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Abstract

In this paper the local iterative Lie-Schwinger block-diagonalization method, introduced in

[FP], [DFPR1], and [DFPR2] for quantum chains, is extended to higher-dimensional quantum
lattice systems with Hamiltonians that can be written as the sum of an unperturbed gapped
operator, consisting of a sum of on-site terms, and a perturbation consisting of bounded in-
teraction potentials of short range mutltiplied by a real coupling constant ¢. Our goal is to
prove that the spectral gap above the ground-state energy of such Hamiltonians persists for
sufficiently small values of |¢|, independently of the size of the lattice.
New ideas and concepts are necessary to extend our method to systems in dimension d > 1:
As in our earlier work, a sequence of local block-diagonalization steps based on judiciously
chosen unitary conjugations of the original Hamiltonian is introduced. The supports of effec-
tive interaction potentials generated in the course of these block-diagonalization steps can be
identified with what we call minimal rectangles contained in the lattice, a concept that serves
to tackle combinatorial problems that arise in the course of iterating the block-diagonalization
steps. For a given minimal rectangle, control of the effective interaction potentials generated in
each block-diagonalization step with support in the given rectangle is achieved by exploiting
a variety of rather subtle mechanisms which include, for example, the use of weighted sums
of paths consisting of overlapping rectangles and of large denominators, expressed in terms
of sums of orthogonal projections, that serve to control analogous sums of projections in the
numerators resulting from the unitary conjugations of the interaction potential terms involved
in the local block-diagonalization step.

1 Models of gapped quantum lattice systems, and sur-
vey of results

In this paper we introduce and study a family of quantum lattice systems describing insu-
lating materials in two or more dimensions. We are interested in analyzing the low-energy
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spectrum of the Hamiltonians of these systems and, in particular, in showing that the ground-
state energies of these Hamiltonians are separated from the rest of their energy spectrum
by a strictly positive gap. Our analysis is based on a novel method consisting in iteratively
block-diagonalizing the Hamiltonians with respect to the ground-state subspace. The block-
diagonalization is accomplished by a sequence of unitary conjugations of the Hamiltonians.
Our analysis is motivated in part by recent interest in characterizing “topological phases”, see
e.g. [BN, BH, BHM]; more specifically by studying Hamiltonians of “topological insulators”
whose ground-state energy is separated from the higher-lying spectrum by a strictly positive
energy gap. But the scope of our techniques is actually more general.

To be concrete we consider tight-binding models of electrons hopping on a lattice Z¢, d > 2,
with Hamiltonians that are given as the sum of an unperturbed operator, Ky, and a perturba-
tion, K, consisting of a sum of bounded interaction potentials. The operator K can be written
as a sum of terms, Hj, only depending on the degrees of freedom located at single sites i € Z,
while the interaction potentials contributing to K; only couple degrees of freedom located on
subsets of the lattice of strictly bounded diameter. We focus our attention on unperturbed op-
erators Ky with a unique ground-state, (2, and a positive energy gap above their ground-state
energy; (but our methods can be extended to families of unperturbed operators with degen-
erate ground-state energies). Our aim is to iteratively construct an anti-self-adjoint operator
S = S(t) = =S (¢)*,t € R, such that the ground-state of the operator e5 (Ko + ¢ - K;)e™S is given
again by Q, and the spectrum of the restriction of this operator to the subspace orthogonal
to Q lies strictly above the ground-state energy, provided the absolute value of the coupling
constant ¢ is small enough. Our method to construct the operator S = S(¢) is inspired by a
novel technique introduced in [FP], which, in its original form, has been limited to chains, i.e.,
to one-dimensional systems. This technique represents an interesting example of multi-scale,
iterative perturbation theory: it consists in successively block-diagonalizing the Hamiltonians
associated with sequences of bounded, connected subsets of the lattice. In one dimension,
such subsets are intervals. But, for d > 1, the number of connected subsets of a given car-
dinality, R, containing a fixed point of the lattice grows exponentially in R, and this causes
certain difficulties that make it necessary to refine the methods in [FP] in a rather subtle way;
see Sect. 2.

We remark that the procedure described here is amenable to be extended to analogous lattice
systems but with unbounded interactions [DFPR4].

It is appropriate to comment on earlier work addressing problems closely related to the ones
treated in our paper. Actually, it is primarily the mathematical methods used in our analysis that
are novel. Our main results are very similar to ones that can be found in the literature. In [Y]
and [KT], results reminiscent of ours have been obtained by using cluster expansions based
on operator methods; in [DS] fermionic path integral methods have been used for the same
purpose, and in [NSY], [H], [MZ] quasi-adiabatic flows have been constructed to establish
results related to ours. Ideas sharing some similarities with the ones presented in our paper
have been used in [DRS] for purposes analogous to ours, and in [I1, 12] for a partial analysis
of many-body localization in one dimension.

1.1 A family of quantum lattice systems

We consider a finite, d-dimensional lattice, A% c 74, with sides consisting of N vertices, where
N < oo is arbitrary (but fixed). Each vertex in A% is labelled by a multi-index i := (i1, ..., iy),
withi; € (1,...,N), j=1,...,d. The Hilbert space of pure state vectors of the quantum lattice



systems studied in this paper is given by
HY = () Hy, with  H; = C, VieAf, (1.1)
ieAd,

where M is an arbitrary, but finite, N-independent integer. Let H be a non-negative M X M
matrix with the properties that 0 is an eigenvalue of H corresponding to an eigenvector Q € C¥,
and

H lcopz 1,
where 1 is the identity matrix.
We define
H; ;:((dg)'ﬂj)cp H (1.2)
ANB.]:’&l ithslot

where 1; is the identity matrix on Hj. By Pq, we denote the orthogonal projection onto the
subspace

() Hye{CQlcH™, and Ps :=1-Pq,. (1.3)
A;‘\I]Bj;r':i i’hzlot
Then
H; = Pg Hi Pg, + Po, H; Po, ,
with
P, HiPo, =0, and Pg HiPg > Pg, . (1.4)
We study quantum systems on the lattice A;{, with Hamiltonians of the form
Ky=Ky@:= ) Hi+t- >V, (1.5)
ieAd, JiqCAY,  k<k
—— | ———
Ko K
where:
1) Jkq = Jhy,ka:qr..qq denotes the rectangle in Af\, with sides of lengths ki, kp, ..., kg,
respectively, whose 24 corners are the sites given by (q1 + e1ky,...,qq + €4ka), €j =

Oorl,forj=1,...,d. (Notice that A4, = JN-11, where N-1=(WN-1,...,N—1) and
1=(1,...,D)).

ii) k = [K| denotes the circumference (= sum of the side lengths) of a rectangle Ji 4, i.€.,
k=K== ) k. (1.6)

iii) The range of the interaction potentials, namely the integer k < co with the property that
k| < k, V rectangles Ji q appearing in (1.5), is arbitrary, but fixed, and N—independent.

iv) Vj,, is a symmetric matrix on H (V) with the property that
Vi, acts as the identity on ® Hj, and ||V, lI<1, (1.7)
jEA?,V sj&«lk,q
for all k, q, with [K| < k < oo, as in iii), (and Vi = 0 whenever K| > k). The rectangle
Jk q 1s called the “support” of V, .

v) t € Ris a coupling constant independent of N.



1.2 Main result

Our main result is the following theorem proven in Section 5 (see Theorem 5.3).

Theorem. Under the assumption that (1.4) and (1.7) hold, for an arbitrary, but fixed finite
range k < oo, the Hamiltonian Ky(t) defined in (1.5) has the following properties:

There exists some t; > 0 independent of N such that, for any coupling constant t € R with
|| < tg, and for all N < oo,

(i) Kn(t) has a unique ground-state; and

(ii) the energy spectrum of Ky(t) has a strictly positive gap, An(t) > % above the ground-
state energy.

Results similar to this theorem have appeared in the literature; see, e.g., [DS]. The main nov-
elty of our paper is the method of proof.

We define
Pyge = ®P(2i s (18)
ieAd,

which is the orthogonal projection onto the ground-state subspace of the unperturbed operator
Kon = Kn(t=0) = ;¢ AY H;. We will construct an anti-symmetric matrix S y(f) = —S ()"
acting on H™) (so that exp[ + S y(#)] are unitary matrices), with the property that, after conju-

gation, the operator _
SNOKy(1e VD = Ky (1) (1.9)

L

e i= 1 —Pyy) of projections, in the sense

is “block-diagonal” with respect to the pair (P, P
that P, projects onto the ground-state of Ky(?),

Kn(t) = Prac KN(DPyae + PLKN(DPL,. (1.10)

vac

and
infspec (P;CEN@)P;C s 3w = infspec (Prac Kn(DPyac Tpm ) + An(r),  (1.11)

with Ay(t) > % for |t| < ty, uniformly in N.

The Hamiltonian we will study in the following has the special form

d N N-1 N
Ky() = Z Hi+tZ Z > Vi, (1.12)
ieA;f) Flag=1  q=1 gq=1
where
(lj,q) = (0,...,](]' = 1,...,0; ql,...,qd), (1.13)

i.e., the range of the interaction potentials is k = 1. We could study potentials with an arbitrary
finite range. But, in order to keep our exposition as transparent as possible, we restrict our at-
tention to nearest neighbor “hopping terms”. For simplicity, we also assume that the coupling
constant is positive, i.e., r > 0.



Organization of the paper. In Sect. 2, we explain the formal aspects of our construction. In
Sect. 2.1, we introduce the notion of “minimal rectangles” that will play an important role in
our analysis. In Sect. 2.2, we describe the local (so-called Lie-Schwinger) conjugations of the
Hamiltonian associated with minimal rectangles. Next, in Sect. 2.3, we introduce an algorithm
that describes the flow of effective interactions determined by the iterative conjugations of the
Hamiltonian used to block-diagonalize it. Moreover, we outline the new features and the
complications of our strategy arising in dimensions d > 2, as compared to the one used in [FP]
for chains.

In Sect. 3 we describe a scheme of re-expansions of collections of effective interaction po-
tentials and a method to derive estimates on the norms of these operators that involve keeping
track of paths of connected rectangles.

In Sect. 4 we recall how to provide a lower bound on the spectral gap Ay(¢), for sufficiently
small values of the coupling constant ¢, following the same procedure as in [FP].

In Sect. 5 the proof of convergence of our construction of the operator S y(?) is presented, with
a few technicalities deferred to Appendix A. Theorem 5.1 is the core result in our proof of con-
vergence, enabling us to control the norms of the effective interactions by using a composite
strategy combining different mechanisms, depending on the regime of the growth processes
of rectangles; see Sect. 2.3. >From Theorem 5.1, the final result of this paper, Theorem 5.3,
follows.

Notation

1) For chains, ie., d = 1, the rectangles Ji q coincide with the connected one-dimensional
graphs, Ii 4, k € N, used in [FP], with k edges connecting the k + 1 vertices ¢,1 + ¢, ...,k + g,
that can also be seen as “intervals” of length k whose left end-point coincides with g.

2) We use the same symbol for the operator Oj acting on Hj and the corresponding operator
05 ® L\

acting on (X)ie I H;, for any j € Ji 4. Similarly, with a slight abuse of notation, we do not
q
make a distinction between an operator Oy,; acting on Hy,; := ®j€ i ‘H; and the correspond-

ing operator acting on the whole Hilbert space ™) which is obtained out of Oy,; by tensoring
by the identity matrix operator on all the remaining sites.

3) With the symbol “c" we denote strict inclusion, otherwise we use the symbol “C".

4) The multiplicative constant implicit in the symbol O(-) can depend on the spatial dimension
d.
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2 Outline of the proof strategy

The conjugations used to block-diagonalize the Hamiltonian in (1.5) determine a flow of ef-
fective Hamiltonians. These operators are expressed in terms of effective interaction potentials
with supports that can be represented as connected unions of the rectangles J; labelling in-
teraction terms in formula (1.5). Whereas for chains, d = 1, when starting from a family of
intervals (i.e., [y = Jxq Withk = kand 1 < g < N — k), the connected sets associated with
the new interaction potentials are again intervals, the situation is much more complicated in
higher dimensions, d > 1, because connected sets of arbitrary shape arise in the flow. The
control of growth processes giving rise to each fixed shape that can appear in our construction
is crucial in order to accomplish the block-diagonalization of the Hamiltonian. For an arbitrary
connected set of a fixed shape, the number of growth processes scales factorially in the num-
ber of edges of the set. This crude estimate is, however, not good enough to control the norms
of the interaction potentials associated with a given shape, since the expected prefactor, ", in
the norm of the interaction potential labelled by a connected set of cardinality n with a fixed
shape arising from all possible growth processes terminating in the given shape cannot com-
pensate the number, O(n!), of such growth processes when n tends to co; (here 7 is the coupling
constant). Hence in our estimates we cannot simply count all growth processes giving rise to
each fixed shape since some of them are in fact forbidden by the ordering encoded in the block-
diagonalization procedure. In this paper we circumvent this problem with a strategy outlined in
Sect. 2.3, which involves the notion of “minimal rectangles” introduced in the next subsection.

2.1 Minimal rectangles

..........

lengths ki, k3, ..., k;, and that [K| denotes the sum of these lengths, i.e., [K| := ;.1:1 ki. The
coordinates of the 2¢ corners of Ji,q are d-tuples of integers given by either g; or g; + k; at the
J-th position, forall 1 < j < d, withg; < N —k;.

