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Abstract

We consider a Hamiltonian describing the weak decay of the massive
vector boson Z° into electrons and positrons. We show that the spectrum of
the Hamiltonian is composed of a unique isolated ground state and a semi-
axis of essential spectrum. Using an infrared regularization and a suitable
extension of Mourre’s theory, we prove that the essential spectrum below the
boson mass is purely absolutely continuous.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study a mathematical model for the weak decay of the vector
boson Z° into electrons and positrons. The model we consider is an example of
models of the weak interaction that can be patterned according to the Standard
Model of Quantum Field Theory. Another example, describing the weak decay
of the intermediate vector bosons W= into the full family of leptons, has been
considered previously in [5, 3]. Comparable models describing quantum electrody-
namics processes can be constructed in a similar manner, see [6]. We also mention
[12, 15] where the spectral analysis of some related abstract quantum field theory
models have been studied.

Unlike [3], the physical phenomenon considered in the present paper only in-
volves massive particles. In some respects, e.g. as far as the existence of a ground
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state is concerned, this feature considerably simplifies the spectral analysis of the
Hamiltonian associated with the physical system we study. The main drawback is
that, due to the positive masses of the particles, an infinite number of thresholds
occur in the spectrum of the free Hamiltonian (i.e. the full Hamiltonian where
the interaction between the different particles has been turned off). Understand-
ing the nature of the spectrum of the full Hamiltonian near the thresholds as the
interaction is turned on then becomes a subtle question. Spectral analysis near
thresholds, in particular by means of perturbation theory, is indeed well-known to
be a delicate subject. This is the main concern of the present work.

Our main result will provide a complete description of the spectrum of the
Hamiltonian below the boson mass. We will show that the spectrum is composed
of a unique isolated eigenvalue E (the ground state energy), and the semi-axis of
essential spectrum [E + mg, 00), m, being the electron mass. Moreover, using a
version of Mourre’s theory allowing for a non self-adjoint conjugate operator and
requiring only low regularity of the Hamiltonian with respect to this conjugate
operator, we will prove that the essential spectrum below the boson mass is purely
absolutely continuous.

In order to prove our main results we use a spectral representation of the self-
adjoint Dirac operator generated by the sequence of spherical waves. See [17]
and Section 2. If we have been using the plane waves, for example the four ones
associated with the helicity (see [29]), the two kernels G(®)(-) of the interaction
(see below) would have had to satisfy an infrared regularization with respect to
the fermionic variables. By our choice of the sequence of the spherical waves, the
kernels of the interaction have to satisfy an infrared regularization for only two
values of the discrete parameters characterizing the sequence of spherical waves.
For any other value of the discrete parameters, we do not need to introduce an
infrared regularization. Thus we have reduced the problem of proving that the
spectrum is absolutely continuous in a neighborhood of a threshold to a simpler
one, which still remains to be solved.

Before precisely stating our main results in Section 3, we begin with introducing
in details the physical model we consider.

2 Description of the model

2.1 The Fock space of electrons, positrons and Z° bosons
2.1.1 Free Dirac operator

The energy of a free relativistic electron of mass m, is described by the Dirac
Hamiltonian (see [25, 29] and references therein)

1
Hp ::a-;V—&—ﬂme,

acting on the Hilbert space $ = L?(R?;C*), with domain ®(Hp) = H*(R?;C*).
We use a system of units such that i = ¢ = 1. Here @ = (1, a2, 3) and 3 are



the Dirac matrices in the standard form:

I 0 0 g; .
ﬂ_(o _I>7 ai_<o_i 0>7 1_172a3a

where o; are the usual Pauli matrices. The operator Hp is self-adjoint, and
SpeC(HD) = (—OO, _me] U [mev +OO)

The generalized eigenfunctions associated with the continuous spectrum of the
Dirac operator Hp are labeled by the total angular momentum quantum numbers

. 135 o . .
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and by the quantum numbers
1

In the sequel, we will drop the index j and set

v = (4, mys Kj) (3)
and a sum over vy will thus denote a sum over j € N—|—2, mj € {—j,—j+1,...,j—
1,7} and ffje{:lz(j—i— 2)}. We denote byI‘the set {(j, mj, k;), j EN+ 1, m; €
=i+ Lord = 1k ki € {£( + 3)}-

For p € R3 belng the momentum of the electron, and p := |p|, the continuum
energy levels are given by +w(p), where

w(p) == (me2 +p?)7 . (4)
We set the notation
£=(p,7) €eRy xT. (5)

The continuum eigenstates of Hp are denoted by (see Appendix A for a detailed
description)

¢i(§7x) = %:((Pa 7)3x) .
We then have
Hp +((p,7),2) = £w(p) v+((p,7), @)

The generalized eigenstates 14 are here normalized in such a way that
| oL@ vs@ ))de = 5,802
[, oo v ) de = .

Here ﬂ[((p, v), x) is the adjoint spinor of ¥4 ((p,7), ).

According to the hole theory [20, 25, 26, 29, 31], the absence in the Dirac
theory of an electron with energy F < 0 and charge e is equivalent to the presence
of a positron with energy —F > 0 and charge —e.



Let us split the Hilbert space $ = L?(R3; C*) into
f)c* = P(foo,fmc} (HD)f) and ch* = P[mC,Jroo)(HD)fJ-

Here P;(Hp) denotes the spectral projection of Hp corresponding to the interval
1.
Let X :=Ry, x I'. From now on, we identify the Hilbert spaces $).+ with

9. = L*(%;C) ~ @, L*(Ry;C),

by using the unitary operators U,+ defined from $).+ to $. as

(Us+6)(p,7) = Lim / B ((p7) 2) 6(z) de (6)

On $., we define the scalar products
(9, h) = /g(f)h(é)d5= Z/ 9(p;7)h(p,7)dp. (7)
yel R+
In the sequel, we shall denote the variable (p, v) by & = (p1,71) in the case of
electrons, and & = (p2,72) in the case of positrons, respectively.
2.1.2 The Fock space for electrons and positrons
Let -
ga = Sa(yjc) = @ ®Z~657
n=0

be the Fermi-Fock space over $)., and let

SD = Sa 02y Sa
be the Fermi-Fock space for electrons and positrons, with vacuum Qp (see Ap-
pendix C for details).
2.1.3 Creation and annihilation operators for electrons and positrons

We set, for every g € $.,

by+(9) = bi(Pyg),

bi1(9) = bi(Pyg),

where P, is the projection of §). onto the vy-th component, and by(Pyg) and
b% (Pyg) are respectively the annihilation and creation operator for an electron
defined in Appendix C.

As above, we set, for every h € $.,

by () = b_(Ph),

b_(h) = b (Pyh),



where b_ (P, g) and b* (P, g) are respectively the annihilation and creation operator

for a positron defined in Appendix C, according to which bu% +(g) and bﬁ% (9)
anticommute (see (89)).

As in [24, Chapter X], we introduce operator-valued distributions b4 (§) and
b (&) that fulfill for g € 9.,

b(0) = [ b, ) (Pr) )
o) = [ 0200) (Prg) () ¢
where we used the notation of (7).

2.1.4 Fock space for the Z° boson.

Let & be any separable Hilbert space. Let ®7& denote the symmetric n-th tensor
power of &. The symmetric Fock space over &, denoted by §(6), is the direct
sum

n=0
where ®Y& = C. The state Qs = (1,0,0,...,0,...) denotes the vacuum state in
3:(6).
Let

Y3 :=R*x {~1,0, 1}.
The one-particle Hilbert space for the particle Z° is L?(X3) with scalar product

(f. 9) = / FEa(Es)dts (9)

with the notations

=N ad [ da= Y [ ak, (10)
T3 A=—1,0,1"R
where & = (k, \) € Xs.
The bosonic Fock space for the vector boson Z°, denoted by F o, is thus

S0 = Fs(L2(3)).- (11)

For f € L?(X3), we define the annihilation and creation operators, denoted by
a(f) and a”(f) by

a(f) f(&3)a(83)dss (12)

33
and

a*(f) = . f(&3)a”(€3)dEs (13)

where the operators a(€3) (respectively a*(£3)) are the bosonic annihilation (re-
spectively bosonic creation) operator for the boson Z° (see e.g [21, 4, 5]).



2.2 The Hamiltonian
2.2.1 The free Hamiltonian

The quantization of the Dirac Hamiltonian Hp, denoted by Hp, and acting on
$p, is given by

Hp = / w(p) b (€1) be (€1)dér + / w(p2) b (62) b (£2)d6,

with w(p) given in (4). The operator Hp is the Hamiltonian of the quantized Dirac
field.

Let ©p denote the set of vectors ® € Fp for which &% is smooth and
has a compact support and ®("*) = 0 for all but finitely many (r,s). Then Hp
is well-defined on the dense subset ®p and it is essentially self-adjoint on D p.
The self-adjoint extension will be denoted by the same symbol Hp, with domain
D(Hp).

The operators number of electrons and number of positrons, denoted respec-
tively by N4 and N_, are given by

N = [H)valenie aa No= [ 1 (@)o-(@ag. 09

They are essentially self-adjoint on ®p. Their self-adjoint extensions will be also
denoted by Ny and N_.
We have
spec(Hp) = {0} U [m,, 00).

The set [me, 00) is the absolutely continuous spectrum of Hp,.
The Hamiltonian of the bosonic field, denoted by Hyo, acting on §zo, is

Hzo := /Ws(k) a*(§3)a(&s) dés

where
ws(k) = v/|k|? + mzo?. (15)

The operator Hyo is essentially self-adjoint on the set of vectors ® € §Fzo such that
(") is smooth and has compact support and ®(™) = 0 for all but finitely many n.
Its self-adjoint extension is denoted by the same symbol.

The spectrum of Hyzo consists of an absolutely continuous spectrum covering
[mzo,00) and a simple eigenvalue, equal to zero, whose corresponding eigenvector
is the vacuum state 0, € Fo.

