,v] — R be a Lipschitz-continuous and convex
function with f(0) = 0, and let A, B be non-negative trace-class operators with A+ B <
v. Then

Trf(A+B)<Trf(A)+C;Tr B (7.35)

where Cy denotes the Lipschitz constant of f.

Proof. With {g;} a basis of eigenvectors of A + B, we have

Tr f(A+ B) = Y f(gi| A + Blg;») < ) f(g;lAlg») + Cp ) Lg;|Blgy . (7.36)
J J J
The convexity of f implies that f({g;|Alg;)) < {gj|f(A)|g;), which yields the desired
result. |
Lemma readily implies that
Tr(1-+vV1-K-eCL)<Tr(1-+1—-K)+const.e Tr L. (7.37)
We thus have

inf spec K > e — QT; Tr (1 —v1— K) —const. (a e +a %) . (7.38)

In combination with (T3]) and (Z24]), this is our final lower bound.
To minimize the error terms in (Z3)) and (Z38)), we shall choose ¢ ~ a~¥7(In a)%/!*
and A ~ a%7(In ). This yields

1
inf spec H > e — 502 Tr (1 — V1 — K) — const. a /" (In a)*/** (7.39)
Q@
for a = 1, and thus completes the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 2.3 [ |

APPENDIX A. EQUIVALENT FORMULATION OF ASSUMPTION

In this appendix we shall explain how Assumption [ can be verified via a spectral
analysis of the Hessian of £F at its minimizer 1" > 0, which is assumed to be unique.
We partly follow ideas in [7, Sec. 2].

The Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimizer is

— D" =2 ((—Da) M Y]?) @ = " (A1)
The relevant Hessian ZF is defined via
PN o L (op P* + et P
i =i (& (i) ) (A2

for real-valued v € H}(Q), and equals
7% = —Ag = 2(=La) Y P —4X — p
4 || @R 0) @) ) dady 100"

QOxQ

+4 (W ((—2) 9" ?) ¥°| + hee.) (A.3)
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where X is the operator with integral kernel

X(x,y) =" (@) (=Da) " (2, 9)0" ().
There is also another Hessian defined for purely imaginary perturbations of 9", but
it is trivially given by the linear operator defined by the equation ([A.I]) and plays no
role here.
Note that ZFyY = 0. We now show that if ¢" spans the kernel of Z¥, then
Assumption 2 holds.

Lemma A.l. If ker Z¥ = span{y)"} then there exists a k > 0 such that for all
0< e H(Q) with ]2 = 1 we have

EX (W) = EX (W) + kv — ¥ i g - (A.4)

Proof. Step 1. We first show that there are ¢ > 0 and x > 0 such that (A4)) holds for
all 0 < ¢ € HJ(Q) with [¢], = 1 and [¢ — 7| < ¢ We set § = ¢ — ¢F and
expand

EP(UF + 6) = EF(UF) + 21 f P (2)8() de

[ 19s@R a2 [[ 0@ (-80) " . 0)3(0) de dy - 461X15)
QxQ
+O([0]7) - (A.5)
The assumption |1 = 1 implies that
2 [ 0" (@) do = {315, (A)
and therefore, using this identity multiple times,
EV(WT +0) = EXWT) + (8|1 27|6) + O] 3) - (A.7)

The operator Z' has discrete spectrum, and hence our assumption on the simplicity
of the kernel implies that for some x > 0

2
(512716 > K6 — (WP ISP = (mr% - ( i wpa) ) — 83 (1 - 471)3]2) -

(A.8)
On the other hand, it is easy to see that for some C' > 0

7" > —(1/2)Aq - C.. (A.9)
Taking a mean of the previous two inequalities we obtain for any 0 < 0 < 1,
(8]Z716) = (0/2) Ve[ + (1 = 0)x — CO)|3]3 — 47 (1 — 0)]d]5. (A.10)
In particular, for = k/(C' + k + 1/2) we have

R

LAY T 20+ 1
20 + 2Kk + 1 )

2
20 + 2k +1H 2

(6|1 ZF|6) = (A.11)
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Inserting this into the above inequality, we obtain
K
EV(WT +0) = ET(WT) + m\w“%{l(m + O(|0]31(q)) - (A.12)

which clearly implies the assertion in Step 1.

