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Abstract

It is known in scattering theory that the minimal velocity bound plays
a conclusive role in proving the asymptotic completeness of the wave op-
erators. In this study, we prove the minimal velocity bound and other
important estimates for the two-body Schriodinger-type operator with frac-
tional powers. We assume that the pairwise potential functions belong to
broad classes that include long-range decay and Coulomb-type local singu-
larities. Our estimates are expected to be applied to prove the asymptotic
completeness for the fractional Schrodinger-type operators in various (not
only short-range but also long-range and N-body) situations.
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1 Introduction

For s > 0, let us define the function
U,(s)=(s+1)1 -1 (1.1)

with 0 < p < 1. The free dynamics that we consider in this paper are denoted by
the symbol ¥, of the Laplacian

v, (—=A) =9, (|DF) (1.2)

as a self-adjoint operator acting on L?*(R™), where D is the momentum operator
D = —iV = —/=1(01,...,0,) with 9; = 0,, for 1 < j < n. More precisely,
U ,(|D|?) is defined by the Fourier multiplier

¥, (1DF) o(e) = 7%, () Fole) = s [ [ 75w, (1) ol
(1.3)
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for ¢ € H?*(R™), which is the Sobolev space with order 2p, where .# and .Z#*
respectively denote the Fourier transform on L?(R") and its inverse. In partic-
ular, when p = 1, ¥,(|D|?) is coincident with —A itself and when p = 1/2,
Uy /5(|D|?) represents v/—A + 1 — 1, which is, as is well known, the massive rel-
ativistic Schrodinger operator. W,(|D|?) is therefore the generalized Schrodinger-
type operator in this sense. The full Hamiltonian H, is perturbated by the pairwise
interaction potential V' = V(x) that is a multiplication operator of the function
V. R" = R;ie.,

H,=1,(|D]?)+V. (1.4)

In our study, we treat the general potentials that belong to classes as broadly as
possible. To prove the main theorem, the minimal velocity bound in Theorem [[.4]
and other theorems in Section Bland (], we assume that the value of V' vanishes for
|x| = oo, where x = (x1,...,x,) € R". In contrast, to prove the maximal velocity
bound in Theorem 2.3] it is sufficient to assume the weaker conditions that guar-
antee only the self-adjointness of H,. Further details are stated in Assumptions
LT and 211

In the following Assumption [Tl the bracket of x have the usual definition
(r) = /14 |z|>. A < B means that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the
inequality A < CB holds. If emphasizing the dependence of a on C' = C,, we
write A S, B.

Assumption 1.1. V = V(x) is a real-valued-function and decomposes into the
sum of three parts:
V= ‘/;ing + ‘/;hort + ‘/longa (15)

where these real-valued functions Ving, Vinort and Viens satisfy respective condi-
tions.

Viing = Veng(2) satisfies that, for Ysng > 1, (x)meVgn, belongs to LP(R™),
where p =2 if n < 4p and p > n/(2p) if n = 4p.

Vihort =Vsnort (2) s bounded on R™ and has the spatial decay

|‘/sh0rt(x)| N <ZE>_%hort> (1-6)

where Ysnort > 1.
Viong =Viong () belongs to C*(R™) and, for the multi-indices 8 with 0 < |8] < 1,
has the spatial decay
|02 Vieng ()] Sp () o171, (1.7)

where Yiong > 0.

Remark 1.2. Although Vinort and Viens are bounded functions, Ving is not always
bounded. We therefore have to consider the self-adjointness of H,. We provide
the proof later in Proposition [LH. In the case where 0 < p < 1/4, we cannot

2



assume that (x)%meVy,, belongs to L*(R™) because the dimension n has to satisfy
n <4p < 1. In the case where 3/4 < p < 1, Vine satisfies that (x)%msV,, belongs
to LP(R™), where p=2 if n < 3 and p > n/(2p) if n > 4. These conditions are
almost the same as the self-adjointness of the standard Schrodinger operator, —A
and perturbational potentials; however, we cannot admit that n/2 < p < n/(2p)
in our case even though n > 5.

Remark 1.3. If3/4 < p < 1 and n = 3, the Coulomb-type local singularity, for
Kk € R,
Viing(2) = wlz| 7' F (J2] < 1) (1.8)

is admitted, where F(---) denotes the characteristic function of the set {---}.

Practically speaking,
1
/ 2| ?dz = wn/ Pty (1.9)
lz|<1 0

is bounded for n = 3 and (L)) belongs to L*(R?), where w, is the surface area of
the n-dimensional unit sphere. If 1/2 < p < 3/4, (L8) does not belong to L*(R™)
forn =1 and 2 because ([L9)) is the divergent integral. In this case, when choosing
p such that n/(2p) < p < n,

1
/ |z|Pde = w, / rPtldy (1.10)
lz|<1 0

is bounded. Therefore, when 1/2 < p < 3/4, (L8] belongs to LP(R™) and is
admitted for alln > 3. If 0 < p < 1/2, we cannot admit (L8) no matter what the
dimension is. However,

Viing(7) = k2|~ F (|2 < 1) (1.11)

with € > 0 that satisfies 1 —2p < € < 1 is admitted for alln > 1. This is because
we can take p that satisfies n/(2p) < p <n/(1 —¢€), and

1
/ |$|(_1+E)pdl’ — wn/ T(_1+E)p+n_1dfr’ (112)
|z|<1 0

is bounded for (=1 +¢€)p+n—1> —1 which is equivalent to p < n/(1 —¢€). This
implies that (LII]) belongs to LP(R™).

The main result of this paper is the propagation estimate that has the following
integral-form. In scattering theory, we often refer to this estimate as the minimal
velocity bound. We denote the pure point spectrum of H, by op,,(H,).



Theorem 1.4. Minimal velocity bound. Let f € C§°((0,00)) satisfy supp f N
opp(H,) =0 and 6y > 0 be sufficiently small. Then, the inequality

[l (gen) e

holds for ¢ € L*(R™).

2 dt

7 S lolzz@n (1.13)

L2(R")

This propagation estimate ([LI3]) is powerful and if V' has the short-range
parts only, the asymptotic completeness of the wave operators can be obtained
immediately. With regard to the long-range case, if we construct some type of
modification of the wave operators, Theorem [I.4] can also be applied to the proof
of the asymptotic completeness of the modified wave operators. Moreover, it is
known that the propagation estimates of the integral-form are available to the
N-body case. As we state below, although there are some results of the minimal
velocity bound with the integral-form for the standard Schrodinger time evolution,
the case for the Schrodinger-type operator with the general fractional powers has
not been discussed up until our study. Of course, in the fractional powers, the
relativistic quantum case p = 1/2 is most important physically. However, the
both cases where 0 < p < 1/2 and 1/2 < p < 1 are of mathematical interest and
challenging. For instance, in the case where 1/2 < p < 1, W/ (|D|*)(D) is not
bounded and we have to make full use of the energy cut off. When 0 < p < 1/2,
W' (|D[*){D) is bounded, while (D)(H,)~" is not bounded and this difficulty affects
parts of our discussions.

In section Ml we prove the Mourre estimate in Theorem 4.3l In our proof of
Theorem [L.4, the Mourre inequality also fulfills a crucial role. In Mourre theory,
it is important to find a conjugate operator. We employ the choice A, (see (£21))
and prove the isolatedness and finite multiplicity of oy, (H,) \ {0} in Corollary .4
using the Mourre inequality.

It seems that the minimal velocity bound with the integral-form was first
obtained by Sigal and Soffer [I8, Theorem 4.2] for the long-range and N-body
Schrodinger operator. We currently refer to the works of Derezinski and Gérard
[3, Propositions 4.4.7 and 6.6.8] and Isozaki [12, Theorems 2.38 and 3.11], which
explain in detail the method of reaching the minimal velocity bound for the stan-
dard Schrodinger operators in the cases of two- to N-body. In the same manner as
for the standard Schrédinger case, in proving Theorem [[L4] we need the maximal
velocity bound in Theorem [2.3] and the middle velocity bound in Theorem [B.1]
The maximal velocity bound with the integral-form was first proved by [I8, The-
orem 4.3]. The middle velocity bound with the integral-form was first proved by
Graf [6, Theorem 4.3] for the short-range N-body Schrédinger operator. Mean-
while, the minimal velocity bound with pointwise-form initiated by Skibsted [19]
and Gérard [4] is also an important estimate with which to prove the asymptotic
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completeness. The pointwise-form of the conjugate operator was developed by
Hunziker, Sigal and Soffer [8] and Richard [I6] in the abstract settings.