The free Hamiltonian is defined on H := §Fp ® o by

Hy=Hp®1+1®Hy. (16)

The operator Hj is essentially self-adjoint on ©(Hp) ® ®(Hzo). Since m, < mzpo,
the spectrum of Hy is given by

spec(Hp) = {0} U [mg, o0) .



More precisely,

spec,,,(Ho) = {0}, specy.(Ho) =0, spec,.(Ho) = [me, c0), (17)

where spec,,, specg., spec,, denote the pure point, singular continuous and abso-
lutely continuous spectra, respectively. Furthermore, 0 is a non-degenerate eigen-
value associated to the vacuum Qp ® Q.

2.2.2 The Interaction

The interaction between the electrons/positrons and the boson vectors Z°, in the
Schrodinger representation, is given, up to coupling contant, by (see [18, (4.139)]
and [32, (21.3.20)])

I= /\Ilie(x)fyo‘(g{/ —75)¥e(z) Zo(x)dz + h.c., (18)

where 7%, a = 0,1,2,3, and 75 are the Dirac matrices, gy, is a real parameter
such that g{, ~ 0,074 (see e.g [18]), ¥ (x) and ¥.(z) are the Dirac fields for the
electron e_ and the positron e of mass m,, and Z, is the massive boson field for
A

With the notations of Subsection 2.1.1, W, (z) is formally defined by

W, (1) = / (€, )by (€) + D (€, )" (€) d,

where

1/)—(67 I) = w—((p7 ’7)7 SC) = 1/}_((1)7 (.]7 —my, 7533))71‘) . (19)
The boson field Z, is formally defined by (see e.g. [31, Eq. (5.3.34)]),

Zo(x)

— (or)" 3 dés c alEDeFT 4 ¢* o (E)e— ik
=7 [ Gy (sl Vel 4 e N )e ).

with £3 = (k, A) according to (10), and where the vectors €, (k, \) are the polar-
izations vectors of the massive spin 1 bosons (see [31, Section 5.3]).

If one considers the full interaction I in (18) describing the decay of the gauge
boson Z° into massive leptons and if one formally expands this interaction with
respect to products of creation and annihilation operators, we are left with a finite
sum of terms with kernels yielding singular operators which cannot be defined as
closed operators. Therefore, in order to obtain a well-defined Hamiltonian (see e.g
[11, 6, 7, 5, 3]), we replace these kernels by square integrable functions G().

This implies in particular to introduce cutoffs for high momenta of electrons,
positrons and Z° bosons. Moreover, we confine in space the interaction between
the electrons/positrons and the bosons by adding a localization function f(|z|),
with f € C3°([0,00)). The interaction Hamiltonian is thus defined on H = §p ®
§z0 by i} .

H=H"+H" +HBY +H?" (20)



with

(1) T _ o T 6#(53) eik-z z
H; /(/ Fz)s (&1, o)y (g8 — 7)1 (&2, )72w3(k) d ) (21)
x GW(&, &, E3)b% (61)b% (E2)a(Es) A& dEadés

n* _ T ;o T 62(53) 0=k Qo
H, —/</ F(z)y- (&, ) Hlgy — vs5)v+ (&1, )72%(]{:) d) (22)

x GU(&y, &, &3)a”(E3)b (E2)bo (&1) d€rdéadés

= [ ( | I e e T e dx) -
G (&1, &, &) (L)b" (&2)a" (3) dErdéadés,

and

(2" _ z ;o z 6#(53) otk 4o
H; —/</ Flz))o- (&2, ) Mgy — v5)04 (&1, )72003(]9) d > (24)
x GO)(&, &, &3)a(&s)b-(E2)by (€1) d&rdéadés .

Performing the integration with respect to x in the expressions above, we see that
D and Hl(z) can be written under the form

HY = HD(FO) = / FO(&, &, &)V (6D (&)a(és) dEdEdes,  (25)
HP = HP(F®) = / FO (&), &, &)b% (€)D" (E2)a” (€3) derdéads,  (26)

where, for a = 1,2,

F(a)(€17 527 53) = h(a)(fla€2>£3)G(Q) (61752)53)7 (27)

and () (&1, &, &3), M) (€1, &, €3) are given by the integral over z in (21) and (23),
respectively.

Our main result, Theorem 3.9 below, requires the coupling functions F( (51, &, &3)
to be sufficiently regular near p; = 0 and py = 0 (where, recall, § = (p;,y;) for
1 =1,2). The behavior of the generalized eigenstates 1 (&, ) and t_(§, =) near
€ = 0, and therefore the behavior of k(%) (&, &, €3) near p; = 0 and py = 0, will
be analyzed in Appendix A.

2.2.3 The total Hamiltonian

Definition 2.1. The Hamiltonian of the decay of the boson Z° into an electron
and a positron is
H .= Ho + gH] .

where g is a real coupling constant.



3 Main results

ForpeRJr,je{%, %,---},’y:(j,mj,/ij) andwzj—l—%,wedeﬁne

A = A = 2 (“’“jfg)““)é (/ wf<r>|r2%<1+<pr>2>dr)é, (29)

where I' denotes Euler’s Gamma function, and f € C3°([0, 00)) is the localization
function appearing in (21)—(24). We make the following hypothesis on the kernels
G,

Hypothesis 3.1. Fora=1,2,
/A(fl)zA(§2)2(|k\2 +mz0?)7 |G (€1, &, &) i d§1déedés < oo, (29)

Remark 3.2. Note that up to universal constants, the functions A() in (28) are
upper bounds for the integrals with respect to x that occur in (21). These bounds
are derived using the inequality (see [31, Eq.(5.8.23)-(5.3.25)])

< Chug (1 + [K)7 . (30)

€ (&3)
2w (k)

For Cp,,,, being the constant defined in (30), and Cz = 156 Cyy,,,, let us define

K1 (G))? = Cy? < / A(&)*A(&)? 1G9 (&, &, &)Fd&d&d&) :

Kp(GO)? = )2 ( / A6 AE)? 16 (€1, &0, &)P(RP + 1)%d§1d52deg) .
(31)

Theorem 3.3 (Self-adjointness). Assume that Hypothesis 3.1 holds. Let go > 0

be such that
1
90> < > K1(G(a))2> (—+1)<1. (32)

m
a=1,2 €

Then for any real g such that |g| < go, the operator H = Ho + gHy is self-adjoint
with domain ©(Hy). Moreover, any core for Hy is a core for H.

Remark 3.4. 1) Combining (17), relative boundedness of Hy with respect to
Hy (see Section 4) and standard perturbation theory of isolated eigenvalues
(see e.g. [22]), we deduce that, for |g| < me, infspec(H) is a non-degenerate
eigenvalue of H. In other words, H admits a unique ground state.

2) Let @ be the total charge operator

Q:N+_N—7



where Ny and N_ are respectively the operator number of electrons and the
operator number of positrons given by (14).

The total Hamiltonian H commutes with Q, and H is decomposed with re-
spect to the spectrum of the total charge operator as

H =~ ®Z€ZHZ'

FEach H, reduces H and by mimicking the proof given in [28] one proves that
the ground state of H belongs to Hy.

Theorem 3.3 follows from the Kato-Rellich Theorem together with standard
estimates of creation and annihilation operators in Fock space, showing that the
interaction Hamiltonian Hj is relatively bounded with respect to Hy. For the
convenience of the reader, a sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.3 is recalled in
Subsection 4.1.

For a self-adjoint operator A, we denote by spec
of A.

oss(A) the essential spectrum

Theorem 3.5 (Localization of the essential spectrum). Assume that Hypothesis
3.1 holds and let gy be as in (32). Then, for all |g| < go,

SpeCess (H) = [inf spec(H) 4 mg, 00).

ess

Theorem 3.5 is proven in Subsection 4.2. Our proof is based on a method due
to Derezitiski and Gérard [9] that we adapt to our context.

To establish our next theorems, we need to strengthen the conditions on the
kernels G(®). Given a function f € L'([0,00)), we make the convention that the
Fourier transform of f is the Fourier transform of the function f € L'(R) defined

by f(p) = f(p) if p > 0 and f(p) = f(—p) otherwise.
Hypothesis 3.6. For a = 1,2, the kernels G(®) € L*(X x © x X3) satisfy

(i) There exists a compact set K C Ry xRy xR? such that G (py, v1,p2, 2, k, \) =

0 /Lf (p17p27k) ¢ K.
(i) There exists € > 0 such that

. 2
Z (14 22 4+ 22 |G (21,71, 29,72, k, A) | dwrdaadk < oo,
RETREIE

where G®) denote the Fourier transform of G'®) with respect to the variables
(p1,p2), and x; is the variable dual to p;.

(11t) If yij =1 or vo; = 1, where forl = 1,2, v; = |kj,| (with v = (1, mj,, k5,)),
and if py = 0 or py = 0, then G (p1, 71, p2, 72, k, ) = 0.

Remark 3.7. 1) The assumption that G is compactly supported in the vari-
ables (p1,p2, k) is an “ultraviolet” constraint that is made for convenience.
It could be replaced by the weaker assumption that G'%) decays sufficiently
fast at infinity.

10



2) Hypothesis 3.6 (ii) comes from the fact that the coupling functions G'®) must
satisfy some “minimal” regqularity for our method to be applied. In fact, Hy-
pothesis (ii) could be slightly improved with a refined choice of interpolation
spaces in our proof (see Section 5 for more details). In Hypothesis 3.6 (iit),
we need in addition an “infrared” reqularization. We remark in particular
that Hypotheses (i1) and (i) imply that, if yi; =1 or 25 = 1,

1
’G(a)(pla,ylap2772aka)‘)’ Slpl|2+67 l:1727

for 0 < e < 1/2. We emphasize, however, that this infrared assumption
is required only in the case v,; = 1, that is, for j = 1/2. For all other
j € N+ %, we do not need to impose any infrared reqularization on the
generalized eigenstates ¥ (p,7y); They are already regular enough.

3) One verifies that Hypotheses 3.6(i) and 3.6(ii) imply Hypothesis 3.1.

