goooboooobgon

9050 19950 92-113 92

Long-range scattering for N-body Stark Hamiltonians

HABER¥ EIMEZ (TADAYOSHI ADACHI)

§1. Introduction

In this article, we study the problem of the asymptotic completeness for N-body
Stark Hamiltonians with long-range potentials. The results which are obtained in this -
article are due to the joint works [AT1,2] with Professor Hideo Tamura.

We consider a system of N particles moving in a given constant electric fleld £ €
R?, £ # 0. Let mj, e; and r; € R¢ 1 < j < N, denote the mass, charge and
position vector of the j-th particle, respectively. The particles under consideration
are supposed to interact with one another through the pair potentials Vji(r; — ri),
1 <3 <k < N. Then the total Hamiltonian for the system is given by

~ 1
H = Z {—%—]Ar]—~e]51‘]}+v,

1<5<N

where £ - = E;.lzl ¢;n; for £, n € RY and

V=" Vilri—re).

1<j<k<N

As usual, we consider the Hamiltonian H in the center-of-mass frame. We equip R4*V
with the metric (r,7) = Z;V:I mjr;-7; for r = (ry,... ,ry) and ¥ = (7q,... ,Fy) €
RN and denote |r| = (r,r)'/2. Let X and X, be the configuration spaces for the
inner motion of the particles and the center of mass motion, respectively:

Z m;ry; = 0},

X = {T’ € RdXN
15N

Xcmz{reRdXN rjzrkfor1§j<k§N}.

X and X.,, are mutually orthogonal and R*>*" = X @ X,,,. We denote by 7 :
RN & X and 7 @ R*Y — X the orthogonal projections onto X and Xem,
respectively, and write z = 7r and z¢m = Temr for r € RN and

el enN e1 eN
E=xn(—E&,...,—€&), Epm=7mm|—E,..., —&).
mq mnN mi mpN
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Then H is decomposed into
H=HQId+Id®T., on L*(X)® L*(Xcm),

where Id are the identity operators,

1
H:—§A—(E,m)+V on L*(X),

1
Tcm = _iAcm - (Ecmyxcm) on LZ(Xcm)a

and A (resp. Acm) is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X (resp. Xcm). When
|E| # 0, which is equivalent to saying that e;/m; # ex/my for at least one pair (j, k),
H is called an N-body Stark Hamiltonian in the center-of-mass frame.

A non-empty subset of the set {1,...,N} is called a cluster. Let C;, 1 <7 < m,
be clusters. If Ui<j<mCj = {1,...,N} and C;NCy =0 for 1 < j < k < m,
a={C,...,Cp} is called a cluster decomposition. We denote by #(a) the number

of clusters in a. A is the set of all cluster decompositions and A = {a € A I #(a) > 2}.
We let a, b € A. If b is obtained as a refinement of a, that is, if each cluster in b is a
subset of a cluster in a, we say b C a, and its negation is denoted by b ¢ a. Any a is
regarded as a refinement of itself. If, in particular, b is a strict refinement of a, that
is, if b C a and b # a, we denote by b C a. We identify the pair a = (j, k) with the
(N — 1)-cluster decomposition {(j, k), (1), .. ,(3\), ceey (/l;), o (N}

Next we define for a € A the two subspaces X* and X, of X by

X% = {r eX Z mjr; = 0 for each cluster C' in a},
JEC
Xa:{reX r; = ry for each pair a:(j,k)Ca}.

For a = (j,k), X* is the configuration space for the relative position of j-th and
k-th particles. Hence we can write Vo(2®) = Vji(rj — 7). These spaces are mutually
orthogonal and span the total space X = X® @ X, so that L?(X) is decomposed as
the tensor product L?(X) = L*(X*) ® L?(X,). We also denote by 7* : X — X and
e : X — X, the orthogonal projections onto X* and X,, respectively, and write
z* = 7%z and z, = 7, = for a generic point z € X. The intercluster potential I, is

defined by
I(z) = Z Va(z%),
aZa '
and the cluster Hamiltonian
1
Hy=H-I,=—zA—(Ez)+ V", V(") =) Val(z®),
2 aCa

governs the motion of the system broken into non-interacting clusters of particles.
Let B¢ = 1% E and E, = n, E. Then the cluster Hamiltonian H, acting on L?(X) is
decomposed into

H,=H*QId+Id®T, on L*(X*) ® L*X.),



where H*® is the subsystem Hamiltonian defined by

e = —%A“ (B2 +V*  on L(X%),

T, is the free Hamiltonian defined by

1
To=—500 - (E4,z,)  on L*(X,),

and A* (resp. A,) is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X* (resp. X,).