The rectangles Jy 4 play the role of the intervals I} , in the one-dimensional case considered
in [FP]. Similarly to the one-dimensional case, the pairs (K, q) label the block-diagonalization
steps, which are ordered according to the ordering relation “>" defined as follows.!

k'.q) > k,q iff (2.14)
d ’ d .
° Zj=1 kj > Zj=1 kj 5
e orif 39 K = S k), K. <kj, forsome 1 < j < d,withk; = ki, VI < j;

e or,if k; = k;, for all /, q;.>qj,forsomelsj§d, with g, = q;, V1> j.

As will become clear from our description of the block-diagonalization flow in the next sec-
tion, the ordering amongst rectangles must ensure that rectangles with larger circumference |Kk|
succeed those of smaller circumference. With this requirement fulfilled, the ordering chosen
here is convenient; but it is definitely not the only possible ordering.

TFor example, in dimension d = 2, in order to determine the successor of (K, q) = (ki, k2; g1, g2) we observe that:
a) The elements (k1, k2; g1 + 1, q2) and (k1, k2; q1, g2 + 1) are both successors of (ki, k2; g1, q2) but (ki,kz;q1,q2 + 1) >
(k1, k2; g1 + 1, ¢2); b) for the elements (k, k3; 4/, q5), (k1. k); g}, qy) such that k| + k), = k' + k) =k + ko, if K} > kY
then (K7, k35 47, q5) > (k. k)3 45, 45).



With the symbols (k, q) ; and (K, q)_; we denote the j-th successor and the j-th predecessor
of (k, q), respectively, in the ordering introduced above. The initial step is (0, N), because the
“potentials" associated with the degenerate rectangles consisting of a single point are the on-
site terms, Hj, which are already block-diagonal with respect to the pair of projections defined
in (2.20)-(2.21), below. The final step is (N —1,1), where N-1 = (N —-1,...,N - 1) and
1=(,..., 1.

Definition 2.1. Given an arbitrary rectangle Jy 4 of sites in Af\,, we define

Hip = (X) . (2.15)

i€k q

Definition 2.2. Consider two rectangles, Jiq and Jir o, with nonempty intersection. The
minimal rectangle associated with Ji q U Ji o is defined to be the smallest rectangle containing
Jk.q and Ji o Note that its corners are the 2¢ numbers with either

min{q;, q;-}, or max{q; +kj, q} + k}} (2.16)
at the j-th position. The minimal rectangle associated with Ji ¢ and Ji o is denoted by
[Jkq Y Ji gl 2.17)

Definition 2.3. Let Jy q C Jij. We define a family, g( @ , of rectangles by

g““” = { g | g £ 0 and [DqU gl =Ji ). (2.18)

2.2 Effective Hamiltonians

Each conjugation step in the block-diagonalization of the original Hamiltonian is labelled by
arectangle Jx 4 and, consequently, by a pair (K, q). In the effective Hamiltonian arising from a
conjugation step, a potential term, V( 9 is associated with each rectangle Jj;. More precisely,
after the conjugation step (k, q), the effectlve Hamiltonian reads

Kl(\lflq) = Z Hi+1 Z Vﬁk,’q) +1 Z Vﬁ':,‘v bt V(kq>
g xU Y / Kk
ieAy NURCS K - 9
+ ViEd 4 Vﬁk o (2.19)
, K N-11
Kier) - @
where:

1. The pairs (k( ) q’) are used to index all rectangles Ji o with [K'| = j;

2. For a fixed rectangle Ji;, the corresponding potential term may change in each conjuga-
tion step of the block-diagonalization procedure, until the step (k,q) = (1,1) is reached;
hence V( 9 s the potential term associated with Jj; arising in step (k, q) of the block-
dlagonahzatlon the superscript (k, q) keepmg track of the changes in the potential term
arising in step (k, q). The operator V q) depends on the coupling constant ¢, but this
is not made explicit in our notation; it acts as the identity on the spaces Hj for j ¢ Ji;.
A more precise description of how these operators arise in our procedure as well as an
outline of the strategy to control their norms are deferred to Section 2.3;

7



3. For all rectangles Ji; with (K, q) > (l,1), and for the rectangle Ji; = Ji 4, the associated

(k,q) -

effective potentlalV is block-diagonal w.r.t. the decomposition of the identity acting

on H™ into the sum of projections

P = (X) Py (2.20)
jehi

PO = (R pa) 2.21)
JeJll

The effective Hamiltonian Kl(\lfl’q) of (2.19) is obtained after the conjugation step labeled by
(k, q). Starting from !

K(l;,q)-l — Z Hi +t Z V(k ,Q)-1 +t Z V(k ,Q)-1 L4t Z V(k Q-1 (222)
Ay 4 ; s ; Jk'z>“ o Kl a’

ieAy k) o ko) @ Kk

+ VDT gy (2.23)
0
Kpopeq KD
the conjugation step labelled by (k, q) is given by
S KUV ¢S = KED (2.24)
N N

where the anti-symmetric matrix S, is chosen in such a way that the interaction potential

V(k ‘4 is block-diagonal; see Section 4. More precisely, following the Lie-Schwinger procedure,

S Jk 4 18 built so as to block-diagonalize the local operator given by the sum of all terms in
kKO-
Ay
the conjugation in (2.24) renders the operator

whose support is contained in Jx q. In other words, S, is chosen in such a way that

k,q)-
G+ Vﬁk’qq) h (2.25)
block-diagonal, where
Gogi= Dy ikt 3 VRtlewr y vt L 26)
iCJkq Jyr )’q; Clkq (1) Jkak‘fl)aq/cjk'q (k|-1)

Here “block-diagonalization™ refers to the projections P(_) and P(+) corresponding to the de-

composition of the Hilbert space ®1€ I H; into vacuum subspace and its orthogonal comple-
ment, respectively. The operator G, , plays the role of the "unperturbed" operator, since it is
already block-diagonal w.r.t. the decomposition of the identity

1.€e.,

_ p(H) (+) (-) (=)
Gy = Py G Py + P G P (2.27)

The construction outlined here works, because one can show inductively that the energy gap in
the spectrum of the Hamiltonian G, , above its ground-state eigenvalue is bounded away from
zero, uniformly in the size of the rectangle Ji q, when a suitable upper bound on the operators
norms of the interaction potentials is imposed. The control of this gap (see Section 4) relies on



the fact that all the effective potentials appearing in G, , have been block-diagonalized already
in the previous steps.

These properties of the operator G, ,, combined with bounds on the norms of the effective
potentials obtained at the previous conjugation step, enable us to construct the anti-symmetric
matrix S, used at the next conjugation step and control the norms of the effective potentials
obtained after conjugation with exp[S 5, ,]. This is described in more detail in Section 2.3.

2.3 The algorithm and the different regimes in the growth pro-
cesses of rectangles

Our strategy to control the norms of the effective potentials V;qu) is based on the following key
ideas, which will give rise to a concrete algorithm. ’

I) The number of shapes of connected sets of lattice sites arising in our construction is lim-
ited by making use of “minimal rectangles” in such a way that, instead of two connected
sets, only the minimal rectangle containing them will be recorded; (i.e., the rectangle
with the property that any rectangle of smaller size cannot contain the union of those
sets). Only keeping track of minimal rectangles reduces the combinatorial divergence,
because the number of rectangles with a given circumference k(:= Zl‘.lzl k;) containing a
specified site of the lattice grows polynomially in k, namely like O(k%~!). We then lump
together all effective potential terms whose support is contained in a given rectangle in
such a way that no rectangle of smaller size can contain it. The sum of the norms of
these terms is expected to be bounded above by O(1°%), where c is a universal constant.

II) We will exploit some subtle mechanisms to identify and control the growth processes
allowed by the algorithm introduced below. Depending on the relation between the size,
k, of Ji q and the size, r, of Ji.;, we will distinguish three different regimes for the growth

processes that may give rise to the term V(qu) in (2.31) below.

As implicitly indicated in the expression (2.22)-(2.23) for the effective Hamiltonian K (k.q)- ‘,

the potentials must be re-combined properly after each conjugation step (K, q) so as to deter—
mine a well defined flow of operators, V(k @ , for every fixed support J; ;. This flow is obtained
with the help of a specific algorithm descrlbed in Definition 2.4, below. In Theorem 4.1, we
check that our algorithm is consistent with the conjugation in (2.24). This amounts to showing
that the r-h-s in (2.24) has the form given in (2.22)-(2.23), with (k, q)- replaced by (k, q) and

effective potentials V;:‘,’q) as defined in Definition 2.4 formulated next.
The algorithm is supposed to enable us to iteratively determine effective potentials V;qu) in
terms of the potentials obtained at the previous step (K, q)—;, starting from ’
Vel i=Hy,  ViNVi=vy ooand VN =0, for k| 2 2. (2.28)
Joi J1,q 1jq

Definition 2.4. Assuming that, at fixed (k, q)-; with (k, q)_; > (0, N), for any r, i the operators
V(k D1 and § Jiq (defined as in (4.51), (4.52)) are well defined, or assuming (k,q) = (1;,1)
(where 1, = (1,0,...,0) and 1 = (1,...,1), respectively) and S Ny well defined, then we
define:

a) if Jiq & Jri,

yko .- k-,

Jri Jrji ’ (229)



b) if Jpj = Jk,q,

0 = 5 e a0

j=1
where (V(k’q)‘l)dmg is defined like in (4.53), and diag means diagonal part w.r.t. to the

projections P( ) and P(+)

C) if Jk’q C Jr,i,

k. s kq) i -S. Sl k.
Vﬁrlq) = eMka V;rjq) Le ka4 Z Z —ad Vﬁk q? D, (23D
-1

S, ,eg“‘ D0 n

where ad is defined in (4.49)-(4.50). We observe that the set g( @ (see (2.18)) is not
empty only if the rectangle Ji q has a nonempty intersection with the boundary of the
rectangle Jy ;.

The rationale motivating the recombination of terms described in Definition 2.4 is ex-
plained in Section 4. Here a remark on item c) of Definition 2.4 may be helpful in order to
understand the key ideas used to control the operator norms of the effective potentials.

Remark 2.5. The sum on the r-h-s in (2.31) accounts for all contributions to the term V( @
with support J;.; that correspond to “growth processes” of rectangles, i.e., to processes where
the union of a rectangle Jir v # Jyj and of the fixed rectangle Jx 4 labelling the conjugation
step in the block-diagonalization is a set with the property that Jy; is the minimal rectangle
associated to it, i.e., such that [Ji ¢ U J q] = Jri-

To control the operator norms of the effective potentials, we begin by observing that, by
construction, the potential V( D does not change anymore whenever (k,q) > (r,i). Using
this observation, we will prove by induction that, for every pair (r, i), an upper bound of the

following form
r—1

(k,q) I3 .
Vi< Ci—mpr o j=1.23, (2.32)

holds true, at all steps (k, q) up to step (r, i) (included), where C; and the exponent p; = p(d) >
0 (d being the space dimension) depend on the regime R j introduced below, and the different
regimes, R1,R2, and R3, depend on the relative magnitude of the circumferences k = |K| and
r=]r|.

We recall that, for quantum chains, control of the norms relies on a feature of formula
(2.31) that holds only in dimension d = 1: An interval can only grow at the two end-points,
hence at a number of vertices independent of the size of the interval. But in higher dimensions,
d > 1, the number of terms in the sum in formula (2.31) labelled by rectangles, Jyi o, that
intersect the rectangle Jy 4 only at the boundary grows like a positive power of r, (depending
on the dimension d). This motivates the introduction of three different regimes, R1,R2, and
R3, enabling us to exploit a different mechanism to estimate the number of terms in each of
the regimes, as outlined below; see also Figure 1.

R1) The first regime deals with rectangles labelled by (k, q) that are “small” as compared to
the rectangle labelled by (r, i), namely with pairs (K, q) such that £ < I_rﬂ. In order to
establish the desired estimate (2.32), we iterate the re-expansion of the potential V(k D
by applying formulae (2.31) and (2.29). As a consequence, each potential term resultlng

10



Jk,q

Jwa

Jkl’q/

Jk',q’
Jk’q

R2)

R3)

Figure 1: Examples of configurations of R1, R2, R3, respectively.

from the re-expansion can then be associated with a connected sequence of rectangles
Ji o labelling the operators Sk q-, plus one labelling one of the potentials appearing
in the Hamiltonian of definition (1.5) or a potential of the type Vﬁ::’;f/) (where K/ < I_rﬁ D,
with the property that J;; is the minimal rectangle associated to this sequence. Roughly
speaking, the result then holds for the following reasons:

1) At least O(r/ I_r%J) rectangles Jy~ o are present in each connected set, and all the cor-

(k’/,q”)fl
Vk// ’q//

|| which is also crucial in the argument, it is important that

responding operators Sk~ o have norms of order |- ||

(k”.q")-1
Vk”,q”

||; apart from the resulting

product of norms ||

1

a total factor [//90/"*D or smaller is gained from the re-expansion (due to the constraint

k < I_rﬂ that holds in this regime).

2) Notice that the rectangles contained in the considered connected set are ordered ac-

cording to >, and, consequently, only one growth process can yield each such a set.