Theorem 3.8 (Localization of the spectrum). Assume that Hypothesis 3.1 holds.
There exists g1 > 0 such that, for all |g| < g1,

spec(H) = {inf spec(H)} U [inf spec(H) + me, 00).

In particular, H has no eigenvalue below its essential spectrum except for the
ground state energy, inf spec(H ), which is a simple eigenvalue.

Theorem 3.9 (Absolutely continuous spectrum). Assume that Hypothesis 3.6
holds with £ > 0 in Hypothesis 8.6(ii). For all § > 0, there exists gs > 0 such that,
for all |g| < gs, the spectrum of H in the interval

[inf spec(H) 4+ mg, inf spec(H) + mgo — 4]
18 purely absolutely continuous.

Remark 3.10. In Theorem 5.5 below, we prove a stronger result than Theorem
3.9, which is of independent interest, namely we show that a limiting absorption
principle holds for H in the interval [infspec(H) + m,, inf spec(H) + mgo — J].
Another consequence of the limiting absorption principle of Theorem 5.5 is the
local decay property (70).

Theorems 3.8 and 3.9 are proven in Section 5. Our proofs rely on Mourre’s
Theory with a non-self adjoint conjugate operator. Such extensions of the usual
conjugate operator theory [23, 2] have been considered in [19], [27], and later
extended in [13, 14].

We use in this paper a conjugate operator, A, similar to the ones of [19] and [13,
14], and prove regularity of the total Hamiltonian with respect to this conjugate
operator. Combined with a Mourre estimate, this regularity property allows us to
deduce a virial theorem and a limiting absorption principle, from which we obtain
Theorems 3.8 and 3.9.

Our main achievement consists in proving that the physical interaction Hamil-
tonian H7 is regular enough for the Mourre theory to be applied, except for the

11



terms associated to the “first” generalized eigenstates (j = 1/2). For the latter,
we need to impose a non-physical infrared condition. To establish the regularity of
Hy with respect to A, we use in particular real interpolation theory, together with
a version of the Mourre theory requiring only low regularity of the Hamiltonian
with respect to the conjugate operator.

We remark that if we make the further assumption that the kernels G(®) are
sufficiently regular with respect to the Z° variable k, similarly to what is assumed
in Hypothesis 3.6(ii) for the variables py, po, it is possible to extend the result of
Theorem 3.9 to the interval [inf spec(H) 4+ me, M), for any M > inf spec(H) + me.
To do that, one would have to add to the conjugate operator A a term acting
on §zo, similar to the ones acting on §p (see (40)), which would yield a Mourre
estimate on any interval of the form [inf spec(H) +me, M), M > inf spec(H) + me..
The regularity of G(®) in p;, p» and k would insure that H is regular enough with
respect to A. For simplicity of exposition, we do not present the details of such
an extension of Theorem 3.9 here.

Our paper is organized as follows. As mentioned above, Section 4 is devoted
to the proof of Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, and Section 5 is devoted to the proof of
Theorems 3.8 and 3.9. In Appendix A, we give the estimates on the generalized
eigenfunctions of the Dirac operator that are used in this paper. In Appendix
B, we recall the abstract results from Mourre’s theory that we need. Finally, for
the convenience of the reader, standard definitions and properties of creation and
annihilation operators in Fock space are recalled in Appendix C.

4 Self-adjointness and localization of the essential
spectrum

In this section we prove Theorems 3.3 and 3.5.

4.1 Self-adjointness
We sketch the standard proof of Theorem 3.3 relying on the Kato-Rellich Theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We use the N, estimates of [11] and follow the proof of [7,
Theorem 2.6] (see also [6]). For

Ki(G)? = > Ki(GW)?, i=1,2, (33)
a=1,2

and

]. 1 1
Cupi=(—5 +1+28)}, Cagyi= (—5(1+28)3,
1

e me
B -—(1+i)% B -—((1+i)+ )2
1,8 -— Qﬂ ) 2,8n ‘= N 25 477 ;

we obtain, for any ¢ € D(H),

[Hroll < (Ki(G) Crp + Ko(G)Co,p) [[Ho | + (K1(G) Bug + Ka(G) Ba,gy) IWEII )
34

12



Therefore, with (32) and for 3 and 1 small enough, using the Kato-Rellich Theorem
concludes the proof. O

If we note that K3(G) > K1(G), and set
K(G) = K2(G), Cpy:=Crp+Copy, Bpy:=Bis+ Bagy,
we obtain from (34) the following relative bound:

Corollary 4.1. For any ¢ € D(H),

1H1|| < K(G) (Cpnl| Howl| + Bgqll¥[]) -

In the sequel, for the sake of simplicity, we shall use this relative bound instead
of the stronger result (34).

4.2 Localization of the essential spectrum

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 3.5. We use the Derezinski-Gérard partition
of unity [9] in a version that accommodates the Fermi-Dirac statistics and the
CAR (such a partition of unity was used previously in [1]). Let

Ua : ‘Sa(f)c 5] 3ac) — ‘Sa(ﬁc) ® ‘Sa(ﬁc) = ‘Sa (24 Say
be defined by

Uy,Qp = Ny ® Qg
Uab™ (01 ® 2) = (b*(p1) @ 1+ (=1) @ b*(¢02))Ua,

where (—1)N denotes the bounded operator on §, defined by its restriction to
®@rbhe as (—1)Nu = (—=1)"u for any u € ®"h,. Clearly, using the anti-commutation
relations, U, extends by linearity to a unitary map on Fo(9. ® H.). Let jo €
C*>([0, 0); [0, 1]) be such that jo = 1 on [0,1/2] and jo = 0 on [1,00), and let jo be
defined by the relation j2 +j2 = 1. Let y := iV, account for the position variable
of the fermions. Given R > 0, we introduce the bounded operators j& := jo(|y|/R)
and .]5; = ]oo(‘va) on Sa(ﬁc)' Let
Ja i 9e = He DN
¢ = (Jops Jax0)-
Lifting the operator j to the Fock space §,(f.) allows one to define a map
T(GE) : Fa(9e) = Ta(Hc®He). The Derezitiski-Gérard partition of unity is defined
by
La(is) B = Ba®Fay  Talia) = UL ().

Using the relation jZ + j2 = 1, one easily Veriﬁes that T, (5F) is isometric.
We construct a similar partition of unity, I's(jF), acting on the bosonic Fock
space §zo0 = §s(L%(X3)). It is defined by

o) i G20 = §20 @F0,  T,(F) = U,T(GEH),
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where
Us : §s(L*(23) @ L*(23)) — Fz0 @ F 20,

is the unitary operator defined by

UsQg = Qs ® Qs
Usa™(p1 @ pa) = (0™ (1) ® 1+ 1© a™(2))Us,
and jF is the bounded operator defined by
jit s LA(Es) = L(23) @ L*(5s)
o = (G3ps dabe)-
Here we have used similar notations as above, namely j{* := jo(|ys|/R) and j£& :=
Joo(Jys|/R), where y3 := iV}, accounts for the position variable of the bosons.

Let N denote the number operator, acting either on §, or on §zo. To shorten
notations, we define the operators

No:=N®1, No:=1&N,

acting on §, ® §, and on Fzo ® Fo.
We recall the following properties that can be easily proven using the definitions
of the operators involved (see [1, 9]).

Lemma 4.2. With the previous notations, we have the following properties.

(i) Let p1,...,pn € He. Then

n

La G b ()2 = T (0" Gig'er) @ 1+ (=1D)N @ b (2 01)) Q0 @ Q.

i=1 i=1
Let ©1,...,0n € L?(X3). Then

n n

LG8 [Ta (09 = [] (e Gdfen) @ 1+ 1@ a* (12 01)) 2 @ Q.

i=1 i=1

(ii) Let w be an operator on $. such that the commutators [wJﬁ], defined as
quadratic forms on ®(w), extend to bounded operators on $., where ju
stands for jo and jo. Then
[(No + Noo) % (AT (w) ® 1+ 1@ dT(w))Fa (jF) — Ta(jE)dT (W) N2 Py |

< Haaw(jf)Hv
wherq P, denotes the orthogonal projection onto the vacuum sector in §a,
and ad,, (j57) == ([, 53], [w, JE))-

The same estimate hglds if S, De, GE, Iy and Q. are replaced respectively
by Sz0, L2(X3), i, Ty and Q.
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Recall that the total Hilbert space can be written as H = §Fo @ §o ® Fzo. As
in [1, 9], it is convenient to introduce an “extended” Hamiltonian, H®**, acting on
the “extended” Hilbert space

4 2
H = Q) Fe @ Q) F0-
i=1 j=1

In our setting, the extended Hamiltonian is given by the expression
HE = HE 4 gHS,
where
HE** :=dl(Hp) ® lgeg, ® lg2g_, + lg2g, @ dAT(Hp) ® g2z,
+ lgag, @Al (Hzo) @ 15 + lgag, @ 1z, , @ dI'(Hzo),

and H$' is given by (20)—(24), except that the creation and annihilation operators
for the electrons, bf =b7" ®1®1, acting on H = Fou @ Fa ® Fzo, are replaced by

b1 = 0* ® lgsg, © lgag

(acting on H®**), likewise, the creation and annihilation operators for the positrons,
b = (—1)N+ ® b# ® 1, are replaced by

b0 = ()N @ (—1) N @ b @ 1, © Lgag .

and the creation and annihilation operators for the bosons, a*, are replaced by
a0 = 1gaz, @ a¥ @ 15 .
Here we have set
Nio:=(N®1g,) @ lgeg, @ lgrg 0 Nioo = (I, @ N) @ g2z, © Igeg,,
on H®*'. We define similarly the number operators
N_jo = 1gez, ® (N ® 13,) ® Ig2z ,, N_ oo 1= lg23, @ (15, @ N) @ lg2z_,,
and
Nzogi=1lgiz, ® (N®@15,,),  Nzoo = 1lgiz, ® (15, @ N),
and the creation and annihilation operators
b =15, @ b © lgeg, ® lgog .,
bE = ()N @ (1) Ve @ 1, © 0F © lgeg,,,

and
a®™® = gz, ® Iz, ® a*.