Step 2. We now prove the full statement of the lemma. We argue by contradiction.
If there were no such x, we could find a sequence 0 < v, € H} () with [[1b,[ls = 1 such
that

EX(Wn) < EV(W) + 07 v — ¥ i o) - (A.13)
Using (C2)), Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev, Hélder and Sobolev we bound

|[ w20 @ vy < f“ " dwdy 5 02

QxQ
< [Wlslvl3 < HVszWH% (A.14)

This implies E¥ (1) = (1/2)| V|3 — C|v|$ for all ¢ € HE (). Combining this inequal-
ity with the upper bound [AI3) on £F(v),) we easily infer that (1,) is bounded in
H{(2) and hence that |, — 7| 1) is bounded. Thus, (AI3) implies that (¢,,) is
a minimizing sequence for Y. Therefore, by a simple compactness argument, after
passing to a subsequence, v, converges in H' to a minimizer. Since v, > 0, our
assumed uniqueness of the minimizer implies that 1, — ?. Thus, for all sufficiently

large n, |1, — % ||y < ¢, where ¢ is the constant from Step 1. Therefore the in-
equality from Step 1 is apphcable, but this bound contradicts (AI3]) for large n. This
completes the proof. [ |

APPENDIX B. BOUNDS ON SOLUTIONS OF POISSON’S EQUATION

We consider solutions u of the equation —Au = f in an open set Q < R? with
boundary conditions v = 0 on d€2. We are interested in bounds on derivatives of u in
terms of derivatives of f, uniformly on small balls, possibly intersecting the boundary
of 2. While we use these bounds only for d = 3, it requires no extra effort to prove
them in arbitrary dimension d > 2

B.1. Statement of the Inequality. Let £ € N and 0 € (0,1). We say that an open
set O < R? is a C*9 set if there are constants 7o > 0 and M < oo such that for
any x € 00 there is a function I' : {y/ € R*™! : || < ry} — R satisfying I'(0) = 0,
VI'(0) = 0 and

ko146 0T (y') — " (2))

sup |7T(y)| + 78 sup
/| <ro 1=/ <ro ly' = 2°

j—1

<M  (B.1)

<.
Nagls
o

such that, after a translation and a rotation (which maps x to 0 and the exterior unit
normal at z to (0,...,0,—1), and is denoted by 7),

T (0 Byy(2)) = {(y,ya) e R xR Y| <70, ya>T(y)} 0 By(0).  (B.2)
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Here and below we use the notation [0*f(z)| = (X5, 07 f(2)[*)/* and similarly
0% F(x) = *F W] = (Zygy-i 107F (2) = 7 ()2, with 0% = o - & for § & NG,
and |3 = Z;.lzlﬁj. The above definition of a C*° set is standard (see, e.g., [12]
Sec. 6.2]), except possibly for the choice of the ry dependence in (B.I). Our choice
ensures scale invariance in the sense that if ) is scaled by a factor A, ro gets multiplied
by A while M stays the same.

Theorem B.1. Let ke N, 0 <6 <1, Ry > 0 and Q = R? be an open C*? set. Then
we have, for all a € Q and all R < Ry, if k =1

1
Z sup  |¢7ul + R*° sup [Oulz) = ouly) < sup |ul+R® sup  |f]

: BR(a ﬁQ :c,yeBR(a)mQ |x - y|6 BQR(a)ﬂQ BQR(a)ﬂQ

(B.3)
and if k= 2

k

Z R sup |07ul + R* sup [0 u() 6u(y)|

j=0 Br(a)nQ z,yeBRr(a)nQ2 |LL’ - y|

k-2 Nk—2 Nk—2
< sup |u| + Z Ri+2 sup |ag | + RF+0 sup |(/ f( ) (/5 f(y)| .
Bagr(a)nQ =0 Bar(a)nQ z,y€Bag(a)n§2 |LE - y|

(B.4)

The constants in these bounds depend only on d, k, 6, M and Ry/ro.

Dropping the Holder semi-norm on the left side and estimating it on the right side
in terms of one higher derivative, we obtain

Corollary B.1. Let ke N, 0 <6 <1, Ry > 0 and Q < R? be an open C*° set. Then
we have for all a € Q and all R < Ry,

k k=1
Z sup |7u| < sup  Jul + 2 R*2 sup |7 f]. (B.5)
j=0 Bagr(a)nQ j=0 Bagr(a)nQ

The constants in these bounds depend only on d, k, 6, M and Ry/ro.