Scattering theory for the Schrodinger-type operator with fractional powers
has been studied. Gire [5] considered general functions of the Laplacian that
included the relativistic Schrodinger operator and discussed the asymptotic com-
pleteness for the short-range potentials by investigating the semigroup differences.
Kitada [13] [14] constructed long-range scattering theory for the fractional Lapla-
cian (—A)” with 1/2 < p < 1 adopting the Enss method and smooth perturba-
tion theory. Ishida [9] studied inverse scattering for (—A)? with 1/2 < p < 1.
It is noteworthy that although it was only the case of the massless relativistic
Schrédinger operator v/—A, Soffer [20] obtained the integral-form minimal veloc-
ity bound by using its pointwise maximal velocity bound. Ishida and Wada [11]
considered non-local Schrédinger operators that included the Bernstein functions
of the Laplacian, and they decided the threshold between short- and long-range
decay conditions of the potential functions by providing a counter-example such
that the wave operators did not exist.

At the end of this section, we prove the self-adjointness of H,. By virtue of
the Kato—Rellich theorem (Reed and Simon [23, Theorem X.12]) and following
Proposition [LF], if V' satisfies Assumption [T} then H, = ¥, (|D]?) + V is essen-
tially self-adjoint with the core C§°(R™). The original idea of this proof for the
standard Schrédinger operator —A + V' is explained in [23, Theorem X.20] and
[12, Lemma 1.9].

Proposition 1.5. Suppose the real-valued function f/sing = f/sing(:)s) satisfies that

Viing belongs to LP(R™), where p = 2 if n < 4p and p > n/(2p) if n > 4p. Then,
for any € > 0 and ¢ € C3°(R™), there exists a constant C. > 0 such that

‘Zing(ﬁHy(Rn) Se H\IIP (‘DP) ¢HL2(Rn) + C'6||¢||L2(1R") (1.14)

holds.
Proof of Proposition[1.4. Let 0 < § < 1/2. We note that

/ dg st [ 0"~ dn
re 10T, (€AY o {1=06+ (Y +n2)°}
< w07V @) {2p +/ n”_1_2ppdn} (1.15)
1
with a changing variable n = 6'/(2?)|¢|, and that
1+60, (€))7 < §—n/(ep) 1.1
[{1+ 0w, (g7} piag) (1.16)



because n — 1 —2pp < —1. If n < 4p, we express ¢ € Cg°(R") by

1 i 2\ 1 2\ o
¢(x):W/Rne 1400, (I€7) ) {1469, (I€7)} Fo(H)dE  (1.17)

and there exists C' > 0 such that
-1
6 5 [{1+0%, (€))7 g, 101+ 6% (69} 70

<C (0w, (IDP) 6| .+ lgllLz) (1.18)

using the Schwarz inequality and (ILI€) for p = 2. If making ¢ small such that
CS= )| Viingll 22 < €, then (LI8) and

H‘A/sing(éHLz < H‘A/Sinngg msélﬂgl |¢(LL’)‘ (119>

imply (LI4). We next assume that n > 4p and p > n/(2p). For ¢; = 2p/(p — 2),
by the Hélder inequality,

VsingngLz < H‘A/SingHLPHQSHqu' (1'20)

holds. For ¢o = ¢1/(q1 — 1) = 2p/(p + 2), by the Hausdorff-Young inequality [23]
Theorem IX.8], we have

I6]lzan < (2m)" 027 || Z g (1.21)

noting that ¢; > 2 and 1 < ¢o < 2. Using the Hélder inequality and (LI6]) again,
we have

1700l < {1+ 0, (€D} 7| o L+ 0%, (1)} 2] e

S 6w, (IDF) 6| o + 57 P12 (122)

Lr(RY)

This completes the proof. O

2 Maximal velocity bound

In this section, we prove the propagation estimate for the high-velocity region in
Theorem 2.3, which is needed for the proof of Theorem B.I]in the next section. We
often refer to this estimate as the maximal velocity bound. If we prove Theorem
2.3 only, the bounded parts of the potential function Vipert+Vieng do not necessarily
disappear for |z| — oo, and the singular part Vg, can decay far more slowly.
Throughout this section, instead of Assumption [[LI, we assume the following
Assumption 211



Assumption 2.1. V = V(z) is a real-valued function and decomposes into the

sum of two parts: )
V= ‘/sing + ‘/{DdCh (21)

where f/sing = f/sing(:z) satisfies the conditions in Proposition while Viqg =
Vbaa(z) belongs to L>(R™).

Remark 2.2. In the case where p = 1 (i.e., the standard Schrédinger operator
case), Vpaa in 21 can be replaced with Vsing = f/sing(:)s) that belongs to L2 (R")
and satisfies

Vang(2) 2 —(2)* (2.2)

by applying the Kato distributional inequality [23] Theorems X.27] and Faris-
Lavine theorem [23, Theorems X.38|. This means that the potential function V' can
be allowed to grow in x to prove Theorem([2.3 only. We note that Domain(—A+V)
does not always coincide with H*(R™) in this case.

Under Assumption 21, H, = V,(|D|?) + V is self-adjoint by Proposition
We here note again that if V' satisfies Assumption [L.I], V" also satisfies Assumption
2.1 The maximal velocity bound is stated as the following theorem. The corre-
sponding propagation estimate for the standard two-body Schrodinger operator
is detailed in [3, Proposition 4.2.1] and [12 Theorem 2.31].

Theorem 2.3. Mazimal velocity bound. Take f € C{°(R) arbitrarily. There
exists © > 0 such that, for any 6 > © and ¢ € L*(R"),

2 dt

— S I¢llZe@n (2.3)

= |z| —itH,
/1 HF (@<5<9) f(Hy)e ¢ p

L2(Rn)
holds.

We provide preparations in advance of the proof of Theorem 2.3l To analyze
U ,(|D]?) as a function of the Laplacian, we make efficient use of the almost ana-
lytic extension and commutator expansions. We thus extend the domain of ¥ ,(s)
to a full real axis and employ the function ¥, € C*(R) such that

(s+1)—1 if s >0,
v = 2.4
os) {0 if s < —1 24
for 0 < p < 1. This ¥, satisfies, for all k € NU {0},
dk i
()| (s (25)




on R. We therefore find a function ¥, € C°(C), called an almost analytic
extension of W, [3| Propositions C.2.1 and C.2.2]; i.e., ¥, with

supp ¥, C {z € C | |Imz| < (Rez)} (2.6)
satisfies that W,(s) = W,(s) for s € R and that
8.8,(2)] S Jmal (21 (27)

for N € N, where 9, = (Ore» + i0m-)/2. One of the most effective applications
of the almost analytic extension is the Helffer—Sjostrand formula originated by [7,
Proposition 7.2] (see also [12, Theorem 1.17]). Unfortunately, we can not apply
this formula to W,(|D|?) directly because p > 0. However, when 0 < p < 1, we
can consider commutator expansions with a function of x by applying the Helffer—
Sjostrand formula to W,/(1 + s) instead of ¥,. The more general settings of the
commutator expansions are referred to [3, Lemma C.3.1] and [12| Definition 4.11].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose 0 < p < 1 and put ®,(s) = V,(s)/(1 + s). For a smooth
function x = x(x) such that its all derivatives are bounded, the commutator
[U,(|D|?), x] has the expansions

[V, (IDIP) . x] = [IDFx] W, (I1DF)
1

3 @0 (= IDE) (DI [IDPA]] (= = D) de ndz, - (23)
and
[, (IDP) ,x] =¥, (IDP) [IDI?,x]
-5 [(@:,)() (== 1DP) ™ IDP, [IDP ] (= = IDP) ™ de s, (29)
where dz A dz = —2idRez A dlmz is the two-dimensional Lebesgue measure and

W', denotes AV, /ds.

