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THREE-BODY HAMILTONIAN WITH REGULARIZED ZERO-RANGE
INTERACTIONS IN DIMENSION THREE

GIULIA BASTI, CLAUDIO CACCIAPUOTI, DOMENICO FINCO, AND ALESSANDRO TETA

ABSTRACT. We study the Hamiltonian for a system of three identical bosons in dimension three
interacting via zero-range forces. In order to avoid the fall to the center phenomenon emerging in
the standard Ter-Martirosyan—Skornyakov (TMS) Hamiltonian, known as Thomas effect, we develop
in detail a suggestion given in a seminal paper of Minlos and Faddeev in 1962 and we construct
a regularized version of the TMS Hamiltonian which is self-adjoint and bounded from below. The
regularization is given by an effective three-body force, acting only at short distance, that reduces to
zero the strength of the interactions when the positions of the three particles coincide. The analysis is
based on the construction of a suitable quadratic form which is shown to be closed and bounded from
below. Then, domain and action of the corresponding Hamiltonian are completely characterized and a
regularity result for the elements of the domain is given. Furthermore, we show that the Hamiltonian
is the norm resolvent limit of Hamiltonians with rescaled non local interactions, also called separable
potentials, with a suitably renormalized coupling constant.

MSC 2020: 81Q10; 81Q15; 7T0F07; J6N50.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a system of nonrelativistic quantum particles at low temperature, the thermal wavelength
is typically much larger than the range of the two-body interactions and therefore the details of
the interactions are irrelevant. In these conditions, the effective behavior of the system is well
described by a Hamiltonian with zero-range forces, where the only physical parameter characterizing
the interaction is the scattering length.

The mathematical construction of such Hamiltonians as self-adjoint and, possibly, lower-bounded
operators is straightforward in dimension one since standard perturbation theory of quadratic forms
can be used. Moreover, the Hamiltonian can be obtained as the resolvent limit of approximating
Hamiltonians with rescaled two-body smooth potentials (see [4] for the case of three particles and [18]
for n bosons). On the contrary, in dimensions two and three the interaction is too singular and more
refined techniques are required for the construction. The two-dimensional case is well understood
([11], 12], see also [19] for applications to the Fermi polaron model), and it has been recently shown
[17] that the Hamiltonian is the norm resolvent limit of Hamiltonians with rescaled smooth potentials
and with a suitably renormalized coupling constant.

In dimension three, the problem is more subtle due to the fact that a natural construction in the case
of n > 3 particles, obtained following the analogy with the one particle case, leads to the so-called
TMS Hamiltonian [35] which is symmetric but not self-adjoint. Furthermore, all its self-adjoint
extensions are unbounded from below. Such instability property, known as Thomas effect, can be
seen as a fall to the center phenomenon, and it is due to the fact that the interaction becomes too
strong and attractive when (at least) three particles are very close to each other. This phenomenon
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does not occur in dimension two because the singularity of the wave function at the coincidence
hyperplane is a mild logarithmic one.

The Thomas effect was first noted by Danilov [I0] and then rigorously analyzed by Minlos and
Faddeev [28], 29], and it makes the Hamiltonian unsatisfactory from the physical point of view (for
some recent mathematical contributions see, e.g., [5] 6] 14 22] with references therein). For other
approaches to the construction of many-body contact interactions in R?, we refer to [2, 31, 136].

We note that a different situation occurs in the case (which is not considered here) of a system
made of two species of fermions interacting via zero-range forces, where it happens that for certain
regime of the mass ratio the TMS Hamiltonian is in fact self-adjoint and bounded from below (for
mathematical results in this direction see, e.g., [7, 8, O 15, 24 25 26, 27, B30, 32]). For a general
mathematical approach to the construction of singularly perturbed self-adjoint operators in a Hilbert
space, we refer to [33] [34].

Inspired by a suggestion contained in [28], in this paper we propose a regularized version of the TMS
Hamiltonian for a system of three bosons and we prove that it is self-adjoint and bounded from
below. Furthermore, we show that the Hamiltonian is the norm resolvent limit of approximating
Hamiltonians with rescaled non-local interactions, also called separable potentials, and with a suitably
renormalized coupling constant.

We stress that a more interesting problem from the physical point of view would be the approximation
in norm resolvent sense by a sequence of Hamiltonians with (local) rescaled potentials as in [I7] for
the two dimensional case and [4, [18] for the one-dimensional case. Such a result is more difficult to
prove, and we plan to approach it in a forthcoming work.

We also believe that our approach and results can be generalized to the case of three different
particles. For the case of a system made of N bosons in interaction with another particle, see [13].
In the rest of this section we introduce our Hamiltonian at heuristic level and discuss some of its
properties. Let us consider a system of three identical bosons with masses 1/2 in the center of mass
reference frame and let x1, X, and x3 = —x; — Xo be the Cartesian coordinates of the particles. Let
us introduce the Jacobi coordinates ro3 = X, r; =y, namely

1
X = Xg — X3, y:§<X2+X3)—X1.
The other two pairs of Jacobi coordinates in position space are rz; = —%x +y, rp = —%x — %y and
ris = —3X—y, rs = 5x — 2y. Due to the symmetry constraint, the Hilbert space of states is

1 3 1
12,u(R%) = {v € AR sit. v(x,y) = v(—x,y) = (5x+y, 7% 57) }. (1.1)
Notice that the symmetry conditions in (IT]) correspond to the exchange of particles 2,3 and 3, 1 and
they also imply the symmetry under the exchange of particles 1,2, i.e., ¥(x,y) = ¢ (3x—y, —2x—1y).

The formal Hamiltonian describing the three boson system in the Jacobi coordinates reads

Ho + pd(x) + pd(y —x/2) + pd(y +x/2) (1.2)
where p € R is a coupling constant and Hj is the free Hamiltonian
3
Hy=—-Ax — ZAy. (1.3)

Our aim is to construct a rigorous version of (L2) as a self-adjoint, and possibly bounded from
below, operator in L2, (R®). In other words, we want to define a self-adjoint perturbation of the free

Hamiltonian (L3 supported by the coincidence hyperplanes
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Tos={xy =x3}={x =0}, m={xs=x1}={y =x%x/2}, mp={xi=x}={y=—x/2}.

Following the analogy with the one particle case [I], a natural attempt is to define the TMS operator
acting as the free Hamiltonian outside the hyperplanes and characterized by a (singular) boundary
condition on each hyperplane. Specifically, on me3 one imposes

viey) =0 4 ge(y) o(1), for 250 and y £0 (1.4
where = := |x|, £ is a function depending on ¢ and

a:=-8"1eR (1.5)

has the physical meaning of two-body scattering length (and it can be related to p via a renormaliza-
tion procedure). Notice that, due to the symmetry constraint, (L4 implies the analogous boundary
conditions on 73; and mys.

As already recalled, the TMS operator defined in this way is symmetric but not self-adjoint and
its self-adjoint extensions are all unbounded from below. Therefore, the natural problem arises of
figuring out if and how one can modify the boundary condition (4] to obtain a bounded from below
Hamiltonian. In a comment on this point, at the end of the paper [28] the authors claim that it
is possible to find another physically reasonable realization of H as self-adjoint and bounded from
below operator. They also affirm that the recipe consists in the replacement

BE(y) — BE(Y)+ (K(Y) (1.6)

in the boundary condition (LL4]), where K is a convolution operator in the Fourier space with a kernel
K (p — p’) satisfying

K(p) ~ %, for p— o0 (1.7)
with p = |p| and the positive constant « sufficiently large. The authors do not explain the reason
of their assertion neither they clarify the physical meaning of the boundary condition (LL6). They
only conclude: “A detailed development of this point of view is not presented here because of lack
of space” and, strangely enough, their idea has never been developed in the literature.

Almost 20 years later, Albeverio, Hpegh-Krohn and Wu [3] have proposed an apparently different
recipe to obtain a bounded from below Hamiltonian, i.e., the replacement

BE(y) — BEly)+ gay)

with y = |y|, in the boundary condition (I.4]), where again the positive constant + is chosen sufficiently
large. Also, the proof of this statement has been postponed to a forthcoming paper which has never
been published. Even if it has not been explicitly noted by the authors of [3], it is immediate to
realize that the two proposals contained in [28] and [3] essentially coincide in the sense that in [28]
the term added in the boundary condition is the Fourier transform of the term added in [3]. It is also
important to stress that, according to the claim in [28], only the asymptotic behavior of K(p) for
|p| = oo (see (7)) is relevant to obtain a lower-bounded Hamiltonian. Correspondingly, it must be
sufficient to require only the asymptotic behavior yy~! + O(1) for y — 0 for the boundary condition
in position space in [3].
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The above considerations suggest to define our formal regularized TMS Hamiltonian ﬁreg as an
operator in Lgym(RG) acting as the free Hamiltonian outside the hyperplanes and characterized by
the following boundary condition on o3

U(x,y) = @ + (M) (y) +0(1), for 2 -0 and y #0 (1.8)
where I'e, is defined by
Cu)¥) = Lusl)él) = (54 200 ) €3, R 750 (19)

and 0 is a real cutoff function. Due to the symmetry constraint, (L)) implies the boundary condition
on 7msy and 12

vxy) = o (gx -y -ix- 5v) = S TR Foll) for Iy —x/2] 50, x40
Y(x,y) = w<%x+ Y, Zx - %y) = ﬁ + (Fregé)(x) +0(1), for |y +x/2| =0, x#0.
We assume different hypothesis on 6 depending on the situation. The first possible hypothesis is
0 € L(R"), |0(r) — 1| < er for some ¢ > 0. (H1)
The simplest choice satisfying (HIJ) is the characteristic function
0(7“):{1 ) (1.10)
0 r>b

The second possible hypothesis requires some minimal smoothness
0cC:HR) ={f: R" = R", with f € C*(R")and f, ', f/ bounded}, 6(0) = 1. (H2)

Examples satisfying ([[2) are 6(r) = e~"/* or § € C3°(R*) such that 8(r) = 1 for r < b, b > 0.

We stress that (H2) implies (HI)). Hypothesis (H2]) will be used only in Sect. [, where we study the
approximation with separable potentials, and in Appendix [A.2]

Note that the crucial point is the behavior of # at the origin, which represents the minimal requirement
for the regularization of the dynamics at short distances. The support of the function 6 is not relevant,
in particular a simple choice would be 6(r) = 1.

Needless to say, the operator lflreg is only formally defined since its domain and action are not clearly
specified. Our aim is to construct an operator which represents the rigorous counterpart of ﬁreg
using a quadratic form method. The main idea of the construction has been announced and outlined
in [14], where a more detailed historical account of the problem is given. We also mention the recent
paper [22], where the construction is approached using the theory of self-adjoint extensions.

Let us make some comments on the formal operator ﬁreg.

As we already remarked, the singular behavior of (I'ye€)(y) for y — 0 corresponds in the Fourier
space to a convolution operator whose kernel has the asymptotic behavior (7). It will be clear in
the course of the proofs in Sect. [3 that such a behavior is chosen in order to compensate the singular
behavior of the off-diagonal term appearing in the quadratic form. In this sense, one can say that the
singularity of (I'ye€)(y) for y — 0 is the minimal one required to obtain a self-adjoint and bounded
from below Hamiltonian.
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Concerning the physical meaning of our regularization, we recall that we have replaced the parameter
fin (L4) with I'ye in (L8). By analogy with the definition (LX), we can introduce an effective,
position-dependent scattering length

terr(y) = T (v)

which can be interpreted as follows. For simplicity, let us fix # > 0 and choose the cutoff (LI0).
Consider the zero-range interaction between the particles 2,3 which takes place when x, = x3, i.e.,
for x = 0. In these conditions, the coordinate y is the distance between the third particle 1 and the
common position of particles 2,3. Then one has

ay
y—na

Gei(y) =0a if y>0b  an(y) = if y<b,

i.e., the effective scattering length associated with the interaction of particles 2, 3 is equal to a if the
third particle 1 is at a distance larger than b while for distance smaller than b the scattering length
depends on the position of the particle 1 and it decreases to zero, i.e., the interaction vanishes, when
the distance goes to zero. In other words, we introduce a three-body interaction which is a common
procedure in certain low-energy approximations in nuclear physics. Such three-body interaction
reduces to zero the two-body interaction when the third particle approaches the common position
of the first two. This is precisely the mechanism that prevents in our model the fall to the center
phenomenon, i.e., the Thomas effect.