B.2. Local Estimates. The more difficult assertion in Theorem [B.1lis for balls such
that Bog(a) n 02 # J. The strategy in this case will be to flatten the boundary,
but this results in a second order elliptic equation with variable coefficients. In this
subsection we state and prove bounds on solutions of such equations for domains with
a flat boundary portion.

Let 2 ¢ Rﬂlr := R4 x (0,0) be an open set with an open boundary portion 7" on
OR?. We emphasize explicitly that the case T' = ¢J is allowed. For z,y €  we write,
following [12], Sect. 4.4],

d, = dist(z, 6N\T), dy,y = min{d,,d,}, (B.6)
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and introduce the norms

|U|k QUT * Zsupd |é’] )| (B.7)

] O.CEE

and

o —k+oto |OFu(x) — Fuly
0 = Zsupd @u(e)| + sup a1 ule) = Culy)l

—( ©€Q zyeQ |z —yl°

(B.8)

One readily checks that these norms satisfy | f g| kgg ) < (muT| g|§f§QuT as well as

o 1
|0f|k(muT < |f|,(€Jrl 5.0uT and |f|k69uT < |f|kJrl 5.0uT with implicit constants depend-
ing only on d, k, 0 and o.

The following two lemmas are the main technical ingredients in the proof of Theo-

rem [B.1]

Lemma B.1. Let 0 < § <1 and Q) ¢ ]R‘fr be an open set with a boundary portion T
on ORZ. Let

Lu=f+V-g in §2 and  u=0 onT, (B.9)

where

d
— ] Ortpsls. (B.10)
r,s=1
Then
1

[l aur < lulbaor + [ fl5aor + 9l6aaur (B.11)

with the implicit constant depending only on d, §, X\ and A, where
d

0
D anslhaor < A (B.12)

r,s=1

and A > 0 is a uniform lower bound on the lowest eigenvalue of the symmetric matriz
defined by a, 5.

For us the bound with g = 0 suffices, but g appears naturally in the proof.

Proof. A similar, but less precise bound appears in [12], Corollary 8.36]. Since its proof
is sketched only very briefly, we provide some more details. The starting point is [12),
(4.46)], which proves the lemma in the case L = —A and Q = Bg(zo) n R% with
zo € RY. By the same argument as in the proof of [I2, Theorem 4.12] (which is not
given, but which is similar to the proof of [I12] Theorem 4.8]), this bound leads to
Lemma Bl for L = —A, but for general Q. Using a simple change of variables as in
the proof of [I2, Lemma 6.1] we obtain the lemma for L = —V - AV with a constant
matrix A again for a general €). Finally, using the perturbation argument as in the
proof of [I2] Lemma 6.4] (which again is not given, but which is similar to the proof
of [I2, Theorem 6.2]) we obtain the lemma. |
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Lemma B.2. Let k > 2,0 < § <1 and Q = R% be an open set with a boundary
portion T on IRZ. Let

Lu=f in and u=20 onT, (B.13)
where
d d
L==) .00+ ) bo,. (B.14)
r,s=1 r=1
Then
0 0 2
[uliaur < [ulShor + s 500 (B.15)

with the implicit constant depending only on d, k, 6, A and A, where

d d
0 1
Yolansli s saor + 2 bl s s0ur <A (B.16)
r=1

r,s=1

and XA > 0 is a uniform lower bound on the lowest eigenvalue of the symmetric matriz
defined by a,.s.

Proof. Lemma with k = 2 coincides with [I2, Lemma 6.4]. Estimates similar to,
but less precise than our statement for k > 3 are stated as [I2, Problem 6.2], but
without any details.

We shall show that for any integer £ > 2 and any o > 0,

o o o+2
ul ) oz < [ulSaor + 11 aur (B.17)

where the implicit constant depends only on d, k, §, o, A and A. We will prove this
by induction on k.

First, let & = 2. For o = 0 the claimed inequality is [I2] Lemma 6.4] (whose proof
is not given, but which is similar to the proof of [12, Theorem 6.2]). The proof for
o > 0 follows by the same argument.