Now, we introduce an isometric map, g : H — HEt, by setting
Lr:=Ta(is) @ Ta(ia) ® Ts(577).-

Theorem 3.5 will be a consequence of the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Assume that Hypothesis 1 holds and let gy be as in (32). Let x €
C°(R). Then, for all |g] < go,

Crx(H) - X(HEXt)fRH —+0, as R— oo.

Proof. Using the Helffer-Sjostrand functional calculus, we represent x(H) as the
integral
1 [0x
H)y=- | =%
X(H) w ) 0z
where ¥ € C5°(C) denotes an almost analytic extension of x satisfying x|g = x and
|0:X(2)| < Cy[Im z|™ for any n € N. The same representation holds for x(H®"),
from which we deduce that

(2)(H — 2z)"'d Rezd Imz,

fRX(H) - X(HeXt)fR
1 195%

=— ?(Z)(HEXt —2) N H™T R —TrH)(H — 2)"'dRezd Imz.
™ z

By Lemma 4.2(74), together with
INZ(H =27 < Clim2™", [[(H™ = 2) 7 (N0 + Ngoo) 2| < Clim 2|7,

where Ny stands for Ny, N_ or Nyo (and likewise for Nu g and Ny ), we obtain

[(H™" —2)"Y(HT g — TrHo)(H — 2) 7! |
< C(J|ady (29| + [|adw, GI)]]) [Tm 2 2. (35)

Here, w is given by (4) and ws is given by (15). Using e.g. pseudo-differential
calculus, one easily verifies that |lad, (j)|| = O(R™!) and ||ad., ()| = O(R™Y),
as R — oo. Hence, (35) combined with the properties of the almost analytic
extension y show that

H %@)(Hext — )N HE T f — TrHo)(H — 2) " d Rez dImzH — O(R7Y).

It remains to estimate

%(z)(HeXt —2) N H TR —TrH)(H — 2)"'*dRez d Imz.
z

The different interaction terms appearing in the definition (20) of H; are treated

in the same way. Consider for instance the interaction Hamiltonian H §1)

(21), written under the form given in (25),

given by

;Y = / FU (&1, &, & (6007 (E2)a(Ey) dérdéadés,

with F() € L2(d¢;dédés). We let H™ be defined by the same expression,
except that the creation and annihilation operators b% , b* , a are replaced by bi’o,
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bt’o, a® defined above. Using Lemma 4.2(i), a straightforward computation gives

H}l),extf\R _ IARHﬁl)
- / 51V |, [V, |, iV F D (&1, €2, E3)70(61)070 (€2)a%(&3)T r A&y déades,

+ Z/jl(\inJ» iV, | [IVEDF W (&1, &, &)Y (605 (€9)a* (6) Tk d&rdéadés

>1
where we have set ji(|y1], [y2], [ys]) = 1= jo(|ly1l/R)jo(ly2|/ R)jo(|ys|/ ) and, for

L# 1, iyl |y2ls lys|) s of the form ji([yal, [yzl, lys]) = jua (ly1l/R)jxa(ly2l/ R)jxs(|ys|/R)
with ju; = jo or ju; = joo, and at least one of the ju;’s is equal to j... Moreover,

bi’ﬂ stands for b5 or %>, and likewise for b:* and af.
It follows from the N, estimates (see [11]) that

(S = 2) " (H T g — DR Hy ) (H — 2)7Y|
< Clmz Y [|7(1V, |, [V, |, [V F D
l

Therefore, using the fact that
Hjl(“Vpl |’ |ivpz|a |ka|)F(1) H — 0,

as R — oo and the properties of x, we deduce that
6~ ext = e -
H / a—;((z)(He"t — )N HW S~ TRHWY)(H - 2) 1dRezdImzH 0,

as R — oo. Since the other interaction terms in (20) are treated in the same way,
this concludes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.5.
Proof of Theorem 3.5. We prove that
SPeCess(H) C [inf spec(H) 4 mg, 00). (36)
Let x € C((—o0,inf spec(H) + m,)). Since I'g is isometric, we can write
X(H) = TxTrx(H) = TRpx(H™ )T + or(1), (37)

where og(1) stands for a bounded operator vanishing as R — co. The last equality
above follows from Lemma 4.3. Observing that Niot oo := Ni oo + N oo + Nz0 oo
commutes with H°** and that

HEXtIl[LOC) (Ntot,oo) > (mf speC(H) + me)]l[ljoo)(Ntonoo),
we deduce that
X(Hext) — ]1{0} (Ntot,oo)X(HeXt) .
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Hence (37) yields

X(H) = f}ﬂ{o} (Ntot,oo)X(HeXt)fR + OR(l)
= I 140y (Neot,00) T rRX(H) + 0r(1), (38)

where we used again Lemma 4.3 in the last equality. Inspecting the definition of
the operator I'g, it is easy to see that

iAoy (Niot,0)Tr = T((i")*) @ T((ig)?) © T((ig)?)-
Since
L((a)?) ®T((a)?) ® T ((a)?) (Ho +) ™"
is compact, and since (Hg + ¢)x(H) is bounded, we conclude that

F*R]I{O} (Ntot,m)FRX(H)

is compact. Therefore, by (38), the operator x(H) is also compact, which proves
(36).

To prove the converse inclusion, it suffices to construct, for any A € (inf spec(H)+
m,, 00), a Weyl sequence associated to A. This can be done in the same way as in
[9, Theorem 4.1] or [1, Theorem 4.3]. We do not give the details. O

5 Proofs of Theorems 3.8 and 3.9

In this section, we prove Theorems 3.8 and 3.9 by applying a suitable version of
Mourre’s theory. We begin with defining the conjugate operator A that we consider
in Subsection 5.1; We show that the semi-group generated by A preserves the form
domain of the total Hamiltonian H. In Subsection 5.2, we establish regularity of
H with respect to A and in Subsection 5.3, we prove a Mourre estimate. Putting
all together, we finally deduce in Subsection 5.4 that the statements of Theorems
3.8 and 3.9 hold.

5.1 The conjugate operator and its associated semigroup
Let a be the operator on L?(R, ) defined by the expression

0= L (F0) + 0,5 (0) = iF (D)0, + 2 1'(D), (39)
where f(p) := p~lw(p) = p~t/p? + m.2 and f’ stands for the derivative of f.
The operator a with domain C3°((0,00)) is symmetric; its closure is denoted by

the same symbol.
We construct the Cyp-semigroup, w;, associated with a. Let

p +me — Me.
= [ 7
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Note that the function g is bijective on [0, 00), with inverse

g '(p) = V(p+me)2 —me2.

For all t > 0, let 1y be defined on [0, 00) by 1:(p) :=0if p < \/(t + me)? — M2 =
g~ () and ¥y (p) :== g~ (—t + g(p)) otherwise. Setting

(weu)(p) = (e () (e (p),

one easily verifies that w; is the Cy-semigroup of isometries associated with a,
namely w;1s = wiws for t,s > 0, and (Jywiu)|i=o(p) = i(au)(p). We observe that
a is maximal symmetric with deficiency index ny = dim Ker(a* — i) = 0.

On §. = @&, L?(R;), the operator @.a is still denoted by the symbol a. Our
conjugate operator, A, acting on the full Hilbert space H = §, @ §o ® Fzo0, is then
given by

A:=dl(a) 1@ 1+ 1 dl(a) ® 1. (40)

From the properties of a, we deduce that A is maximal symmetric and generates
the Cy-semigroup
Wt = F(wt) ® F(wt) ® 1.

The adjoint semigroup, W}, with generator —A*, is given as follows: For any
p,t >0, let ¢¢(p) := g~ 1(t + g(p)). One can verify that the adjoint semigroup of
wy is the Cp-semigroup of contractions given by

(wiu)(p) = (Bpr(p)) 2ulvn(p).

We deduce that
Wi =T(wy) @ I'(wy) ®1,

and that Wi is a Cy-semigroup (of contractions) on H.
The form domain of H is denoted by

1 1
G := D(H|) = D(H).
Proposition 5.1. For allt > 0, we have that
w:Ggcg, Wigcg,

and L 1 1 3
|HGWi(HG + )7 <1, [Hg Wy (Hg + 1) < 1.

In particular, Hypothesis B.1 of Appendiz B is satisfied.

Proof. We prove the statement for W;*, the proof for W; is similar. First, we show
that wf ®(w) C ®(w) and that

Hw_% Wy w Wy w2 H <1, (41)
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where, recall, w is the multiplication operator by w(p) = \/p? + m¢2 on L?(R.).
For any u € C3((0,00)), we have that

lww; ull* = /W(p)2|3p¢t(p)||u(¢t(p))\2dp~

Using the definition of ¢;, one sees that ¢;(p) > p for all ¢ > 0, and hence

oo g ul? < /w(cbt(p))zlapcbt(pﬂIU(aﬁt(p))}de = Jlwull®.

Since C5°((0,0)) is a core for w, this implies that w; ®(w) C D(w) and that
Hw wy ole <1.

Using the fact that w; is isometric and an interpolation argument, we obtain (41).

Now, let ¢ € Fafin(D(w)) @ Fa fin(D(w)) @ F z0, where Fq fin(D(w)) denotes the
set of vectors (¢o, p1,...) in B2, @7 D(w) (algebraic tensor product) such that
n = 0 for all but finitely many n’s. We compute

| He Wy || = (o, W HoW; )
= (o, (AT (wyw; , www;) @ T(ww;) @ 1
+ DN(ww]) @ AT (wwy, wpwwy) @ 1
+T(wew;) ® T(wyw)) @ dT(ws)) @),

where, for ¢1, co operators on )., the operator dI'(c1, ¢2) on §, is defined by (see
(1, 9])

dF(Cl, CQ)Qa = O,

dl(c1, ¢2)|@n 9. :ch®"'®61®C2®01®'“®C1-

i=1 j—1 n—j

Combining (41), the bound |jw;wy|| < 1, and [1, Lemma 2.3] (see also [9, Lemma
2.8]), we obtain

|HEWo|” < [[(dM(w)? @ 12 1)p|” + ||(1® dP(w)? @ 1)y
+][(1@ 1@ dl(ws)?)e|
1
= ||H o]
This concludes the proof. O

5.2 Regularity of the Hamiltonian with respect to the con-
jugate operator

Recall that the conjugate operator A is defined by the expressions (39) and (40).
In this subsection, we prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.2. Assume that Hypothesis 3.6 holds. Let |g| < m.. Then we
have that

H € CH(Ag; Ag-),
in the sense of Hypothesis B.5 of Appendiz B.