The paper is organized as follows.

In Sect. 2 starting from the formal Hamiltonian ]:Ireg, we construct a quadratic form which is the
initial point of our analysis and we formulate our main results.

In Sect. B we prove that the quadratic form is closed and bounded from below for any ~ larger than
a threshold explicitly given.

In Sect. Ml we characterize the self-adjoint and bounded from below Hamiltonian H uniquely asso-
ciated with the quadratic form which is the rigorous counterpart of ﬁreg.

In Sect. [l we introduce a sequence of approximating Hamiltonians H. with rescaled separable
potentials and a renormalized coupling constant and we prove a uniform lower bound on the spectrum.
In Sect. [6 we show that the Hamiltonian H is the norm resolvent limit of the sequence of approxi-
mating Hamiltonians H..

In the Appendix, we prove a technical regularity result for the elements of the domain of H.

In conclusion, we collect here some of the notation frequently used throughout the paper.

- x is a vector in R3 and x = |x|.

- f = Ff is the Fourier transform of f.

- For a linear operator A acting in position space, we denote by A = FAF! the corresponding
operator in the Fourier space.

- H*(R™) denotes the standard Sobolev space of order s > 0 in R™.

- || - || and (-, -) are the norm and the scalar product in L?*(R"), || - ||z» is the norm in LP(R"™), with
p# 2, and || - ||z is the norm in H*(R™). It will be clear from the context if n =3 or n = 6.

-f ry € H*(R3) is the trace of f € H*?*+(RS), for any s > 0.

- B(KC,H) is the Banach space of the linear bounded operators from K to H, where K, ‘H are Hilbert
spaces and B(H) = B(H,H).

- ¢ will denote numerical constant whose value may change from line to line.
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2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE QUADRATIC FORM AND MAIN RESULTS

Here, we describe a heuristic procedure to construct the quadratic form (¢, [:Iregw) associated with
the formal Hamiltonian f]reg defined in the introduction.
Since we mainly work in the Fourier space, we introduce the coordinates ko3 = k, k; = p, conjugate
variables of x,y

1 1 2
k = — — R = — + JR—
5(P2=Pp3). P=g(P2tPy) P
where pi,p2 and p3 = —p; — p2 are the momenta of the particles. The other two pairs of Jacobi
coordinates in momentum space are ks = —%k + %p, ky = -k — %p and ki = —%k — %p,

ks =k — %p. In the Fourier space, the Hilbert space of states is equivalently written as

~

The symmetry conditions in (Z.I]) correspond to the exchange of particles 2,3 and 3,1 and they
also imply the symmetry under the exchange of particles 1,2, i.e., ¥(k,p) = @Z)(%k — %p, -k — %p)
Moreover the free Hamiltonian is

. 3
HQ = k’2 —+ sz

We also introduce the “potential” produced by the “charge density” & distributed on the hyperplane
a3 by

(G3€) (k. p) = \/2& A0 (2.2)

T k24 3p2 4+ N
and one can verify that the function Gy;¢ satisfies the equation
((Ho + N)GE) (x.¥) = dm(y) 3(x) (2.3)

in distributional sense. Analogously, we have

(938) (k. p) = @ % ((Ho+ NG e y) = are(-x) 3 (5x—y), (24

(G kp) =2 % ((Ho+ 0G%E) (xy) = dme(2x+y) (25

and the potential produced by the three charge densities is

(@35)(k, p) = Z (@é)(k, p) = \/g £(p) +&(k — Ep) +&(—k — §p)' (2.6)

2 3,2
o k* +4p* + A

Note that the function aé is symmetric under the exchange of particles; hence, it belongs to
L2, (R%), see Eq. (ZT).
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These potentials exhibit the same singular behavior required in the boundary conditions (L§]). In-
deed, we have for xt — 0, y # 0

(9235)( y) = \/2 ﬁ /dkdp pikxtipy %I;)H\

*\/mm
o
== o 3/2/clpe \/—p + X E(p) + o(1). (2.7)

Taking into account of the contribution of the other two charge densities, we have for x — 0, y # 0

(0) o) =S — s fapemy [T+ 0 ép) + o)

3/
1 oy 1 1ox S(k—1p) +£(—k — 1p)
do e®yY — [dk tk-x 2 2
T 2mype [P° 2/ ‘ EER RS
£(y) 1 / S E : 1/ / £(p')
= - dp e®Y [/ 2p2+\ ——a 1).
e e P A A EP) — — R +0(1)

(2.8)
The asymptotic behavior (2.8)) suggests to represent an element 1 satisfying (L8] as
b= w1 G (2.9
where w” is a smooth function. Using (2.8]), the boundary condition (L8) is rewritten as

() 0) + s [0 <\/§p AEp) - o fan L A) Wy) (210)

where w?(0, ) = )“ denotes the trace of w* on the hyperplane ;3.

We are now ready to construct the energy form (1, regz/}) associated with the formal Hamiltonian
H,ey defined in the Introduction. For € > 0, let us consider the domain D, = {(x,y) € R® s.t. |x; —
x;| > e Vi# j}. Taking into account that H,e, acts as the free Hamiltonian in D,, the decomposition

[Z9) and the fact that (Hy + )G ¢ = 0 in D, we have

(0. Hu) = vy [ oy TG (Hu) (x.)
=0 Jp_

= liny [ axdy (W (x,y) + GE(x,y)) ((Ho + A)(wt + Gké)) (%,5) = All|7:

= (w, (Ho+ Nw) = A[]|72 + (G*¢, (Ho + Mw?). (2.11)
Using (23), @4), [ZF) and the symmetry properties of w?, the last term in (211 reduces to

(G, (Ho + Nw*) = 4 /dxdy (é(y)5(X) +&(=x)0(y —x/2) + £(x)d(y + X/2)>wA(X, y)
— 127T/dy@w)‘(0,y). (2.12)
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By (2.11)), (212)) and the boundary condition (Z.10]), we finally arrive at the definition of the following

quadratic form
Definition 2.1.
F(y) = FNw*) = N[W||* + 12w (), (2.13)

3
FMNw?) = /dk dp (k;2 + 27+ )\) i (k, p) |2, (2.14)

()~ [ipEp) (w%m o) - fan' P <fregé><p>> 215

where (T1og€) () is the Fourier transform of the function defined in Eq. (L9). We define the quadratic
form F on the domain

D(F) = {1/1 e L2 (R%) |y = w + G*¢, w* € H\(R®), € € H1/2(R3)}. (2.16)

sym

Remark 2.2. From the explicit expression of the potential (2.6]), one immediately sees that for any
§ € HYRY)

G\ e L*(RY), and G ¢ H' (RS  for £#0.
Therefore, we have D(F) D HY(R®) and, for fized )\, the decomposition v = w* + G ¢ is unique.

In the rest of the paper, we assume Definition 2.1] as the starting point of our rigorous analysis. Let
us conclude this section collecting the main results we prove in the paper. First, we show that for
any vy > 7., where

3/ 4
V3 (—” - 1) ~ 0.782, (2.17)
™ \3V3
the quadratic form F' on the domain D(F) is closed and bounded from below. This is the content of
the next theorem whose proof is presented in Sect. Bl

Theorem 2.3. Assume (HI) and let v > 7., then:

(i) there exists Ao > 0 such that for all X > X\ the quadratic form ® in L*(R?) defined in (215,
is coercive and closed on the domain D(®) = HY?(R?);

(ii) the quadratic form F,D(F) on L3, (R®) introduced in Definition [21 is bounded from below
and closed.

Theorem implies that F,D(F) defines a self-adjoint and bounded from below Hamiltonian
H,D(H)in L2, (R®). If we denote by I'*, D(I'}) the positive, self-adjoint operator associated with the

sym
quadratic form ®*, D(®*) = H'/2(R3), then domain and action of the Hamiltonian are characterized
in the following proposition.

Theorem 2.4. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem[2.3, we have
D(H) = {¢ € D(F)|w € HX(RY), € € D(IY), T¢ = wk}m}, (2.18)
Hy = Hyw — A\G€. (2.19)



THREE-BODY HAMILTONIAN WITH REGULARIZED ZERO-RANGE INTERACTIONS IN DIMENSION THREE 9

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is deferred to Sect. [l

The next question we address is the approximation through a regularized Hamiltonian H., D(H.)
with non-local interactions, also known as separable potentials. In order to define the approximating
model, we need to first introduce some notation.

Let x € L*(R?, (1 + z)dx) N L'(R3, (1 + x)dx), spherically symmetric, real valued, nonnegative and
such that [ dx y(x) = 1. Moreover, set

(k)2 ¢ (k)|? o

(:=dn(x, (=A)y) = 47T/dk |X§€2)| , U= 47r/dk |X](€2)| , Yo =23T - (2.20)

For all € > 0, we define the scaled function y. as

1
Xe(2) = Zx(a/e) (2.21)
and the operator g. on L?*(R?)
-1
g = —47r% (]1 ¥ %rreg> (2.22)
with T'eg given in (L9). Then, the approximating Hamiltonian H., D(H.) on L3, (R°) is defined as
2

H.=Hy+Y S (Ixe)xel ® g:) 87", D(H.) = HA(R®) N L2, (R%) (2.23)

J=0

where S is the permutation operator exchanging the triple of labels (1,2, 3) in the triple (2,3,1). So
that,

L ) (2.24)

So(k,p) = ¢(ZP - §k7 —§P -k
Taking into account that x. — ¢ for € — 0 in distributional sense, one sees that the three interaction
terms in (223]) for ¢ — 0 formally converge to zero-range interactions supported on the hyperplanes
23, 731, T12-
Moreover, the operator g. plays the role of renormalized coupling constant. We also note that in
position space g. reduces to the multiplication operator by g.(y) which for & small behaves as

2
9ly) =~ +dmg (B4 20() + O(),

In particular, if we assume for simplicity that 6 is the characteristic function (ILI0) then we find that
for y > b we have the standard behavior required to approximate a point interaction in dimension
three with scattering length —3~! (see [1], chapter I1.1.1, pages 111-112), while for y < b we have
introduced a dependence on the position y such that the modified scattering length — (ﬁ + %)71 goes
to zero as y — 0.
In Sect. [ (see Theorem [5.7]), we prove a uniform lower bound for the spectrum of H., i.e., we show
that there exists A\; > 0, independent of ¢, such that inf o(H,) > —\;.
Finally, we prove the norm resolvent convergence of H., D(H.) to H,D(H) as ¢ — 0. More precisely,
the following result holds true and it is proved in Sect. [6l

Theorem 2.5. Assume ([H2) and vy > max{~o,2}. Moreover, let us define Ayax := max{A;, —inf o(H)}.
Then, for all z € C\[—Apax, 00) there holds true

[(He—2) = (H -2 <ee®  0<8<1/2.
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3. ANALYSIS OF THE QUADRATIC FORM

In this section, we prove closure and boundedness of the quadratic form F' defined by (2.13)—(2.16)
for v > 7. with 7. defined in (2I7). To this end we first study the quadratic form ®* in L?(R3)
given by (Z.If) and acting on the domain D(®*) = HY2(R3). Recalling the definition of ', given
in (L9) and using the fact that

Jivs1ew)? = 5o [ipaa P

p—af
we write
BNE) = By (€) + Op() + Bus(6) @)
where
Bhus(€) = [dp /35 + AP
_ 1 £p)é(a)
CI%H(&)——p/dpdqp2+q2+p,q+x
Bus(6) = () + BZ(E)
with
B = [ayaE®IF. o) =5+ 260) - ), 32)
1 VA
026) = [ay Slew)l? = 5 [apda TP,

Note that a € L®(R3) if we assume (HI)) and a, Va € L*°(R?) if we choose ([H2)).
We will show that ®* is equivalent to the H'/2-norm. First, we prove that ®*(£) can be bounded
from above by [|[|%,,,,. This is the content of the next proposition which ensures that ®* is well

defined on D(®*) = H'/?(R3).
Proposition 3.1. Assume (HI), A > 0 and v > 0. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

AE) < clléllfe
Proof. Using the bound (see [20, Remark 5.12] or [21] [37])

[ay SO <2 [ippiétor (33

E(y)|?
y

we immediately get

Bus(6) < lall=l€I7 + [ dy
Moreover (see [15, Lemma 2.1]),

2 k2 |€ (k) Ky 2 € (ko )|

A 1 1 2 2

Do (§) < _2/dk1dk2 1/2/7.9 2y7.1/2
T kl (kl + k2)k:2

Since ¥y, is clearly bounded by [|£]|%,., the thesis immediately follows from (3.1).

s
< (llallz= + 7§)||£||§{1/2.