Now let k£ > 3 and o > 0. We assume the inequality has already been shown for all
smaller values of k and for all values of . For 1 < j < d — 1 the function v = J;u
satisfies

Lv=f in and v=0 onT, (B.18)
where
B d d
F=0if+ ) (0ar)0:0u— Y (3;b)0u. (B.19)

r,s=1 r=1



QUANTUM CORRECTIONS FOR A STRONGLY COUPLED POLARON — April 10, 2020 31

Therefore, by the induction assumption (B.I7) with o replaced by o + 1,

(o+1)
| |k IJQUT
(o+1) (o+3)
|U|oUQuT + |f|ka 3,6,0UT

(o+1) o+3) (o+3) o+3)
< [dju |05UT+|3f|1(fJ§muT+Z| 0jay,s) aau|k§69uT+Z| (0;br au|l(c§69uT

7,8

+1) +3) +2)
< [dju |OUQUT +10; f|1(:3muT+2|a @rs|k 36QUT|0 st l(fo3éﬂuT

7,8

+1)
+Z|& 12 |k 3.6.00T|0r u|ko36QuT

+2) 0 ()
< Ju |1 aur t |f|k0 25,00T T Z |a7‘8|k 2 6QuT|u|k 1500 T Z |b7‘|k—2,6,QuT|u|kU—2,6,QuT

8

o 2 o
<A gor + 1l saur (B.20)

where we have used the properties of the norms discussed after Eq. (B.8). Bounding
the last term on the right side using the induction assumption with o, we finally obtain

o 1 o 2 . .
ol oo < lulyaor + I s ifi=1,...,d—1. (B.21)

On the other hand, we have

1
Gu=— 1= > afdu+ ) bou—f (B.22)

QAqd

(r,s)#(d,d) r
and therefore
(042) (04+2)
|8d k— 2muT |ad1|k 2,6,QuT 2 |a?“8|k 26QUT|a au|k 2muT

(r,s)#(d,d)

o+1) o+2)
+Z|b |k 2.6.00T|Or U|k 269UT+ |f|,(€ +26§2uT> . (B.23)

Our assumptions imply that |a;d1|k0_27 s.our 1s bounded in terms of A and A. Moreover,
|0y |k045169UT is bounded above for any 1 < r < d by |u|,(:)1757m)T7 which by the

induction hypothesis (B.I7) is bounded by |u|0 oor +|f |,(f§25 aur- We thus conclude
that

(04+2) (U+2 (oc+1) (0+2)
|8d k— 2JQUT§ Z |OrOsul 25QUT+Z|8 u|k 2JQUT+|f|k 2muT
(rs)#(dd)

o+1) o+2)
S 2 |0 “|1(g JrléQuT + |f|k ZéﬁuT (B.24)

Combining this with (B.2I]) we obtain the claimed estimate on |u|§f§QuT This com-
pletes the proof of Lemma [B.2 [ |
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B.3. Proof of Theorem [B.1l We first assume that dist(a, 0€2) = 2R. In this case
Bor(a) <  and we can apply Lemmas[B.Iland B2 with L = —A, T' = ¢ and Byg(a)
playing the role of €. Since

@ _x o3 krorePu(z) = Fuly)|
ulhg <) sup (2R)FPu(x)| +  sup  (2R)FFOHT . (B.25)
w =0 zeBaR(a) x,y€Bar(a) |$ - y|
(and similarly with u replaced by f) and
k , , k _ ok
u (o) > sup R]+0 ulz)] + sup Rk+5+o|0 U(SL’) ¢ u<y>| 7 B.26
k,0,Q2 5
T eeBr( +yeBr(a) |z -y

we immediately obtain the bound in this case. (Of course, in order to prove the bounds
much simpler versions of Lemmas [B.J] and [B.2] would suffice.)
Now assume that dist(a, 0€2) < 2R. We set

{(2M)1/5r0 if k=1,
-

B.27
(QM)_l’T’Q 1fk’>2 ( )

Without loss of generality we assume M > %, hence r; < ry. We will first assume that
R < r1/4, which implies that if p € 0Q is chosen with |p — a| = dist(a, 092), then

Bag(a) nQ < By (p) n Q2. (B.28)

(Indeed, if |y —a| < 2R, then |y —p| < |y —a| + |a —p| < 2R + dist(a, 0Q) < 4R < 1ry.)
Therefore, we can work in the boundary coordinates from the definition of a C*?°
domain centered at the point p. After a translation and a rotation we may assume
that p = 0 and that there is a function T': {y/ e R¥!: |/| < ro} — R with T'(0) = 0,
VI'(0) = 0 and

QN B, 0)={,ya) eR"' xR : || <709, ya>T(y)} N Byy(0). (B.29)
We introduce the change of variables ® : Q N B, (0) — R%,
p(y) =ym ifl<m<d—1,  Py(y) =va—T(y). (B.30)

The following lemma shows that decreasing o to r; ensures that ® is bi-Lipschitz.