To prove Proposition 5.2, we use real interpolation. We have that
[Hp,iA] =N, @11+1@ N_®1,

in the sense of quadratic forms on ©(Hp) N D(A). Since D(Hy) ND(A) is a core
for Hy and since N; ® 1® 1+ 1® N_ ® 1 is relatively Hy-bounded, Proposition
5.1 together with Proposition B.3 imply that Hy belongs to C'(Ag; Ag-). Next,
since [Ho,iA] commutes with A, we easily deduce that Hy € C?*(Ag; Ag~), and
hence in particular Hy € C1*(Ag; Ag~). Here we recall that, for all 0 < 6 < 1 and
1<g <o,

C09(Ag: Ag.) = {T € B(G;G*),W; TW, — T € B(G;G*) for all t € (0,1),

dt < oo}. (42)

1
/ t—Gq—1HWt*TWt - THqB(g;g*)

0
In order to prove that H € CL1(Ag; Ag+), it remains to show that the interac-
tion Hamiltonian H; € C*1(Ag; Ag+). Using in particular Proposition B.3, we see
that it suffices, in fact, to verify that the commutator [H;,A] belongs to B(G; G*)
and that [Hy,iA] € C%!(Ag; Ag~). This is the purpose of the remainder of this
section.
We use the notation (27). Using Hypothesis 3.6 and the estimates of Appendix
A (see (80)—(81) and (83)—(86)), we can rewrite

F(&1, &, &3) = B (&1, £9,8) G\ (&1, &2, &), (43)
where h(® (€1, &, &3) is of the form
W (&1, 6,&) = pipas'™ (&1, 62, 63), (44)
with 5(®) satisfying, for all n,m € {0, 1,2},
05, 05 (€1, €2,65)| S PP (45)

in a neighborhood of 0.
Moreover the kernels G(®) satisfy

(ag) There exists a compact set K C Ry xR xR3 such that G (py, 1, pa, y2, k, ) =
0if (p17p27k) ¢ K.

(bo) There exists € > 0 such that

2 2
Z /(1 +a? + x2)tte G(a)($1,71,$27’72, k)| dazidaedk < oo,

Y1,725A

where, recall, G(®) denote the Fourier transform of G(® with respect to the
variables (p1, p2), and x;, I = 1,2, is the variable dual to p;.
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(CO) If p1 = 0 or b2 = 07 then é(a)(pl7713p2a727ku )\) =0.

Our strategy consists in working with interaction operators of the form (20)
with H| H® given by (25)~(26) and F(), F(? satisfying (43)—(45). We then
use an interpolation argument for the kernels G(®).

Lemma 5.3. Consider the operator Hy of the form (20) with H}l), H§2) given by
(25)-(26) and FV, F?) satisfying (43)—(45).

(i) Suppose that G ¢ L2(X x ¥ x ¥3) satisfy the following conditions

(i)(a) There exists a compact set K C Ry xR, xR? such that G (p1,71,D02: 72, k, \) =
0 Zf (pl,pg, k) ¢ K.

(1)(b)

2 2
Z /(1 + 22 4 22) |G (@1, 71, T2, Y2, Ky A) | dzdaadk < oco.
Y1,725A

(Z)(C) ]fpl =0 or b2 = 07 then é(a)(ph/yl?an’yQaka )\) =0.
Then Hy = [Hy,iA] € C%(Ag; Ag-) = B(G;G).
(i) Suppose that G ¢ L?(X x X x X3) satisfy the following conditions

(ii)(a) There exists a compact set K C Ry xRy xR? such that G (p1,v1, pa, y2, ky A) =
0 if (p1,p2,k) ¢ K.

() ()

2 2
Z /(1 + 22 + 22)3 G (1,71, %2, Y2, k, A)| daidzedk < co.
V15,725

(ii)(c) If p1 = 0 or p; = 0, then Dﬁé(a)(pl,’yl,pg,'yg,k,)\) = 0 for all multi-
index ,8 = (ﬂl,ﬁg), |ﬁ‘ < 2, with DB = 6ﬁ1+62/8Iﬁ1 awﬁz .
1 2

Then H} = [H[JA] S Cl(Ag;Ag*).
Proof. (i) Recall that the conjugate operator A is defined by Eq. (40), with
. )
a=if(p)3p + 5f(p),

and f(p) = p~'v/p? + me2. We use the notation a; = if(p;)d,, + %f’(pl), for
Il =1,2. We then have that

[HI, ’LA] = HI(—ialF) + H](—iagF) 5 (46)

in the sense of quadratic forms on ©(Hy) N D(A).
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Recalling the notations & = (p;,y;), we compute

(@ F ) (61,62, 6) = [Smrpaf (01)s®) (€1, 62, 69) + 2 (p1)s (61, 2, 63)
i1 (01) (D556, 2, 69) | GO (61, 62, 65)
+ ippof(pl>S(a) (517 §2a 63)(81)1 G(O())(g]-’ 527 €3) (47)

Using (45) and the definition of f, we see that the term in brackets satisfy

ol (p1)s (61, €2, €5) + i ()5 (€1, 60, &5) + D112 (1) O 5 61,60,
S P;lp%

in any compact set. Now, since p; — G (p1,71,&2,&3) € HE(Ry) by the con-
ditions (i)(b) and (i)(c), and since G(*) is compactly supported in the variables
(p1,pa2, k) by the condition (i)(a), we deduce that

Py p2Gl (&1, 6, &3) € L (d€1déadEs).
Here we used that
-1 ~(a ~(a
le pQG( )(517 52? 53) HL2(d£1d§2d£3) SJ Hanpl G( )(gla §2a 53) HLz (d€1déadEs)?
by Hardy’s inequality at the origin in H}(R, ). Likewise, we have that

|ip1p2f(p1)s' ) (61,6, &)] S 1,

in any compact set, and hence, using again that p; — G (p1,71,&2,63) € HE(Ry)
and that G(®) is compactly supported in the variables (p1, pa, k), it follows that

ip1paf (p1)s @ (€1, €2,€3)(0p, G @) (€1, €2, &3) € L?(d€1dEadEs).

The previous estimates show that

(a1 F ) (&1, &, &) € L*(d61dédEs),

and proceeding in the same way, one verifies that (ay F(®))(£1, &, €3) € L?(d€;d€adEs).
Using the expression (46) of the commutator [H;,iA] and the N, estimates of [11],
we immediately deduce that [Hy,iA] € B(G;G*) = C°(Ag; Ag-).

(#4) It suffices to proceed similarly. More precisely, we compute the second
commutator

[[H1,iA],iA] = —H;(alF) — H;(a5F) — 2H (a0 F). (48)

Computing a?F, a3F and ajaxF yields to several terms that are estimated sep-
arately. Each term, however, can be treated in the same way, using Hardy’s
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inequality together with the assumptions (ii)(a), (i7)(b), (ii)(c). We give an ex-
ample. Consider the first term inside the brackets of (47) and apply to it the
operator i f(p1)9d,,. This gives in particular a term of the form

a2 (o) (p1)s) (61,60, E) G (60,62,5),

that will appear in the expression of a?F. From (45) and the definition of f, it
follows that

[p2f (p1) f (p1)s'™) (&1, &2, &)G ) (&1, &2, &)| S p1Pp2| G (61, €. 6)],

in any compact set. Since p; ~ G (p1,1,6,€) € H3(Ry) by the conditions
(i4)(b) and (ii)(c), and since G(®) is compactly supported in the variables (p1, pz, k)
by the condition (ii)(a), we obtain as above that

p2f (1) ' (p1)s D (€1, €2, £3) G (&1, &2, &) € L (dE1dE2dé).

Here we used that
Hp1_3p2é(a) (517 §2a 63) ||L2(d§1d§2d£3) 5 Hangl é(a) (51, 623 53) || L2(dgdgpdes)’

by Hardy’s inequality at the origin in H3(R,). Treating all the other terms in a
similar manner, we deduce that

a3F + a3F + 2a1aoF € L*(d¢;déxdEs),

and therefore that [[Hy,iA],iA] € B(G;G*). Together with Proposition 5.1, this
shows (7). O

Proof of Proposition 5.2. By the observation after the statement of Proposition
5.2, we already know that Hy € C11(Ag; Ag+). Hence, to conclude the proof of
Proposition 5.2, it suffices to verify that H; € CY1(Ag; Ag+). Recall that H; is

the sum of 4 terms, see (20). We consider for instance the first one, H§1). The
other terms can be treated in the same way.
Let Ko C Ry x Ry x R3 be a compact set. Let S(i) denote the set of all

G e L2(X x ¥ x %) satisfying the conditions (i)(a) (with K = K;), (i)(b) and
(7)(¢), equipped with the norm

. 2
~(1) — 2 ANTelS))
HG HSU) = Z /(1+x1 +235) |G\ (21,71, T2, Y2, K, N)| daidzedk.
Y1572,A
Likewise, we denote by S(;;) the set of all G e [2(Z x ¥ x X3) satisfying the
conditions (i¢)(a) (with K = Kj), (i¢)(b) and (i7)(c), equipped with the norm

Hé(l)HS(m‘) = Z /(1+$%+$§)3 é(l)(xl,’yl,$27’yg,k7>\) 2d$1dw2dk‘

Y1,72,A
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By Lemma 5.3 and its proof, the map

St 3 GV = HY (RMGW) € C°(Ag; Age) (49)
is linear and continuous, and, likewise, the map

Sy 2 G s HY (RVGW) € C1(Ag; Ag-) (50)
is linear and continuous. Here we have used the notation

HY GOGW) = (O GOED), 4],
By real interpolation, we deduce that
(S Sti0) g > GV = Y (RMGW) € (C%(Ag; Ag-), CH(Ag; Ag-)) g 5. (51)

forall0 <60 <1.
Now, by [2, Section 5], we have that

(C°(Ag; Ag-), CH(Ag; Ag-)) , , = C"*(Ag; Ag-), (52)
for all 0 < @ < 1, and using the definition (42), one easily verifies that
C"?(Ag; Ag-) € C¥Y(Ag; Ag-).