Due to this observation, the number of connected sets of rectangles resulting from the

re-expansion, when each connected set is properly weighted in accordance with the in-
41

ductive hypothesis on the norms of the potentials Vyk{” .

, provides an upper bound to
q

IIle:;‘D“. In fact, for |¢| small enough but independent of N, this weighted number yields
the sought bound (2.32) for ||V§l:;q)”‘

The second regime is associated with pairs (K, q) with the property that Lrﬂ <k <
r— I_rﬂ. In this regime, thanks to the upper bound on &, the size of the rectangles Ji o
in formula (2.31) is so large that it is enough to carry out only one re-expansion step
and to then use the inductive hypotheses, similarly to the treatment of chains in [FP]. In
this regime we use a basic mechanism involving the use of the denominator 2 in the
inductive estimate (see (2.32)) of the potential. If k”? and (r — k)? are both large as it
happens in this regime, we can still control the polynomially growing number of terms
in the sum of formula (2.31).

The third regime is associated with “large” rectangles (K, q), since r — I_r%J <k<r

In this regime, we exploit a mechanism based on large denominators. This means that

we shall collect the contributions in (2.31) corresponding to potentials V;l;,’qf" that are
q

already block-diagonal and then estimate them in terms of a sum of projections P(J:,) )
q

controlled, through an induction, by the denominator appearing in the expression of
(S s.;)1 (see formula (4.52)); in the proof by induction for this regime, we make use of
the auxiliary quantities displayed in (5.90).

11



3 Tree structure and paths of rectangles

In order to study regime R1 we shall re-expand the potentials V( @ , using the recursive Def-
inition 2.4 repeatedly. The method we develop to single out the terms in the re-expansion
contributing to a certain effective potential, and to then count and weight them, is of some
independent interest, irrespective of the crucial role it will play in our analysis of regime R1.
We therefore describe it carefully in this section.

For the purpose of re-expanding Vy:;q), using Definition 2.4, we observe that, for r > 1,

I . 1
case b) of Definition 2.4 can occur only after many steps of the re-expansion, because k < | r# |
in regime R1. In order to streamline our formulae, we introduce the notation

(o8]

1
D ad"S sy () = A (). (3.33)

n=1

Depending on the relative position between Ji q and J.j, we are instructed to use either formula

kg _ (k,q)-
VJr.i = VJr,i ! (3.34)
Ao (Vi) (3.35)
)-
+ Ay (VD) (3.36)
S, ,eg"“”

or " "

Vvied = i (3.37)
corresponding to cases c) and a) in Definition 2.4, respectively. We will use formulae a) and
c¢) of Definition 2.4 iteratively for the potentials on the r-h-s of (3.34)-(3.36) and (3.37) when
they apply, if it is the case all the way down to step (0, N), but do not re-expand potentials of
the type V&1 yhen they appear (i.e., we stop the re-expansion), which corresponds to case

Kk’ .q"”

b) of Deﬁmtlon 2.4.

The strategy can be summarized as consisting of the following steps.

o Introducing tree diagrams, we show that every contribution, b, to an effective potential —
where b stands for “branch-operator”, a notion that is motived by the tree structure de-
scribed below — of the re-expansion resulting from (3.34)-(3.36) and (3.37) is determined
by a set, Ry, of rectangles that are ordered and whose union is connected.

e We show that there is an injective map from {Rp} to a set, {I'y}, of paths of rectangles
with certain properties.

e By assigning suitable weights to the paths I'y; we will be able to derive upper bounds
on the norms of the contributions b. This will allow us to estimate the norm ||V§l:;q)|| by
counting (weighted) paths belonging to the set {I'}. ’

12



k,q)

(k» q)—l

(k’ q)72

Figure 2: Example of a tree associated with the first two steps of the re-expansion of Vﬁqu) .

3.1 Tree expansion

In order to find an efficient description (see Definition 3.1 below) of the structure of contribu-
tions emerging from the re-expansion of Vy:;q), we study the type of terms we get after a few
re-expansions steps. For example, if we assume that the relative positions of Jx q and Jy; are
such that the first re-expansion step is of type c), followed by a re-expansion step of type a),
then we get

k, S k.q)-» —S
Vigl = @maVEReT e ) A Vi), (339)
Jk’ d Eg(,l;::l)
k.q)- k,q)-
= Vit A, (VT + Ang (VD). (3.39)

(k,q)
Ji €
Kk’ ’q/ g"r,i

Notice that in (3.33), and consequently in (3.39), we interpret the sum over n as a single
contribution. The re-expansion of every potential term alluded to above, iterated down either
to the first level where case b) of Definition 2.4 applies, or, if this does not happen, to level
(0,N), can be described using an upside-down tree structure (see the first three levels in Figure
2), following the list of prescriptions described in the next definition.

Definition 3.1.

1. The levels of a tree used to identify the contributions to the re-expansion of a potential
Vi< are labeled by (k', '), with (k’, q') such that (k, q) > (K, q") > (0, N). We say that
such a tree is rooted at level (K, q).

2. There is a single vertex at the top of a tree rooted at level (K, q); it is labeled by the
symbol V;l:;q) of the potential.

3. The vertices at level (K, q")_; of a tree rooted at level (k, q) are determined by the vertices
of the tree at level (k’, q’) in the following way: Each vertex v = ) at level (K, q’),

Js,u
labeled by V( 4 , is linked to two sets of descendants (vertices) at level (k’, q")_; with
the followmg propertles The two sets of vertices are empty if (s,u) = (k’, q'); otherwise

o the leftmost set of vertices actually consists of a single vertex, which is labeled by
the potential V;k -1,

13



e the rightmost set of vertices is empty if J v ¢ Jsu; otherwise it contains a vertex

for each element Jy v belonging to Q(Jl:/“’q/) U {Js.u), and this vertex is labeled by
(k'.q)-1 ’

Jg
4. Each vertex v at level (k’, q') is connected by an edge to its descendants at level (K’, q')_1.
Edges are labelled by rectangles, or carry no label, in the following way:

e-i) the edge connecting a vertex v at level (k’, q’) to its leftmost descendant at level
(k’, q")—1 has no label. It stands for the map

k'.q") (K'.q")-1
Vi Vi
where Vﬁls(;’q/) is the potential labelling v and Vz(;’q/)‘l labels its leftmost descendant
at level (K’,q")_1;
e-ii) each edge ¢ connecting the vertex v at level (k’,q’) to other descendants at level
(k’, q")—1 is labeled by a rectangle Jy o . It stands for the map

k/, ’ k,, "N
V;S,“(I) — ﬂ]k,’q’(v( q’) 1),

Ty w

where Vy:;’q/) labels the vertex b and Vy::}/)" is the potential labelling the vertex
connected to v by the edge e.

5. A leaf of the tree is a vertex at some level (K’, q’) that has no descendants, i.e., that is
not connected to any vertex at level (k’, q’)_; by any edge. Note that a leaf of the tree is
labeled by a potential of the type V(:j:’g,) for some (k”,q") > (0,N).

6. A branch of a tree rooted at (k, ) is an ordered connected set of edges with the following
properties:

o the first edge of a branch has the vertex at level (k, q) as an endpoint;

o the last edge of a branch has a leaf at some level (k”’, q”’') as an endpoint (referred
to as the leaf of the branch);

e there is a single edge connecting vertices at levels (k’, q") and (k’, q")_; for every
k', q") with (k,q) = (k’,q") > (k”,q").

7. With each branch b of a tree we associate a set, Ry, of rectangles consisting of i) those
rectangles labelling the edges of b, and ii) the rectangle Jy~ o~ indicating the support of
the potential labelling the leaf of b.

The set Ry inherits the ordering relation (2.14), hence its elements can be enumerated by
a map

ie{l, -, |Rel} — Jko g0 € Re
with (K, @) > (kD q*D) and where |Ry| is the cardinality of the set Ry. Note that
qu';eb\)’q(mbp is the rectangle associated with the potential labelling the leaf of b.

8. To every branch b we can associate the “branch operator”, also denoted by b,

b= As g0 (Ane) o O 'ﬂjk(mm—n,qw\—u(V&») ) (3.40)
where Vg, = V(k(mh‘)’q(mhl)) is the potential labelling the leaf of b.
b JlIRyD g(RyD

The set of branches whose corresponding branch operators are non-zero is denoted by
Bvﬁk,q) .

ri

14



3.1.1 Properties of the branches b € ngk,q)

Definition 3.1 implies the following properties of the elements of the set Bv(k o defined above:

P-i)

P-iii)

P-iv)

3.2

l‘l

Forb € Bv<k,q>, the set
*’r,i

U Jio g0

ief 1, JRyl}

is connected, due to (3.40), though Jk@’q(,-) N Jk(i+l)’q(i+1) might be empty for some i. Like-
wise, for any fixed n € {1---|Rgl}, the set U, <iqjr,| Jk q i connected. Indeed, for any
operator O and for any m, A Jiom) g (O) = 0 whenever the supports of O and § Jiom) g
have empty intersection; see formula (3.33).

Forb € Bv(k,q), the cardinality, |Rp|, of the set Ry, of rectangles is such that |Ry| > O(i) >
Jr,i

O(r%). This lower bound on |Ry| is a consequence of the restriction imposed on k = |K|
and required in regime *R1, (and it will turn out to be crucial to derive our estimate
(5.104)-(5.105) in Theorem 5.1).

The set Jyj is the minimal rectangle associated with [, {1, Jx g0, for any branch

IRy}
b e va o. Furthermore, if we amputate a branch at some vertex by keeping only the
descendants of that vertex (i.e., the lower part only) then the same property holds for the
rectangle associated with the potential labelling the (new) root vertex of the amputated
branch that has been created.

Two different branches b, b’ € Bv(k o are associated with two different (ordered) sets of

l‘l

rectangles Ry and Ry .
Sketch of proof:

1) The two branches must cross at some vertex.

2) Consider the first vertex (starting at the bottom of the tree) where they cross and the
two (possibly) amputated branches corresponding to the two original branches that have
this vertex as their root vertex.

3) Now, notice that there are two alternatives: 3-i) either the rectangles associated with
the two edges linked to the root vertex (the vertex where they cross) are different, in the
sense that one edge is associated to a rectangle and the other to none; 3-ii) or some of the
remaining rectangles in the amputated branches must differ, due to property P-iii), since
the potentials labelling the vertices at the level just below the common root vertex are
different.

Each term in the re-expansion is associated with a branch b of the tree, and this corre-

spondence is bijective by construction. Thus, by property P-iv), two distinct non-zero

terms in the re-expansion, corresponding to two different branches by, b, € Bv<k,q>, are
‘,r,i

labelled by two different sets of rectangles, Ry, and Ry, , respectively.

Summing over the norms of branch-operator: weights and

paths, I,

Our task is to estimate the norms of the potentials V( @ , which can be accomplished by taking
the re-expansion of the potentials into account accordlng to the prescriptions of Definition 3.1.
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More precisely, each potential V;qu) can be expressed as the sum X peg o 0> Where b are the
ri [
Jos

branch operators defined in point 8. of Definition 3.1. Therefore, we are led to estimating the
sum over the norms of branch operators, to wit

lIo]].

bEBV(qu)

J, ri

This can be done by assigning a “weight" to every set Ry of rectangles, the weight being

proportional to the product of operator norms of the potentials associated (in step (k, q)-1)
with each rectangle Ji q in the set Ry, i.e.,

_ ) q)y_
D o™ v [T v e, (3.41)

y O]
0eB, tka ief 1 [Rol-1}

. . . . O q® . .
where V, is the potential labelling the leaf of b, since a factor (c- ) - ||V;k( ) ":_) )-1 || is associated
Kk L K L
with the map A, , (5 here ¢ > 0 is a universal constant.

In order to count the sets Ry, we shall assign a path, [, to each b, where I'y has the property
to visit all the rectangles in the set Ry. Since we must estimate the "weighted" number of sets

Ry, the paths must be weighted accordingly.

3.2.1 Paths of connected rectangles

The following definitions clarify what we mean by a path visiting rectangles.

Definition 3.2.

i) A path T is a finite sequence of rectangles {Jgo yo}?_,, for some n € N, with the property
that JS(i),u(i) # Js(i+1),u(i+1) and Js(i),u(i) N JS(i+l),u(i+1) #0,foreveryi=1---n—-1.
Warning: In contrast to item 7 in Definition 3.1, no relation is assumed here between the
ordering labeled by the index i and the ordering <.

ii) The set of ordered pairs,
Sr = {(Js(i)’u(i), Js(i+1)’u(i+l))| i= 1, e ,n— 1},

is called the set of steps of the path T" = {Jgo yo }1_ -
iii) The length, I, of the path I" = {Js(i),u(i)}lr.l: 1 is defined tobe Ir :=n — 1.
iv) The support, supp(I'), of a path I' = {Jo yo };_, is defined to be

supp(I) = {Jgo g0, i € {1-+-n}}.
v) Apath ' = {J yoll, is closed if Jgn) yo) = Jgm yon-

Each rectangle Jyo o

GI0 . . o
||V§k(,)’(:.) )"II (except for Jyary) qReD that contributes through c - ||V ||), which (as it will be
k(D q( ’

shown) decreases with the size of the rectangle. Thus, we have to make sure that the path Iy
does not visit small rectangles of Ry, which have a “big” weight, repeatedly. This motivates the
requirements imposed on the paths I', considered henceforth, in particular property C) stated

in the next section.

of the set R, contributes to the weight (3.41) of Ry through ¢ - ¢ -
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3.2.2 Connected components, Z(’), of rectangles, and definition of I',

Since the weight of a rectangle is a function of its size, it is convenient to write the connected

set Uie(1, Ry} Jk® g as the union
k Jo
(=),

p=ko j=1

where {Z(j), Jj=1,..., j,} are distinct connected components of (unions of) rectangles of a
given size p, kg < p < k, starting from the lowest one kg > 1, with the following properties:

1) jx, = 1 (i.e., there is only one component for p = ko);

2) rectangles of the same size but belonging to different components do not overlap, i.e., for
any p, Z(j) OZU) 0, forj+ j.