Lemma B.3. Forx,y e Qn B, (0), we have
Sl =yl <1®(x) 2] < S~y (B.31)
Proof. For z,y € Q n B,,(0) we have by the triangle inequality
|@(2) — (y)| — [z —yl| < I'(2") = T'(¥)]. (B.32)
In order to further bound this, we write, using VI'(0) = 0,

L) -T@) = L (@' =) - (VI(y' + t(a" —y')) — VI(0)) dt. (B.33)
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When k£ = 1, we obtain

1
D) =T < Mro5f0 o = y/[ly’ + t(a’ =y dt < Mrg? max{|a’|, [y/]}’]a" = 3/] .

(B.34)
For |2'|,|y/| < r1 = (2M)~Yry, this is < |2/ — 3/|/2. The argument for k > 2 is
similar. |

Let Q = ®(Byr(a) n Q). This is an open set in R? with a boundary portion
T = ®(Bsg(a) n 02) on dRY. For a function g on Bag(a) n Q we define a function §
on ) by

g(z) = g(®~ (). (B.35)
We claim that

k

, o* —oF

](C;Q Z R* sup |dg| + R*OY7 sup g (x) 6g(y)| (B.36)
j=0 Bagr(a)nQ z,y€Bag(a)n§2 |$ - ?/|

with an implicit constant depending only on d, k, § and M. Indeed, by Lemma [B.3]

for € Bagr(a) n €,

dist(®(x), 6O\T) < gdist(x, O(Bon(a) n Q)\(Bon(a) n 00)) <3R.  (B.37)

Moreover, for j < d—1, we have 0;G = 0,9 + 0agd;I', and 0,4G = 0qg. Since |0,;I'| < M
we see that |0g| < [0g|. When computing a second derivative, also a term like dyg0;0;,I"
appears. Bounding |0;0,'| < Mry! and R < 1o, we obtain |0%§| < |0%g| + R™*|dg|.
The arguments for higher derivatives and for the Holder term are similar.

After these preliminaries we now return to our differential equation. We have
—Au = fin QN Bog(a) and u = 0 on 0 N Byg(a). Therefore the functions

() = w(@®(x),  fz) = f(@(2)) (B.38)
satisfy
Li=f inQ and a=0 onT (B.39)
with the operator
d
L=-) da.ds, (B.40)
r,s=1
where
Or.s ifr,s<d-—1.
1 ? ifr=s=d
Qp s = N (v ) s ° ’ (B41)
’ -0, ifr<d=s,
—0,I ifs<d=r.

A straightforward computation shows that the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix
defined by a,, is given by 1 + $((VI)? — 4/(VI)* + 4(VD)?). The function ¢ —
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1+ $(t — V12 + 4t) is positive for ¢ > 0 and strictly decreasing to 0 as t — o0. There-

fore, since |VI'| < M by our definition of C*? smoothness, we see that the lowest

eigenvalue is uniformly bounded below by some A > 0 depending only on M.
Moreover, using the definition of a C*°-set and the fact that R < ry, we deduce

from (B.36) that
Z |a”|k 1L6,QuT <A (B.42)

7,8

with A depending only on d, k, 6 and M. Similarly, for

d )
0 ifr<d-1,
b, = — ) 0Osas = B.43
SZI {AF ifr=d, ( )
and k£ > 2, we have
2ol saon <A (B.44)
From Lemmas [B.1] and [B.2] we conclude that
11 ifk=1,
HUH o Sl 1% or T { OQUT . (B.45)
6QT OQT Hf“k 259T lfk‘ZQ.