On the other hand, from the definition of the interpolated space (S(i),s(n))e )
and mimicking the method allowing one to compute the interpolation of Sobolev
spaces (see e.g. [30]), it is not difficult to verify that, for 0 < ¢ < 20 < 1, the
set of all kernels G € L2(X x ¥ x X3) satisfying the conditions (ag), (bo) and
(co) stated above is included in (S, Sq)) This shows, in particular, that

0,2"
HY' € C%(Ag; Ag+), and hence that H'Y € CY1(Ag; Ag-). Since the other
terms, H}l) , H§2) and H§2) , can be treated in the same way, this concludes the
proof. O

5.3 The Mourre estimate

Given F = (F), F®) € ($, ® H. ® L*(S3))2, and for H(F®) given by (25)-
(26), we define

Hy(F) = B (FO) + (HO(FEO)* + HP(F®) + (HP (F@))*.

Proposition 5.4. Assume that Hypothesis 3.6 hold and let § € (0, my). There
exist gs > 0, c¢s > 0 and C € R such that, for all |g| < g5, and for

A := [0, mzo — 4],
we have, in the sense of quadratic forms on D(A) N'D(Hy),
H' = [H,iA] > cs1 — C15(H — E)(H), (53)
where we have set E = infspec(H), 1x(H — E) := 1 — 1Ia(H — E) and (H) :=
(14 H2)Y/2,
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Proof of Proposition 5.4. As in Subsection 5.2, we have, in the sense of quadratic
forms on D(A) N D(Hy),

[Ho, iA] =N, @1@1+1oN_o1, (54)

where N, (respectively N_) is the number operator for electrons (respectively
positrons) as defined in (14). In the sequel, by abuse of notation, we shall omit
the identity operators in N; ® 1® 1 and 1® N_ ® 1 and denote them respectively
again by N, and N_.

Let a; = a ® 1 ® 1 be the conjugate operator for electron acting on the p;
variable in $, ® 9. ® L*(33) and az = 1® a ® 1 be the conjugate operator for
positron acting on the py variable. As in (46), we have that

[HI> ’LA] = HI(—ia1F> + H](-iagF) 5 (55)

in the sense of quadratic forms on D(A) N D(Hy). Here we recall that a1 F' and
azF belong to L?(d&;déxdés) as follows from the estimates of Appendix A and
Hypothesis 3.6 (see more precisely the proof of Lemma 5.3 (i)).
For Po,xq, = Pa, ® Pq, ® 1 being the projection onto the electron/positron
vacuum, we have that
Ny + N_+ Pq,xq, > 1 (56)

Since H = Hy + gHj, and for E = inf spec(H ), we obtain from (54)-(55) that

[H, iA] = (Ny + N_ + Po_xq,) — Po,xa, + 9 (Hi(—ia1 F) + Hi(—iaxF))
>1- Po,xa, +9(Hi(—ia1 F) + Hf(—iax F)), (57)

where we used the operator inequality (56) in the last inequality. We estimate
separately the two remainder terms occuring in the right hand side of (57).
Let us define a function fa € C5°(R) such that 0 < fa <1 and

1 if A€ [6,mzo — 6],

fA(A){ 0 ifA<6/20r A> myo —6/2. 58

‘We observe that
Pq,xq, fa(Ho) =0. (59)

The last identity holds because Pq,xq, is a projection commuting with Hy and
because supp(fa) N spec(HoPo,xq,) = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, let
f € C§°(C) denote an almost analytic extension of fa satisfying flr = fa and
10:f(2)| < CplImz|™ for any n € N. Thus, for df(z) := —%%(z) dRe zdIm z,
using Helffer-Sjostrand functional calculus and the second resolvent equation, we
obtain

FaCH = E) = fa(Ho) = [ (H ~ B =2 (H - E = Ho)(Ho — ) 4f(2)
= /(H — E—2)"YgH[(F)(Hy — 2)"t df(2)

—E/(H—E—z)—l(Ho—z)—ldf(z). (60)
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From Corollary 4.1, since Hypothesis 3.1 holds, there exists a constant C' such that
| Hr(F)(Ho +1)7!| < CK(G), (61)

where h(@)G(®) = F(®) (see (27)) and K(G) = K»(G) is given by (31) and (33).
Therefore, with the inequality

1+ 2]
[Tm 2|

|(Ho + 1)(Ho — 2) || <1+ (62)

and the properties of f , we obtain that there exists a constant C7 > 0 depending
only on fa and K(G) such that

| [ =B =2 temry i - 7 afo

1+
< 1
<lol [0+ 10

Moreover, using again (61), standard perturbation theory yields that there
exists g1 > 0 such that for all |g| < g1, we have

K(G)Bﬁn
FEl < —_
1Bl <9l 7 ~ 0 K(G)Ca

=D ~ B = I (G)Ho + )7 47) < Gl (63

(64)

where Bg, and Cpg, are the positive constants defined in Subsection 4.1. Thus,
there exists a constant Cy depending on fa and K(G) such that

| [ =2t~ 2 af@) < Calal. (65)
Inequalities (60), (63) and (65) give
[fa(H — E) = fa(Ho)l| < (C1 + Ca) gl (66)
For shortness, let 1a = Ia(H — E) and 15 = 1x(H — E). We have that

—Pa,xa, = —1aPa,xa,1a — 1aPo, xa, 15 — 15 Pa, xa, 1a — 15 Po, o, I
> —1aPo, xa,1a — Ia P, x0, 1% — 15 Po, xa, 1a — 1x. (67)

Using (59) and (66), we obtain that

[ 1aPa, xq. || < ||fa(H — E)Po, xq, ||
= H(fA(H — E) — fa(Ho)) Pa, xq,|

from which we deduce that

< (C1+Cy)lgl,

~1aPao, xa,1a — 1aPo, x0, 15 — 15 Pa, xa, Ia > —3(Cy + Cs) |g| 1.
Together with (67), this shows that

—Pa,x0, = —3(C1 + Ca)|g|1— 1. (68)
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To bound the last term in the right hand side of (57), it suffices to use the
relative bound in Corollary 4.1 and the fact that Hypothesis 3.6 holds (and hence
also Hypothesis 3.1), to obtain that the operators H;(—ia;F) (I = 1,2) are norm
relatively bounded with respect to Hy with relative bounds depending on K(G)
and K(—iaq;G). Therefore, there exists Cs depending on K(G) and K(—ia;G)
such that

g(Hi(—iarF) 4+ Hi(—iazF)) > —Cs|g|(H)

—Cslg[(H)1A(H — E) — Cs|g|(H)1x(H — E)
~Cylg|Ia(H — E) — Cs|g|(H)Ix(H — E)
—Calg|1 = Cs|g|(H)Ix(H — E), (69)

(A\VARLYS

for some constants Cy, C5 € R.
The estimates (57), (68) and (69) yield (53), which concludes the proof. [

5.4 Proofs of the main theorems

Proof of Theorem 3.8. As above, we use the notation F = inf spec(H). The proof
of Theorem 3.8 is divided into two main steps.

Step 1. Let 0 < 6 < me. There exists gs > 0 such that, for all 0 < |g| < gs,
inf (spec(H) \ {E}) > 6.

To prove this, we use the min-max principle. Let ps denote the second point above
F in the spectrum of H. The min-max principle implies that

pig > inf (1, Hy) = inf (¥, How) + g, Hi)),
v eDH), ||y =1, Y eDH), ||| =1,
Ve [Qp @ Q" P € [Qp ® Q)"

where [Q2p ® ]+ denotes the orthogonal complement of the subspace spanned by
Qp ® Qs in the total Hilbert space H. Since Hj is relatively bounded with respect
to Hp, there exists a positive constant C such that (¢, Hyyp) > —C(, Hpw), and
therefore

p2 > inf (1= Clgh (¥, Hoy) = (1 = Clg[)m,
P € D(H), [[¢]l =1,
TL’ S [QD & Qs]l

the last inequality being a consequence of (17). This proves Step 1.
Step 2. Let 0 < § < m,. There exists gs > 0 such that, for all 0 < |g| < gs,
spec(H) N[0, me + E) = 0.

Observe that E < 0 satisfies E > —C|g| with C a positive constant, as follows from
standard perturbation theory (see (64)), and therefore, for gs small enough and
lg| < gs, we have that § < m.+E. By Theorem 3.5, we know that inf spec.(H) =
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me + F. Thus we only have to show that H do not have discrete eigenvalue in the
interval [§, me + E): This is a simple, usual consequence of the virial theorem (see
Theorem B.4) combined with the Mourre estimate of Proposition 5.4. O

We introduce the notation (A) = (1 + A*A)Y/2 = (1 4 |A|?)"/? for any closed
operator A. As mentioned before, Theorem 3.9 is a consequence of the following
stronger result, which itself follows from Propositions 5.1, 5.2, 5.4, and the abstract
results of Appendix B.