We call supp(Z/()j)), p=ko,....k, j=1,..., j,, the set of rectangles of Z(j), ie.,

SUPP(Z,(;j)) = {Jk(o,q(i) : Jii g0 C ZVie {L,--- ,|Rb|}}~

Starting from a branch b € 8, ««, we shall inductively construct a path, I'y, of length Ir,
Jos
bounded by
J2 gk
Ity <20, + Y 4w Y nh -2,
Jj=1 =
with the following properties:

A) the support of I'y is Rp;

()]

B) for each component Z(] ) consisting of the union of n;” rectangles, at most 2n (j) — 2 steps

are made (i.e., there are at most 2n(j)

supp(Z,));

C) there are at most two steps connecting rectangles in supp(Zg)) with rectangles of lower

2 steps o € Sr, for which o € supp(ZE,j)) X

size: more precisely, for every connected component Zg) there is at most one Jg, in

supp(Zg)) such that (Jy w, Jsu) € Sr, with s” < s, and one Js, such that (Jsy, Jy w) €
Sr, with s > 5.

The precise construction is carried out by induction in k in Lemma A.5, combined with Lemma
A.4; i.e., we assume that we have constructed a path Fg‘ _1), with kg < k' < k, fulfilling A), B),
and C) for the set U,l;/:_kt Uj’; ! Z, which is connected by Property P-i). Starting from this path,

we construct a new one, denoted by Fg"), with the desired properties.

3.2.3 Weighted sums of paths

The features specified by A), B), and C), above, are used to distribute the total weight available,
as shown in (3.41), amongst the steps of the path I', in a way that is optimal to derive suitable
bounds. In fact, we will associate a weight with the steps of the paths I'y, described in Section
3.2.2, so as to estimate (3.41) in terms of a weighted sum of paths. The mechanism, which we
shall illustrate below, is essentially the one used in Theorem 5.1 to control regime R1, with
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some modifications that we omit here in order not to obscure the key ideas, and which are
related to the proof by induction of Theorem 5.1. .
We observe that there are 1% rectangles in the set supp(Zg)), and that, for the paths I'y,

0
there are at most 2ng) — 2 steps between these rectangles; see property B) above. In addition,
there are at most 2 steps, from rectangles of lower size and back, to be taken into account; see
property C) above. Consequently, to each step o = (Jgi) ), Jgirn) yi+n) € S, we can assign the

weight

— 1 . s u®)_; 1 s(+D Dy | 1
W, = Wi, i+n = ((¢+ 1)f)2 - min {lIV;(i) (i)) "z, ||V§(M) (M)) 1||2},
) ) () o . .
where  is sufficiently small such that (¢ + 1)z - ||V§k(_)’(}) )-1 || < 1, and the following estimate
Kk ] .q' 1
holds
Rpl -1 OP0) 1
(e v [T vi 4 s~ [ ] we (342)
i=1 4 O'ESrb

The previous inequality is true because, if we denote by S 70 the set of at most an ) _2 steps
79

between rectangles of supng ) and the additional at most 2 steps from rectangles of lower size
and back, then we have

()
(c- t)lsupp(zpj )] l_[ HV(:::)AH < 1—[ W,

o -
Jsu€supp(Z;”) O'ESZI(JJ)
Finally we use the estimate
[Rol—1 IRy| kO.q0)_;
TV gl v, = (3.43)
: k() g0
beB, ko) ie{ 1, JRy|-1}
ri
- k .
_ J
<Y [Iwea s S (Sugn. o
Iy, b€8 (q) ST, J=leazl pp'=1

ri

where | ¢4+ 7] is alower bound for [Ry|, and Cyr*! isan upper bound on the possible positions

of the rectangle Jk(|'Rb|)’q(|'Rb|) of the path, where ¢y, C; are d-dependent constants; finally
Dy =Gy s 57471, (3.45)

where €, is a d-dependent constant, is an upper bound on the number of possible directions
of a path I' = {Jg» 4o}, extended by one more step as specified here: given the path I' =
{Js0,u0}}_,> the number of paths I+ = Uy wo };’:11 of length Ir+ = n, whose first n elements
agree with I (i.e., {Jgo yol?, = {Jyo w0} ,) and for which gD = ¢ and s =, is
bounded from above by D .

A minor modification of the inequality provided in (3.44) will enable us to prove the result of

Theorem 5.1 concerning regime R1.
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4 The unitary conjugation ¢’/ka and the spectral gap
of G Jkq

The operator ¢*’ka is constructed so as to block-diagonalize the Hamiltonian G, , + tVyk{’q)’1
> -4
w.r.t. the decomposition of the identity

_ p) (-)
1=P hq T P g (4.46)
The operator
(k,q)-1 (K.q)-1
Gy = H;+t \% +--- 4t 1% 4.47)
wi= 2 Hir ) Vi 2 Vi,
iCJkq JkEl)’q/ CJkq Jkélkl—l)’q’ Clkq

is already block-diagonal with respect to (4.46).

For this construction we refer the reader to the notation and results in Sections 2 and 3 of
[DFFR]. We add the definition of £y, , which is in fact the ground-state energy of the operator
Ghg

Ej, = <® Q;, Gy, (X) Q). (4.48)

jEJk’q jGJk,q

1.€e.,
GJk,qP(J;,)q = Ey P

4 Jkq

‘We recall that
adA(B) :=[A, B] (4.49)

where A and B are bounded operators, and, for n > 2,
ad’A(B) :=[A, ad"'A (B)]. (4.50)

To carry out the block-diagonalization step (K, q), the operator S ;, , is defined by the series
Sy = th(SJk_q)j 4.51)
j=1

where

1 kQ)-1rody ._ 1 @ kD1 p-)
(Sig)i 1= ad ™" Gy (ViP5 o= ijq_EquPJk’q(VJk’[l )i Py —he., (452)

where “od” means off-diagonal w.r.t. the decomposition of the identity (4.46);

. (Vﬁ‘;f)*)l = Vﬁ‘;f)* , and, for j > 2,

1
(V;l:;q‘l)_l)j = Z —ad (S o )r, (ad S ndrs - -- @S 1 )r, (G- )
p22,r121...,}’p21 ;r1+"'+rp:j .
1
+ Z —ad (S j ) (ad (S heg)dr - - - (ad (S Jk‘q)rp(vﬁl;;q)fl ... ) '

p2lLrizl,rp>lsri+tr,=j-1 ©°

(4.53)
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‘We recall that

K& = ¢ a KD e ha (4.54)
N N

The algorithm described in Definition 2.4 can be motivated by inspecting the proof of the next
theorem, which establishes the consistency property alluded to in Sect. 2.3 before introducing
Definition 2.4.

Theorem 4.1. The Hamiltonian K[(\kd’q) = ¢S ka K[(\kd’q)’l ¢ S'ka can be written in the form given
N

N
in (2.19), where the terms {Vﬁ:‘i’q)} are obtained from the terms {V;Ti’q)“} according to the algo-
rithm described in Definition 2.4. ’

Proof.
In the expression

e KED-1 7S nq = Sig { Z Hi+1 Z yko Ly Z yko Lo
A gy S
k/

. A(d) K. .q q 2
ieAy 1> @
K, K, K, -s
+t E Vﬁk/q) o+t E Vﬁk/q) ot tVﬁN;’) }e ka,  (4.55)
, PR ()i ' (TSN ’
ki) -4 ki) 4

we observe that:

e For all rectangles Jy; such that Jj; N Ji g = O we have that

s k- S k.a)- k.
e 'ka V;Uq) Le ™ ha = V;Uq) = Vﬁuq), (4.56)

where the last identity is due to item a) in Definition 2.4.
e Regarding the terms constituting G, , (see the definition in (2.26)) we note that if we
add V;l:’qq)“ we get

S K-1y ,~Sny —
e’ ka (GJk’q + Vqu e “ka =

(o)
— g k-1, . (k.@)-1 j-1,y/K.@)-1\diag
_ZH,+t Z ij,”’q/+ +1 Z V) /+th (Ve
j:

4 q
. ( ’ (kI-1)
iCJkq Jkél)’q/ CJkq Jkélkl—l)’q CJkq
k,q)- k,q)- k
= E Hi+1t E Vﬁ D1y E V§ W1 tvﬁk’q), 4.57)
k/...q' k/ q -4
. 1 ) K|—1
iCJikq Jkél),q/c-]k,q () Jk£|k|—1)’q Clig (IkI-1)

where the first equation results from the Lie-Schwinger procedure and the second one
follows from Definition 2.4, items a) and b).

e For the terms V;:‘,’q)‘l with Ji; N Jiq # 0, but Jiq ¢ Jijand Ji; & Jx g, We write
s ka-i S koo | Yo 1 K.q)-
¢Ma VIO S =yt —~ ad"$ 5, (V5™ (4.58)
n=1 """

where the first term on the r-h-s is V;:‘,’q) by definition (see item a) in Definition 2.4), and

rj
analogous terms contained in the second sum on the r-h-s of formula (2.31) (where i is

replaced by j), and with

the second term contributes to the potential , where Jpj = [J1j U Jx 4], along with

¢ ka YD1 g7y (4.59)
rj

Notice that the term in (4.59) corresponds to the first term in (2.31) (where i is replaced
by j).
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In the remainder of this section we reproduce a key result, established in [FP], which
enables us to estimate the spectral gap above the ground-state energy of the Hamiltonian G, , .
The proof is included for the convenience of the reader; but the arguments are essentially
identical to those used in [FP]. As for chains (d = 1, see [FP]), it is not difficult to prove that,
under the assumption that

WVEDCY <65 =M=t b+, for 0< 1<, (4.60)
the Hamiltonian G Jug Dasagap Ay 2 % for all ¢ € [0, ¢;), where f; depends on the lattice
dimension but is independent of (k, q) and N. The main ingredients for the proof can be found
in Lemma A.1 and Corollary A.2; namely

(+)

P < Z P, 4.61)
Jeh;
and
>R < ]—[(1 + D} > P (4.62)
i: J]ViCJk’q , ieJx q
< (+D? ) Ph. (4.63)
iEJqu

Remark 4.2. Observe that the number of shapes” of rectangles Ji; at fixed [I| = [/ is bounded
above by (I + D=1 = 0@, As a consequence:

a) the number of rectangles Jy q C Jy;j with fixed circumference k is bounded by

(r+ D%k + D& = 00 k™,
b) the number of rectangles Jis v C Jyj is then bounded by (r+ ¢ ey (k+ D = 02,
¢) the number of rectangles in Q(Jl:’iq) is bounded by 2d(r + 1)d-1 ey (k+ DA = o243

Remark 4.3. Our block-diagonalization procedure relies on the following crucial property: If
V;:(.’q) is block-diagonal w.r.t. the decomposition of the identity into

_ p(H) (-)
1= PJn,i +PJu ,

ie., if
V(k Q) _ P(+) V(k Q)P(+) P( )V(k q)P‘(]l l) ,

then we have that
P [ptH k. (+) Oy &) p-)]p-) _
Jl" [ Jllv Li P +P V Li PJII]PJI’,i’ - 0’
for Jy y with Ji; C Jy y. This is seen by using

(+) p(=) _
Py Py, =0 (4.64)

By shape we mean an equivalence class of rectangles that can be obtained from one another by translation on the
lattice.

3The factor 2d(r + 1)?~! is an upper bound to the number of sites that sit on one of the faces of the rectangle J, ;.
By definition, the rectangles in Q(J':’iq) have non-empty intersection with at least one of the faces of J,;.
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in the first term, and

()(kq)()()_()()(k(v()()
PJll VJI] Jll PJl’ i’ - PJl’ i Jll VJll J11PJ1’ i ’ (465)
combined with
P& P =9, (4.66)

Jl/ kG Jl’ W

in the second term.

Lemma 4.4. Assuming (4.60), the following bound on the operator G, , holds:
+) +) N 2d /5 P 4
P3G P 2(1—2.Cd.t2(l+1) 1) P+

(+) (k.9)-1 (k,9)-1 (+)
+ PJk,q [t Z <ka' X )t Z <V k’k . .q’ >]P1k,q (4.67)
JkEl)’q/Cqu Sy 1 Clkgq (k=1

for t € [0,t;), with t; independent of (K,q) and N, where C; is the d-dependent constant
implicit in the estimate of the number of shapes in Remark 4.2.