Remark 2.5. Right-hand sides of (2.8) and [29) are operators on H**(R") be-
cause the integral terms are bounded by 211 and

[|D|*,x] = —iD-Vx —iVx-D = —2iD-Vx + Ay = —2iVx - D — Ay (2.10)
holds on H?(R").
Proof of Lemma[Z2.7. We prove the formula (Z.8) only. We first note that

[18:8,)

(== D) IDR [IDIAA]] (= - |D|2)‘2H ldz A dz| < oo, (2.11)
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where we denote the operator norm on L*(R") by || - ||. This is seen as follows.
By the basic inequality

<)\>Q1 < <Z>q1

NG 2.12
SUD A S0 i (2.12)
for go > 0 and 0 < ¢; < g2, we have
-1 -2 _
(= = 1DP) ™ [IDP, 1D )] (= = 1DP?) %) § Izl =(2) (2.13)

for z € C\ R. Inequality (2.I2) will be used often in our proof. Therefore, the
left-hand side of (Z.I1) is bounded because, for p < 1,

/(z>”_3 |dz N dz| < oo (2.14)
o

by (27) with N = 3. We now will prove (2.8]). Because

dk

@‘Dp(s) Sk syt F (2.15)

holds for £ € NU{0}, an almost analytic extension &)p € C*°(C) has the estimate
‘@i)p(z)‘ﬁ]v [Tmz| Y (z)P2N (2.16)

for any N € N. According to the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, ®,(|D|?) is expressed
as

3, (1D?) = % /C(ézép) (2) (= — ID]?) " dz A dz. (2.17)
We therefore compute
2, (1DP) ] = 5 [[(0:8,)(:) (2= D) D] (2 = 1) dz A s
= [IDI*,x] @, (ID?)
+ 2% C(a;ci)p)(z) (== D) 1D [IDPX]] (2 = ID)P) P dz Adz. (2.18)

Incidentally, from the definition of ®,,,

(@, (IDI*) , x] = [¥, (IDI*) .x] (D)~ = @, (IDF*) [IDI* . x] (D) (2.19)

and
o, (IDP) = ¥, (ID]?) (D)2 = @, (|D[?) (D)~* (2.20)
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hold. Combining (2.18)), (2.19), and (2.20), we have

[, (D) . x] (D)= = [ID*, x] W, (IDP*) (D)7 + [, (ID?) , [| DI*, x]] {D)~*
+om [(@8,)() (2~ D)™ (D, [DPA] (o~ 1DP) " de Az (221

2mi Jo

This equation implies

(v, (ID) ,x] = [IDP*.x] W, (ID)
T % C(gzép)(Z)(1+z) (= — D) [IDI2 [IDI2.X]] (= — |D?) 2 dz A dz,
(2.22)

noting that

[®, (IDF), [IDI*, x]]
= o [@8)() (= 1DP) " (DR [IDPA] (= - 1DF) " dzndz (229

©2mi e
by the Helffer-Sjéstrand formula and that (D)? = —(z — |D|*) + 1 + z. Because

®,(2)(1 + z) corresponds with one of the almost analytic extensions of W¥,, we
have

(0.9,) (2)(1 + 2) = . {<i>,,<z)(1 + z)} = (2.9,)(2). (2.24)
222) and ([2.24) imply (2.8]). O

We will use the following notations frequently. The Heisenberg derivative of a
time-dependent operator P(t) associated with an operator @) is

d
Do P(t) = aP(t) +1[Q, P(t)] . (2.25)
If P is time-independent, Do P is i[Q, P|. P(t) = O(t”) means that P(t) is the
bounded operator and that ||P(t)|| < ¢ for v € R. The Hermitian conjugate hc
is defined by @ + hc = Q + Q*, where Q* is the formal adjoint of Q).

Proof of Theorem[2.3. Let x € C3°(R) satisfy that x(s) = 1if ©/2 < s < 20 and
X(s) =0if s <O/3 for 0 < © < 0, where the size of © is to be determined below.
Put X (s) = [°__ x(7)?dr and

2]

20 = 1% ((5)) 0, 226)
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according to [3| Proposition 4.2.1] and [12, Theorem 2.31]. Clearly, Z(t) = O(1).
We first give the proof for the case where p < 1. Using (2.9]), we compute

_l / 2 i m 2 =)
—2t\pr(|D|)D |I‘x<2t) +he+ 0O (t77). (2.27)

We here adopted the estimate

! 2 |I‘ ? x _ —1
\pp(|p|),x(2_t) L[ =06, (2.28)

using the Helffer—Sjostrand formula directly with

St HImz|72(z) (2.29)

(= 1of) [‘DP’X <%> E D] (-~ D)

and |0,/ (2)| < |Imz[?(z)?~*. Therefore, from (227), we have

2] [ (121’
Da, o X o ) = =iy (5
(101 ( 2t 202 \ 21

Ly v (lelY -
+ ﬂ\pr(|D|2)D-mX (—) +he+ 0 (177). (2.30)

We take g € C§°(R) such that f = fg and compute

FH, (IDP) D -~y (@) F(i,)
_ lz] CipRyp. L (12
= st () atew, (DP) D+ D (B) st + ) + 10, (230

We defined [; and I in (231)) by
ni = s 3 [, (o8 oy (M) | 2 (W) jn. )

t
nte) = ) ot () | (0P 0 S () sy e
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where D; is the jth component of D. Making the same computation as (2.28)

yields
1 2 |I‘
v, (08) Do ()]

2]

=V (IDP)O(t7") + {\If'p (D), x (Z)} D;=0(t) (2.34)

for 1 <j < nand I;(t) = O ") holds. We here note that (¥,(|DJ*))(H,)"" is
bounded by virtue of Proposition and the Kato—Rellich theorem. We write

v (|D)*) (D) (= — H,)™"
— W, (IDP) (D) (¥, (ID])) " (%, (D)) (H,) " (H,) (= — H,)™",  (2.35)
and then estimate
|, (ID?) (D) (z = H,)™'|| < [Tmz|~(2), (2.36)

if p > 1/2. If 0 < p < 1/2, the right-hand side of (2.36) can be replaced with
just [Imz|~" because W/ (|D|*)(D) is bounded. By virtue of the Helffer-Sjostrand

formula, (2.27)), and (2.306]), we have

) (5| = om [ @D @) )
X [\pr (ID?), x (%)] (z—H,)"dzAdz=0(t7), (2.37)

noting that an almost analytic extension g is compactly supported in C. Because
we know W/ (|D|*)D - (z/|x|)x(|=|/(2t)) f(H,) = O(1) even though p > 1/2 from
([2:34) and boundedness of W/ (|D|*)Df(H,), we have I(t) = O(t™"). It follows
from (Z30) and (2.37T)) that

Dy, ZL(t) = f(H,) {D\DP(|D|2)X (m) } f(H,)

2t
<1 (5-c) s (g) F(H,) + 0 (t72). (23)

where we put C' = ||g(H,)¥,(|D|*)D-z/|z||| and choose © such that ©/3—C > 0.
This implies (23] (by [3, Lemma B.4.1] for example). The proof in the case
where p = 1 is given by simply replacing W/ with 1 in the proof above (see
also [3 Proposition 4.2.1] or [12] Theorem 2.31]). In particular, the commutator
calculation is simpler than that of p < 1 because ¥, (|D|?) = |D|>. O
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3 Middle velocity bound

In Sections [Bland 4l we assume that the potential function V satisfies Assumption
[[.I. In this section, we focus on proving Theorem [3.1] that is the propagation
estimate in the mid-range velocity region. This estimate is needed for the proof
of Theorem [[L4. The corresponding propagation estimate for the standard two-
body Schédinger operator is given in [3, Proposition 4.4.3] and [12, Theorem
2.36]. To withdraw the time decay in the middle region, we have to add the factor
W (ID]*)D — x/(2t) that comes from the Hamilton canonical equation VpH, =
dx/dt. Thus, W/ (|D[*)D and 2/(2t) are close asymptotically. In this context, the
propagation estimate with regard to the solution of the Hamilton—Jacobi equation
was investigated by [17].

Theorem 3.1. Middle velocity bound. For any 0 < 0; < 6 and f € C§°(R),
the inequality

> kd , x e P dt
[l <o) oo 3

— S lolZz@n

t
(3.1)

L2(R")

holds for ¢ € L*(R™).