<t [aeHEOP < 4e B
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The next step is to bound from below ®*, which is our main technical result for the construction of
the Hamiltonian. Our main tool is the decomposition of the function £ into partial waves (for an
alternative approach see, e.g., [30]). Then, we write

Z Z &m p7¢p>

(=0 m=—/¢

where Y,/ denotes the Spherical Harmonics of order ¢,m and p = (p, 0, ¢p) in spherical coordinates.
Accordingly, we find the following decomposition of the quadratic form ®*

NE) = %+ZZ@% (3.5)

{=0 m=—/

where ¢ is the quadratic form whose action on g € L2((0, +00), p?\/p? + 1dp) is given by (see, e.g.,
[8, Lemma 3.1])

32(9) = Ohag(9) + Ore(9) + St (9),

400 3
Dling(9) = / dpp*y/ Fiaha Mg (p)l?
0

are(9) = — z / - dp / - dpa pig(p1)p3g(p2) / 1 dy Ply) (3.6)
off.¢ T Jo 0 ! 2 1 piHDPEpipey + A

+oo +o00 1 P
Preg,e(9) :% / dpy / dps pig(p1)psg(p2) / dy — ty)
0 0 _

1 PE D3 2pipey
with Py(y) = 2fle' ji (y? — 1)¢ the Legendre polynomial of degree /.

where

In the next lemma, we investigate the sign of ¢}¢ ,

Lemma 3.2. Let g € L*(R*,p*\/p? + 1dp) and X\ > 0. Then,
2ﬂ,e(9) > ¢())\ff,£(g) =0 forl odd,
0= éﬁ,z(g) Z= ¢gff,é(g) Jor € even

Proof. The proof follows [8]. For the sake of completeness, we give the details below. First, we
rewrite

3ﬂ,e(9) = /+OO /+OO P2 71)2?2 g(pQ) /11 dy yjPZ(y)

p1 + p3 4+ M)t

9 +oo +oo pl )ngr]g(pQ) df
= d -1
2] ;f / / P +p2 A / i

) +oo +oo +oo 2+]— 2+j 1 dﬁ )
S 'Z( / / 2 (p1)p3 g(fl) / dy <_Zyj)<1_y2)z
w240 = (P +p2+ M) -1 dy
where in the last line we integrated by parts ¢ times. Next, we note that

L zifmmwewﬁﬂw
(pT +p3 + A+ gl ’

(3.7)
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hence,
2

Jr
Pore(9 ZB@ / dvvie™ / dpp*ig(p)e™™ (38)
0

with
¢

2 (=1)y [t d’
By = — dy (5) (1 = ).
It’s easy to see that By; = 0 if £ and j do not have the same parity. Moreover, B,; < 0 if ¢, are
even and By; > 0if ¢, j are odd. Then, ([3.8)) yields (8.7).

O

Thanks to Lemma B.2] in order to obtain a lower bound we can neglect ¢ ¢ with £ odd and focus
on ¢Jg , which control ¢jg, with £ even. In the next lemma we show that ¢0 , and @rege can be
dlagonahzed, note that we also include the analysis of ¢Jg , with £ odd for later convenience.

Lemma 3.3. Let g be a real analytic function whose Taylor expansion near the origin

:icny" cp =0

n=0

has a radius of convergence bigger or equal than one. Define

wa/a@wwm (eN

1

with P, being the Legendre polynomials. Then for any ¢ € N, we have
ap =0 Ao < Qy.

Proof. Using Py(y) = 2}0 a? -(y? — 1)% and integrating by parts, one easily prove the first claim.
Integrating by parts again, one finds

L+2004+1) [* d'g
ez = g+ (—D"W /_1 dy (y* = 1) == (y)

and the monotonicity follows from the first claim.

Lemma 3.4. Let g € L*(RY, p*\/p? + 1dp). Then,

0 (g) = /mwﬂmmw, %mmzémﬂW%ww

where
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( ! cosh (k arcsin(%)
—/dyPg(y) ( 2 )
-1 1 — % cosh(k%)

for € even,

w3

y

S olk) = —2 /_1 &y Py) sinh (k arccos (5)) _

1 \/E sinh(7k) 1 sinh(k arcsm(g))
/ dy P, 2 for € odd
e(y \/7

1
/ dyPi(y cosh(k: arcsin(y)) for € even,

= cosh (k)

l\9|=1

(3.9)

and
(

DO [ =2

Seeg (k) = 7/ dy Pe(y)sinh (k arccos(—y)) _

— 22 qj
1 V1 —y?sinh(km) v o[t smh(k arcsin(y))
Az dyPg for ¢ odd.
\ 2 \/ y? sinh ( g)
(3.10)
Moreover,
Soﬁ,f(k) < Soff,£+2<k) < 0 fOT e even, Soﬁ,£<k) 2 SOHJ‘FQ(I{;) 2 0 fOT e odd (311)
and
Sreg,€<k) Z Sreg,”?(k) > 0 Ve = 0. (312)

Proof. The proof is similar to [8, Lemma 3.3, 3.5]. For reader’s convenience we give the details below.
With the change of variables p; = e*' and py, = "2, we rewrite

T1 (1) o3T2 T2 Pg(y)
oﬁf /d.rl/dﬂfg 63 69[31 3 g(e )/ dy 62$1+62x2+6x1+x2y
1
Py(y)
__ = d 21 x1 d 2z2 T2 d .
7T/]R re™g(e )/R wpe”g(e )/1 ycosh(x1—x2)+%

Taking the Fourier transform we get

0 () = / 01 1P () 2Sott. o (k)

with (see, e.g., [16, p. 511])

‘ 1 1 smh karccos(y)
Soiro(k) I—l/d:cem/ gy — W) —2/ dy Pu(y ( ? ) (3.13)

T Jr cosh(:p) + [{_ 2 smh

N

Proceeding analogously for ¢yes¢(g) we find

brese(9) = / 01 16 () 2 Sreg o ()

where
1 1 ~
vy » Pi(y) / sinh (k arccos(—y))
Ste k::—/dxe’p“:/di: dy P, : 3.14
se(k) = o . il o (y) T2 sinh(kn) (3.14)



14 G. BASTI, C. CACCIAPUQOTI, D. FINCO, AND A. TETA
Finally, noting that sinh(km) = 2sinh(k%) cosh(k%) and
sinh (k arccos(a)) = sinh (kg —k arcsin(a))
= sinh (kg) cosh(k arcsin(a)) — cosh (kg) sinh(k arcsin(a))

and recalling that P, has the same parity of ¢ we get (3.9) and (B.10)).
In order to prove the monotonicity properties (B.11]), it is sufficient to notice that the Taylor expan-
sions of

cosh (k arcsin(¥)) sinh (k arcsin(¥))

2 2 !
-2 J1-2

have positive coefficients and invoke Lemma B3l A dilation of a factor 2 preserve the positivity of
the coefficients and then also ([B.12)) follows from Lemma

0

Notice that

o) =2 [ oo =5 [areior = [arigoor. @)

Then we rewrite the quadratic form as

() = / ak g ()2 Su(k). (3.16)

where

V3
Se(k) = -+ Soft ¢(k) + Sreg e(k). (3.17)
Notice also, see (3I7), that if £(p) = ¢(p) Y (6p, ¢p) then 1% r2m) = €] fr1/2(rsy- Equations (3.16)
and ([BI7) suggest that we need to ensure that Sy is positive for v > ..
From Lemma B4 and [0, Lemma 3.2], it follows that for any ¢ > 2 even

Sote(k) = Sog2(k) = —B (3.18)
where
50 10 11 10 1
B (D 0a Y10 (L)) st
277r 3 + 5 5 arcsin B 0.0

This is enough to control Qﬁgw for £ > 2 even with ¢3‘iag as we will show in PropositionB.6l It remains
therefore to study what happens in s—wave. To this end, we introduce the auxiliary quadratic form

©2(g), s € (0,1) acting on L*(RT, p?\/p? + 1dp) and defined by

02(9) = $ Dhiag(9) + P00(9) + Preg0(9).

A key ingredient of the proof of closure and boundedness from below of ®* is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let g € L*(RT,p*\/p?+ 1dp) and v > .. Then there exists s* € (0,1) such that
O (g) = 0 for any X > 0.
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Proof. Since ¢};,,(9) = ¢%ag(9), by Lemma B4 we have

s£+/}zy (1 cosh(karcsin(y))  cosh ( k:arcsm(%)))l (3.19)

2 2\/1 —y?cosh (k%) /1 h(k

The explicit computation of the two integrals in (3.19)) yields

0N > / dk |g (k) [

l\>|=1

092 f dklg (k) [ \2} kslzlslh(?k)) V3 kszzh(f%z))]
f dk | g (k)|* f (k),
where
Fk) = fi(k) V3skcosh (k%) + 2ysinh (kZ) — 8sinh (kg)'

fa(k) V3k cosh (k5)

It remains to show f(k) > 0 to conclude. We note that f(k) is even and thus it is enough to consider
k > 0. We have f(0) > 0, fo(k) > 0 and
4
fi(k) = (V354 ) cosh (k;z> + V3n s k sinh <kz) — =7 cosh (kﬁ>
2 2 2 3 6
4
> (V3 s+ my) cosh (kz> — 7 cosh (kﬂ>
2 3 6
4
= <\/§s + 7y — ?ﬂ) cosh (k%)

For v > 7., let us choose s* such that max{0,1— %(7—%)} < s* < 1. Hence, we also have fi(k) >0

and the proof is complete.

0

We are ready to prove the lower bound for ®*(¢). This is the content of the next proposition which
together with Proposition B.I] shows that ®* defines a norm equivalent to || - || g1/

Proposition 3.6. Assume (HI) and v > ~.. Then, there exist \g > 0 and co > 0 such that

ONE) > o [[€]l72
for any A > \.

Proof. By (8H), (8:6) and Lemma 32, we get

(I)A(g) reg + Z Z ¢d1ag gfm) + ¢off Z(gkm) + ¢reg€ gﬁm + Z Z ¢d1ag gfm .

=0 m=—¢ =1 m=—{
feven fodd

Then, using Lemmata [3.4], 3.5, we obtain

+00 Y4 +oo £

(&) ZOW(E) + (1= 5)0hg (o) + D0 D [ Bhagllm) + olom)| + D0 D" Ghig(éom).
(=2 m=—{ (=1 m=—t
Leven Lodd
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Now, we note that Lemma [3.4] and the estimate ([B.18]) yield

+oo £ +oo /L
A A 2 A
Z Z [gbéiag(gfm) + ¢2H,€(€€m):| Z <1 - %B> Z Z gbéiag(gﬁm)
ZZ:2 m=—/ /:2 m=—/
where (1 — TB) > 0. Hence, setting A = min{1 — s*,1 — %B} > 0, we get
(I) (g) reg + A Z Z ¢d1ag g@m (I)Eég (é) + A(I)dlag (é) (320>
=0 m=—/4

To conclude, we note

SO () + MDY, (6) ADY, () — fall / dy €y

2003,(6) - 102 fap 352 M léw (321)

~(a- %) @3%(5)

From (3.20) and (3.:2]]) choosing A large enough we get the thesis since clearly @dlag(é) cll€]3,1)2-
UJ

We are now in position to prove Theorem [2.3] formulated in Sect. 2.