We use the following convention for smooth cut-off functions F with 0 < F < 1,
which is often used throughout the discussion below. For sufficiently small § > 0, we

define

F(s<u)=1 for s<u-—§, =0 for s>u,
F(s>u)=1 for s>u+4, =0 for s<u,
F(s=u)=1 for |[s—u|<é =0 for |s—u|>2¢

and F(u; < s <up) = F(s > u1)F(s < up). To clarify the dependence on § > 0 in
the definition of F', we sometimes write Fs for F'.

The problem of the asymptotic completeness is to show whether or not the ranges
of the wave operators

a

WE=s— Jim exp(itH)U,(t)(P* @ Id),  a€ A, (1.1)
span the continuous subspace of the full Hamiltonian H:

LX(H)=) @®RanWE. (1.2)

Here U,(t) is a propagator associated with the cluster Hamiltonian H,, which is
exp(—¢tH,) in the short-range potential case, and P* : L%(X*) — L%(X*) is the
eigenprojection associated with the subsystem Hamiltonian H*. It can be easily seen
that (1.2) holds if and only if the time evolution of any scattering state ¢ € L2(H) is

asymptotically represented as

exp(—itH)p = ¥ U (t)(P* ® Idyps +o(1)  ast— +oo (1.3)
acA :

with some ¥ € L?(X). We note that each summand U,(t)(P* ® Id)pE describes
the motion of the particles in which those in the clusters in a form a bound state and
the centers of masses of the clusters move freely. Thus, the asymptotic completeness
is to show that the time evolution of any scattering state exp(—itH )i can be asymp-
totically represented by a superposition of such states. This article is to prove this
property for long-range N-body Stark Hamiltonians.
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There are mainly two methods to prove the asymptotic completeness for N-body
quantum systems, that is, the stationary method and the time-dependent method.
First we consider the case when E = 0. When pair potentials decay like O(]z%|~1~¢)
at infinity with € > 0, the asymptotic completeness of three-body systems was first
proved by Faddeev [F] by the stationary method, and his method was extended by
Ginibre-Moulin [GM], Hagedorn [Ha] and so on. But it had been difficult to use this
method for arbitrary N-body systems. In the meantime, the asymptotic completeness
of three-body systems was first proved by Enss [E1] by the time-dependent method.
Inspired by the work, the asymptotic completeness of arbitrary N-body systems was
first proved by Sigal-Soffer [SS1] for a large class of short-range pair potentials, and al-
ternative proofs have been given by Graf [Grl], Kitada [K1,2], Tamura [T1], Yafaev [Y]
and Zielinski [Z]. When pair potentials are long-range, V.Enss [E1,2] first proved
the asymptotic completeness of three-body systems with pair potentials decaying
like O(]z*|~") at infinity for some v > /3 — 1. This result has been extended by
Derezinski [D2] and Zielinski [Z] to arbitrary N-body systems. The case of poten-
tials decaying more slowly has been dealt with by Gérard [G2] and Wang [Wal,2] for
three-body systems.

In the case when E # 0 and pair potentials are short-range, the asymptotic com-
pleteness of three-body systems has been proved by Korotyaev [K] by the stationary
method, and by Tamura [T2] by the time-dependent method. For arbitrary N-body
systems, it has been proved by Tamura [T4] and Mgller [Mg] by the time-dependent
method. Thus we consider the long-range case.

The asymptotic behavior of exp(—itH )y depends on the values of ej/m;. If
e;j/m; # ex/my for any j # k, then each pair cluster has a non-zero reduced charge.
Hence the particles are expected to be scattered along the direction of £ without
forming bound states and also the solution 1(¢) has a single channel as the asymp-
totic state. On the other hand, if, for example, e;/m; = ex/m; for some pair (j, k),
then the pair cluster (7, k) has a zero reduced charge and these particles may escape
to infinity, forming a bound state at some energy. Therefore the solution (t) has
scattering channels associated with such bound states as the asymptotic state. Thus
the asymptotic behavior of the solutions is different according to the values of e;/m;.
We shall discuss the matter more precisely.