We provide preparations before proving Theorem Bl Let r € C*°(R) satisfy
that 7(s) = 02/4 if s < 6?/4 and r(s) = s/2 if s > 6% for 0 < 6 < 0y, and that
', r” > 0 where r” = d%r/ds®. Putting R(x) = r(|z]?), we have R(z) = 0*/4 if
|z| < /2 and R(x) = |z|?/2 if |z| > 6 holds. We also note that

y- (VIR) ()y = 4" (|2]*) (@ 9)* + 20" (|2]*) [y[* > 0 (3-2)

holds for any y € R™, where V2R is the Hessian matrix of R. The original idea
of this function R comes from [3] and [12]. We set .# (t) such that

(1) :%{\II;(\DP)D— %}~(VR) (2%) +hc+R(2§t). (3.3)

We first suppose that p < 1 and the case where p = 1 is given the end of the proof
of Theorem [3.11

Lemma 3.2. Under the notations above,
Dy, ()4 (1)
_1 / 2 _ i . 2 i / 2 i £ —2
(o8- 2o (3) (w0 5} 0 (e
(3.4)
holds.
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Proof of Lemm[3.2. In this proof, we use the following commutator notations

adx [P, Q] = [P, [P, Q]], ads[P,Q] = [P, [P, [P, Q] (3.5)

for the operators P and ). By the same computation with (2.30]), we have

Dy, qop R (5;) = 21t {w,(IDP) D=2} (VR) (5) +he+0(172). (30)

It follows from (B.6]) and

D‘pr(\DP)

&k|}—‘

{w,(pP) D~ 21, (3.7)

2 2t

that
prum?)///(t):%{‘I’L(IDIQ)D o } Dy, pp2) (VR)(2t> +he+ O (t72).

(3.8)
Using (2.8), we compute, for 1 < j < n,

T

1[@,,(|D|2),(aj3) (2_t>] (vaR>( ) W (ID?) D+ BH(t) + TX (1), (3.9)

where

L _ E / 2
BY(1) = 4t2 L (A0 R) (%) v (ID]?), (3.10)

1 — _

) = 5 [(0:0)6) (= 10p)

T -2 _

x ady [\D\ (9 )(27 } (2= |D]2) > dz A dz, (3.11)
Obviously, Bf(t) = O(t7?) and I'}(t) = O(t7*) hold. At the same time, using

(Z9), we obtain another expression

i[w, (10P). @R ()] = %\P;(|D| ) D-(Vo;R) (5,) - BIO -TH0), (3.12)

where BJ'(t) = —Bj(t)* and

) = 5 C(a;@p)(z) (== |D?)~"
x ady [|D|2,(8jR) (%)} (= |DP?) " dz A dz. (3.13)
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with T () = O(t~?). Combining B.8), .9), and (3.12), we have

Dugor () =+ L (10F) D= 2} (vR) (5) {9, (o) - £}

+ % {\If’p (ID]*) D - 2%} A{B () + " (1)}

— % {BY(t)+T*)} - {xy; (ID]?) D — %} +0(t7?). (3.14)

We here defined BY(t) = (B¥(t),...,BX(¢)). B® 'Y, and T® have the same
definitions. It is clear that

- BM(t) =0 (t7?) (3.15)
and that

v (ID|?) D - B*(t) — B¥(t) - ¥/ (|D|*) D
=W (DP) (%) (3) W, (DR =0 (7). (316)

By calculating the commutator z;/¢ and (z — |D|?)~!, we have

€5 -1 X -2
|% (= = D) " ads [IDI, 0,8) (5) ] (= = 1) |
< 7 Imz| 73 (2) + t 73| Imz| 7 (2)¥/2. (3.17)
This implies that
% THE) =0 (172). (3.18)
In the same way, we have
x
IR (t) - -=0 (t7?). (3.19)
If p < 1/2, clearly , ) . )
v (|DP) D-T"(t) = O (t?) (3.20)

because W, (|D|?) (D) is bounded. Moreover, even in the case of 1/2 < p < 3/4,
(3:20) holds because

Similarly, for p < 3/4, we have

W, (ID) (D) (== |DP) " ade [|DP, 0,8) (5)] (= 1DI?)
< 72| Imz| 3 (2)P T2, (3.21)

() - v (IDP) D=0 (t7?). (3.22)
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However, instead of (3.20) and (3.22]), we can have the shaper estimate
v (ID]*) D -T(t) = I¥(t) - W/ (|D]*) D = O (t7°)
for all 0 < p < 1 as follows. From the definitions I'* and '}, we denote
¥, (1DI°) D -10) = @), (D) D

1 _

271' (8 ) Z—|D| szz Z_‘DP)_le/\dZ.

We here put
Z;:(t) =W, (IDP) Djads [IDP, (95R) (5 )] (= = 1DP)
—(z— \DP) [IDI2 (0;R) ( )] v (ID[?) D;

We further put 7y, . and Zy; . by Z;. = Zi; . + Zsj . such that

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

Zigat) = = (= = IDP) " ady [|DP, 0,) (57)] (= = 1DP) " w, (1DP) D,

X _
Zyj(0) = |, (IDI*) Dj,ads (D% (0;0) (55) || (= = 1D1%) ™
We have, from the direct calculation of the commutator,
I (2= 1DI) ™" Zyjo(t) (= = D) 7" S 73Tz |~*(z) 7+
and
/ (0.9,)() (= — D) Zuu(t) (= — |DP) Hdzndz = 0 (t7).
C
As for Zy; ., we write
Zoj+(t) = {As;(t) + Mg (D)} (= — |D) ™
using the terms
Ayj(t) = W, (IDP) [Dy,ad2 [|DE, 03) (5)]]
’ xr
Aoj(t) = [, (1DP) ,ade [|DP, 0,) (5;)|] -
We compute directly
I (== D) Ay (1) (= = [DP) | < 72 Ime] 3(2)".
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(3.26)
(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)



Ayj is written such that

o @06 (= 1DP) aa [DP 0,1 (5]
x (2= |D|?) ™ Dydz Adz (3.34)

Agi(t) = !

by the Helffer-Sjostrand formula. The commutator above becomes

ad ||DI%, (0,7) (5;) | = Zadg |Diads [|DE 0R) (5 )]

+ 22 [Dk, ad, [|D|2, (0,R) (%)” Dy. (3.35)

k=1
Inserting the estimates
|z = 1DP) " ada [ Diads [IDP. 05R) (57) ] (= = 1D 7| € 7 me]2(2),
(3.36)
|G =10R) ™ [Drads [IDE @) (5)]] (2 = 1DP) | 5 7 0me2(2)
(3.37)
into (3.34), we have

|Gz = 1DP) ™ A1) (= = D) || S 74 flma] 5012 + 79 Ima 2 (2). - (3.38)
From (B.33) and (338), we estimate
/C (0.0,)(2) (= | D) Zoj.(t) (= D)) " dzAdz =0 (t7%).  (3.39)

3.29) and B.39) imply 3.23). In summary, 3.14), (3.15), B.16), B.13), (Lilfﬂ%
and (3.23) yield (3.4).

Proof of Theorem[31. We take x; € C*°(R") such that x;(s) = 1 if s < 265 and
X1(s) =0 if s > 36y, and we define the observable .Z(t) by

x x
20 = 1 () o (1) s, (3.40)
according to |3, Proposition 4.4.3] and [12, Theorem 2.36]. We know .Z(t) = O(1)
because (2.34)) holds for x;. We now compute the Heisenberg derivative of .Z(t)
associated with H,

P
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1) = £ {Daycorra (5 ) b () £ 40e, )

2t 2t
L(t) = f(H,)x1 <%) {Dy,(pp)#(t)} xa <%) f(H,), (3.43)
o) = st () ivea o (B) s, (3.41)

Estimate for I;. The same computation with (39) and (312) give
L) ==f(H)V (|ID*)D - =} —x, | = — ) f(H
0= 40 {w, (D) D= 5} S () o () s
+he+O(t77). (3.45)
Let x2 € C§°(R) such that ya(s) = 1 if 202 < s < 302 and xa(s) = 0 if s < 63 and

s > 460y. We see that y, satisfies x} = x3x}. Let g € C°(R) such that f = fg.
We compute

sy {, (opy - 2} Lo (B]) o (5) s

|z]
= [(Hp)x2 (%) 9(H,) {\If; (ID)*) D — 2%} : %X; <%)
X A (t)xa (%) X2 (%) f(H,) +0O (7). (3.46)

We here used the commutator estimates (234]) and (237). Because 4p —2 < 2p
and W/ (|D|*)?|D|*g(H,) = (D)*~*|D|*g(H,) is bounded, we have

n) = 31 (1) o (1) s +0(2). @an

t 2t 2t

If necessary, we can assume that 6, is sufficiently large. By virtue of (3.47) and
Theorem 2.3,
= —itH, , _—itH, L dt 2
[ Iweto o) s [ L <ol
1 1