Proof We observe that, due to Remark 4.3, for 1 < j < |k| — 1 we can write

(+) Z V(kQ)l (+) (468)

qu Jk/ q qu
/_ /Cqu
_ (+) (+) (k Q-1 p(+) (+) (+) (k,q)-1 (+)
- qu Z PJk/ o a PJk/ q Pqu + ijq Z <VJk/ a > Jk’ q/ ij'q
/. /Cjkq 2 (j) ” Jyr . q’CJk,q o
(J ()N
where
(k Q-1 (k,q)-1
4 T )= ® l_[ PQJ) > VJl,i (® 1—[ PQJ)>
JEN Jehi
Furthermore, we can estimate
P(+) (k q)- IP(+) P(+) (469)
. Z,;qu Ny Jk(x)" N Jka
(+) (k,q)-1 (+) (+)
< P Z ||vjk, Py Py (4.70)
T o Slia !
(4
(+) f— (+) (+)
< PP Y P b P (4.71)
JkEj)’q/ CJk’q
+ : 2d f— +
< PCa- G+ 7 Y Py P (4.72)
i€k q

where we have used
1) the bound in (4.60) for the step from (4.70) to (4.71);
2) the property in (4.62) combined with Remark 4.2 for the step from (4.71) to (4.72).
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Hence, we can combine the inequality (due to (1.4))
D Hi> Y Py
iClig i€k g
with (4.68)-(4.72), and we get
pw) G, P(+)

Jxq Jkq Jx,

> P [a—cd-riaww-r%) S pa ey

I=1 icliq

(+) (k,q)-1 (K.q)-1 (-) (+)
+PJk,q [t Z <V k)’ > Jk’l)q Tt Z <V K1) .q’ >P Kl 1)@ ]Pfk,q~
JkEl)'q,Cqu Jkélkl—l)’qlcjk
Next, we use the identity
1=p +pY
Jk//) a jkEj) '
in the r-h-s of (4.75), and we get
(+) (+)
PS) Gy P
-1
> PP a-c¢q tZ(Z+1)2d (7)) PaIP
i€/ q
S D Y\ vt e SRR A WU/ v VO Lo
R = kayd” Ty d Iy LU LT R IR
R K(k-1)4
(+) k.@)-1 (k,q)-1 (+)
+ij'q [t Z <VJ"21) 't Z <ij2|kl ' >]ijq
JkZI)’q/CJk’q J EIkI*l)’q/CJk’q

By invoking the obvious bound

(VDD < IVEEY DI

(J) JE/)q
we finally get
> P [(1 2-Cy- tZ(l+1)2d =) > P& IPY
iEJqu
P(+) t vV ’q)_1>+--'+t <V(k¢I)1 >P(+)
Kpya'—ka K19’k

N 2d B p(H)

> (1—2-cd-z;(1+1) 7)Y

(+) &a)1y , (k)1 +)
P e )] (Vi vt D v Py

T o S J cJ (k=D
Ky =k K1y @’

4.73)

(4.74)

4.75)

(4.76)

4.77)

(4.78)

(4.79)

(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)

(4.83)

(4.84)

(4.85)

where Lemma A.1 is used for the last inequality, and #(> 0) is assumed small enough such that

1—2-cd-z2(1+1)2d-z’77' >0.
=1
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Lemma 4.4 implies that under the assumption in (4.60) the Hamiltonian G, , has a gap
that can be estimated from below by % for + > 0 sufficiently small but independent of N and
(k, q), as stated in the Corollary below.

Corollary 4.5. Assuming Lemma 4.4, for t > 0 sufficiently small, dependent on d but inde-
pendent of N and (k,q), the Hamiltonian G, , has a gap Aj, , > % above the ground state

energy . .
Ejg=t ), (VP h+ D vt

9 G
Jyr cJ Jyr cJ k-1
Ky —ka Ky Tk

corresponding to the ground state vector (X) Qi, due to the identity

i€/kq
Py G P, (4.87)
— P( ) [I Z V(kQ) 1> + -4t Z <V(kQ) 1 >P( ) P(—)
.q’ Jk/ a .q’ o Jkq
. o kg Ky ar ¥ sk, K- Kliki-1)"
(1) = l)q
(-) k.q)-1 (k.q@)-1 (- )
= P, |t (VRO g (Vs D|P
[ v Z,cjk Jk<1> T Z,Cjk ki1 ]
Ty I Kik-19

5 Control of ||V§l:’iq)||

The next theorem is the key result of the paper and is based on a lengthy analysis of the different
regimes (outlined in Sect. 2.3) to control the potentials yielded, step by step, by the algorithm
in Definition 2.4.

Theorem 5.1. There exists t; > 0 such that for 0 < t < t; the Hamiltonians G S and Kl(\l;’q)
are well defined, and for any rectangle Jy;, with r = |r| > 1, and for x4 := 20d, we have:

S1)

Let (K, Q). := (K., q.) be defined for some (K., q.) such that |K.| = Lrﬂ, where | -] is the integer
part. If (K, q) < (K, qQ)., then

=1
13

K,
Vi) <

- rxd+2d ’

(5.88)

Let (K, Q)+« := (Kix, Qi) be defined for some (K., qs.) such that [K..| = r — LV%J- If (K, Q) >
(k,q) = (k,q)., then

r=1

k. .
||er’i <2- i (5.89)
If (r,i) > (K, q) > (K, Q) then
|; pH k) pth ;” <3. 15 #B=x (5.90)
Zje]r,i p;—zj +1 i i 7 i Zje]r,i p;—zj +1° pXa+2d’ ’ - )
and .
3
IVl < 48 - (5.91)
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If (k,q) = (r,1), then
r=1
=

VD) < 96 - (5.92)

rXd
S2)
Glua,, has spectral gap A Ty = % above its ground state energy, where G, , is defined in
(2.26) for k| = 2, and

(0) .
GJ(lj.q)+1 = J(1] Dip Z H
16](11 Q41

provided (1;,q)+1 is of the form (1;,q’") for some j and q'; (1;,q) is defined in (1.13).

Proof.

The proof is by induction in the diagonalization step (k, q). Hence for each (r,i) we shall
prove S1) and S2) from (k,q) = (0, N) up to (k, q) = (N — 1, 1); (notice that in step (k, q) S2)
concerns the Hamiltonian G, 0. and it is not defined for (k,q) = (N —1,1)). That is we

assume that S1) holds for all V( q " with k', q") < (k,q) and S2) for all (k’,q") < (k, q). Then
we show that they hold for all V(k Y and for G Ty, . By Lemma A.3, this implies that S, ,

and, consequently, that KI(V dq) are well defined operators (see (4.54)).
For (k, q) = (0,N), S1) can be verified by direct computation, because

0,N
||v( V=1Vl <1,

and V(0 N=o otherwise; S2) holds trivially since, by definition, (0,N),; = (1;,1) and G Jia =

H;l) . (recall that 1, is defined in (1.13)).
1

At each stage of our proof we choose #(> 0) in an interval such that the previous stages
and Lemma A.3 are verified. Hence by this procedure we may progressively restrict such an
interval until we determine a 7; > O for which all the stages hold true for 0 < 7 < ¢,.

Warning: Throughout the proof several positive constants are introduced. We shall use the
symbols ¢, C for those that are universal and the symbols c¢;, C; for those that depend on the
dimension d, and their value may change from line to line.

Induction step in the proof of S1)
Starting from Definition 2.4 we consider the following cases:

Caser = 1.
Letk > 1(= r) or k = 1(= r) but J;j such that i # q. Then the possible cases are described in
a), see Definition 2.4, and we have that

VDY = VD). (5.93)
Let k = 1 and assume that Jj is equal to Ji q. Then we refer to case b) and find that
Kk K,q)-
IVl < 21Viet < 2, (5.94)

where:

i) the inequality IIV(k q)|| 2||V(k @- "] holds for #(> 0) sufficiently small uniformly in q
and N, thanks to Lemma A3 Wthh can be applied since we assume S1) and S2) in step

(ka Q)—l )
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.- k,q)- k.q)- 0N
i) we use [V = VD2 == VRV < 1.

Inequality (5.90) follows trivially by using || > | <1 and ||P(J#), Vﬁqu)P(J#).ll < ||V§qu)|| .

ﬁl
Caser =2.

This case is not much different from the one corresponding to » = 1 with the exception that
also formula

VO < v E D Z Z—ad”SJkuV““”l)Il (5.95)

Jk’/ ”
k q’

Jirr g7 €
must be used in the re-expansion, for some (k’, q") with ¥’ = 1, and then iterated for the first
term of the r-h-s of (5.95) if the conditions of ¢) in Definition 2.4 are fulfilled. The second
term in (5.95) is a remainder that, however, is produced along the re-expansion only for a finite
number of steps, and this number is bounded by a constant independent of (k, q), i, and N.
Note also that, for # > O sufficiently small, the norm of the last term in (5.95) can be bounded
by a constant multiplied by a factor ¢, using Lemma A.3 and the inductive hypotheses S1), S2)
for r = 1. For t(> 0) sufficiently small, these observations suffice to state S1) for rectangles
with r = 2, provided S1) and S2) hold for r = 1.

Caser > 2.

As explained in Sect. 2.3, in order to control the norm ||V;l:;q)|| we distinguish three regimes
depending on the relative magnitude between k = |k| and r = |r|. They are associated with
(5.88), (5.89), and (5.90)-(5.91)-(5.92), respectively. For the convenience of the reader, we
recall how the inductive hypotheses are used in the following analysis of the three regimes.
By assuming that (5.88), (5.89), (5.90), (5.91), and (5.92) are true for the potentials associated
with any rectangle Jy y, with (I,i’) < (r, 1), in steps (k’, q") < (k, q), we prove that, depending
on the considered regime, (5.88), (5.89), and (5.90) hold, respectively, in step (k, q) for the
potential associated with Jyj; but if (5.90) is verified then, consequently, also (5.91) and (5.92)
hold true (in step (k, q)) .

Regime R1)

Here we apply the argument explained in Section 3.2 in order to show that S1) holds for
V(k D with (k, q) belonging to the first regime, provided S1) and S2) hold for all potentials
in step (k’,q") < (k,q). Given the assumption, we can exploit (A.7) in Lemma A.3 so as to
conclude that for any (bounded) operator V

KR g (VI < €= -1V S0 1V (5.96)
if (k”,q"”) < (k,q), where cis a unlversal constant We recall that, as explained in Section 3,

the strategy is to re-expand the potential V ko according to the prescriptions of Definition 3.1.

Consequently, the potential can be expressed as the sum Y peq ko b, where b are the branch
/

operators defined in point 8. of Definition 3.1. Due to property -v) in Section 3.1.1, the
number of summands coincides with the number of sets Ry that are associated with V(k @
Furthermore, in order to estimate the norm of the sum of the operators resulting from "the
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re-expansion, it is enough to use (5.96) repeatedly, i.e.,

[Rol-1

[Ro|—1
”ﬂfmn,q(n(ﬂfkm,qm(' ' 'ﬂfk<|'kb\—1>,q(mb|—1>(Vib) DI eV v
i=1

y&a
T g0

(5.97)
where Vg, is the potential labelling the leaf of b, and compute the “weighted" number of sets
{ ka q0s 1€ {1, ,|Rol}}, weighted in the sense that each rectangle Jy 4@ is given the weight

iy &g
_ vao q®
welght ||VLb||

Following the scheme described in Sect. 3.2, we estimate the weighted sum of sets Ry, in terms
of a weighted sum of paths I'y. Differently from Sect. 3.2.3, here we assign the weight to each
step after extracting from (5.97) what is needed to provide the bound in (5.88). The overall
control will be ensured by the pre-factor (c-£)"/=! that is small enough due to the upper bound
onk, k< Lrﬂ, in regime R1. Indeed the latter implies the lower bound |Ry| > ¢y - /k].