Proof of Theorem[2.3. Point (i) is a consequence of Propositions Bl and For the proof of point
(ii), we follow a standard strategy (see, e.g., [§]). For the convenience of the reader, we give the
details below. By Proposition 8.6, we have

F(y) = FMw*) + 121 (&) = AM[¢* = = [[v[|?
for any A > Ay and then the form is bounded from below. Moreover, let us fix A > Ay and define
FA@) = F(@) + A [9]* = FA(w?) + 127 92(¢), (3.22)
on the domain D(F). Let us consider a sequence {v, = w)} + G &, }nz0 C D(F), and ¢ € Lsym(RG)

such that lim,, [|¢,—v||r2 = 0 and lim,, ,, F* (¢, — ) = 0. By ([B.22)) we have lim,, ,,, F*(w;, —w;),) = 0
and lim,, ,, ®*(&, — &) = 0 or, equivalently, {w)},>o is a Cauchy sequence in H. (R°) and, by

sym
Proposition B8, {&, }n>0 is a Cauchy sequence in H'/?(R?). Then, there exist w* € HY  (R°) and
¢ € HY?(R3) such that

lim ||w)} — w*||gr =0,  lim [|&, — €|l 172 = 0. (3.23)
Moreover, we also have
lim ¢, — G*¢]| = 0. (3.24)

Formulas (3.23) and ([3.24) imply that v, = w}+G*&, converges in L*(R%) to w*+G*¢. By uniqueness
of the limit, we have that 1 = w* + G*¢ and then ¢ € D(F). Furthermore, by ([3.23)) we have

lim FA (¢ — 1y,) = lim FMw? — w)) 4+ 127002 (& — &,) = 0.

Thus, we have shown that F* and, a fortiori, F' are closed quadratic forms and this concludes the
proof.
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0J
Remark 3.7. By (3.21) one has

o (el
0 A .

We underline that \g depends on v both via ||a||p~ and via A. In particular, as v — . we have
s* =1, so that A — 0 and g — oco. In the concrete case (LI0), we can take

2 2
v . Blb+y .
AOZA%Q i 820, )\0:% if B <O.
From the proof of Theorem[2.3, it is clear that —\y is a lower bound for the infimum of the spectrum
of H.

Remark 3.8. We expect . to be optimal that is, if v < 7. one could argue as in [15] and prove that
F' is unbounded from below.

4. HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we explicitly construct the Hamiltonian of our three bosons system. Let us first
consider the quadratic form ®*, D(®*) = HY?(R3) in L*(R3) (see (ZI5)). As a straightforward
consequence of Point (i) of Theorem 23] such a quadratic form is closed and positive, and therefore
it uniquely defines a positive, self-adjoint operator I'* in L?(IR?) for A > )\ characterized as follows

D) = {¢e€ H(R?)|3g € L*(R) st. ®(n,€) = (n,9) forany ne HA(RY)}  (4.1)
¢ =g for £ DT. (4.2)
In the appendix, we prove that D(I'*) = H(R3) for v > ~* (see Proposition [A.2) and

VI an U é(a) o)+ L g L@
(F §><p>—\/ﬁf<p> 1 g O g faa T

= (Thael) (0) + ([36) () + (LR (p) + (D26 (p). (4.3)
Let us now consider the quadratic form F, D(F) in L2, (R°%). By Theorem 2.3} such quadratic form

uniquely defines a self-adjoint and bounded from below Hamiltonian H, D(H) in Lgym(]RG), next we
prove Theorem [2.4] which characterizes its domain and action.

Proof of Theorem[2.J. Let us assume that ¢ = w* + G*¢ € D(H). Then there exists f € L2 (R®)

sym

such that F(v,) = (v, f) for any v = w)} + G*¢, € D(F) and f = Ht. Let us consider v € H'(RS),
so that £, = 0 and

/dkdp (k;2 - sz + )\)f;(k, p) Wk, p) — A(v,%) = (v, f).

Hence, w* € H*(R®) and (Hp + N)w* = f + M) = (H + )3 which is equivalent to (Z.I9).
Let us consider v € D(F) with &, # 0. Then

Jacdp (4 G0 4 0P 00 p) — A(0,0) + 127 0M(60 ) = (0. ). (4.)
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Taking into account that

(v, f+ M) = (W), (H 4+ M) + (G o, (H + A)o)
= (w), (Ho + Nw) + (G&,, (Ho + Muw?)

equation (4.4) is rewritten as

1
¢, 6) = E(gkgv, (Ho +N)uw?). (4.5)
It remains to compute the right hand side of (&H]). Using (2.6) and the symmetry properties of w?*

(see (2.10)), we have

1 A A V2 a 5 1 - 1 A
127T(g Sva (HO + )‘)w ) — 1271'3/2 dkdp (Sv(p) + Sv(k - 2p) + gv(_k - 2p))w (ka p)
1 A V2 " Loy ox
— g(fv,w ym>+ =y dkdp &,(k — 5p)w (k,p)
1 \ V2 . 1 ,,1 3 1
- g(gvaw ‘7@3) + Gr3/2 dkdp gv(k - ip)w (§k + Zpak - ip)
= (&MU})\}MS)

and by (L35 we find the equation

¢)\(§v7 5) = (&;, w)\}ﬂ%)

for any &, € H'/2(R3). By definition of the operator I'* (see (&I)), (&2)), we conclude that ¢ € D(I™)
and TN = w)‘}mg.

Let us now assume that ¢ € D(F) with w* € H%(R®), ¢ € D(I*) and ¢ = wA’mS. For any
v=w)+ G*¢, € D(F) we have

= (wy, (Ho + Nw?*) = A(v,4) + ¢*(&,€)

= (v, (Ho + Nw?) = (GY&,, (Ho + Nw*) = A(v,9) + (£, 7€)
= (0, (Hgw* = 2G0)) — (€ 0?|_, ) + (6, T%¢)

= (v, (Hyw® — X\G*¢)).

It is now sufficient to define f = How* — A\G*¢ to obtain that 1 € D(H) and f = H1 and thus to
conclude the proof.

F(o,¢)

O

Remark 4.1. We emphasize that the Hamiltonian H, D(H) is the rigorous counterpart of the formal
reqularized TMS Hamiltonian introduced in Sect. (. Indeed, for any 1 € L2, (R®) NCH*(R®\ Uje;my;)
we have ¥ € D(H) and HY = Hy, i.e., the Hamiltonian acts as the free Hamiltonian outside the
hyperplanes. Moreover, we show that the boundary condition (L8 is also satisfied. Let us consider

Y € D(H) and let us recall that the corresponding charge & belongs to H*(R?). For x # 0 we write

£(y) (y)

vxy) - == = (G236 (x,y) — T (G526 (x,y) + (GO (x,y) +w'(x,y) (4.6)
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and we compute the limit of the above expression for x — 0 in the L?-sense. Taking into account of

217), we have

which, by dominated convergence theorem, converges to zero for x — 0. Moreover, for any n €
CS(R3), with ||n|| 12 = 1, we estimate the difference (G2,€)(x,y) — (G2,€)(0,y) proceeding as in (3.4)

[y il xv) - @01 = 5 | [ / (eortox—1) éla

2

£(y)

_ %pQJr)\m . R )
Jav|@aeoey - <2+ mhom - Lé) )

T + 4

P’ + ¢+p-a+A
Notice, see Remark[A. 3 that

p)| £(a)|
/ / p? +q +p- q+)\ c Il 1€z,

then we conclude that (G3,€)(x,y) — (G2€)(0,y) = 0 for x — 0 in L*(R3) by dominated convergence

theorem and the same is true for (GHh6)(X,y) — (Gb6)(0,y). Note that (G€)(0,y) + (GH6)(0,y) =
—(TX%8)(y). For the last term in ([E6) we have

2

Jivw o~ w09 = s fa] facess - 1)

and then w*(x,y) —w*(0,y) — 0 for x — 0 in L*(R®). Taking into account the above estimates, the

condition TAE = w’\}MS and the decomposition T* = Tﬁ‘lag + I + Treg we conclude

lim
z—0

£
W(x,) — o g & || =0
which is precisely the boundary condition (LR) satisfied in the L*-sense.

Let us characterize the resolvent of our Hamiltonian. We first introduce the shorthand notation for

the operator Ga; = G* (see (2.2))), i.e.,

G*: L*(R?) — L*(R®), (@Aé)(ka p) = \/gmf(l)) (4.7)

its adjoint is

GM : LA(RS) — L2(R?), (G f) \[/ R +Af(k,p)

Next, we prove the following preliminary result.

Proposition 4.2. For any A > 0, there holds G* € B(H*"2(R3), H*(R®)) for all s < 1/2, hence,
G € B(H*(R®), H=**2(R%)) for all s < 1/2. In particular, G> € B(L*(R?), L%(R®)) and G* €
B(L*(R®), L*(R?)).
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Proof. We note that

1
(k> + 407 + A)?

1

< max{(4/3)?, 1/)\2}m.

Hence
(K +p* +1)° /°° o (K 4+ p* +1)° 2, qys—t
dk <C dk k*—————-==C)s(p"+1)° 2.
/ (2432 +20)7 = 7 g (k2 +p2+1)2 7 (=t 1)
So that
s 2 (K2 +p*+1)° .
Mg == [ dkd 2L OIENP Ly
166l = [ ko L I < Ol
O
Let us recall the definition of the operator S given in (2.24]), additionally we notice that
. - 3 1 1
S%¢(k,p) = <Z5< P §k7 —5P + k)- (4.8)

If ¢ e L2, (R®), it holds true

sym

Yk, p) = SY(k,p) = S*(k, p).
We note that the second equality is a consequence of the first one. Furthermore, we have S* = S2.
Taking into account of (2.6), (7)), [224), (£, we can write
2
G =) s
=0

We claim that the resolvent (H + \)™! of H,D(H) computed in z = —\ < —\¢ is given by

2
1 .
A_ ph, * A (TAY =1 s
R —RO+4WZSJG TH '@
7=0
where Ry = (Hyp + A\)~! and (I'*)~! is a well defined and bounded operator in L*(R3) since ®*
is coercive. Indeed, let us consider RAf for f € L2 (R%). We have R*f = w” + G*¢, where

sym

w* = Ry f € H*(RY), € = (4n)"Y(T)LGMf € D(I?) and TAE = (4m)1GMf = Ré‘f’%. Hence,
RMf € D(H) and (H + \)R f = (Hy + A\ R} f = f. Therefore, we conclude that R* = (H + X)L

5. APPROXIMATING HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we prove a uniform bound on the infimum of the spectrum of H. introduced in
Sect. 2l and obtain the Konno-Kuroda formula for its resolvent (Theorem [5.7]).

Remark 5.1. Let us recall the scaled function x. defined in (Z.21)), and the definitions of the constants
¢ and 0" in (220). The assumptions on x imply that X is real valued, Lipschitz, that £,¢' < oo, and

that
[X(k) = x(0)?
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Moreover, we recall the definition of the infinitesimal, position-dependent coupling constant in (2.22)).
In the position space g. is just the multiplication operator for the function (which we denote by the
same symbol)

’V v

ge) =~ (14 58+ 5200) " = —an2 (14 Zol) + 51)

as introduced in (3.2)). From now on, we always assume that ¢ < {/(2||a||z~) so that

where a(y) w
)+ %2 >1/2 and g., as a function, is bounded, in particular ||| -~ < 87e/L.

1"—2&(

Let us consider the Hamiltonian H. defined in (2.23]). We remark that the term Z?:o ST(Ixe) (x| @
9=)S7" is bounded (although not uniformly in €) in L?(R®), with norm bounded by 3||x:||?[|ge|| e <
(247 /0)e~?||x||?, and therefore H., D(H.) is self-adjoint and bounded from below for any & > 0.