L2 t
(3.48)

|

Yo ("””') F(H)e e

2

is obtained, where (-, )2 is the scalar product of L*(R™).
Estimate for I. We take x € C§°(R) such that x(s) = 1if ; < s < 6, and
x(s) =0if s < (6; +60)/2 and s > 6y + (0, — 0)/2. Noting that (VZR)(z) = Id,
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which is the identity matrix if |x| > (0; + 6)/2, and that V2R is non-negative
from ([B.2]), we have

1) () =x (5) &0 () ()
+ e x<| |) (v2R)( ) 1—x(%)2>x<%>21d- (3.49)

Using (2.34), (34)), (8:49), and x1x = X, I> is estimated as

L(t) > 3£ {w, (D) D - 2}
X (%)2 {qﬂp (ID]) D — %} f(H,) 4+ 0 (t72). (3.50)

Estimate for I3. It follows that (VViewg)(z) - (VR)(z/(2t)) = O(t 1 Mene) by
the condition ([[.7)) because |x| > t6 holds on the support of (0;R)(z/(2t)) for all
1 < 7 < n. We thus compute

|:Viong>\11/p (IDF*) D+ (VR) (21&)}

= 0, (D) O (717%) + [V, W, (D)} { (V1) (5) - 0 - 5 () (5}

(3.51)
To apply the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, we compute
(= = 1D (VR) () - D= (VR) (5;) - P (= = D)
+ (= 1DR) " [IDE(VR) (5) - D] (= = 1D (3.52)

Noting that [|D|?, Vieng] = —1D - VVieng — iV Vieng - D, we have the estimate
| = 1D 1D Views] (VR) (5) - D (= = 1DI) |
< ¢ o | Imz| "2 (2) + t_2_7‘°“g|1mz|_2(z>1/2, (3.53)
and, by
2 _ Lo (B\p.p_o b .
.o (2)-5) ) (5) - s (3) 0 9
we also have
| = 1DB) ™ 1D Views] (== 1D [P, (VR) (55) - D] (== 1D
< 72 Mo |III12‘_3<Z>3/2 4 73 Mone | Tmz| 73(2) + ¢ Imz| "4 (2)? + 73 {Imz| 3 ().
(3.55)
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We here computed the commutator (z — |D|?*)™! and (V2R)(z/(2t))D - D. (3.53)
and (3.55) imply

Vions: ¥, (IDI?)] (VR) (55 ) - D = O (777) + 0 (£72) (3.56)
by the Helffer Sjostrand formula. By the same computations, we have
[Viws> ¥, (|D[?)] (AR) (2%) — O (7 e) + O (172) (3.57)
BED), (3.56), and (3.57) yield
[Viong, A (t)] = O (t7177em) + O (t72) . (3.58)
We put
#0=5{w,(00 -} VR (z) +he. @)
Because we know that (z)%m Vi1 (2/(2t)) f(H,) = O(1) by Proposition [ and

(237) or (B12)), we write

s () Wanset 0l (1) 1028
— o) () £ - s () # 0@ 0 ).
(3.60)
By computing the commutator W/ (|D|*)D; and (9;R)(x/(2t)), we have
() 7w, (IDP) D; (9,) (5;) = O—4)¥, (IDP) D,
+ Ot ms) 4 () s D [qﬂp (1DI%), (9;R) (%)] . (3.61)
It follows from
(@) (2 =102 Ds [IDR 038) (55) ] (= = 1DP)
<¢i- %ngumz\ 2(2) + t72|Ime| 3 (2)¥2 + ¢ 2| Imz| 2 (2) /2 (3.62)
as in (B.59]) that
() D [, (IDIP) 05R) (57)] = © (¢72) (3.63)
by the Helffer-Sjostrand formula again. (3.61)) and (B.63) imply that
@ o (1) fH) =0 ) w0 () o
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and that, from (B.60),

2] 2]

f(H,)x1 (g) [Viing, - ()] x1 (g) f(H,) =0 (7)) +0(t7%). (3.65)

We also have

st (5 W0

by replacing (x) sins with V¢ in the computations above. By (B.58), (3.63),
and (3.60]), we have

2]
2t

2]

v ) FH,) = O () + 0 (177)  (3.66)

]3(t> — O (t_ min{Vsing775hort71+710ng72}) . (367)
We combine (3.50) and ([B.67). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(1D, 2(0)} g, 70,
|z { / 2 T _itH
WY Ly (1pP) D - —} H,)e it
(5 {w 0oy D=5} s
—|[(L()e Mg, emMrg) | — Ot minlemesmor ens 2 7, (3.68)

1 2

“t

holds. This completes our proof for the case p < 1 by virtue of ([B.48) and
min{Ysing, Yshorts 1 + Viong, 2} > 1. In the case where p = 1, the proof is simpler
(see [3, Proposition 4.4.3] or [12, Theorem 2.36]). Indeed, by replacing W}, with 1,
we omit many of the commutator calculations. In particular, (3.6) holds without
the error term O(t~2). We therefore explicitly have (3.4)) replacing O(t~2) with
—(AR)(x/(2t))/(16t%). O

4 Minimal velocity bound

This section completes the proof of Theorem [[L4l Before giving the proof, we
initially prepare the Mourre estimate of our version in Theorem [£3] and prove the
isolatedness and finite multiplicity of op,(H,) \ {0} in Corollary €4l When we
consider the Mourre estimate, how to choose a conjugate operator is the heart of
matter. In our case, we first employ

A, =2 {(Dy*D -z + - D(D)*?)

2
1
=3 {W,(IDI*) D -2+ DV, (|D|*)} (4.1)
motivated with which
i[w, (IDP), 4] = 2w, (ID])* |D? (4.2)
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holds by a straightforward computation on C§°(R™) and (4.2]) is non-negative.
The choice of conjugate operator is not unique. Indeed, if 1/2 < p < 1, we can
admit

A:Alzé(D-:chmD) (4.3)

(see Remarks .5 and .6) that works well for the standard Schrédinger operator.
The resolvent of |D|? was first introduced as the conjugate operator of the
Mourre estimate by [24] such that

1
5{<D>—2D-g:+g:-D<D>—2} (4.4)
to consider the time-dependent Schrodinger operator
H(t)=-A+V(t) (4.5)

where V(t) = V(t,z) had time-periodicity in t. Thereafter, [I] also treated the
Hamiltonian (4.5) and introduced the resolvent of D; = —id/d¢ into the conjugate
operator to relax the smoothness condition on V. Both [I] and [24] applied the
Howland—Yajima method for the Floquet Hamiltonian D;+ H(t). They estimated
the commutators with the Floquet Hamiltonian and the conjugate operator, and
their estimates were independent of the fractional operator.

We now begin with the self-adjointness of flp.

Proposition 4.1. A, is essentially self-adjoint with the core Cg°(R™).
Proof. We define the operator N, by
2
N, =V (|D]*)"|D]* + |z|* + 1. (4.6)

If p > 1/2, N, is self-adjoint on H*~2?(R™) N Domain |z|®. Whereas if p < 1/2,
W (|D]*)?|DJ? is bounded and N, is self-adjoint on Domain |z|*. We compute on

C(R™),
i [A,, v, (|DP)* D] = =2 {20} (1DP) |D]* + W, (|DP)} ¥, (IDI?)° |DJ*
S, (1DP)*|DP (4.7)

because W1 (| D|?*)|D|* and ¥, (| D|?) are bounded. In the rest of this proof, we put
D,; = V. (ID|?)D; for simplicity. We thus compute, for 1 < j,k <n,

i [Dyjzj + ;D5 w7 = 2251 (D, m3] ap + he + i [[Dyy, zi] , 2], 25] - (4.8)
Because [D,;, x| and [[[D,;, xx], zx), z;] are bounded, (£8) implies

i[4y. 2] < [2f? + 1, (4.9)
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where we used the estimate

(251 [Dyg, 2] 216, O)| < i [Dpsy @il 250 2wl || S [llsoll® + [llawgl* - (4.10)
for ¢ € C°(R™). It follows from (A7) and (4.9) that

i[4,,N,] SN, (4.11)

ps p}w

We next compute, noting that [D,;, z;] dose not depend on z;,

(Dpjaj + 2;D,;)° = 2D%a% + 223 D% — 2D, [[Dyy, ], ;] — 3[Dy, w;] (4.12)