Theorem 5.5 (Limiting absorption principle). Assume that Hypothesis 3.6 holds
with € > 0 in Hypothesis 3.6(ii). For all § > 0, there exists g5 > 0 such that, for
all |g] < gs and 1/2 < s < 1,

sup [[(A) 7 (H — 2)71(A4)7°|| < o0,
zEA

with A := [inf spec(H) + me, inf spec(H) 4+ myo — 8] and A := {z € C,Rez €
A0 < [Imz| < 1},. Moreover, the map z — (A)~*(H — 2)"'(A)~* € B(H) is
uniformly Hélder continuous of order s —1/2 on A and the limits

(A5 (H — X —i0%) "1 A) ™ := lim (A)"5(H — X —ie)"1(A)~%,

e—0+

exist in the norm topology of B(H), uniformly in A € A. Finally, the map A —
(A)=3(H—X\—i0%)"Y(A)~* € B(H) is uniformly Holder continuous of order s—1/2
on A and, for any 1/2 < s < 1, H satisfies the local decay property

[(A) e~ 1A (H)(A) || < ()72, (70)
for allt € R.

Proof. By Propositions 5.1, 5.2 and 5.4, we see that Hypotheses B.1, B.5 and B.6
of Appendix B are satisfied, the open interval I of Hypothesis B.6 being chosen,
for instance, as I = (inf spec(H ) 4+ m, — ¢, inf spec(H) + mgzo — 6/2). Therefore we
can apply Theorem B.7 with J = A, which proves Theorem 5.5. O

A Generalized eigenfunctions of the free Dirac
operator

In this section we describe the properties of the generalized eigenfunctions of the
Dirac operator Hp introduced in subsection 2.1.1. More details can be found in
[17, section 9.9, (44), (45), (63)].

Recall that the generalized eigenfunctions of Hp are labeled by the angular
momentum quantum numbers

. 135 . . .
36{575753'“}7 mje{_j7_j+1a"'7]_17]}7

29



and by the quantum numbers
o1
w € {0+ 5)}

We define, for v; := |k;],

cEo(2pr)v 1 ING?
gn]-,:t(pﬂ") _ 1 - ( ) ( J)
wp)[z 2T L(2y+1)
x {e" ey F(vy; 4+ 1, 2v; + 1, 2ipr) + e®"e” iy F(vy; + 1, 2v; + 1, —2ipr) }
(71)

with C;7 = \/w(p) + me when we consider a positive energy w(p) > m, and

C| = y/w(p) — m, when we consider a negative energy —w(p) < —me.
We also define

_ 0y 1 (2pr) T(y)
fﬁa‘vi(p”’)jw(p)ﬁzﬁ r (29 +1)

x {e ey Fvy; 4+ 1, 2v; + 1, 2ipr) — e®e™ iy F(vy; + 1, 2v; + 1, —2ipr)}
(72)

with Cf = \/w(p) — m,, for energies w(p) > m, and C; = —y/w(p) + m, for
energies —w(p) < —Ie.

The functions F' that occur in (71) and (72) are the confluent hypergeometric
functions. Their integral representations for v; > 1/2 are

[(2y; +1) /1 +2ipru, v; ;
——— [ TPy (1 —wu)Vdu.  (73)
T+ DI Jo (=)

The generalized eigenfunctions

F(y; +1, 2v; + 1, £2ipr) =

/(/):I:,(j,mj,nj)(pa ‘T) = 1/Ji,v(197 .’E) = 'I/J:t(f,.’ﬂ) 3

where + refers to positive energies w(p) > m, and — refers to negative energies
—w(p) < —m,, fulfill

Hp ¢x((p,7),2) = £ w(p) ¥=((p,7),2),

and are defined by

: (1)
Zgﬁ: i(p7 r)q)m',fi'<97 30)
’(/):I:, j,mj K p7$) = ” 7 (74
G )( _fﬁj,:t(p7 T)(I)gizjﬁj)(97 QD) )
where the spinors @5,113.7,%. and @533,% ; are orthogonal and defined by
— ety (e,
™) 0, p) == 2j+2 J+§,mj—§( ®) (75)

mj,(j+3)

Jjtm;+1
stz Vi+dm—1(0:9)
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jm;
Y1 my -1 (0,0)
00 oy 00y = [V e )
2 Yi-tmy+3 (0 9)
and
) _o®
s ) 2 =, ey (6:9)

2 1
q)gni,—(ﬁ%)(e’*") =‘1>fni,<j+%><07@>-
It follows from (19) that

: (1)

7 Zg— ‘,_(p7’l")(p_ i —H'(97S0)

w—,(j,mj,nj)(p7x) = " (QTEL]7 !
7f—.‘£j,— (pa T)(I)—mj,—nj (07 90)

For positive energies w(p) > me, we have the following estimates for the func-
tiOnS glij,i and flij,i?

97144 () < (“(ij(;)““)% T

g 7)) < (“(ij(;)me)% 2 s o
9=+l < (w(@@me); T2 s
[f—G+p+r) < (w(@(;)mef %(Qpr)% F('l‘/j) ’

and for negative energies —w(p) < —m, , we have

9501, (01| < (w({’j(;;“) )

i 01 (25) s (19
9o, @1 < ("%“) e s
[f-G+b,-2,)] < <W)é ;;Qprwr(lvj) '

We also can bound the first and second derivatives. Below, we give such bounds
for |p| < 1. For p larger than one, the functions are locally in L7 for any value of

q.
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There exists a constant C' such that for |p| < 1, and for positive energies
w(p) > m, we have

92| < G [0 sy = (2 (2]

‘;p fivpa(pr)| < Fij) [p(2pr) =" + p?r(y; = 1)(2pr)» =2 + p?r(2pr) ]
‘;p _G+b+(p7)| < F(gj) [(2pr) = 4 pr(v; — 1)(2pr) =2 + pr(2pr) ]
‘(%f_(ﬁé),Jr(p,r) < F(f’j) [p(2pr) + p?r(y; — 1) (2pr) ¥ =1 + pPr(2pr) 1],

(80)

and for [p| <1 and negative energies —w(p) < —m,, we have

‘;;g” -] F(ij) [p(2pr) ™ + p*r (v — 1)(2pr)" 4 p7r(2pr) 1]
’3813 fisg-0m)| < F(ij) [(2pr) ="+ pr(n; — 1)(2pr) =2 + pr(2pr) ]
';pgm;),(p, r)| < F(C%) [p(2pr) =" + p2r(; — 1)(2pr) 52 + pPr(2pr) ] |

‘f’i@f‘”*é)"(p’r) = I‘(C%) [(2pr) + pr(v; — 1)(2pr) =" + pr(2pr) 1]

(81)

The estimates (80) and (81) yield, for a being the operator defined by (39),
and for positive energies w(p) > m,,

(p
C [w;p) ((

49544+l < 2pr) + pr(y; — 1)(2pr) ™+ pr(2pr) )

I'(v5)
)1+ )p(2m))].
lafiry (o)) < rgj) [w;p) (p(2pr) V=t + pPr(y; = 1)(2pr) V2 + pPr(2pr) )

+(p)(1L+ 5 2
C [wip)
el

lag_(j+1)+ @) < 2pr) 5=t 4 pr(yy — 1)(2pr)7i =% + pr(2pr)™7)

+(p) 1L+ —5p(pr) )

C w(p) i R Yi— Yi—
0 [7( (2pr)" + p?(v; — 1)(2pr) 1 + pPr(2pr) 1)

|a ff(j+%),+(p7 )| <

)1+ 202 )]
(52)

32



And for negatives energies —w(p) < —mg, we get the same estimates for \a 9j+1,— (p,7)],
jafyps (7). lag oy, (p.r) and[a f_ .1y (p.r)], respectively for |a f ;1) 4 (p. )],
|a97(j+%),+(pa7")|a |afj+%,+(p7 r)| and |a9j+%,+(p7 7).

Estimates for the second derivatives are given for (p,r) near (0,0) by

2

0’ < V=1, 83
87929]‘+%,+(p,7") _Wp T, (83)

92 o
‘apg fj-‘,—%,-‘,—(pa T) S F(,yj)p’h 17"7.7 27 (84)

j
> COvu =1 42 41 CY it

— g (il p,T S 71)%* TA/J7 + 731)7]7»-'\/]* , &5
‘@p2 G+).+(P7) ['(v5) L'(v5) (85)

92 cyy o
’apz foGry )| < 711(7;)17”7”’ h (86)

and the same estimates for negatives energies hold respectively for 88—;2 f_(j_‘_%)’_ (p,7)|,

2
57 9+ 3, (2.7

)

2 2
%p? j+%,—(par)‘ and ’aaizﬂgj+%,—(p7r)‘ :

B Mourre theory: abstract framework

In this section, we recall some abstract results from Mourre’s theory that were used
in Section 5. We work with an extension of the original Mourre theory [23] that
allows, in particular, the so-called conjugate operator to be maximal symmetric
(not necessarily self-adjoint). Such an extension was considered in [19] and further
refined in [13, 14] (see also [10, 16]). Here we mainly follow the presentation of
[10].

Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space. Consider a self-adjoint operator
H on H and a symmetric operator H' on H such that ©(H) C ©(H'). Let

G :=D(H|?),

equipped with the norm

el == [|1HIZe|| + el

We set Lo
lellg- == ||(HI+ 1)~ = ¢|".

The dual space G* of G identifies with the completion of H with respect to the
norm || - [|g=, and the operators H, H' identify with elements of B(G;G*), the set
of bounded operators from G to G*.

Let A be a closed and maximal symmetric operator on H. In particular,
the deficiency indices ny = dimKer(A* £ ) of A obey either ny = 0 or n_ =
0. We suppose that n, = 0, so that A generates a Cg-semigroup of isometries
{Wi}i>0 (see e.g. [8, Theorem 10.4.4]). Recall that a Co-semigroup on [0, c0)
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is, by definition, a map t — W; € B(H) such that Wy = 1, W,W, = W, for
t,s > 0, and w-lim;_,o+ W3 = 1, where B(H) denotes the set of bounded operators
on H and w-lim stands for weak limit. The fact that A is the generator of the
Co-semigroup {W,};>0 means that

o . n—1 . .
D(A)={ueH, t£%1+ (it) " (Wyu — u) exists},
iAu= lim ¢t~ (Wu — u).

t—0+

We make the following hypotheses.
Hypothesis B.1. For allt > 0, Wy and W[ preserve G and, for all p € G,

sup [Wipllg < oo, sup [[W¢llg < oo
0<t<1 o<t<1

In particular, t — Wi|g € B(G) is a Cy-semigroup, and the extension of Wy to G*
(which will be denoted by the same symbol) defines a Co-semigroup on B(G*) (see
[10, Remark 1.4.1)]. Their generators are denoted by Ag and Ag-, respectively.