As a first step, we introduce the following operators which will play a crucial role in writing the
Konno-Kuroda formula for the resolvent of H. (see Theorem [5.7]).

Definition 5.2. For any A > 0, let us define

1—‘? : D(Freg) - LQ(RS) — LQ(RS) P - Preg + Fd1aga + Foffe

where Ty, . and 1";\378 are the bounded operators (see the remark below)

diag,e
Chiuge  L2(RY) = L(R?) (D3, 0)(p) := Zzﬂ + M(e\/ ZPQ + A) £(p),
with S (sH)
_ X(sk)|”
r(s) = 47T/dk R+ 1)
and
g X(|zp +d|)x(e|p + 3d]) ;
U+ L) PR (B 8)(p) = 5 [ag LR TANER Ladl g s
We also define the quadratic form associated with ')
D(®)) == {¢ € L*(R%) s.t. | - |26 € L*(R?)} (5.2)
(é) (f Fdlag sg) + (€7 Fregf) (g Foff sg) (53)

We will show in the proof of Lemma [6.2] that the operators leagg and F(’}H,e converge, as € — 0, to

the corresponding limiting operators I'};,, and [, defined in Eq. (&3).

diag

Remark 5.3. We observe that ||X||~ < 2m)7%2||x||r = (27)7%2, so that r(s) < 1 and also
r(0) = 1. Additionally, we note the trivial bound sr(s) < £. The latter implies ||Tgiag.c||pr2) < £/€.
We also note that sr(s) as a function of s € [0,400) is strictly increasing, this is an immediate

consequence of the identity
X&) s
sr(s)=4m | dk )
() / k2 k%4 s?
Since x is a Lipschitz function, interpolating with the L™ estimate, we immediately obtain

Ir(s) —1] <ecls”  0<6<1/2. (5.4)
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Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality , we find

(elp+ 3a))|* -
I3 €] <P P [ dpda (ij(qj‘lp%z‘l‘A)Q\s(q)\?

2 2 2
<(87r) xel” 1€l /dp . +42A) A5/12613||><|| 1€]%.

(27)°
Hence, ||Togt c|| 2y < CA~Y4e73/2||x|| for some numerical constant C.
We want to obtain a lower bound for ®}(¢). In the next lemma, we first analyze (£, £).

Lemma 5.4. Let £ € D(®2), X > 0 and vy as in 220). Then,
f 2
(£7 offef) _70/ | <y)‘ (55)

Proof. By (B.1)), the change of variable k = —q — p and the action of the operator S (see (Z.24)),
we find

~iK)E(~ tp k)

k2 + %pQ A - _SW(Xef SR Xsf) (56)

(& Foﬁef) = —SW/dpde(gk)é( ) X(E}Zp

It is convenient to write the r.h.s. of (B.6) in the position space. To this aim, we denote by
R)(x,y;x',y’) the integral kernel of the operator Rj. Its explicit expression is given by the formula

\ . 1 etk (x=x")+ip-(y—y’)
Ro(XaY;X,Y):W/dde k2+%p2+)\

4 : \/ \/ [x — /|2 +| |>
X —X
4\/_71'3 B‘X X2+ |y — y‘Q y—y

where J#5 is the modified Bessel function of the third kind and it is a nonnegative function. By the
definition of S, see (2.24)), we obtain the formula
3 1

(€.006) = = [ dxdy (o)) [ iy RY( = Jxc v~ = gvixy )y

(5.7)

2 VR
To proceed, we add and subtract to £(y’) the function £(y) and obtain

(€T == [ dvleeIPLe) - [y ayERILe.5) (667) - €3) (5.8)
where
Je(y) = 87T/dx dx’ xe(x)x=(z) /dy’RS( — %x +y, —gx - %y; X’,y’)
and
J(y,y') = SW/dX dx’' xs(ﬂf)xe(x’)RS( - %X +, —zx - %y;X’, y’)-

We claim that
/ dy dy’E(y) Ly, ¥) (E(v) — £(x)) > 0. (5.9)
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To prove inequality (5.9), we reason as follows. The integral kernel of R} is (pointwise) positive and
X is a nonnegative function; hence, J. > 0. Moreover, the expression

1 12
4) N _X ty-x 2

is invariant if one changes (x,y;x",y’) — (=%, y’; —x, y) (as one can check with a straightforward

calculation), and R} ( — —x+y, ——X— —y7 x’,y’") shares the same property. Taking also into account

the fact that y is spherically symmetric, it follows that ja(y, y') = ja(y/ ,¥). The symmetry of J.
implies

/dydya 10y, y) (E(y) — £(3))

1 1

/dydyf( )y, ¥ (E) — E(y)) + 2/dydyé“( NIy y)(Ey) - £5)
——5 [ dvay Ly o) - € <o

from which the inequality (£.9) immediately follows. By (5.8) and (5.9]), we find

(6T .6) > — / dy () 2).(¥). (5.10)

To conclude the proof, we are left to show that (5.I0) implies (5H). The following identity can be
obtained by integration starting from identity (5.7))

1 3 1 e~ VAly—(5x+x)|
d 'RA<——x+ —2x— Zy:¥, ) .
/y T T T YY) T oy — (x + x|

Hence,

e*\/x |y7(%x+x’)|

/ dy|€(y)[2.(y) =87 / dylé(y)? / dx dx’ xo(2)x (')

47T}y — (%X+X')‘
1
47T}y — (%X+X')’

—sr [[aylet)l? [ SRR/
—3272 / dy|€(y)|? /0 dk Sln;';y) (ck) ¥ (ek/2). (5.11)

<8r / dylé(y)? / dx dx’ xo(2)x (')

To proceed, we use the identity

| ez = - [ ar / D T (ekileh/2).

It is easy to check that for & > 0 the function fok dsSirsls has maxima in k = n7 for n € N odd,
minima in £k = nm for n € N even, it is positive and has an absolute maximum in £ = 7. Hence,
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| fo ds®22| < [T ds®2% < 7. By the latter considerations, we infer

sin(ky) . . /°° /k sin(sy)
dk k)x(ek/2) <e dk ds
/0 iRk <z [ ar] [ astE
T 1
<§< (-/2) HL1(000)+§
7T3\/_
y 2

1

X' (ek)R(ek/2) + Sx(ek) X (ek/2)

)AC )2/(/2) HLl(O,oo))

o V2t
_ 5 VI

L2(0,00) ~ (47)2

DO |

A/A

~!

X

X L2(0,00)

Using the latter bound in (B.IT]) gives

[ astemre) <o | dy'f?‘z, (5.12)

with the explicit expression for 7. By (BI0) and (512)) we conclude the proof of the lemma.

O
Using the previous result, we can now establish a uniform lower bound for ®2(&).
Lemma 5.5. Assume (HI)), £ € D(®2) and v > 7o (see @20)). Then, there exist g9, \1, ¢ > 0 such
that
1
020 > (s, (T+ 7 )¢) (5.13)
forall X > X\ and 0 < € < gg.

Proof. We recall that in the position space the operator I'ye, (see (LI) and (3.2)) is just the multi-
plication by the function (denoted by the same symbol)

N
Lreg(y) = m +a(y).
So that

)P :
(6, Tvl) > / y S — oo €]

By the above inequality and Lemma [5.4] we infer

©e) > [ dp WZpQHr(e\/zpuA)—||a||Loo) o)+ (=) [ vl

Since s — sr(s) is strictly increasing (see Remark [5.3]) one has that for all A > Ay

Vo ear(sy50 40) 2 VAV,

Now, fix A; so that v/A; > ||a]| 1~ and &g so that for all 0 < & < &o there holds v/A; 7 (ev/A1) > |la]| 1
(which is possible since limg ,o7(s) = 1). Then

3 3 .
\/Zp2+)\r(€\/zp2+)\) |a|| L~ = ¢

for some positive constant ¢. Hence, from inequality (5.14)), taking v > g, we infer the lower bound

(E13) with ¢ = min{¢, v — v}-

(5.14)

0
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To proceed, we need some further notation. We denote by ﬁ the multiplication operator for % and
define the operator

v LAR?) = [X(R%) v, = ((H + %(Freg - ﬁ))m + i(%ﬁ)l/z)l.

Similarly to g., in the position space the operator v. acts as the multiplication by the function
(denoted by the same symbol)

ve(y) = ((1 + %a(y)> 1/2 + i(%%)lm) *1.

= (5 ) i) )

Moreover, there holds the identity

Obviously, we have

and the bounds ||v:||sr2) = ||V |52y < V2 for all & < £/(2]|al| ).
In the next lemma we study the invertibility of the operator v*T'"2v..
Lemma 5.6. For any A > 0, there holds true the identity

1, 1/

E%Fg‘yg = Eg — Bg\

where B2 is the bounded (although not uniformly in ) operator

(5.15)

2
BY:L(RY) - IR B =Y (el @) SR (Ix.) @ ).
=0
Moreover, assume (HI) and v > 5. Then, v:T2v. is invertible in L*>(R®) for all X > X\, and & small
enough, with inverse uniformly bounded in € and .

Proof. We start by pointing out the identity (note that, obviously, v., v, and I';; commute)

174 14 17
Tregle = —— T €:_<H T 6)7 5.1
Ve reg?’ are e T * r e’ (5.16)
hence, VT eqve is well defined in L?(R?) with norm bounded by 3¢/e. Let us consider the quadratic
¢

form associated with %— — B,
T E €

- ~ ¢
DB = I2(®) B = -6l ~ (€, B)

We set
2
Blage = ((xe| @ )Ry (Ix-) @ v2) and Bl =Y ((x| @ 17) SRy (Ixe) @ ve)
j=1
so that
Be)\ = Bé\iag,e + Bg\ff,e’

and Ly
(&) = - lIEl” = (& Bliag.€) = (€ Bijr..€).
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We first study the term =£[€[|% — (&, Bjiag :5) making use of two identities. The first one is

Ix(ek)|? 1¢ 1 /3 3
kAN 2 2 [0 22
/d K432t dre 4arV a4l FAr{E A
and gives

2
(x-€, R)X€) =/d dk |>]§§€f)‘p|5€r)i

1
~ =06l - = [ o3 ar (22 I = 0 - 6 T

The second one is v} v, =1 — ZI/E ['teg v=. Now, we can compute
1/ A\ 1/ “\ A
ol = (€ Bhag ) == l61” = (& (el @ 02) B (1xe) ©12)¢)
l
——lleli* - (x€<ue£> R xem)

(5.17)
:__Hsz - __H €£H2 <y€£ Fdlagey€§)
1 1
4 — (€, Treglc§) + (st Fdlag6y€§)'
Next, we study the term (¢, Bg\fﬂef). We have that
2
(& B &) = — (6D (0l @) R (1xe) @ we)g)
=1
2
Z (Xs Veg S ROX&(”&&))
7=1
- X(ek)r-£(p) X (] 2p — Lk|) v ( — ip — k)
B /dp dk k2 + 3p2 4+ A (5.18)
a2
P - TP

X(e[p + La|) % (c|Lp + a|)v-£(p) v-€(q)
Q/dpdq Pr@+p g+

1
EE(”E&F?)\H@%&)-
By (BI7) and (5I8)), we find
B2(€) = ||§||2 (€ BX¢)

:% ((sta Freg’%sf) (Vef Fdlag Eljef) —+ (y€£7 Féfff’/sf))

1
= (5,1/;‘1‘?1/55)
47
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which concludes the proof of identity (B.15).

We are left to prove the second part of the lemma. We use Lemma by noticing the identity
P2 (&) = =2 (v€) with §2(€) defined in (5.2)—(53). We stress that the identity makes sense for all
¢ € L2(R?) since v.£ € D(®2) (recall the remark after (5.16])).