We state the precise assumption on the pair potentials. Let ¢ be a maximal element
of the set {a e A | E* = O} with respect to the relation C. As is easily seen, such a
cluster decomposition uniquely exists and it follows that E* = 0if « C ¢, and E* # 0
if o ¢ c. Thus the potential V, with o ¢ ¢ (resp. a C ¢) describes the pair interaction
between two particles with e;/m; # er/my (resp. e;/m; = ex/my). If, in particular,
ej/mj # eg/my for any j # k, then ¢ becomes the N-cluster decomposition. We
make different assumptions on V,, according as a ¢ ¢ or a C ¢. We assume that:

(Ve Va(z®) € C®(X?) is a real-valued function and has the decay property
0 Va(2®) = O(|2*|PHID), j2%] — oo,

with 0 < p < 1/2 for o ¢ ¢ and with v/3—1 < p <1 for a C ¢,

or
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(V)p Va(z?®) € C®°(X?) is a real-valued function and has the decay property
00 Va(z®) = O(|z*|~ D2y a g e, BfuVa(z®) = O(la®|~HA)) aCc

forsome\/§—1<p§1.

Under these assumptions, all the Hamiltonians defined above are essentially self-
adjoint on C§°. We denote their closures by the same notations. Throughout this ar-
ticle, the notations ¢ and p are used with the meanings described above. If V,, satisfies
these decay assumptions, then V, is called a long-range potential. To formulate the
result precisely, we define the modified wave operators. We assume that a C ¢. Then
the subsystem operator H® does not have a constant electric field, that is, E* = 0.
Hence it may have bound states in L2(X®). We denote by P® : L?(X?) — L%*(X*) the
eigenprojection associated with H*. We also denote the direction of E by w = E/|E|
and write z = (z,w). We should note that z = (z,,w) because w® = 0. Weset ) = zw
and z| =z — ), and write 2,1 = m,T . Then we can write z, = (:zra,L,:c“). We
also write p, = (pa,1,p|) for the coordinates dual to z, = (z4,1,2)) and denote by
D, = -1V, = (D,, 1, D). the corresponding velocity operator. If we write 9 = wd,,

we see that D) = —:0 and D, 1 = D, — D). Let I be the intercluster interaction
obtained from H°®:
@) =@ = Y Va(a®).
aCc,aa

First, we assume that (V)¢ is fulfilled. We set the time-dependent Hamiltonian
¢ E 2 2 )
Ho(t) = Hy + I;(Dgt) + I, Et on L“(X). (1.4)

The three operators on the right side of (1.4) commute with one another. This can
be easily seen, if we take account of the fact that IS(p,t) = IS(n°p,t). Thus the
propagator U,g(t) generated by H,(t), that is, {U“G(t)}teR is a family of unitary
operators such that for v € D(H,c(0)), ¥+ = Usc(t)¥ is a strong solution of idy,/dt =
H,c(t)e, 1o = v, is represented by

U,g(t) = exp(—itH,) exp (—i /Ot {I;;(Das) + 1, (§32) } ds) . (1.5)

With these notations, the Graf-type modified wave operators are defined by

Wi =s— lim exp(itH)Uuc(t)(P* ® Id), aCe, (1.6)

which was introduced by Graf [Gr2] for two-body systems (see also [Zo] and [JOZ2}).
We can easily prove that if these wave operators exist, their ranges are all closed and

mutually orthogonal
Ran W, | Ran W3, a#0b,

and they have the intertwining property exp(itH )W;tG = WaiG exp(itH,) for t € R.
If Vo(z*) decays like Vo(2*) = O(|z®*|7%), v > 1/2, for o ¢ ¢ and like V,(2®) =
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O(|z*|™%), v > 1, for @ C ¢, V, is called a short-range potential. For the class of
short-range pair potentials, the ordinary wave operators

WE=s5— . liftn exp(itH) exp(—itH,)(P* ® Id)

a

exist without the modifiers I¢(D,t) and I.(Et%/2). The asymptotic completeness of
the ordinary wave operators has been also proved by Korotyaev [Ko] and Tamura [T2]
for three-body short-range systems and by Tamura [T4] and Mgller [Mg] for N-body
short-range systems. However it is known that the ordinary wave operators do not
always exist for the long-range potentials which satisfy (V)¢g (see Jensen-Ozawa [JO2]
and Ozawa [O]). Therefore, if (V)q is fulfilled, we need introduce the Graf-type mod-
ifiers (1.5).