According to (B.3d), the right side of (B.45]) can be further bounded by a constant
(depending only on d, k, § and M) times

R* sup |f] ifk=1,
Bap(a)n$
sup |u|+ ) —2 £ () ok— .
BQR(a)mQ| | Zk 2Ry+2 sup |07 f| + RE+S sup |ok Qf(‘x), 6"; WO Y k>2.
Bar(a)nQ2 o,yeBap(a)nQ Y
(B.46)

We claim that the left side of (B.43]) is bounded from below by a constant (depending
only on d, k, 6 and M) times

Fu(x) — Fu(y
p ey 0
_ mQ z,y€BR(a)nQ2 Yy

Mw

(B.47)

The proof of the latter fact is similar to that of (B.36). Namely, for z € Br(a) n Q,
one has
1

dist(®(z), 0Q\T) = %dist(x, 0(Bar(a) n Q)\(Bagr(a) n 09Q)) = §R. (B.48)

Moreover, factors of derivatives of I', which appear when computing derivatives of u
in terms of derivatives of @, are handled as in the proof of (B.3@l). This completes the
proof of the theorem in case Ry < r1/4 with r; defined in (B.27).

The case of larger Ry is readily reduced to the previous case by covering the ball
Bpr(a) with finitely many smaller balls of size /4. As long as Ry/ro is bounded, this
only modifies the constants in the bounds. [ |
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APPENDIX C. BoOoUNDS ON THE KERNEL OF FUNCTIONS OF THE DIRICHLET
LAPLACIAN

In this appendix we will use the bounds in Appendix [Bl specifically Corollary [B.1],
to obtain estimates on derivatives of the integral kernel of various functions of the
Dirichlet Laplacian Aq for Q < R?. We work in arbitrary dimension d > 1

C.1. Simple Bounds. We recall [4, Eq. (1.9.1)] that for any z,y € €, one has
0 < e (z,y) < ePri(z,y) = (4rt)~Y2e @040 (C.1)

Therefore, by Bernstein’s theorem we infer that for any completely monotone function
f on [0,00), we have

dk

0< f(=da)(e,y) < f(=dmw)@y) = | fR)H Vo

(C.2)

This bound is used in the main text multiple times, for instance with f(t) = t~te ¥/ ’

and f(t) = (t + K*)3

To motivate the following, we shall first derive a more general but slightly worse
bound on the diagonal x = y, assuming only that f is non-increasing. Assuming
that  is bounded (or more generally that the spectrum of —Ag is discrete) we shall
denote the eigenvalues of —Agq (in increasing order and repeated according to their
multiplicities) by e,, and the corresponding eigenfunctions by ¢,,. According to (CII)
we have for any K > 0

D Jen(@)? < etz z) < e (4mt) U2 (C.3)

en<K?2

Optimizing in t yields

D Jen(@)? < (%)d/2 K= (%)dﬂr(l +d/2)£k|<K} (2d:)d. (C.4)

EnSKz

Any non-increasing function f with lim; ., f(¢) = 0 can be written as a superposition

of characteristic functions as f(t) = — So X{i<s} f'(s) ds, and hence
2¢\ ¥* dk
D fenlen(@)]® = f(=Aa)(w,2) < (=) TO+d/2) | f(H)5=7  (C5)
" d Rd (27T)

for non-increasing functions.

C.2. Bounds on the Diagonal. We now use the same method to derive bounds on
> F(en)|0°pn(x)]?. To do so we shall use Corollary [B] to prove the following.

Lemma C.1. Assume that Q < R? is a bounded, open C*° set for some k = 1 and
0<0<1,andlet Ry > 0. For any bounded function g : R, — R of compact support,
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any B € Nd with |3] < k and any R € (0, Ry),

18|

RS gl Pl €3 o Sgleaf (e @) (C6)

j=0% 'eBr(z)n
for all x € €.

Proof. We proceed by induction in |3]. For |3] = 0, (C.6) obviously holds. Assume
now |3| = 1. Pick a ¢ € L*(Q), and let u = g(—Aq)1. From Corollary [B.], we obtain
for any x € ()

R¥NPu(z)] < sup |u(z))| + Z R sup  [0®Aqu(a’)] . (C.7)
Br(z)nQ o [l <8 Br(z)nQ
Now
1/2
Ju(a’)] = |g(=Aa)e ()] = 3] g(en){onlt)pn(a)| < (Zg(en)2|¢n(ﬂf/)|2> [¥]l2

! ' (C.8)

and similarly

1/2

|0 Aqu(a’)] < (Zg(en)%iw%n(x’ﬂ?) |42 (C.9)

By combining (C.7)—(C9) and using the induction hypotheses for a with |o| < |3],
we therefore obtain the bound