Pl

and we have

n n

; 1
245 =3 (D}ya} +aiDy;) + 5 > (Dyw; + 2;Dp;) (D iy, + D)
=1 J=1k#]
1 n
— 5 212Dy Dy 0] 25 + 3 (D il} (4.13)
7j=1

We here note that D,;[[D,;, z;], z;] is bounded. We also compute

N2> (D +23D%) + > (D +a3) (Dy+a3) +1. (4.14)
=1 J=1.k#j

We have

2(D2; + a3) (D3 + af) — (Dyvj + 25D p5) (Dyry + 24 D)
= (Dijpk - LL’jLL’k)2 + (Dpjflfk — fL’ijk)2

+D2D2% + afay + D2} + 23D + Rjx > Ry, (4.15)
where

n

S Ru=4i Y {a;¥ (D) D;DyDy — D,y Vs (ID[?) D; Dy}

J=L kA J=L kA
=4i Y [z, %, (|D*) ¥, (|D*) D;D}] (4.16)
J=L kA
is bounded. From (&I13), (414)), (AI3)), and (@IG), it follows that

A2 < N2 (4.17)

By (£I1)) and (£I7), the Nelson commutator theorem [23, Theorem X.37] com-
pletes our proof. O
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Lemma 4.2. For z € C\ R, the relation
Domain(z) C {qﬁ € Domain A, | (z— H,)~" ¢ € Domain Ap} (4.18)
holds.
Proof. We prove the domain property
(z — H,)”" Domain(z) C Domain 4, (4.19)
that is equivalent to (LI8). We first prove that
(2) (2 — H,) ™ () (4.20)
is bounded. By the resolvent formula, we write
(= H) = {z =0, (D)} 'V (e - B (e - w, (IDP)} (421)
It follows from
i, {2 =0, (1D} '] = 29, (1DP) D; {= - w, (IDP)}* (422)
on Domain(z) for 1 < j < n that
2 {z =, (D)} (@) (4.23)

is bounded for v € R by (£22) and the complex interpolation derived from
the Hadamard three-line theorem ([23], Appendix to IX.4). Because (z)(Ving +
Vihort) (2 — H,) ™! and (£23)) of v = 1 are bounded, to prove the boundedness of
(E20), it suffices to prove that (x)Vieng(z — H,) *(z)~! is bounded. Using the
resolvent formula, we have
Ving (2 — Hp) ™
- —1
= Viows {2 = W, (IDP)} ™ Viows (2 = Hp) ™ + Viowg {2 = 0, (IDP)} 7. (4.24)

If Yiong = 1/2, writing (x >2“*1°"gV10ng{z — \pr(|D|2)}_1V1OI1g such that

(2)7Viong {2 = Up(ID*)} " Viong
— <l»>'Ylong‘/long<l»>'Ylong {Z _ \I]p (|D|2) }_1 <l»>_'}’long <x>'ﬂong‘/long’ (425)

we find that (425) is bounded by ({23 of ¥ = Yng and that (x)Vieng(z —
H,)""z)~! is bounded by (£24). For the general Yiong > 0, we can take N € N
that satisfies Yjong = 1/N > 0 and iterate the above procedure N —1 times. If p <
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1/2, the boundedness of (Z20) implies (£I9) immediately because W/,(|D|*){D)

is bounded and A, is closed. If p > 1/2, we can also prove that (z)(D)%*~(z —
H,)""z)~! is bounded in the same way, noting that

() (D)* {2z -, (|D|? )} (z)~! (4.26)

is bounded. We thus have (£I9]) even for 1/2 < p < 1. In more detail, because
(x)(z — H,)"'¢ € H*"1(R") for ¢ € Domam( > there exists a sequence iy €
Cg°(R™) such that (z)yyr — (2)(z — )_1¢ as k — oo in H*~1(R"). We have

Apby — A (2 — H,)"'¢ as k — oo and (z — H,)"'¢ € Domain A, noting that A,
is closed. D

By Proposition [L5, V is relatively compact associated with W,(|D|?). This
can be proved in the same way as in the standard Schrodinger case. Because
the essential spectrum of W,(|D|?) is [0, 00), the essential spectrum of H, is also
coincident with [0, 00) by virtue of the relative compactness of V' and the Weyl
theorem ([23, Theorem XIII.14]).

We now prove the Mourre estimate. However, it seems difficult that the com-
mutator (&2 extends on H*(R"™) N Domain A, in the form sense. To overcome
this difficulty, we give a modification in flp according to the original idea [15]. Let
G, € C5°(R) such that G,(s) = W},(s) on a some compact set of R. We define

Ay=3{G, (IDP) D~z +2-G, (IDFY) D} (4.27)

By the same way with Proposition [4.1], A, is essentially self-adjoint with the core
C5°(R™) and Lemma 2] also holds even for A,. In particular, it follows from the
proof of Lemma 2 that

24,0 = G, (|D]*) D - (z¢) +z - {G, (|D|’) Do} (4.28)
for ¢ € Domain(x). This will be often used in the rest of our discussion.

Theorem 4.3. Mourre estimate. Let 0 < A\ < A and g € C§((A1, A2)).
Assume that G,(s) = Wi,(s) if V,(s) € suppg. There exists a compact operator
K such that

2p*\1

g(Hp)i[Hp, Ap] 5, 9(Hp) 2 RSN

g(H,)* + K (4.29)

holds, where the sense of the extended commutator [H,, A,)_o, is explained in the
proof.
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Proof. We first suppose that p < 1. By [15, Proposition II.1], the form commuta-
tor i[¥,(|D|?), A,] on H?*(R™)NDomain |z|? is extended on H*’(R")NDomain A,
and there exists the self-adjoint operator i[¥,(|D|?), 4,]° associated with the
closed extension of i[¥,(|D|?), A,] (see also the proof of [15, Corollary 1.3]). We
therefore have

i[v, (D), 4,]" =2G,(|D|»? D) (4.30)

that is a bounded operator. Using the fact that (z)~'A, is bounded and (.14,
we estimate
‘(Ap¢7 ‘/Singq/})Lg ‘ = ‘ (<x>_1AP¢7 <,’L’> ‘/Singq/})lg ‘
SN0l {e[[{DY*¢|| o + CellWllzz } S 19l [[(D)*] (4.31)

and

|(Ap®, Vaing®) 12 — (Vaing®, Apth) 12| S (D) 0]| L [[(D)Y* 0], (4.32)

for ¢,¢ € H*(R™) N Domain A,. By the Riesz representation theorem (|23, The-
orem IL.4]) and Lemma 1.2} there exists a bounded operator Ly, 4, : H*(R") —
S o, ~ H?*(R™)* such that

(Ap¢7 ‘éing¢)L2 - (‘/sing¢7 Ap¢)L2 = (<D>_2PLVsingAp¢a <D>2p¢)L2 . (433>

We note that J#7,, is the completion of

{¢ e (R

o iFoeras < oo (43)

that is regarded as the dual space of H?’(R™), and that the relation H*(R™) C
L*(R") C A5, holds. We denote Ly, 4, = [Viing, Ap]—2, and (see also [12]
Lemma 6.2] or the paragraphs below of [2, Theorem 6.2.10]). Similarly, we define
[Vahorts Ap]—2, Dy the estimate

‘(ApQSa ‘/;hortw)LQ‘ = }(<$>_1Ap¢a <$>‘/;hortw> LQ‘ S ||¢||L2 ||w||L2 : (435)

In contrast with Viine and Vihort, Vieng is differentiable. When p < 1, the commuta-
tor [Vieng: 4,] on Domain(z) is extended to a compact operator on L*(R™) by the
computations below (see (4.44)), (4.45), and (4.46))). Therefore, by the extensions
of the commutators,

[H,, AP]—Qp = [\I]p (‘DP) vAp} —2p + [Viing + Vahort, Ap]—2p + [Viong: Ap]—zp
0
- [\Ilp (‘DP) 7Ap] + [‘/sing + ‘/;hortu AP]—2p + [Viong7 AP] (436>
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holds on H*(R™) because H*(R™) N Domain A, is core for H,, and the left-hand
side of (£29)) is defined as the bounded operator on L?(R™). We note that

i[w, (D)), A4,]"
=2G, (IDI*) {G, (ID]*) (D)*> — p} +2G, (ID]*) {p— G, (IDI*)}  (4.37)

and that

g (\I’p (|D|2)) G, (|D|2) {,0 -G, (|D|2)}g (\I’p (|D|2))
00 (0, (IDI)) ¥, (IDP) {1 (D)} g (w, (IDP)) > 0. (439)

We therefore have the inequality

g (¥, (1DP) [, (IDP), A,]" g (¥, (IDI?))