In detail, concerning the powers of ¢, notice that from the product

q®
|| except for the one associated with the leaf of the branch, that is given the

[Ro|-1

&) q®
(c- RV, ]_[ Vi (5.98)

r=1 . . .. . .
we get at least 3 due to: 1) the requirement that J;; is the minimal rectangle associated with

: 2 : .
Uief1. 1R} JK g3 2) borrowing a power 73 from each factor 7 in (c - HR=1 Hence, in the

r=1 1
product (5.98) we can factor out # 3 and keep a power ¢3 for each rectangle of R, except the
one associated with the leaf of the branch. This also means that we can assign at least a factor

(/6
(c+1)— (5.99)
xd
to each rectangle of size p in Rp. . '
Consider the rectangles of the set supp(Zg)) (see Sect. 3.2.2): there are ng)
angles, and, for the constructed paths I'y, there are at most 2ng ) _2 steps between them. In
addition there are at most 2 steps, from rectangles of lower size and back, to be taken into

account. To each step Sr, 3 0 = (Jgi) yo, Jgi+1 yi+n) We assign the weight

such rect-

we = ((c+ 1)t1/6)”2

where s, := max{s®, s/*D}, with w, < 1 for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.
From the considerations regarding (5.98) and (5.99), we get the first inequality in the next
formula (5.100)

Rol-1 Jp 1/6 .

k
_ (GI0) r—1 t n r—1
o wal [ g =S [T [ Jesnoz)” <5 [ [ we 100

Ity 4
i=1 p=1:j,#0 j=1 o€ST,

whereas for the second inequality we use the following observation: if we denote by S the

z)
set consisting of at most an) — 2 steps between rectangles of suppZ(j) and the additional at
most 2 steps from rectangles of lower size and back, then we have

)

((c+1)£)‘> <[] we
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1
2

since wy, o0 € S Z0> coincides with ((c + 1) o )

Hence the total welghted number of rectangles

<land|S Z(j)| <2, by construction.
7

[Ro|-1

Ro|—1 (kD,qD)_ 1
o g [T v s Y ] we (5.101)
- q
beBV<k,q) i=1 rh'begv(k,q) €S,
]r,i Jri

can be bounded from above by estimating the number of weighted paths I';, as follows

> £ [] we (5.102)

Fb bGB‘((,k,f]) g-eSl.b
< Corhas i ( Zk: (€+D o )"D,y) (5103
= d:r .13 . o+ S . |
j=lear/k]l pp'=1 (max{p, p’})
where
[ ]
d 1/6
! 1/2
(c+)—— ) "D,
p’z=1 ( (max{p, p’})* ) PP

accounts for all the weighted directions for a step from a rectangle of size p, where D,, v
has been defined in (3.45); notice that the weight for the number of directions is due to
the restriction of the class of paths used in the argument that culminates in (5.100);

e the term C, - 2%~ is a bound* on the number of possible initial rectangles of a fixed path
IR
e the sum over j is the sum over the number of steps of I', which by construction is bounded

from below by |cy - r/k].

Next, we bound

2d-1 5 12 o N P Popyi
(5.103) < Cy-r 3 ((c +1) 112 22 ol ) (5.104)
J=lLear/k] p=l
1ol Lo o p-D
< Cd-r2d 1.;3 .t24LCd’/kJ- Z ((c-i-l) t24 22 xd/gp
Jj=lear/k]
15
el (5.105)
where ¢ > 0 has been chosen small enough such that (recall £ < Lr% D
C, - /=143 tﬁ-[cd-r/kj . i (( + 1)1/2 b 22 L Dpp (5.106)
a-r ¢ oal2 : :

J=lear/k]

Regime R2)

*It is enough to consider the volume of the rectangle J,; and Remark 4.2.
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For (k, q) in this regime, starting from the inequality
k k.a)_ - 1 K,
VED < D Y —ad"$ 5, (VIO I, (5.107)
Ji! q eg(kafl) n=1""

we only keep expanding the first potential on the r-h-s. Then, using the inductive hypotheses
(5.88), (5.89), (5.91), and (5.92), for ¢ > O sufficiently small, we can estimate

ViRl < vy (5.108)
r— |_r4J s S5 S—=81 =" =841 y v%l tr—;—l
£y ZZ R R T G109
= L4J51—052 s4=0
where:

e (k. q.) is the greatelst rectangle of regime R1 with respect to the ordering >, and by
construction k., = |r? |;

o the factor o
-

Tt
B L
s (r— sy
(k Q) -j-1
k/ 7
J and where the size of the rectangle associated with (K, q)_; is equal to s;

is an upper bound to the sum of the products of the type [|A;, ,)_;(V; )|l for some

o the multiplicative factor O(r* 1) is an upper bound estimate (see Remark 4.2) to the
number of rectangles Jir o C Jrj such that [Jir ¢ U Jiql = Jrji-

Now for any s with I_r%J <s<r- I_r%J we have

s S8 S§—S1——84-1 [% t%—l
Z Z Z Oy +8y4tsg—s " Cd * Pt o m (5.110)
s1=0 5,=0 sq4=0 § r—s
1
d 2d-1 2 rs
< steeqer 13- 5.111
d -(r— )% ( )
r=1
d 2d-1 2 rs
< rfecqgr 13— 5.112
d (r— s)¥ ( )
r=1
13
< %L 241 5
< 2%-cq-r B (5.113)
as
1 1 2%
max < — < n
1k s ) 5T (r—=sy = pxald . (p— iy r- ral
since r — I_rﬂ > 5. But then, using the inductive hypothesis for ||V(k D,
) R
(k.q) (k,q): d ~xg ., . 2d-1 3 ’
IVED < v+ Z R R e (5.114)
s=|r4]
l‘ﬂ t%
2
< +2M g 13 - 5.115
rxd+2d d rs%_&i ( )
-
< 2 o (5.116)
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since xg = 20d and ¢ > 0 is small enough.

Regime R3)
Proof of (5.90)

For (k, Q).+ < (K, q) < (r,i) we first consider

1 +) 1, KD p(-) 1
— pwykopo o (5.117)
Zijcs P ngj + 1 e e T jess P (sz +1
1
= ——— PP y*epO (5.118)

ZJEJ“P +1 Jri v Jri

We recall that for (k,q) < (r,i) the two types of re-expansion that have to be considered
correspond to a) and ¢) in Definition 2.4. Notice that the re-expansion of type a) is trivial since
it does not change the potential. Using the re-expansion of type c), that is associated with
formula (3.34)-(3.36), we get

! (+) y,/k.q) p(-)
Sy Po 1V T 5.119
ZJEJ“ P;i, +1 i e 7 ( )
’ )
1
IRt 5.120
Ve Pg T 17 i " ( )
1 YRS (k — )
Z:,leJr.PL +1 J“{;ﬂ }
1 )
() k.q)-1 (-)
mp Y Z WV P (5.122)

kq p=
g6y "=

We shall keep re-expanding the terms analogous to V(k -1 ip (5.120), from (k, q)-; down to
(K, qss). The pair (K., q.) represents the greatest rectangle with respect to the ordering > in
regime R2, and by construction has k., = r — Lr4J.

On the contrary, at each step we estimate the terms of the type (5.121) and (5.122) that are
produced by the iteration, without further expanding the potentials analogous to V;l:;q)“ and

Vy:,’qz" that are contained in them.
q’
Estimate of (5.121)

Concerning (5.121), we observe that using the inductive hypotheses (5.89)-(5.92) along with
Lemma (A.3) we can bound

k=1 r=1

13 t3
G120 <c-t-— . 2

kXa  pxa '

(5.123)

At fixed k the number of contributions of type (5.121) can be estimated from above by O(r¢ -
k?=1); see Remark 4.2. Being k > r — I_r%J in regime R3, the power #5 will be used to control
the number of this type of contributions produced along the way down to (K., Q).
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Estimate of (5.122)

It is convenient to split the corresponding term, (5.122), into

(5-122) (5.124)
1
- Yier Ph +1 (D, ads, (Vﬁf,qf H} P} (5.125)
JEJrl jk’ o« EQ(Jk",])
1 ® 1 )
S Pi1 (2 2 —ad’S wa(Vig DO} P (5.126)
jEJr,i Qj . A

k. =
I g Eg(Jr,?) n=2

In (5.125) we distinguish Jy/ o small and large depending on whether (k’,q") < (k,q) or
(k,q) < (K, q’), respectively, and denote by (Q(Jk’.q))xma” the subset formed by the small Jy o

belonging to the set Q(Jk’,q). We call
(5 1 25)small and (5 1 25)large )

respectively, the corresponding contributions to (5.125). Next, we study some commutators
that enter the expression (5.125),,.; estimated below. We observe that

K,
[S g+ Vi1 (5.127)

— (+) k.q@)-1 p(+) (-) k.q@)-1 p(-)

- [S‘Ikvq ? PJk/ ’ ij/ ’ 1 PJk/ ’ + PJk/ ’ ij/ ’ 1 PJk/ q/:| (5'128)

— (+) k.q@)-1 p(+) (k,q)-

= [Squa Ji g VJk, , IPJk’ , +<ij/ , 1) Jk/ /] (5.129)

— (+) (k,q)- P (k.q)- p

= S P View o = Sng < Vit > Pri 1, (5.130)
where we have exploited that V(k q? ' is block-diagonalized since, by definition, small means

(kK’,q") < (K, q). We also observe that P P =0 since Ji o C Jrji by construction, hence

Deg’ e
(+) ) ka1 p(+)
Pjr,i [SJk,q ’ PJ ' q’ VJk/ ’ l Jk’ ] Jl‘l (5'131)
PSS pys < Vit > PO 1P (5.132)
- B A S s13
+P < ViSO S PE) S P (5.134)
We recall that for j > 1
. L o pka-ry pe)
(Sjk'q)j ’ Gqu - Equ qu v Tka )j ijvq ~hc., (5.135)
and from Lemma A.3 we get
16 g )il < € 2 IV 2 (5.136)

J=2

for j > 2 and ¢ > O sufficiently small. Hence we split (5.125),,4 into two contributions:
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1) the leading order term

1 )
- P X (5.137)
Z.ieJr,i P(LZJ + 1 Jl‘,l
® (ke k.g)-1y) p(+) ! P pyhkari p- ) )
X{ Z PJk/’q/ ( Jk/ ’ <VJk/ ’ >) PJk/’q/ (GJk EJk qu Vqu P h.C.)} PJn
Jk/ / e(gj )vmall 4 4
1 ) o
- P 5.138
S P 1 139
+) (k- ka)-1y) pt+) ! +) 1 &D1 p-) | p-)
X{ Z PJk/'q/ (ij/ ’ <V k/ ’ >) k’,q’ GJk EJk ijq V‘qu P‘qu} PJrl
Jk/ / e(gj )vmall 4 4
where we have used P(J:)q P(J:? =0;
2) the remainder term ’
1
_ (+) (+) (k q)-1 (k qQ)- N (+) j
ZjEJri Pé +1 PJ"’i{ Z PJk’,ll’ ( Jk/ ’ < Jx g PJ 'q’ Zt (Squ)J
’ J Jk’ ’ G(gj )mlall
(5.139)
In order to estimate the leading order term (5.137) we make use of the inequality
1 t _
(+) (k,q)-1 k,q)-1 (+) +) k-1 p-) ( )
”Zje] . PsJi + 1 { Z PJk/’q/ (ij/'q/ < Jk’ ’ >) Jk’,q’ GJk EJk Pqu Vqu ijq} r’iH
o 3 Jk/ ’ G(gj )mlall 4 4
1 @ p (&Dor Do) pH)
< k S PL AT Py P (Vi — v ) P (5.140)
Jk’,q’ E(g(] Vfl))smull o J
Xt || P (3 P&+ DIl o VB P, (5.141)

Gy —Ey. “ka
Jkq Jxq i€q

Now we introduce the notation

ka',q' g

3. pL o1 ke
ZJEJk Pg,+ 1 ke

Jk’ ’ Jk’/ ” G(gj )mlall Jk’ /ﬁJk// =0

and

’

S

2

Jk’,q”Jk”,q” Jk’ ’ Jk” ’” E(gj )small ‘Ik’ ’ﬁ‘]k” E=(]
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‘We can write

1 (+) p(+) (k qQ)- (k,q)- ) 2
| Z mpjﬂ PJk/ /( S g ! <VJk' i 1>)ij/’q/|| (5.144)

jk’ ’ E(g] )smull

ol 1
< sup (————, (5.145)
||l//||:1 Z"k’,q’ ’Jk”,q” Zje-]r’i Pé —+ 1
) (yka- kal1y) p) p) (&1 _ o ka-1y) plo) 1
P ’ ’ ’ <V / / > P ’ ’ 17 ’’ 17 // < 17 // > P " ' w>
Jk ( Jk J ) Jk ‘/k q ( Jk ‘/k ) Jk q Zjejr’i P;ij + 1
’ 1
+ sup (¥, (5.146)
WI=1 g T it Py 1
*) (L& ka)-1y) p+) p®)  (pka- ka)-1y) p(+) 1
PJk/’q/ (VJk/’q/ - <VJk/ ’ >) Jk/ ’ jk//’q// (V‘Ik/,'q,/ < Jk// ’’ >) w> *

J e J_
Kha Zje’r,i PQj + 1

Leading terms in (5.122): Contribution proportional to (5.145)
We observe that for Jy ¢ N Jx7 g7 = 0 we have

PO (Viedr = viemn) PO PR (VR = (Vs D) P (5.147)
= P(J:} ,PSI,{ ) (5.148)
X(Vigar = (Vo) P Pl (Vi = Vi D) (5.149)
<Py Py (5.150)
since
[Pl s Vigra' = Vit M = WV = (VU P 1 =0,
On the contrary we notice that
[P(J:}’, (J;{ 1= [ij, , p(,;},’q,,] =0 (5.151)
even if Ji ¢ N Jr g7 # 0. Indeed,
P (J;)q - (J;/)’q/\Jku’qu ®P (J;)q N gr° P (J;)q - (J;)q View & P (J;)q Ny 7
hence
P P = P P i ) Pl i @ P i) (5:152)
= P(Jk} N g ®P<,;) g ®P(Jk}, i (5.153)
= (P Jk// v ,®P (Jk) o N g ,/)( Jk/ o\ g ®P (Jk) o Vi g S (6.154)
- pO po) (5.155)

Jk’/,q/’ Jk’,q’
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Hence we can estimate