Then, from Lemma we obtain

FA i L _i 1+§ 2 2
R0 > oo, (14 1)) = oo [ty — AT UL

where we used the inequality

1+ . {2 ml}
> mins —, — ».
1+5(5+200y)) 3

To see that the latter inequality holds true, recall that we are assuming ¢ < ¢/(2||al|z~) so that
0<1+58+730(y) =14 7aly) + 57 < %Jr%%,and

Lty
Lty Lty 1 2 (1 2 2||al -
y Z 3 E%:2 ?/+€ 2min{—7—_}>min{_’m}.
1+%<5+%9(y)> 2 T iy 3y + 257 3 ey 3 v

Since Eﬁ? is the quadratic form associated with ﬁf — B2, the bound (5.19) implies that ﬁf — B)is
invertible, with an inverse bounded by 1/¢, and this concludes the proof.

O
The last preparatory step is the definition of the bounded operator
A2 LR — LP(R%) A2 =4rR)(|x.)®v.)  A>0.
In Fourier transform
(A)0p) = X))
Hence (recall that |Y(k)| < (27)7%/2 so that 47|x (k)| < /2/7)
(A26) 0 )] < /2 ) (5:20)
Tk*+9p* + A

||Ag‘§|| < ||G>‘||B(L2(R3)’L2(Re))||1/€§|| < \/§||G>\||B(L2(R3),L2(R6))||€||> and Ag‘ is uniformly bounded in e.
In what follows, we will use the identity

) (el @ g2 = =475 () @ 02) (el @ 02)

and write
2
£ . N .
H. = Ho =4 35/ (1) ©12) (nd 917)5”

We are now ready to formulate and prove the main result of this section.
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Theorem 5.7. Assume (HI) and vy, A1, and g9 as in LemmalZ8. Then, for all v > vy, 0 < € < &,
and X\ > )\, the operator H, + X\ has a bounded inverse in Lgym(RG). Moreover, denoting its inverse
by R, one has the Konno—Kuroda formula

2
1 )
R} =R} + yo » STANvIT v AN (5.21)
7I

J=0

Remark 5.8. As a matter of fact, see, e.g., [18, Theorem B.1], the Konno—Kuroda formula holds
true for all the complex X such that —\ € p(Hy) N p(H.). The relevant information of Th. [5.7 is
that there exists a real Ay, independent from e, such that R is a well defined bounded operator for
all X > Ay. This is equivalent to the lower bound inf o(H.) > —\;.

Proof of Theorem [5.7. The action of H. on a (symmetric) wavefunction in its domain is given by
2
Hop = Hop+ > S (Ixe)(xel ®@ ge)v Vo € D(H.).
j=0

We describe how to obtain formula (5.21)). For a given function ¢ € L2, (R®), and X large enough,
assume that ¢. € D(H.) C L% (R°) is a solution in of the equation

(He + A)¢e = ¢
The latter gives
2
(HO + )‘)ws =¢— Z Sj(‘X6><X€| ® gz—:)d}sa
=0

and, recalling that R} = (Hy + \)~! is a well defined bounded operator,
2
e = Ré\ﬁb - Z SjRé\(|X€><X€‘ ® gz—:)d}sa
=0

where we used the fact that R} and S commute. Hence,

2
). = RS¢+4W% > IR (Ixe) ® ve) ({xel @ 1)1 (5.22)
j=0

Set
he = (<X€| ® V:)wa
and rewrite (5.22) as

2
b= Ry + 2> 5 A (5.23)
§=0

We want to obtain a formula for k.. To this aim, apply the operator ((x:| ® v}) to (the left of)
identity (5.22). By simple algebraic manipulations, it follows that

2
(H _ 47T% 3 (el @) SR (Ive) @ 1/5)>h,3 — (x| ® 17) R).
j=0

By Lemma [5.6] the operator at the L.h.s. is invertible and

10710 ! o, 1
(772 -22) (belevRio= 22

e —

. (VT2 T AY g, (5.24)
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where we used the identity
A = tn((xe] @ v2) RY
Using the identity (5.24]) in (5.23]) we obtain the formula

2
1 .
— pA T AN, XA —1 p A%
Y. = Ryo + o ]E:O STAZ(ViT2v.) " A% o.

Now, as suggested from the formula above, one can define R} as in (5.2I)) and show by a straight-
forward calculation that (H. + A\)R2 = T on L*(R%) and R2(H. + \) = I on D(H,), from which it
follows that R? = (H. + \)~1.

O

6. NORM RESOLVENT CONVERGENCE

In this section we prove that H. converges to H in the norm resolvent sense and we give an estimate
of the rate of convergence.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. Tt is enough to prove the statement for some fixed z = —A < — Ay, then it
holds true for a generic z € C\[—Apax, 00) by analytic continuation.
Since .
R} = R = —(AZ(wiT2ve) A = G TIG™),

we need to show that for some A large enough there holds

I(AZ(T20e) TAY = GAIY) TG0l < ce®llol Vo € Lin(RY).
Without loss of generality, here as well as in the proof of the Lemmata and [6.2] we can assume
A > 1. All the generic constants denoted by c¢ are independent from A for A > 1. We start with the
trivial identity

AT A ) =4 - G (D) A
F WD) A - G)
+ G)\((V:F?I/g)_l — (FA)_l)G)‘*.
By Lemma [6.1] and since (v/T21.)~! and A2 are uniformly bounded in ¢ (see Lemma [5.6] and the
remark after (5.20)), we infer
1(A2 = GM(LT2v) A lseey < ce® 0< 8 <1/2
and
|GMiT2ve) HAY — GM)|lpemsy < e’ 0< < 1/2
We are left to prove that
I(GH((viT2ve) ™! = (T 7 GM 0l < ce’lg])- (6.1)
We note the identity
(VT2ve) ™ = (I 7 = —(uiT2we) (Wi Tve = TH) (P71
So that, taking into account the fact that G* is bounded and (v:T2v.)~! is uniformly bounded in ¢,

we infer that (6.0)) is a consequence of

| (v:T2v. = TM)(TH)'GMo

| < ce’llol
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which holds true by Lemma [6.2]

O
Lemma 6.1. There exists ¢ > 0 such that
142 — G2 ey, r2(re)) < ce’

for all0 <6 < 1/2 and for all A > 1.
Proof. We use the identity

ve =1+ (v. = 1) (6.2)
and write

A=Al + A
with

Ai\’a = 47TR(>)\(|X5> ® ) and Aé\’a = 47TR(>)\(|X€> ® (v. —I)).
For all £ € L*(R?), one has

(A7, — GME|1? = (4ﬂ)2/dkdp [X(ek) — X(0)? -

B = XOP | o,
o e P <o [ a B O e = ecle

Concerning A3 ., we note that one has

4361 =(am)? [ dicdp

2

[X(ek) [
2 4 %202 +)\)2

(v = 1)¢) )

_1 X k)|2(p2 + 1)%
<AUm)?|(-A+ 1) 1(v. — 1 /dk|X(€ )
(4m) H( ) 5” p>0 (k? %pz A)?

We have

=1+ galy) =iy /73
ve(y) — 1= =
1+ Saly) +iy/51.

l

Hence, taking into account Remark [5.1] and the inequality ’1 —(1+s)z| < |s| for all s > —1, one has

ve(y) — 1] < ( ! )

Setting O := | - |"Y2(=A + 1)71, inequality (33) reads ||Of||2 < Z|| f|I>. which implies also

=2+ ‘;fH < 10" sl 71 < (2) 1711

MIH

and we arrive at )
(A + 1) 7 (v — 1)¢]| < Cez €]

Moreover

[ adiehr WDt Ly [al0r .

sup < sup < ,
(k2 4p2+)\)2 cl=o >0 (%p2+)\)17% o2+ cl=o

p>0

so that
143 &1 < el 0<d<1/2
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Hence,
1(A2 = GME < (A — GMEN| + (| A3.€] < €]l
which concludes the proof of the lemma.

Clearly we have also
”A?* — G)\*”B(LQ(Rﬁ),LQ(RS)) < 685
for all 0 < 0 < 1/2 and for all A > 1.

Lemma 6.2. Assume (H2) and A > 1. For any ¢ € LZ,,,(R) there holds true

| (22w =TT 'GM || < cefllg)  0<d<1/2.
Proof. In this proof we set

£ = ()16,
and we know by Proposition [A.4] that
lell 3 <cllol  and P,y = 1GM0ll,4 <cllgll. (6.3)
We use again the identity (6.2) and obtain
VT2, —TA=T2 T+ (v =T + T2 (. = 1) + (vF — DT (v = D).

We are going to prove that for 0 < § < 1/2, we have:

(T2 = TYe]| < o], (6.4)
[(vz = DTX¢E]| < ee”|lgl, (6.5)
T2 (v — DE|| < c&°ll9]l, (6.6)
(v = DI (v — D] < c£®)lg)l. (6.7)

Let us prove (6.4]). We have that
F? - FA = F?i\iag,e - Féiag + F)\ - F())\ff'

off,e

Concerning the first couple of operators, using (5.4]), we have for 0 < § < 1/2

3 3 S
(g — Thae)éll” = /dp (ZPQ + A) (7’(8\/ P+ ) - 1) €(p)I?
3 1446
<ee® [ap (3 40) 1w <ol
On the other hand, using (5.4)) and the boundedness of x, we have
/ 1q XEIP+ 3 (el3p + al) = (1(0)°

P +p a+ A ‘)

(fg\ﬂ,e - fﬁﬂr)g(P)’ = 8m

(e[ + 3a]) % (] 3p +a]) — (x(0))°
. /dq\x<e\p a)i(elsp+al) - (O]

P+e@+p-q+A

2 20/2
p°+q 2
<ca5/dqp2+(q2+p)_q+)\\§(q)\ 0<d<1/2
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Due to (6.3), it is sufficient to prove that
5
T(p.q) - Wt q)
(Pt tprat+ M) (@ + )

is the integral kernel of an L?-bounded operator for 0 < § < 1/2. If we put f(p) = (p> + 1)/, it is
straightforward to prove that for 0 < 6 < 1/2 we have

/T@AHqu<qﬂm /T@AW@WP<@ﬂ®7

then the claim follows from Schur’s test.
Let us prove (G.0). We claim that for all s € [0,1/2) there exists C' > 0 such that

ID2¢ e < elléllzess < el (6.8)

Due to Remarks [A.3] and [AF it is sufficient to control each term in '*¢ with corresponding limit
uniformly in e. It holds true for I'};,. £, since 0 < 7(s) < 1; see also (6.3). It holds true for T')g €
since

diag,e
B2 £0)] < [ da o [éla)| = EXlél o)
PH+E+p-qgt+ A
Therefore, estimate (6.8]) holds true. We have
_ 5 e
1 1+ %a(y) +14/%7
V1t galy) =iy /57

with

1— /14 3a(y) Wy
= foly) = _ -
\/1+ CL —Z1/25 1+Za<y)—’l1/za

and, due to Remark [5.1] we have the estimates

i) <ceve Rl < C\f— (6.9)

y+2ey/l
Moreover, with straightforward calculations, one has for p > 6

&€ o 1
| f2ll%0 <c/ deercep/Q/ 272dy:cz—:3. (6.10)
0 € yp/
By Sobolev embedding and (6.8), we have||[T2¢||« < C||¢| for Vg € [2,3). Using Hélder inequality,
(69) and (6.10), we have
|2 = Dr2e|| < [|AT2E]| + [| 02| < elvE+ 7)ol p> 6,

and (G.3)) is proved.
Let us prove (6.6). Due to estimate (6.3)), it is sufficient estimate ||(v. — 1)&||z1. We start from

A g O R (A R ) (6.11)

The second term in (6.11]) can be estimated as (6.0)); also the first term, even if it is more regular,
can be estimated in the same way. We discuss the third term. First notice that

/ 1 £ e 1
R ) (v irgs) = s

fily) =
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with

e a'(y) Wi 1

a(y) = ) =1 —yfy) = %/Oy s0"(s)ds

is bounded, we have || f3||~ < ce. Moreover we also have for 2 < p <6
&€ o
_ _ 1 _
R A e
By Sobolev embedding & € L? for 2 < g < 0o, then using Holder inequality, we have

<
[v2e|| < ell fsll + 1 £l < sl oo €N + 1 Fallzo 1€l 2a < (e + P71 [1€]| o

where p~! + ¢! = 1/2, and (6.6)) is proved.
Let us prove (6.7)). This estimate immediately reduces to (6.6) since || — 1|1~ < ¢ uniformly in .
U

APPENDIX A. REGULARITY OF THE CHARGE

In this appendix we characterize D(I'*) and we prove a regularity result for the charge associated

with ¢ € D(H).
A.1. Domain of I'*. Here, we prove that D(I'") = H(R?).