> 2pg (¥, (ID)) ¥, (IDP*) ¥, (IDI) g (¥, (ID*)) (4.39)

holds. Because
o) =g (¥, (D)) = 5 [ 03(2) (= )7V {== 9, (IDP)} s n
(4.40)

is compact, there exists a compact operators K such that
g(H,)i [¥, (IDP),4,]° 9(H,)
> 2pg (¥, (IDI*)) ¥, (IDI*) W, (IDI*) 9 (¥, (IDI?)) + K

20%\ .
g (1+ Ag)(ll—p)/pg (v, (IDP")* + K. (4.41)

On the right-hand side of (@AI]), we used the relation ¥/, = p/(1+ ¥,)=?/* and
the inequality

Az A A T
/Al Q(A)mg(A)qup(\D\2)(d>\) 5 o) 7e? 9 (¥, (IDF))", (4.42)

where Ey (pp) is the spectral measure of W,(|D|?). Writing such that

9(Hp) [Vsing + Vanort, AP]—2p 9(H,) = g(Hp) (Vaing + Venort) (2) <x>_1Apg(Hp) (_ hc,)

4.43
we find that (£43)) is compact because (x)(Vaing + Vahort) (¥, (| D]?)) ™! is compact
by Proposition [5l and (L6]). We also write

Viongs G (ID[2) D - 2] = [Viougs G (IDI?)] D - 2 +iG, (|D]?) VVieng - @ (4.44)
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on C§°(R™) that is a core of Domain(z). We know that G,(|D|*)VVipng - @ is
compact by (7). The compactness of the commutator [Vieng, A,] is obtained as
follows. Noting that (z — [D|*)™'[|D]?, Vieng|(z — |D|?)~" is a compact operator,
we compute
(== IDP) " i [IDI?, Viewg] (= = 1DI?) " D -
— (2= |DI*) " (D - VViong + Viong - D) D -z (z — | D)™
+2(2= D)™ [IDP, Viewg] (= = [DP) | DI? (4.45)

and estimate such that

(== D)™ 1D, Viong] (= = IDI?) ™" D | £ Jtme| 2 (2) + [1m] ()2
(4.46)
By the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, we find that [Viong, A,] is compact because z -

VVing(D)™" is also compact. From (#36) and (LAI), we have (£29) with a
compact operator

K=K+ ﬁ {g (\ij (|D|2>>2 - g(Hp)z} +g(H)i[V, Ap]_gpg(Hp)'
(4.47)

The case of p = 1 is the traditional result given by [I5]. Because i[|D|? A] =
2|D|? = 2H, — 2V is obtained directly, we do not have to compute (£40), ({41,
and (£42)). We only note that, although [Vigng, A] = iz - VViene is not compact
but just bounded, x - VVioneg(H1) is compact. O

The Mourre inequality (£.29) provides us detailed information on the eigen-
values of H, as in Corollary .4] below. To investigate the singular continuous
spectrum of H,, we have to prove the limiting absorption principle in Mourre the-
ory. Many studies have investigated this topic, even for the N-body Schrédinger
operator case (e.g., [22], [2] and [21]).

Corollary 4.4. Any point in o,,(H,) \ {0} is isolated and its multiplicity is at
most finite, and the only accumulation point of op,(H,) can be at zero.

Proof. We already know that

Ay, Hy9) o — (Hy, Apd) 12| S (DV*#0| 50 S IICH, )02 (4.48)

holds for ¢ € H*(R™) NDomain A, by the proof of Theorem 4.3, Lemma 1.2 and
(448) imply that H, belongs to the class C'(A,). The Mourre inequality (4.29)
and virial theorem compete our proof (see [2, Theorem 6.2.10, Proposition 7.2.10,
and Corollary 7.2.11}). O
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Remark 4.5. If1/2 < p < 1, we can choose (A3)) as the conjugate operator by
virtue of [10, Theorems 3.4 and 3.10]. In more details, the commutator W ,(|D|?)
and A on C3°(R™) can be extended to a self-adjoint operator

i[w, (D)%), A]" =20 (|DP) D> (4.49)
Noting that Lemmald2l holds for replacing A, with A and
|(A¢, Viing®) 12| S (D)l 2 [[{D)* ]| . (4.50)

also holds for ¢,¢» € H*(R™) N Domain A, the commutator [H,, A]_, is defined
as a bounded operator from H*(R™) to A s,. The shape of the Mourre estimate
in this case is

g(Hy)i[H,, A]—zp g(H,)
2 2p)‘19(Hp)2 + g(Hp) {1 [‘/;ing + ‘/;horta A]_Qp +x- V‘/1ong - 2PV} g(Hp) (451)

and the second term of the right-hand side is compact. If 0 < p < 1/2, the
commutator H, and A, can be extended to the map H'(R™) to 71 by (AE0).
However, unfortunately, the left-hand side of the Mourre inequality can not be
defined because H'(R™) C H*(R™). Meanwhile, if V has the long-range part only
(i.e., V = Viong), we can employ A for all 0 < p < 1 with the Mourre estimate

g(H)i[Hy, A° g(Hy) > 2pMg(H,)? + g(H,) (iz - VViows — 20V) g(H,)  (4.52)
by [10, Theorem 3.10].

We have everything arranged to prove the minimal velocity bound.

Proof of Theorem[1.4. As in the proofs before, we first assume that p < 1. Let
g € C5°((0,00)) satisfy fg = f. Let x and x; that belong to C§°(R) satisfy that
x(s) = 1if |s| < 0y and x(s) = 0 if |s| > 260, and that x;(s) = 1 if |s| < 26, and
x1(s) = 0 if |s| > 36y. The size of 0 is to be determined later. According to [3|
Proposition 4.4.7], and [12, Theorem 2.38], we define the observables .Z(t) and
Z(t) by

()= 5 { v, (1DP) D - =1 %x’ (%) +he + x (%) L (453)
Z(t) = f(Hp)///(t)g(Hp)ﬂg(Hp)«///(t)f(Hp)- (4.54)

t

Because g(H,) Domain{z) C Domain A, holds and A,g(H,)(xz)' is a bounded
operator as we proved in Lemma 4.2 Z(t) is well-defined. By the supporting
properties x = x1x and X’ = x1x/, we compute

M) =, (

2]

g) M (t) + B(t) (4.55)
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with

B(t):1 {\p (1D D;, x 1(%)}%X (%) (4.56)

Jj=

We already know B(t) = (’)( ~1) from the computation ([2:34]). Moreover, by

2 (e =108y 0y 10 (8] - 10p)”

<t Ime|2(2) + 2 [Imz|~3(2)3/? (4.57)

[\]

and the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, we find that

D, [\If (1DP) . x (‘2‘?)} o) (4.58)
for 1 < j,k <n. @S8) and (24/t)[D;, x1(|2|/(2t))]),(| D) = O(t~") yield
% l\p; (ID?) Dy, xa (%)} =0 (t™) (4.59)
and
%B(t) =0, (4.60)
We therefore have 4 .
“2g(H,) (5) =0 (4.61)

t
and (A,/t)g(H,)#(t) = O(1) from (A55) and (4.60). This implies that £ (t) =
O(1). We write

Dy, Z(t) = Ii(t) + Io(t) + I3(t) + 1a(t), (4.62)
where
L(t) = f(H,) {Dw,pp)-# (1)} g(Hp)&g(Hp)%(t)f(Hp) + he, (4.63)
Iy(t) = f(H L[V, 2 (1)] g(H, )ATQ(H ) (1) f(H,) + he, (4.64)
I3(t) = _gf(Hp)//(t)g(Hp)%Q(Hp)j/(t)f(}[p)a (4.65)
Li(t) = %f(Hp)///(t)g(Hp)i [Hp, Apl_s, 9(H,)# (1) f(H,). (4.66)

Estimate for I3 and I,. By the same computations as (2.37), (£55]), (4.60)
and

aty = (5) <53 (5) & [w () wor) p) s
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we have

1) =~ gt () e (B st a5 +0 ().