Hypothesis B.2. The operator H € B(G;G*) is of class C*(Ag; Ag~), meaning
that there exists a positive constant C such that, for all0 <t <1,

|WeH — HW:||5(g,g+) < Ct.

Moreover, for all ¢ € D(H),

lim 1(@, W Hp) — (Hp, Wip)) = (p, H'¢).

t—0+ ¢

Proposition B.3. Suppose that Hypothesis B.1 holds and that the sesquilinear
form [H,iA] defined on D(A) NG by

(u, [H,iA]v) := i{u, HAv) — i(A%u, Hv),

extends to a bounded quadratic form on G. Then H is of class C1(Ag; Ag-) in the
sense of Hypothesis B.2, and the operator H' € B(G;G*) is the operator associated
with the quadratic form [H,iA].

Under Hypotheses B.1 and B.2, we have the following version of the virial
theorem.

Theorem B.4 (Virial Theorem). Assume Hypotheses B.1 and B.2. For any
etgenstate ¢ of H, we have that

(p, H'p) = 0.

The limiting absorption principle stated in Theorem B.7 below requires some
more regularity of H with respect to A:

Hypothesis B.5. The operator H € B(G;G*) is of class CY'(Ag; Ag-), i.e.

! dt
/0 (| (W, [WnH”HB(g;g*)tj < 00.
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We recall that (A) = (14 A*A)'/2 = (1 + |A|?)Y/? for any closed operator A.
Our last hypothesis is a version of a strict Mourre estimate.

Hypothesis B.6. There exist an open interval I C R and constants cg > 0,
C € R, such that, in the sense of quadratic forms on D(H),

H' > coll — ClF (H)(H), (87)
where 17 (H) := 1 1;(H).

The following theorem shows that a limiting absorption principle holds for
H in any compact interval where a Mourre estimate is satisfied in the sense of
Hypothesis B.6. The proof of Theorem B.7 can be found in [13] (see also [19] for
a similar result under slightly stronger assumptions).

Theorem B.7 (Limiting absorption principle). Assume that Hypotheses B.1, B.5
and B.6 hold. Let J C I be a compact interval, where I is given by Hypothesis
B.6, and let

J={2€C,Rez€ J,0< [lmz| <1}.

For any 1/2 < s < 1, we have that

sup [[(A) 7 (H — 2)7H{4) 7| < o0,
z€J

and the map z — (A)~5(H — z)~'(A)~* € B(H) is uniformly Holder continuous
of order s — 1/2 on J. In particular, the limits
(A)75(H — X —i0%)"HA) ™ == lim (A)*(H — X —ie) " (4) ™%,
e—0%

exist in the norm topology of B(H), uniformly in X € J. This implies that the
spectrum of H in J is purely absolutely continuous. Moreover, the map A\ —
(A)=S(H — X\ —i0F)~Y AV~ € B(H) is uniformly Hélder continuous of order
s—1/2 on J.

Remark B.8. 1) Theorem B.7 is established in [13] in the more general context
of singular Mourre theory. More precisely, as shown in [13], the assumption
that the commutator H' is relatively bounded with respect to H can be relazed.
This is of fundamental importance for the application to massless quantized
fields considered in [14], but is not needed for the model studied in the present
paper. Therefore, we content ourselves with the simpler setting of regular
Mourre theory (i.e. we suppose that H' is H-bounded).

2) The results in [13] are formulated under a stronger assumption than Hypoth-
esis B.5, namely that H € C?(Ag; Ag+). Nevertheless, as mentioned in [13],
one can verify that Hypothesis B.5 is sufficient for Theorem B.7 to hold.

3) By Fourier transform, Theorem B.7 implies the local decay property
Ay e x (YA~ = Ot~ ),
for any x € C(I;R) and 1/2 < s < 1.
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C Creation and annihilation operators in Fermi-
Fock space

Let & be any separable Hilbert space. Let ®7® denotes the antisymmetric n-th
tensor power of &, appropriate to Fermi-Dirac statistics. We define the Fermi-Fock
space over &, denoted by F,(®), to be the direct sum

Sa(ﬁ) = @ ®Z &,
n=0

where, by definition, we have set ®2¢ := C. We shall denote by €, the vacuum
vector in §, (&), i.e., the vector (1,0,0,---).
Let §, be the Fermi-Fock space over $).,

S'a = Sa(ﬁc) .

The Fermi-Fock space for electrons and positrons, denoted by §p, is the following
Hilbert space

$p =84 ®Fa- (88)

We denote by Qp := Q, ® Q, the vacuum of electrons and positrons. One has

Sp= & g,

r,s=0

where &([’S) = (®19:) @ (REN.).
For every ¢ € $) we define in §,($) the annihilation operator, denoted by b(y)
as:

and, for any n € N,

b(p) (Ant1(p1 @ ... @ Pnt1))

(

where ¢; € $). Note that the operator b(¢) maps @716 to ®7§. It extends by
linearity to a bounded operator on F,(9).

The creation operator, denoted by b*(¢), is the adjoint of b(y). The operators
b*(¢) and b(e) satisfy [[b(o)[ = [[b* ()l = ll¢l|-

‘We now define the annihilation and creation operators in the Fermi-Fock space
§p for electrons and positrons.

We first define the creation and annihilation operators for the electrons. For
any g € 9., we define in §p = §Fo ® F, the annihilation operator, denoted by

b+(g)7 as

vVn+1
= "+ 1)' Z sgn(a) (Qov 900(1)) Po(2) ®...Q Po(n+1)



Observe that b (g) maps U into ) as follows

bi(9) (Ar1(91® ... @ gry1) @ Ag(h1 © ... @ hy))
= [0(9)Ar1(91 ® ... ® gri1)] @ Ag(hy @ ... @ hy)

The creation operator b% (g) = b*(g) ® 1 is the adjoint of by (g). The operators
b% (g) and by (g) are bounded operators in Fp.
We set, for every g € $.,

by+(9) = by(Pyg)

by (9) = bi(Py9)

where P, is the projection of §). onto the y-th component.
We next define the creation and annihilation operators for the positrons. For
every h € §)., we define in §p the annihilation operator, denoted by b_(h), as

b_(h) :== (=1)Ne @ b(h),

where (—1)Ne denotes the bounded operator on §, defined by its restriction to
@b as (—1)New = (=1)"u for any u € ®"h..
In other words, b_ (h) maps &(;"SH) into S,(f’s) as follows:
b*(h)(Ar(gl ®...0 gr) ® Aerl(hl ®...0 hs+1))
=A(1®...0g)®[(=1)"b(h)Ast1(h1 ® ... ® hst1)]
The creation operator b* (h) = (—1)¥e ® b*(h) is the adjoint of b_(h); b* (h) and

b_(h) are bounded operators in §p.
As above, we set, for every h € §.,

byo(h) = b_(P,)

b _(h) = b (Pyh).

A simple computation shows that the following anti-commutation relations
hold

{by.4(91),b5 1. (92)} = 64 5(Pyg1, Pyg2)r2(m, ) 5

and

{62! 4 (91),0% _(92)} =0,

where g1, g2 € H¢, and f; (1 = 1,2) stand either for * or for no symbol.
As in [24, chapter X], we introduce operator-valued distributions b, +(p) and
b% L (p) that fulfills

bsa) = [0y 0) Pra) B dp

2 1(g) = . b 1 (p) (Pyg) (p)dp
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where g € 9.
We also define for & = (p,7),

bL(€) =0 4 (p).

Note that with the notation of (7), we have

bym=/@@MB@.

We now give a representation of b, +(p) and b 1 (p). Recall that Dp denote

the set of smooth vectors ® € Fp for which ®* has a compact support and
®(73) = ( for all but finitely many (r, s).

For every & = (p,7), b+ (&) maps S,(ITH’S) N®p into &(f’s) N®p and we have

(b-‘r(gl)@)(hs)(pla’ylv e 7p7’a,yr;p/1571a ce. 7p{5772)
=V + 10N (p oy, pr Y1, Doy Y D Vs s Dl VL)

b% (&) is then given by:

(bi(fl)q))(r-i_l’S)(plyP)’la s 7pr+17’y7‘+1;p117717 ce 7p;77;) =
1 r+1

Z(_l)i+1(sviv5(p — i)
Vr+1e
(I)(TVS)(plfyla cee 7@7 . 7p7‘+1577‘+1;pl17’yg_7 cee ap;afyg)

where ~ denotes that the i-th variable has to be omitted.

Similarly, for & = (p/,v'), b—(£2) maps 3D 4 into §UY ND p such that

(b— (52)(1))(7,’8)(1)13717 cee 7p7“377”;p/17’717 s 7p{97’y:/;) =
(D)™ @ b(&2)®) ™ (p1, 71, -+ Pry Wi P Ve -0 P Ve) =
V'S 1(71)T¢(T,S+1)(p13717 s 7p7“377’;p/77/7p/1a’717 s 7p/977/9)

b* (&) is then given by

(O (&2)®) ™D (D1, 1, ey Py Y Py Ve e o5 Dlag1s Vo) =
1 s+1

\/m(_l)r Z(_l)i—’—lé’wa’yza(p/ - p:)
=1

(I)(T’S)(pla’ylv e 7pra’77”;p/17717 e ,p;,’)’;, cee 7p/s+177f9+1)

Let us recall that ®(*) is antisymmetric in the electron and the positron variables
separately. We have

{0r.+(p), b3 1 (1)} = {by,—(p), 05, (1)} = 010(p — D). (89)

Any other anti-commutators equal zero.
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