£
R g(=Do)i(@)]* < [0]5 )] sup Zg (en)*(R?en)” lon(a")? (C.10)

j= 0 B2r(z)nQ

valid for all ¥ € L*(€2). Since

sup [115%10%(~ A0y (0)

= > 9(e)*|0%pu(@) ) (C.11)

n

the result follows. [ |

We apply (C.6) with g the characteristic function of {¢ < K?} for some K > 0,
R =K 'and Ry = e; />, This yields

Do) < K sup ) ()] < K (C.12)

en<K?2 Br-1(2)nQ g2
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where we have used (C.A]) in the last step. More generally, we obtain for any non-
increasing function f with lim,_,., t¥/2*1% f(t) = 0 that

St == [ 3 10 (E) e

en<E

<- f " B () dE
0

o0

= const. f BB f(BYdE

0
dk

= const. | KPF(E?) . C.13
const. | | () 5 (€13

The validity of (C.I2)) is shown in [I6, Thm. 17.5.3] if Q has C* boundary. Following
the proof there (which is based on regularity theory in L?-based Sobolev spaces) one
sees that a certain finite number of derivatives is actually sufficient, but the result is

not as precise as ours, which only requires C!°® regularity of the boundary.

C.3. Offdiagonal Bounds. In this section we shall derive a bound on the derivatives

of the kernel of certain functions of the Dirichlet Laplacian, valid even away from the

diagonal. These bounds are much less general than the ones in the previous two

subsections, however. For simplicity we only consider the particular class of functions

needed in the main text, but the method obviously extend to other functions as well.
For A > 0 and ¢ > 0, let

ze(t) =t <1 — e_t/A2>2. (C.14)

Lemma C.2. Assume that Q < R? is a bounded, open C*° set for some k = 1 and
0<6<1. Forany B e N¢ with || < k and || < 2 +d/2, and any ( € (|8],2 + d/2)
and A > 0, we have

|z — y[*~ 1A for £ < d/2
0020(—A0)(z,y)| < A In(1 + (Alz —y) Y|z —y|7P for £ = d/2 (C.15)
NP2 — o8 for € > d/2
for Alx —y| <1, and
|00 2e(—Aq) (z, )] < Ao — y| P dll (C.16)

for Az —y| = 1.

Proof. We use again Corollary [B.1labove. A simple induction argument as in the proof
of Lemma shows that
18]
R0l z(— Do) (x,y)] € D RY sup |z_i(—Aa)(2,y)l (C.17)

i=0 I/EBR (ZB)
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for any R > 0 (smaller than some arbitrary, fixed value). To estimate the right side
of (CI1), we write for j > 0

, 2
zi(t) =t (1 —~ e—W)
1 (® , j-1 j—1
= WJ e (Aﬂ—l —2[A= AT A 20 ) dA (C.18)
0
where the term [\ — A’z]i_l is understood as being zero for A < A~2 even when j < 1,
and likewise for [\ — 2A*2]f;1. In particular, from (C.IJ), we thus have

|25(=Aa) (2, y)| < AT f;(Alz — yl) (C.19)
with

1 *© 2
P SR RPCICPY
70 = Gy |, ¢
We note that

N2 A= 1P+ A - 2]{:1) AY2dN . (C.20)

N 2= 1P -2 g (C.21)

+

for A = 3. Using this, one readily checks that as long as 0 < j < 2 + d/2,

1 for j > d/2

i) <t fort>1,and f;(t) < {In(2/t) forj=d/2 fort<1l. (C.22)
t2-d  for j < d/2

We plug these bounds into (CI9) and choose R = |z — y|/2 in (CIT). (Note that

R < Ry, as required for (C.I7), where Ry = diameter of Q.) For all 2/ € Bg(z), we

then have |2/ — y| > |z — y|/2, and hence (CIT), (CI9) and (C.22)) imply the desured
bounds (C.I5) and (CI6) for this choice of R.

Recall the definition w;,(z) = sup,eps |pjpi|p| " we 4y (y)] with

wa(y) = z12(=A0) (7, y) - (C.23)

Applying the bounds (C13) and (CI6]), with £ = 5/2, d = 3 and || = 2, we readily
obtain

wir(r) < min{A72|z|72 A Y2t} (C.24)

The function min{|x|~2, 2|~} is in L9°(R?) and hence has finite Coulomb norm. By

the Hardy—-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality and scaling, it thus follows immediately that
|lujnllc < A5, as claimed in (E24).
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