= 1
sup |<—¢ (5.156)
Ivll=1 ij’q et g ZJGJr, PJ‘ +1
@ (&1 _ pka-1y) p) p) (k-1 _ pka-y) p) 1
P Vv S
Jk’ ( Jk’ ’ < J 'q >) Jk’ ’ Jk/’,q’/( Jk’/,q/’ < Jk/’ 7 >) Jk’/,q/’ Zjejr’i P;ij + 1w>
) p+)
N o™ Ierar ka1 (k)1 (k,q)-1 (k)1
< sup APy Dy ke yay
||l//|| 1 Z K .q ’Jk”,q” o + 1 Jk J ‘I Jk
) p)
< sup Yy AV | A ) (5.157)
= ”wll:l Jk’,q’ ,Jk’/,q’/ J 'q Jk/’ ’” Zjejr’i Pngj + 1
#  pH)
(k q) 1 (k q) 1 Jk’,q’ PJk//‘q// 2
< sup > AV DIV “—Z Y || (5.158)
[lygll=1 g g € g:(i,q) JeJri 0y
(+) P(+)
(k.q)- oy (k.q)-|
= sup( Z AVED ey, Y AV e y)(5.159)
WL pegre B Pt T e Py
| > awvo P i (5.160)
- Jk’ ’ ZJEJ PJ_ +1 ’ :

k,
Iea €657

where in the step from (5.158) to (5.159) we have used [P(+) P 1=
.q

Jk// 7’
Now suppose that there are 1 < I < d components of k dlfferent frorn the corresponding
ones in r, without loss of generality we can assume that they are the first / components; for

[<d-1we get

| > v ‘II—P(J:')' [ (5.161)
Jx Gg(k"D Jk/ : ZJGJH PL + 1 )
£
= (k.q)-1 P~(;s—i
> > v ”—ZJGJ = +1|| (5.162)

s

s:Ju with Jgy € Q(,k",l) u: Jsu€ g(/k’l.v
‘j 1
3 3

Z Z Z Z (sl+“ e H_[(sj+1)] (5.163)

s1=r1—ki s;=ri—k; s;+1=0 Sq= 1+1

IA

(we call s1,..., s the components of k’) where in the step from (5.162) to (5.163) we use:

e an upper bound for ||V;l:;q)“ || that is independent of u by means of the inductive hypoth-
esis (5.92), ’

_1
3

VD1 < 96 - (5.164)

sXd ;

e the fact that, for fixed K’, if k; # r; for j = 1,--- I then g}, -+, q; are uniquely’ deter-
mined by the condition [Jx g U Jx q] = Jris

SNote that, for 1 < j < 1,if g; # ij and q; # i; + k; then k} must coincide with r;, thus q’i is fixed. Otherwise if
gj=ijorgq;=1ij+kj, then, for fixed k}, q;. =ij+r— k;. or q;. = i;, respectively. ‘
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o the estimate

d
2. Poo =l |0} 2 P,

u:uy,..u=fixed, Jsu € Q(Jk’fl) J=l+1 J€Jri
rl

that can be proved following the same reasoning of Corollary A.2.

When [ = d the estimate of (5.161) written above holds with the product H?: 1+1(sj+1) replaced
by 1.
Next, for j =1,...,[, we set

pPj = sj—(rj—kj) = Sj:pj+(rj—kj), (5165)
and we observe that since s; > rj —k;for j=1,...,[,and s; > O for j=1+1,...,d, we have
(sp+---+ Sd)x‘l >(rn=-ki+---+n —kl)x‘l . (5.166)

Hence we can estimate

(5.163)
PEVE A 2t b
= C - Z Z(Fl ki+- 41— k)X [IHH H(S/+1)Z thl}
si1=0  sg= J=l+1 p1= p1=0
—kj)
= C-rB. T 5.167
R Py v +r,—kl)w ©.167)
oo o pi
D IR Y=L § [ORSD 3D Yok
sit1=0  54=0 J=+1 p1=0  p=0
3 1
< C;-113 5.168
= o (tkzl) TR L ELL ©-168)

where we have exploited:

e the quantity

S e [ ) Z N (5.169)

si1=0  54=0 J=l+1 p1= p1=0

is bounded from above by a d-dependent constant;

e for the considered k

(r r—
Zm T = (5.170)
since k; = r; for j=1+1,...,d, by assumption.

Leading terms in (5.122): Contribution proportional to (5.146)
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By the Schwarz inequality and the trivial bound ab < “—22 + =

SV in (5.143))

’

2 . .
}’2 , we estimate (recall the notation

1
sup |<—Lt//, (5.171)
lyll=1 ,k,’q,,zj;(,,vq,, Djeorn Py + 1
@ (vka- k@) p pH)  (pE@o kDo) pH 1 |
PJk/’q/ (VJk/’q/ <VJk/’q/ >) PJk/’q/ PJk//’q// (VJk//’q// <VJk//’q// >) PJk//’q// Z PJ_ + ll//>
JEJr,i Qj
’ | (+) 21 (+) 5
(k,q)-1 (k,q)-1 Ji o Jirr g
< sup AV DD —||— w|| + —||— tﬁ” . (5.172)
”l/’”:l Jk/’q/,z.]k//,q// Ka K {2 ZjEJr,i P;_ZJ + 1 2 ZjEJr,i PSJiJ + 1 }

Since the expression in (5.172) is symmetric under the permutation of Jy o with Ji» g7, we

can write
(5.171) (5.173)
)
< s > A ey |
- I o Jyrr g7
W= gy ST o Zies Po, +1
Z ARy v P W)
= SuP J: ’ ’ J :/ 7 ' ?
WIS gy T K Ziesi Po, + 17 Zjes; P, + 1
| , )
k.@)-1 k.q)-1 Tt
= s (———, Aoy e,
=1 { Ziesi Po, +1 jk,'qz,zj‘:(u'qu K K Bjess Poy + 1 |
’ P(J+)
k.q@)-1 k.q)-1 K0/
< | AV VA ]| (5.174)
Jklvq/Z/‘:(//'qu K K Yied Py +1

With steps similar to (5.162)-(5.168), assuming that there are 1 < [ < d components of k
different from the corresponding ones in r (without loss of generality we identify them with
the first / components). Then we can bound (5.174) as described below (warning: for [ = d,
H?:M(sj +1), n?:lﬂ s; must be replaced by 1 in (5.175) and related fomulae)

P
V(k,Q)—l ” K’.q’
Jk/ ’q/

CALZNE DY

K,
‘Ik’ q (S g‘(lr,li])

4l

L
ZjEJr,i PQj + 1

> [

Jk”,q” € g(;:_’?) : Jk’,q’ ﬁ‘]k”,q” #0

d
AT Tei+0)) 6175

k,q)-
V( q) 1””

Jk/’ q”’

{5 -3

(S1+"'+Sd)xd

s1=r1—ki s;=ri—k; s;+1=0 sq=0 j=1+1
Sl < -1
(5 ([ Ts) )
de
w=r—k j=1
due to the estimate
r t%—l d
k,q)- _
”V( q)l||§0( ( S)'Wd l)

Jk’/,q’/ de J

T g €GNV 1 g OV 0
X’ .q" g"r,i s.q k/’,q/’;t

where:
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i) O(( ?:1 s j) -w4=1) bounds from above the number of rectangles Jw,q overlapping with
the rectangle Jsqs

= —) is the bound to ||V(k - 1|| provided by the inductive hypotheses.

Next, using the definition in (5.165) and arguments as in (5.167)-(5.168), we write

(5.175)

r=1 r r r

L al3 1 1
< C- (P 2, 2 W= (5.176)

1
(ri —ky+ -+ — kg Z

3 s1+1=0 sq=0 w=r—k
d ) d .

X[( 1_[ sj) e Sl 1_[ (sj+1) Z Z YRR 1_[ pj+rj— kj)}.
j=l+1 j=l+1 p1=0  p=0 j=1

Now we multiply the r-h-s of (5.176) by

(n—ki+--+n-k)
(ri—ki+-+n—k)'

and we get
(5.175) (5.177)
- 15 (rl_k1+"'+7‘1—k1)d r r r ol
< C-(t 1/3 ) - . W (5.178)
Driarst 5 S L
x|( ﬁ e Sif3 n(s]+ 1) Z Z’ = %’ﬁ pjt+ri—kj )
=l J=l+1 p1=0 p1=0 j=1 (rl kl +---+r— kl)
- tT 1
S Cd . (t 1/3tkj)2 . ( )2 (5179)
3

(ri — ki + -+ 1 = ky)¥ed

where in the step from (5.178) to (5.179) we have used that x; > d+1 and that all the following
quantities are bounded from above by a d-dependent constant:

°
r
_ 1
(Fl—k1+"'+rl—kl)xdd' Z Wd lwxd
w=r—k
°
d
Z Z l_[ tZ/1+151/3 l_[(sj+1)
s141=0 sq=0 j=l+1 Jj=l+1
°
1
S S i)
(Fl ky+--+r—kp)

=0 p=0 J=1

Leading terms in (5.122): Contribution proportional to (5.141)
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Finally, we estimate (5.141) by exploiting the inequality

(D, Po,+ Ds——r— P yka- IP( > (5.180)
HGqu qu Jg ZJEJk PL 1 e " Jka
—— () P+ =———ptP yko- P ) (5.181)
HGJk’q - EJk,q .];k’q QJ H sze}k,q P;ij + 1 qu qu H
k=1
13
= 2 pend (5.182)

where the first factor can be estimated to be less than 3 provided #; is small enough, by using
the bound in (4.67) (see Lemma 4.4) that holds due to S2) in the previous step; for the second
factor we invoke the inductive hypothesis in (5.90).

Hence we conclude that at fixed k, and with / components different from the corresponding
components of r,

r=1

3
(ri =k + -+ 1= ky)¥a=d . fra+2d )

I(5.137)|| < C, - 3 (5.183)

Higher order terms in (5.122)
In order to show the bound in (5.90), with regard to (5.122) we have still to estimate:

e remainder (5.139) (coming from the study of (5.125).) and those corresponding to
(5.125)4rge, 1.€., proportional to terms with Jy o such that (k’, q") > k, q);

e the contribution due to (5.126).

We observe that:
i) in all these terms there are either two factors Sk q or two factors ||(V§lk{’q)’1 )11l (see (5.136)) or
-q
2rl/4_g

Jie ¢ 1s large such that (k’, q") > (k, q); thus we get at least an extra factor o3 ),

ii) the bound from above, O(r2¢~1), of the number of the elements of Q(Jl:’iq) (see Remark 4.2).
Hence, just using the inductive hypotheses (5.91) and (5.92) we can estimate

NS L3N + NI(5-125)iargell + II(5.126)] (5.184)
1 r—2-r;/4—1 t%

4d-
< Cq-t-r o

(5.185)
At fixed k there are at most O(r% - k%~1) contributions of type (5.184).
Complete estimate of (5.90)

Finally, by the re-expansion outlined above and due to the estimates of (5.121), (5.137),
(5.139), (5.125)/arge» and (5.126) that have been derived (see (5.183), (5.123), and (5.184)),

38



we can conclude that

1 +) k@) p-)
—_— P VY P 5.186
S g w1 i (5150
i )
1 ®) K@ p-)
< ||=——P,’V P, 5.187
||Z.]€Jrl PJ_ + 1 jrl o || ( )
ri—1 r—
+cd-z-2() Z Z@(k—r+[r4J)x (5.188)
=1 =0
t%l 5.189
X .
(ri =k + -+ 1 —ky)¥a=d . fra+2d ( )
k=r-1 tk;zl (5
+ Z {Cd I’ kd Log. W (5190)
k=r—|r4]
1 r=1
Sd-1 gd-1 r=2i-1 13
+Cy-1- P g .—(r_k)m'km} (5.191)

where O is the characteristic function of R*, indeed k > r — erltj in regime R3. In addition to

r

summand (5.187) that is smaller than 2 - = ;Zd by the inductive hypothesis (5.89), on the r-h-s
of the estimate above we have three surnrnands that we shall discuss in detail. Prior to this
discussion, we explain why the final estimate in (5.204) works.

Remark 5.2. We point out that:
i) regarding the expression in (5.188)-(5.189), the factor ﬁ (coming from the inductive
hypothesis used to estimate (5.141)) provides the expected behaviour since k > r — Lrﬂ

as we

explain below;

ii) regarding the expressions in (5.190) and (5.191), we exploit the extra powers t'5 and
1

r=2r4 -1 . . : : 3
3, respectively, in order to control the sum over k and provide the desired behavior.

As for (5.188)-(5.189), we first observe that we have

ri—1 ri—1 t%
Q= rar X 5.192
klzz;) k[z—;) e r) (r1 —ky + -+ 1 —kp)ad - fra+2d ( )
r r t%
< Cqg- 103
¢ Z — ( S1+ Sy +...+ Sl)xd_d . rxd+2d ( )
s1=1 si=1
-
= o 5.194
e Z: Zz (514 8+ ...+ s)d (5.194)
r=1
13
S d rxd+2d (5195)
where, since xg —d > 1, 310_; - X5 W is bounded by a d-dependent constant.