Remark A.1. By Proposition [3.8, the spectrum of T is contained in [cy,00), cg > 0. Therefore,
(TN~ ewists and it is a bounded operator in L?(R3) with norm less than cy'. That is, for any
f € L2(R3) there exists £ € L*(R?) solution of the equation T*¢ = f and ||€]] < 5t f]]-

We want to prove that & € HY(R?), that is (I'")~! € B(L*(R?), H*(R?)).
For the sake of notation, we introduce the operator T' defined as:

2 V3 1 £(a) v £(a)
T = — —— | d +— [ d . Al
&(p) = <-p&(p) 7T2/Ra<11pQ+qz+pq ot LA P (A1)
Let
7
V= Z\/§ — 2~ 1.031.
Proposition A.2. Assume (HI)) and v > 7, let f € L*(R3) and let £ be the solution of
e =1, (A.2)

then & € H' and |||l < || f|lr2ws) -
Proof. Set f*:= f — (I'"* = T)¢, and recast (A2) as
T¢ = f (A.3)
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By (43) and (A1), there follows

Do) — o) (B (o) 2 {(p) A {(q)
fip) = f(p) — (a§)(p) \/§p+\/zm 2 Rqu(pQ+q2+p.q+)\)(p2+q2+p.q)'

(A4)

We start by noticing that f* € L?(R?). To see that this is indeed the case recall that by our previous
remark £ € L?(R?) and notice that all the terms at the r.h.s. of identity (A4)) are in L?. To convince
oneself that this is true also for the integral term (for all the others it is obvious), it is sufficient to
notice that the integral kernel is an Hilbert—Schmidt operator. To this aim, one can use the inequality

1 1
dpd < 16 dpd ,
/R3 PO e p e VP et P /RS P T 20 1+ @
and introducing polar coordinates in R® verify that the latter integral is finite.
To conclude the proof of the proposition we need to show that

Vel < ell £

Decomposing € and f* on the basis of Spherical Harmonics, and setting p = e, Con(2) = €/2%€,(e7),
and hy, (z) = €322 fy,.(e*) we obtain:

2 _ - 2.4 _ 2
Ve =3 [ et ap =3 [ [Gnt@)f i

and
1P =3 / ) PRy =Y / oo ()
/m R+ /m R

here, clearly, f} (p) € L*(R*,p?dp) for ¢ € N and , m = —(,...,{. We look for an inequality
between the L2-norms of the functions (s, and hy,, of the form ||Conl| < c||hem|| With ¢ independent
on £ and m. To proceed, we decompose ([A.3)) on the basis of Spherical Harmonics and obtain:

)~ 2 [t bt av P gt [ )

1 @ +py m) L PP —2pqu
(A.5)

Then, we multiply the latter equation by p*/? and change variables as above, with p = e* and ¢ = ¢Y,
to obtain:

= Cem(@) = % /d?/ Cem (y) e(x_y)/Q/ dv Pi(v)

2 R 1 Cosh(:zc—y)+1//2+
1
gl - B(v)
dy G (my)/2/d — h (2),
+ 21 Jr yGem(y) e 1 g cosh(x —y) — v em(®)
(A.6)

The latter equation can be seen as a convolution equation on L?*(R) and discussed by Fourier trans-
form, to this aim we note the identities:

1 : ! Py(v) i
- d —ikx x/2/ d 5— =3, k M
7T/R e e _1 Vcosh(x)+1//2 Dottt |k 2

. ! P, '
T g e ens? / dv & = Sregt | K+ z
21 Jr 1 cosh(z) —v ’ 2

and
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(which hold true because Sog (k) and Syege(k), defined in (B.13)) and (3.14)), admit an holomorphic
extension to the strip {|Im k| < 1}); therefore (see (3.17))

- . |
&<k+%)=1§h%w<k+%)+5@ﬂ<k+%). (A7)

Then, (A.6]) is equivalent to
Sy (k‘ + —) Com(k) = hom (k).

To conclude the proof of the proposition, it is sufficient to prove that ‘Sg (k: + )‘ c > 0. We shall
focus on the real part of S, and prove that

Re S, </<: + %) >c> 0. (A.8)

Starting from (3.9) and (3.10), with some straightforward calculations one arrives at

Y

) 1 cosh (k arccos (£)) sin (2 arccos(¥)
Re Sofr ¢ <k + %) = - 2/ dy Py(y) ( (2)> (2 2 )

1 \/1-— y; cosh (k)

/3 1 cosh (k: arccos (%))
=—2 dy P, A9
/_1 yFily) /1 + % cosh(rk) (4.9)
and
i ! cosh (k arccos(—y)) sin (4 arccos(—y))
Re S, k—l——):/dP 2
B < 2 ! -1 v Fly) /1 — y?cosh(kn)
! osh (k
:l/ dy Pi(y) osh (k arccos(—y)) (A.10)
V2 \/1 ycosh(kmr)

We analyze separately the cases £ > 1 and ¢ = 0. We start with ¢ > 1. Notice that cosh (kjgs(_y))

has a series expansion with positive coefficients. To see that this is indeed the case recall that: (see

[16, (1.112.4)])
1 . =~ (2k+ 1)

VI—y 2k 217

and arccos(—y) = 7/2 + arcsin(y) as well as cosh( ) have positive coefficients series. Then,

cosh (k: arccos(
Gy 20 (A.11)
el s

and :
Re Sreg.s (k; + %) >0 (A.12)

by Lemma
Now, we prove some suitable lower bounds for Re Sug,. By (A.1ll), we infer

cosh </<; arccos (%))

ViEs =2 (e <%)n

n=0
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so that we cannot apply directly Lemma to Re Sog¢. However, due to the parity properties of
the Legendre polynomials, we can apply the lemma for ¢ even and ¢ odd separately. We start with
the analysis of the case ¢ odd. We have that

; V2 1 cosh <k arccos (%))
Re S, k+-=)=— 7/ dy P,
(§] ff 0 ( 2) COSh(ﬂ'k) 1 y f(y) /1 + %

Wﬁk)/ dy Pu(y) i (D) 20 r-odd (A.13)

n - odd

where the latter inequality is a consequence of Lemma [3.3
On the other hand, for ¢ even we have

i NG = e
Re Soﬂ,ﬁ <k+§) m/ dyPg( ) Z Cn<§> { - even.

n=0

n- even

Hence, using again Lemma [3.3], we infer

i V2 1 cosh (k: arccos ( %))
0>Re S, k+ —= _ / dy P:
(§} ff,0 ( 2) COSh(’ﬂ'k) 1 y Q(y) /1 _'_%

1 1 , cosh </<; arccos (%))
=— dy (3y° — 1
V2 cosh(mk) /1 y(3y ) V1+E
cosh (k: arccos y )

1 / 5
- dy (3y* — 1)
V2 cosh(7k) Lyl<1 V1+2
cosh( k) / 4
— dy (342 —1) > ——— { - even. A.14
cosh(mk) 2<yl<t y(3y ) 3v/3 ( )

To get the lower bound in the second to last line, we restricted the integral where the second Legendre
polynomial is positive, so that we can infer the bound (A.I4]) by using the monotonicity properties
of the integrand. The remaining steps are elementary inequalities.

Therefore, by (A7), together with the lower bounds (A.12]), (A.13), and ([A.14]) we have

for £ > 1 odd RGSg>§

&

for £ > 2 even Re S, > TR
These give the lower bound (A.§) for ¢ > 1. We remark that the lower bound for ¢ > 1 holds true
whenever v > 0, hence, for these values of ¢ the regularizing three-body interaction does not play
any role.

To obtain the bound for £ = 0, we reason like in the proof of Lemma 3.5 We prove that for any
fixed v >+ there exists s > 0 small enough, such that

Re (?(1 —8) 4 Soft0 (k + %) + Steg,0 (k + %)) 2 0. (A.15)
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If this is the case, by (A.T), we obtain the needed bound by noticing that

iy _ V3 V3 i V3
Re Sy <]€—|—§) —78+Re (7<1—8)—|—Soﬁ,g (k+§) +Sreg,g (k+2>> /7 .

Changing variables in (A.9) and (A.I0) we obtain

1 2
i 4 2 cosh (karccos (y)) 4 (37 cosh( t)
Re Seiplk+ ) = ———= d =—— dtv1—
¢ ff’O( i 2) V2.J1 YT y cosh(km) V2 Jx cost cosh(km)

and

L cosh (k: arccos(y

\/_ 1 Y V1+y cosh(/mr

Re Syego (ki + 2)

Next we use the identities

dt /1 — cost cosh (k:t) V2

p— cosh( t)
f/ WV oSt k)

V3 cosh (k ( —) — 2k sinh (k:%) + 24/3k sinh (k?%ﬂ') — cosh (k‘%ﬂ')
1+ 4k2

w\:l\
wlr

and

T 1+ 2k sinh(k
/ dt /1 — cost cosh (k:t) =2V2 + ] :lj]{;; F),
0

to obtain the formulae
V3 cosh (k:%) — 2k sinh (k:%) + 2v/3k sinh (k‘%ﬂ') — cosh (k‘%ﬂ')
(1 + 4k?) cosh(km)

Re Sopro (k+ %) — 4

and
1 + 2k sinh(km)

1 + 4k?) cosh(km)
i ~ folk) + fi(k)
S (1 2)> = T+ 44%) cosh(i)

folk) = g(l — s) cosh(km) 4 4 cosh k%ﬂ) — 4v/3cosh (kg) + 27,

Re Sreg0 (k: + %) =2

So that,

w

; )
(

F1(k) = 2V/3(1 — $)k? cosh(kr) + 4k (v sinh(kr) — 2v/3sinh (k;%”) + 2sinh (kg)) .

To prove the bound (A.IH), it is enough to show that fy+ f; > 0. Since fy and f; are even functions
of k, it is enough to consider k£ > 0. We have

fo(k;):;@(%ﬁ) j (?(1—5)-9344-4]'—4\/3) + 27.

Noticing that for s > 0 small enough one has v/3(1 —5)-97/2 +4-47 —4y/3 > 0 for all j > 1, we
have the lower bound (it is convenient to keep the first two terms of the series)

folk) =2 <7—7; - s§> + (%T)z (?(1 — 9s) +8)



38 G. BASTI, C. CACCIAPUOQOTI, D. FINCO, AND A. TETA

with 77 = 2+/3 — 2. Similarly, we have
2 — 1 km 1 ]WT o 2j+1 2j+1
fi(k) = 2v3(1—s)k ZW il 4kz TESY <7~3ﬂ —2V/3. 2% +2).

Since - 3%+ —24/3.2%%1 £ 2> 0 for v >~ > 1 and j > 1 we obtain a lower by keeping only the
term j =0

filk) > k ( 3 ) (6\/_(1—5)+127—16\/_+8>

Hence, taking into account the fact that we are assuming v > v, we have

fo(k)+ fi(k) > 2 (7—7:—8?) +k <k:37r) <§7r(1—9 )+§ +M(1—5)+12fyc—16\/§+8>

and the r.h.s. is positive for s > 0 small enough because v — 2 > 0 and gﬂ' + 8+ %g + 127F —

163 +8 ~ 4.8 > 0.
O

Remark A.3. As a consequence, we have

e (3 . 1 £(a) —~ v £(a)
<Wo@»—J;;:;ﬂm—;;éﬂnﬂ+¢+p.q+x+<@“”+§ﬁ/fqm—m2

= (Mhig® (P) + (T3 () + (PO (P) + (FHE) (p),
since every term belong to L? for & € HY(R?), that is all four operators are bounded from H' to L?.

it was proved in [23, Proposition 5| for Ti‘ﬁ, while regarding T(ng it

amounts to Hardy’s inequality. It is trivial for T(T},’g, since a € L.