2t 2t
(4.68)
We have, using [G,(D)Dj, x1(|z|/(2t))] = Ot ") similar to (2.34),
[\ Ay (7]
9(Hp)xa (g) — X1 (g) (H,)
= 001G, (1DP) D+ o (1) S () ot + e 0 )
<2atm)6, (08) D+ Lo (5) || B (5]) st + 0. o)
and we then estimate
I5(t) >~ FUH)A (0 (H,) + 0 (1), (4.70)

where we put 6 = 66| g(H,)G,(|D|*)D - z/|z|||||g(H,)||. We next estimate I,. It
follows from (2.37) that

1

lg(H,), #(t)] = 3 [g(Hp),\If'p (|D*) D - %x’ (%) +hc] +0 (7). (471

By (2.8), we compute

{mp (IDP) W, (IDP) Dy (5)]

2]
x

—w (D) D, [|D|2, i (

i (17l
||

2 )} v, (ID]?) + ¥, (ID]?) D;O (t7%)  (4.72)

and

(o= [, (0P , (10P) D+ o ()] (- )
<t Imz| 72 (2)?, (4.73)

recalling (2.35) and (2:36). We write the commutator such that

{vsing,\lf; (I1D?) D]ﬁx’ <2—t)} = Viing ()" O (¢ ) W (|D|?) D;

X

Vi [\If; (IDP) Dy, 22 (

|

21 )} — W), (|DI?) DO (7755 (2) 7 Vijng.

(4.74)
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We here used (z) %nex/(|z|/(2t)) = O(t ). By the same computations as

([B:63), we have

()~ sine [\p; (|D?) D;, %x’ (%)] =0 (t7?). (4.75)

From (£74) and (475), we estimate

(o " [V, (D) D+ 2 (1) ] - 1)

< 7 | Tz ~2(2)2 + £2[Tmz|2(2), (4.76)

using (2.36) and ||(z — H,) " Ving (x) || < |[Imz| 7' (2). Because Viport (x)7short is
bounded by (LA), we also estimate

e 40019 50 (D) -

<ot Tmz |2 (2) + ¢ [Imz| 2. (4.77)

Noting that an almost analytic extension of g has compact support, from (B.58)),

(I ;I)v (I :‘;)7 (I ;6)7 and (M), we have
[g(H,), # (t)] = O (t~mnlsmetsorc sty L O (7)) = O (t71) . (4.78)

Incidentally, let A; and Mg in Theorem satisfy (A1, A2) N opp(H,) = 0. For
A < A< A, we take 0 < 0 < min{A — A, Ao — A}, A & 0,,(H,) is equivalent
to the point spectral measure Ey,({\}) being zero. This implies that Eg,((A —
A+ 9d)) — 0 as & — 0 in the strong norm sense of L*(R™) and that, for the
compact operator K of (29), Ey, (A — 6,A+6))K — 0 as 6 — 0 in operator
norm sense of L*(R™). Therefore, Theorem F3 yields

Bi, (A= 6, A+ 8)i[H,, A)_y, B, (A= 5,3 +9))

2
P M

> —(1 n )\2)(1_p)/pEHp (A=38,X+9)) (4.79)
for a small 6 > 0. We assume that supp ¢ is sufficiently small without loss of

. . N

generality because, if not, supp g can be covered by J,_, supp g, where supp gy
is small (see the proof of [3, Proposition 4.4.7]). By virtue of (£78) and (£.79),
there exists ¢ = c,, > 0 such that I, is estimated as

C

1) > S F(H,)A (g (H, Pt (1) (H,) = S F(H)A (2 () +O (£72) . (4.50)
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We here choose 6 > 0 which satisfies 0 < # < ¢ noting the definition of 8, and
put 2 (t)
1

AR H h 4.81
ALACRERE ER e (4.81)
as in (3.09). From (E70) and (&80), using the inequality

s (Y +%<t>2—{w<t>2 (%) }:;X () - o

H(t) =

(4.82)
we have
_ 2 .y
)+ 10 > o () ) - T 0P ) + O ().
(4.83)
We note that, by virtue of Theorem [B.1]
[ @ g, 1) 0) | S ol s
holds because f(H,)# (t)*f(H,) has the following shape
sty w2r) = i) o, (op o - 3 2 ()
x X (%) ‘% . {qf; (ID]*) D — %} f(H)+0 (), (4.85)

by (2.34).
Estimate for I,. By (3.58), (£76), and (L17), replacing (z — H,)~! by (H,)™*
in ([A.76) and (£77), we have

(H)) "i[V, ()| (H,)' =0 (t~ min{'Ysing7'Yshort71+'Ylongv2}) (4.86)

and .
[2(t) — O (t_ mln{'Ysing7'Yshort71+'Ylongv2}) . (487)

Estimate for I;. Put R(xz) = x(|z|). Then, by the formula (34, I; is

(o) = gty o, (0) = T} (7°R) () {w, (0r) D - 7}

« g(Hp)%g(H,))///(t) JUL) +he + O (172) = I(t) + Io(t) + O(t),  (4.88)
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where we defined I5 and Ig by

10 = 10 {0, (01 D= - (9°) (55) {5 (PP - )
A

|z =

<ttt (5) 5 {w, (DR D S}t he, (459
1o)== () {w, (D) D~ X (vR) () {w, (1DP) D - 2}

A,
<ot Latin (5) 1) + v (4.90)
using (2.34),
_ || / _ T m -1
M) =X (Qt Tl {\If (IDP?) D 2t} txlg )t o) (4.91)
and ([A.61)). Let xo € C5°((0y/2, 00)) satisfy x’ = x'x2. We write I; such that

15(t):%f<Hp)i{‘1’2(\D\2) i (%)

X 0(1)ZX <|2t|) {qﬂ (ID|?) Dy, — E}f(Hp) +0(t7?), (4.92)

where we also used (£.61]). We finally estimate /s. By the same computations as

BT2), @.73), B.T), @TE) and [.TG), we have

{X <|2t‘) \I,/ (\D\ ) (Hp)] -0 (t—min{fysing,vshm,1+mong72}). (4.93)
We also have
(1) Zatn)| = o (499
by (Z37). @I3) and @I4) imply
{Xz (‘2‘2') {\If;, (D)%) D; — %} ,g(Hp)] — O™, (4.95)

We note that

o (5) T 0on o = () 2w 000 0] ~0.6)

(4.96)
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by (£59) and that

e (B) w, 009) 0, 20, (09) 1]
o ('x‘) O, (IDP) De + 0w, (D) D; (497

for 1 < j,k < n, where we used (£59) again in the second term on the right-hand

side of (4.97). From (4.90]) and (4.97)), we have
{X (';') {\11 (D) D; — 92“";} "ﬂ g(H,) =0 (7). (4.98)

Clearly,
o) | () {w (02 b - 5} (5)] o s
holds by (Z34) and ([E5T). Combining @I, @IF) and [@IJ), we have
G e (5) {w 0op) o3 = 2} oty ot (5)] =0 ).

(4.100)
By (AI00), we find that I has the estimate

Io(t) = %f(Hp)i {w, (P) Dy = 5} (%)

ng (|x|) {xy; (I1DI?) Dy — 2_15} F(H,) +0 (t7). (4.101)
By virtue of Theorem B.1] (4.88), (£92) and (£I0T),
| e o, ) < ol (4.102)

is obtained.
There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

({]Dpr(t)} e~itHo . e—ith¢)L2 > c 2—t9 HX (%) f(Hp)e_itH”Qf)
c—0

2

L2

[ (WP ()0, f(H,)e o)
(00,7 rg) | — O et e ], (4.103)
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holds by (483) and (4.87). This completes our proof for 0 < p < 1 by (484,
(AI02), and min{~sing, Yshort, L + Viong, 2} > 1. In the case where p = 1, as in the
proofs before, we simply replace W, by 1 and reduce many of the computations.
For more details, see 3, Proposition 4.4.7] or [12, Theorem 2.38]. O

Remark 4.6. If 1/2 < p < 1, we can prove Theorem [l even by adopting the
conjugate operator A with some modifications to the proof presented above. In
particular, Ag(H,)(x)~! is a bounded operator because (D)g(H,) is a bounded
operator.
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