Therefore, since
xg>d+d-1=2d-1,
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r=1

we see that the overall quantity can be made less than % . ’jd—iw provided 7 > 0 is small enough.
As for (5.190), we have

k=r—1 Ast e
Z cqg kg S — (5.196)
k:r—l_r‘ll 1
| e 1
< rrecy AN TR T 1 (5.197)
(r — rz)xd . prXd
SR SO (5.198)
- d y2Xa=2d+3 '
r=1
1 5
< 3 v (5.199)
since xg > 4d — % and ¢ > 0 is small enough.
As for (5.191), this quantity can be estimated in the following way:
Gl 2% 1 %1
5d-1  pd-1 =il
Zl Cy-t-r -k -t 3 (r—k)—xdkxd (5.200)
k=r—|r# |
1 =1
< gyt D (5.201)
= d xa—6d+2 ‘
1 =1
— 2)@1 . C .t tr72r3471 L (5 202)
d ra—6d+] ’
1T
< 3 (5.203)
where the last inequality holds provided ¢ > 0 is so small as to fulfill the inequality
21 1
2% . Cytt T < -
3 r8d—z
uniformly in r.
Finally, for > 0 small enough, we find
! ) k@) p-)
—P VVP 5.204
” ZjGJr,i PSJiJ + 1 ‘Il‘,i o Jl‘,i” ( )
= 1T
< 2 2 +3. 3 e (5.205)
15
= 3. 3 (5.206)
as claimed.
The control of
! ) k@) p+) !
P P (5.207)

L Jri e Jri L
Zje’r,i PQj + 1 ! ! ! Zje]r,i PQj + 1

40



is analogous. The study of

1 ) k@) p-) 1
_— PV p (5.208)
Z.ieJr,i P;ij + 1 ‘Il‘,l Jl‘,l ‘Il‘,l Zje]l‘,i PSJiJ + 1

is actually simpler, since in the analogous re-expansion the terms proportional to small Ji o
are identically zero.

Proof of (5.91) and (5.92)

Concerning (5.91), we observe that

1P VD PP (5.209)
; 1
< I PE+UP-I PPRyEOp® ) (5.210)

i€ ZJGJH Sies Po + 1 Dy g+

where #,# = +, and || el Pgl} + 12 < (" + 1)> < 4-r*, then we use the estimates in (5.90)
’ J

proven above.

In order to prove (5.92), it is enough to exploit inequality (A.6) and (5.91).

Inductive step to prove S2)
Since we have already proven S1), the bound in (4.60) is fulfilled for ¢ > O sufficiently small,
and we can use Lemma (4.4) and Corollary (4.5). Hence, S2) holds for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small
but independent of N, k, and . O

Analogously to the treatment of the one-dimensional systems in [FP], we can now derive
the main result of the paper.

Theorem 5.3. Under the assumption that (1.4) and (1.7) hold, the Hamiltonian Ky defined
in (1.5) has the following properties: There exists some ty; > 0 such that, for any t € R with
|| < tg, and for all N < oo,

(i) Ky = Kn(t) has a unique ground-state; and

(ii) the energy spectrum of Ky has a strictly positive gap, An(t) > 2, above the ground-state
energy.

Proof. The final transformed Hamiltonian is K(N =g, o T tV(l: 111) Hence the com-
position of the unitary conjugations associated w1th each block-diagonalization step yields the
unitary operator exp(S (1)), (see (1.9)), such that the operator

eSN(t)KN(t)e—SN(t) =G, +yWN-LD VD),

N-11 IN-11

enjoys the properties in (1.10) and (1.11), which follow from Theorem 5.1 and from (4.81)-
(4.85), for (k, q) = (N —1,1), where we also include the block-diagonalized potential V(N ! 1)
O
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A Appendix

Lemma A.1. For any J;, recalling that
+) ._ +
PY = (R Pay) (A1)
jeh;

we have that the inequality
L (+)
Z Pg 2 Py (A.2)
jeh;

holds true where Pg_:= 1j - Pq,.
' J

Proof
Let us define the self-adjoint operator A acting on H™) as

A=) Ph+ (X Pa).
jeh; jeh;

Since A is the sum of (/] + 1)(l, + 1)...(l; + 1) + 1 orthogonal projections that commute with
one another, its spectrum must be contained in the set

{0,1,2,...,(L+ D+ 1)...(z+ 1)+ 1}.

Next we intend to prove that A is invertible, so the inequality A > 1« Will follow, which is
exactly the sought inequality since by definition

_ p®)
Ly, = () Py = P,
Jeh;

Proving the invertibility of A is equivalent to showing its injectivity. Decomposing the Hilbert
d .

space HN) as H; ® H,, where H; and H, are given by (X)j AT\ ‘H; and ®j i ‘Hj, respec-

tively, yields a factorization of A as A{®A,, with A| and A, acting on H, and H;, respectively.

Therefore, the injectivity of A is equivalent to the injectivity of both A; and A,. But only A,

needs to be dealt with, for A; is just a multiple of the identity. Thanks to the definition of A,

A» 1s seen to coincide with
L
>+ [T 7o
J€N; J€hi

thus also A, is the sum of projections that commute with one another.
Let ¥ be a vector in H, such that A,¥ = 0. From the equality (¥, A,¥) = 0, we see that

(¥, Péj‘l’) =0Vjehi and 1_[ ng‘I’ =0. (A.3)
J€hi

The first equalities in (A.3) imply ¥ = Pq,'¥ for every j € Jj;. But then the second equality
reads ¥ = []je;,; Po;'¥ = 0, which is what we wanted to prove. O

From Lemma A.1 we derive:

Corollary A.2. For any Ji q the following inequality holds
> Phlsaent 3 pg (A4)

i: Jl’iCJk’q jEJk‘q

where [ = |l|.
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Proof
For fixed 1, we sum the I-h-s of the inequality (see Lemma A.1)

(+)
PY < 3PS (A.5)
jEJk’q
over all Jj; contained in Ji q. Then for each site j € Ji q we get at most
Gh+DBL+D...Ug+ 1)
terms of the type Pgl}. Thus the inequality in (A.4) is proven. O
J
ﬂ

Lemma A.3. Assume t > 0 sufficiently small, ||V;1::1)-1“ < 48'[r»3d with xq = 20d, and A, , > %
Then for any N and (K, q) the inequalities ’

(k,q) k.q)-1
Vg, 120V (A.6)
IS el < € -1 VED AT
Jrqll = Jkq s ( )
and -
1) S )l < C -2 VDR (A8)
j=2
hold true for a universal constant C.
Proof
We recall that -
k,q) ._ i—1 v/ (k,q)-1\diag
VD = Do (Vo) (A.9)
j=1
and -
Sia = D, 1S 1y (A.10)
j=1
with
(k,q)-1+\diag
(Vo) (A.11)
1
= Z —ad (S sy (ad (S sy vy - (ad (S )y, (G ) - ) (A.12)
P22y, vp 2l vty = 5
1 K.q)-
+ > —ad (S e )i (ad (S s - @A S 1, (VIED ™)) (A13)
p=Lyvi=l.vp>1 v +ety,=j-1 17
and
o ka)-1v0dy ._ 1 ) k-1 p-)
(S peg)j 1= ad ™ G (Vy o050 o= G E, Py (Vi Py —he.. (Al4)
kq kq
From (A.14) we get
ad (S s )r, (G y) (A.15)
= ad(S s )r, Gy — Eny) (A.16)
_ 1 @ y&a-1y  p)
- [mpjk’q Vi, P, Gy = Eggg) + hic (A.17)
_ +) k- (-) =) k- (+)
= =P (ViSO PO =P (v, P (A.18)
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and

k. q)-1+
J J
IS e ll < 22— < AV (A.19)
Jk’q ?

since we have assumed A Jog = % Next, using the definition in (A.11), we can estimate

VD=5 (A.20)
L\ g k) k) k)
,q)-1 -q)-1 -q)-1
< D > VDD, VD VD, (A21)
p=2 vizl.,vp2l ;v +etvp=j

j-1
k.q)- 8P k.q)- k,q)- k.q)-
2V Z; o D, HOVEDD VDDl VDD (A22)
£

CopzLyizliyp2lvi+etr,=j-1

In order to estimate (A.20) we refer to Theorem 3.2 in [DFFR], hence we consider the numbers
Bj, j > 1, recursively defined by

By = Vi (A.23)
1 &

B := —ZBHB,, ji>2, (A.24)
a
=1

with a such that

8a _ _
ef-8azl sy, (A.25)
a

Following [DFFRY]), by induction we get

(kq)-1 M —8a—1 kq)1 e —1
Vel < B; ( )+ 2V B ) (A.26)
and k)
2B VED |
Bj> ——m—— (A.27)
a
that combined with (A.25) yields
B 2 [|(Vye Pl (A.28)
The numbers B; are seen to be the Taylor’s coefficients of
4 ST IR
OES (1- \/1 - = Vi la); (A.29)

(k’q)*‘)?"“gn as u-independent, the radius

see [DFFR]. Therefore, if we consider the norms ||(Vqu
of analyticity, #g, of ’

Ny a-ndiagy _ LN ey diag
2 IV = = ( 3wV ) (A.30)
=1 =1

is bounded below by that of 3} ;_; u'B j» hence

a a

fp2 ——— > ——, (A.31)
4Dy 192
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where in the last inequality we use the assumption on IIV;::’:)’I ||. The same bound holds for the
radius of convergence of the series S, , := Z;’; 1 (S Jug)j @s aconsequence of the inequality
in (A.19).

For 0 < r < 1 and in the interval (0, % . &), due to (A.28) and (A.29) the following holds true

)1 didg 1IN i
Z} VDD < IZ)B, (A.32)
J=1 j=1
_l.a 4 k-
= ;-5-[1—\/1—(5-||V,M e (A.33)
< a+cwnw$“m (A.34)

for some a-dependent constant C, > 0. This implies the inequality in (A.6), by assuming ¢ > 0
sufficiently small but independent of N, k, and ¢g. Likewise we derive (A.7).
As for (A.8), we start from

1 ISl < D IS sl <4 Y AIVED )1 <a Y B, (A39)
=2 Jj=2 Jj=2 =2

then, using By = ||V2:’:)’1 || and a Taylor expansion, for 7 in the interval where (A.34) holds, we

estimate
fx@~— 9(1— 1—fw¢““mquwm“w (A.36)
/ ) a Jkq Jigq :
Jj=2
< DmﬁmWEMW (A.37)

where D, depends only on a. O

Lemma A.4. Let {Jg yo ; s = k,i € {1---n}} for some k € N be such that UiJgi ui IS
connected. Then there is a closed path (see Definition 3.2) 'y with supp(yr) = {Jgo yo 3 Is®| =
k,i€{l---n}} and length I, = 2n — 2.

Proof

We proceed by induction on the number, n, of elements of a collection of rectangles as in the
statement. The statement is clearly true for n = 2 rectangles. We assume that it holds for
collections of n > 2 rectangles and prove it continues to hold for collections of n + 1 rectangles
as well. Given any such collection, without loss of generality we can suppose that the union of
the first n rectangles is still a connected set of R?. Clearly the n + 1-th rectangle must intersect
at least one of the previous n rectangles. We can then pick one of those rectangles, say Ji gi,
from the set, and consider the step

(i) )5 Jicn) g@re1))

and the s.tep back (Jl?(n+l),q(n+l), Jiin gi) - Hence we get a path with two more steps and enjoying
the required properties.
]
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Lemma A.5. Forb € B, «a, assume that

eri
_ ik Jo ()
Uie(1, 1R} Jk,q0 = Ypgy Vi1 L
where {Z(j), J = 1,...,j,} are distinct connected components of (unions of) rectangles of

same size p. Then there is a path, I'y, of length I, such that

2 0 Jk 0
lrb < 2(nk0 +an{)+1 +-..+anj)_2
J=1 J=1

with the following properties:
A) the support of T'y is Rp;

B) for each component Zg) consisting of the union of n rectangles, at most 2w — 2

< P
steps are implemented (i.e., there are at most 2ng) — 2 steps o € Sr, for which o €
supp(Z,)) x supp(Zg));

C) there are at most two steps connecting rectangles in supp(ZLj)) with rectangles of lower
size: more precisely, for every connected component Zi,j) there is at most one Jgy in
supp(Zg)) such that (J¢ w,Jsu) € Sr, with s’ < s, and one Jsy such that (Jsu, Jg w) €
Sr, with s < s'.

Proof

The construction is by induction in the size, k, of the rectangles. We call yg) the closed path

that visits the rectangles of the component Zg) and constructed according to Lemma A.4.
Hence, for k = ko we just refer to Lemma A.4. Notice that property c) does not apply for
k = ko.

Next we assume that we have constructed the path, say l"(bk/_l), with kg < k' < k, fulfilling A),

B), and C) for the set Uf)/:_k%) Uj‘; q ZY, which is connected by Property P-i). Then from this path

we derive a new one, that we call Fg"), with the desired properties for the set Uf);ko Uj’; I Zg).
The path is constructed following the prescriptions below:

o we follow Fg"_l) until it reaches a rectangle that has an overlap with a rectangle of one of

the components Z,(cj,.), then we implement a “turning step” that means we stop proceeding
along l"gk/_l) and start to follow the closed path y,(j,) ,i{),

and ending at the rectangle of the turning step;

along the component Z 7', by starting

e we proceed in the same way along the remaining part of the path ng,_l), that means we

implement a turning step as soon as the rectangle that has been reached has an overlap
()

o > ot visited yet;

with another component, say Z

e we iterate this procedure until all the components Zg) have been visited and the path

l"gk/_l) has been completed to the initial rectangle.
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