The claim 1is obvious for Fdwg,

A.2. Regularity of the Charge. Now, we study the regularity of the charge associated with ¢ € H,
that is the solution of the equation appearing in (2.1I8).

Proposition A.4. Assume [[2) and v > 2, let f € HY?(R®) and let £ € D(T?) be the solution of
e =f, (A.16)
then f S H?’/Q(Rg) and H£HH3/2 < CHf”Hl/Q-

Proof. We argue as in Proposition [A.2] and recast (AI6) as T¢ = f* (see (AI) and (A4)). We
note that f* € H'/2(R3). To convince oneself that this is the case, recall that by Proposition [A.2
¢ € H'(R?) then af € H'(R?) since a and o’ are bounded; moreover, it can be checked that the last
term at the r.h.s. of Eq. (A4) also belongs to H'/?:

/dpp’/dq £()
P+ +p-a+ NP +¢+p-q)
~ 2
1/2
¢*1¢(q)] 2 // p
<16 [d d < 16 e |dp [d
/W</%WW+¢mwwﬂm IEllie= e 9 o v T oy

00 [e'e] 3
:256 2 212/ d / d p q 9
7 |[E |5, ; D ; q(p2+q2+2>\)2(p2+q2)2

introducing polar coordinates, one easily sees that the last integral is finite.

2
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To conclude the proof we are going to show that
IAY2e]l < ell f ] arvre- (A.17)

Decomposing ¢ and f* on the basis of the spherical harmonics we obtain

A3/2¢)2 — oo Am 205 dp,

1A% ;/ Eum(p) 2" dp

A=Y / () Pdp.
/m 0

and

NSRSy VRO
m
where f) (p) satisfies the condition
/ fonPPP (14 p)dp <oo,  €EN, m=—l,... L
0

To prove the bound (A7) we will show that

/ |Eom () 2p° dp < c/ Ifr (p)*p%dp  WLeEN, L>1, m=—(... ¢ (A.18)

0
where ¢ does not depend on ¢ and m, and
| P an < e [ 1RGP+ pap (A.19)
0

We remark that for £ = 0 we have a slightly weaker bound involving both || f*|| and ||AY2f|.

i) Case ¢ > 1

Decomposing the equation T¢ = f* on the basis of the spherical harmonics we obtain ([AH). We
multiply it by p?, change variables as p = ¢® and ¢ = €, and set (pn(z) = €3$€gm(€x), and
B (%) = €27 fyn(€®). In this way we obtain the equation.

\/§ 1 (z—y) ! PE(V)
2 Cem () = P /Rdy Cem(y) € /?V COSh(ZL‘ —y)+ 1//2+

* 2_ Ay Com(y) € y)/lfly cosh(];ziy;) —v hem(2).
Since 420
/ [em (p)*p” dp = /|sz )| da
and

/ A () P = / ()2 i,

the bound ([A.I8) is equivalent to the inequality
[Cemll L2(r) < clleml| L2 w)- (A.21)
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The integral equation ([A20) can be conveniently studied via Fourier transform. To proceed we start
by noticing that, taking into account the identity fjldu Py(v) =0, ¢ > 1, we have

1
Sette(k) = _l/dxeikm/dy Py(v)
R

T _1 coshx+wv/2

1 e [ 1 1
= ——/dxe_”m/dl/Pg(l/) -
T Jr 1 coshx +v/2 coshz

1 o [ P,
_ _—/dxe_”m/dy ov)v 0>1. (A.22)
27 Jr _1 coshz (coshx 4+ v/2)

The representation formula (A.22) shows that Seg (k) can be holomorphically extended to the strip
{|Im k| < 2}. The same argument can be repeated for Siez¢(k). Therefore, in Fourier transform,

(A.20) reads
Se(k + )Com = hem, (A.23)
with S, given as in (B.17), i.e.,

3
Se(k+1i) = g + Soft o(k + 1) + Srege(k + 7).

By the unitarity of the Fourier transform to prove the bound ([A.21]) it is enough to find a lower bound
for |Se(k + 7)| (see also the similar argument used in the proof of Proposition [A.2)). We concentrate
on the real part of Sy(k + 7).

With straightforward calculations, starting from (8.9), one finds:

r 1 : :
—/du Pv) v sinh(k arcsin(v/2)) for I even,
. 2y/1 —v?/4 sinh(km/2)

Re Soﬁrx(/{} + ’L) =

/ldy Pi(v) v cosh(k arcsin(v/2)) for 1 odd.
L J1 2¢/1 —v2/4 cosh(kn/2)
Analogously
r 1 . .
sinh(k arcsin v)
dv P, for [ :
7/11/ é(l/)l/2m Sinh(kr/2) or [ even
Re Sreg,é<k —+ Z) =
! cosh(k arcsin v)
dv Py(v)v for | odd.
\7/1 o) 2y/1 — 12 cosh(km/2)

Let us observe that, using the recurrence formula for the Legendre polynomials (¢ + 1)P(v) =
(20 + 1)vPy(v) — LPy_1(v), we can rewrite

(+1 l
Re Soff7g(k + Z) = —2 +

m»&ﬂj—i—l(k’) - msoﬂ",g_l(kf) (A.24)

and analogously

. (41 l
Re Sreg7g(kf + Z) = msregf‘f'l(k) + m

Then, using Lemma B4 for any k£ € R we obtain that
Re Sore(k+1) <0 for ¢ even, Re See(k+17) >0 for ¢ odd

Sreg,€—1 (k:) .
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and
Re Siege(k+1i) >0  for any /.
Hence,
3
Re Sy(k +1i) > g for ¢ odd. (A.25)
Next, we focus attention on Re Sy ¢(k + 7) with £ even. Notice that (A24) and Lemma B4 imply
17741 14 1

Re Sore(k +i) > - [ Soa(k) = =5 Sura (k).

202071 2011
Then, using [8, Lemma 3.5], we obtain

Re Sofo(k +1) > 2? - % - —é( s 4) _ V3, (A.26)

where d € (0,1). Therefore, we find

Re Sg(k‘ + Z) 2

?(1 —d) for ¢ even.

The latter bound, together with the one in (A25), give (AIS) with ¢ = (%2 (1 —d))~2 for all £ > 1.
Next, we proceed with the analysis of the case ¢ = 0.

ii) Case £ =0

For ¢ = 0, the kernels in ([A.20)) are too singular, in particular the regularization described in (A.22))
does not apply; hence, we cannot extend Syg (k) and Siego(k) to Im £ = 1 and proceed starting
from an equation of the form ([A.23)).

In order to circumvent this difficulty, we define

G(z) == D7 £ (e”), z€R, (A.27)

for t € (0,1). Then, we multiply (AJ]) by p*>~* and introduce the change of variables p = €%, ¢ = eV
to obtain

V3 1 (-0 [ | 1
Gla) =+ [yl = [ a

2 _1 cosh(z —y) +v/2
g — 1
2 a 0=y [ g —h
+ 21 Jr yGaly)e /1ycosh(:c—y) —v ()

where )

he(x) = 7% fiy (e”).
The integral kernels in (A.28)) are regular for ¢ € (0,1). Let us rewrite the equation in such a way to
isolate the term that becomes singular for ¢ — 0.

V3 v =2 e(1-t)(z—y) 1 e(1-t)(z—y) 1 v
2 Glz) + 27 Rdy Gly) cosh(z — y) + %/Rdy Gly) cosh(z — y) /ldu cosh(zx —y) +v/2
y S0y 1 v -
* %/Rdy Gly) cosh(z — y) /1dy cosh(zx —y) —v ful)  (A.28)
In the Fourier space equation (A28) is
3. . .
a0 + (Q00) + QHb + G20 ) k) = (k) (A.29)
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where
L(k) = i /dx ¢~ the el _ 1 72 _1 =2
t o Jg coshz 2 ..4 ( k+iZ(l— t)) 2sin 2t cosh 5k + i cos 5t sinh 5k
_ v—2 singtcosh§k —i cos 5t sinh $k
2 2
(sin 5t cosh gk) + (cos 5t sinh gk)
1! | 1-1)
—— |4 dx e~ A.30
7T/1 VV/Rxe coshx (coshz + v/2)’ ( )
1 _ (1-1)
= l/ dl/l//d:L‘ ek ‘ . (A.31)
2 )4 R cosh z (coshx — v)
From equation ([A.29), we have
: ha(k)[? ha(k)[?
G(R)[* = v 17 (k) < ) S (A32)
P4 QIK) + QR + Q2R [+ Re QO(K) + Re Q} (k) + Re Q3(K)|
We notice that
Re Q%(k) >0  for v > 2. (A.33)

Moreover,

z 1 x
d —ikx e d d ikx €
Re Qo (k (/ V/ ve coshx (coshx 4+ v/2) +/1 VV/R ve coshx (cosh x 4+ v/2)

(in the second integral we change © — —x)

7zl<:m
:—/ dw//da: 1Sogl(k) > —ﬁd

coshx + 1//2 2 2
by [8, Lemma 3.5], see also (A.26]). Similarly,
fzk:v
Re d d - Sre k 2 0
QO / UV/ xcos hx —v s1(k)

Hence, we have

Re QLK) = Re Q)(k) + Re (QHD) — Q) >~ d— @} — @bl (A3)

where (see (A30))
1
19} - @il < 5 [do

(eft:v _ 1) 1 1 | —tx 1|
— dy—’ < — [dx .
cosh x 1 coshzx+wv/21 = 2r coshz (coshx — 1/2)
By dominated convergence theorem, we find that ||Q} — Q}||z~ — 0 for ¢ — 0. Analogously, we have
Re Q (k) = Re Q5(k) + Re (Qf (k) — Q5(k)) > —[1Qf — QI (A.35)
where (see (A31))

1
| e” 1

o L — d ) A.36

HQt QOHL / cosha: /_1 g coshx — v ( )
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The last integral in (A.36]) can be estimated as follows. For |z| < 1 we have

! 1 ! 1 ! 1 LS| ! 1
/dyiz/dy7+/dy7</dy +/dy72
_; coshz —v o coshz+v o coshz —v o 1+v 0o 1+% —v

2 2

x x
:log2—|—log(1+?) —log; glogp

+c

where we have used the inequality coshx > 1+ 362—2 For |z| > 1 we have

[ U E——
V———— v = :
. coshz—v ), coshz—1 coshz—1

Using the above estimates, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem in ([A.36]) and we find
that [|Q7 — QregollL= — 0 for ¢ — 0. Taking into account (A33)), (A34), (A35) and considering ¢
sufficiently small, from ([A.32) we obtain

/dx ) = /dk R < e /dk (B = ¢ /das ()] = ¢ / dp = £ ()P
< c/ dpp*(1 + )| fon ()2
0

where ¢ is a constant independent of . Moreover, by ([(A27) we have |(;(7)]? = |eBD% &yo(e”)]? —
€37 oo (e®)|? for t — 0 a.e.. Then, applying Fatou’s lemma, we find

| o el = [dzle e <timint [drlG@) < [ dpr+ R,
0 0

this gives the bound ([A.19) and concludes the proof of the proposition.

Remark A.5. Notice also that T* : H**' — H* for s € (0,1/2).The claim is obvious for Ty, and
it was proved in [23], Proposition 5] for Fﬁﬁ. Regarding F(rzz,, due to Hardy’s inequality, it is sufficient
to prove that it is a bounded operator from H*t! to H® for 0 < s < 1/2. Let us consider

S

P
(P> +@*+p-q+A)gtt

T(p,q) =

If we put f(p) = p~3/2, it is straightforward to prove that for 0 < s < 1/2 we have

/ T(p, q) f(q) da < c1 () / T(p,q) f(p) dp < ¢ f(q),

and then T is the integral kernel of an L*-bounded operator by Schur’s test and the claim on F(riz,

follows. For F(rzz, the claim is trivial since 6 € C1.
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