One of the main results is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (The Asymptotic Completeness) Assume that (V)q is fulfilled.
Let ¢ be as above. Then the Graf-type wave operators WfG, a C ¢, exist, have the
intertwining property and are asymptotically complete

L*(X)=) ®RanWZ,.
aCc

Next, we assume that (V)p is fulfilled. We set the time-dependent Hamiltonian
c E 2 2
H.p(t) =Ho+ I (Dg,1t)+ I | Do, 1t + Et on L*(X), (1.7)

and denote by U,p(t) the propagator which is generated by H,p(t). Since D, |
commutes with H,, the three operators on the right-hand side of (1.7) commute with
one another. We note that IS(D,, 1 t) = IS(Dgt) for I¢(pa,1t) = IS(7°pa, 1 t) = IS(pat).
Then U,p(t) is explicitly represented by

¢ E
Uup(t) = exp(—itH,)exp (—z/ {Ig(Da,_Ls) + I, (Da,ls + 552> } ds) . (1.8)
0
With these notations, the Dollard-type modified wave operators are defined by

Wb =s— lim exp(itH)Uup(t)(P* ® Id), aCec. (1.9)

It can be easily proved that if these wave operators exist, their ranges are all closed
and they have the intertwining property exp(itH )WfD = WaiD exp(ttH,) for t € R.
We should note that it is known that both the ordinary wave operators and the
Graf-type modified wave operators do not always exist for the long-range potentials
which satisfy (V)p (see [JO2] for the case of two-body systems). Therefore, if (V)p
is fulfilled, we need introduce the Dollard-type modifiers (1.8).

Another main result is the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.2. (The Asymptotic Completeness) Assume that (V)p is fulfilled.
Let ¢ be as above. Then the Dollard-type wave operators WfD, a C ¢, exist, have the
intertwining property and are asymptotically complete:

L*(X)=) @®Ran W3,
aCc l

For simplification, we consider the ¢ — oo case only. The t — —oo case can be
treated similarly.

§2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the known results. First we introduce some notations. We

define Sp(X) by
So(X) = {q € C®(X) | [884(z)| < Cy(z)~ P11,

where we write (z) = (1 + |z|?)!/2. Let w = E/|E| be the direction of E. We denote
the coordinate z € R by z = (z,w), so that H is written as H = —A/2 — |E|z + V.
We should note that

(2)TVAV(H +40)7 (2)T'VV(H +4)7 LX) - LX)

are bounded.

Now we state the recent result of Herbst-Skibsted [HS] and Herbst-Mgller-Skibsted
[HMS1], which is concerned with the spectral properties for N-body Stark Hamilto-
nians.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (V)g or (V)p is satisfied. Let D = —iV and A =
(w,D) = —0,. Then
(1) H has no bound states.
(2) Let R > 0 be fixed and let I : X — X be an orthogonal projection such that
IIE # 0. Then

[Fe(H = M)F(|Ilz] < R)|| = 0, €—0,

uniformly in A\ € R. In particular,
|[Fe(H = A)F(lz*| < R)| = 0, e—0,

for a ¢ c.
(3) Let 0 < o < |E|. Then one can take € > 0 so small (uniformly in A € R) that

F.(H = )\)i[H,AlF.(H = )\) > o F.(H = )\)*.

The above theorem plays a basic role in studying the propagation properties of
exp(—itH). In particular, the uniformity in high energies A > 1 in the statement (2)
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is important. This makes it possible to take A as a conjugate operator in the form
inequality in (3).

Next we recall the almost analytic extention method due to Helffer and Sjéstrand
[HeSj], which is useful in analyzing operators given by functions of self-adjoint oper-
ators. For two operators B; and B;, we define

ady, (Bz2) = By, adp, (B;) = [ad} '(Bz),B1], n>1.
For m € R, let 7™ be the set of functions f € C*°(R) such that
FP@) < Crls)™ ™, k0.

If f e F™ with m € R, then there exists FF € C*°(C) such that F(s) = f(s) for
s € R, supp F({) C {¢ € C||Im(| < d'(1 + |Re(])} for some d' > 0 and

B F(Q)] < Car(Q)™ " MIIm (™, M > 0.

Such a function F(¢) is called an almost analytic extension of f. Let B be a self-
adjoint operator. If f € F~™ with m > 0, then f(B) is represented by

#(B)= 5= [ BP(Q(B -0 do A L. (2.1)

For f € F™ with m € R, we have the following formulas of the asymptotic expansion
of the commutator:

M- n—1
By, f(B)] = Z D a2y (B)F)(B) + R (22)
Ry = 5o [ GFOB - adlf (BYE- O Mdo AT (23

Ry is bounded if there exists k such that m + k < M and ad¥(B:)(B +i)~* is
bounded. For the proof, see [G2].

We often use the following lemma in later sections. The lemma is more or less
known (see, for example, Lemma 3.2 of [SS2]). On account of limited space, we omit
its proof. For the proof, see [AT1,2].

Lemma 2.2. Let f; € C°(R), 1 < j <2, and let ¢ € F°. Assume that B is a
self-adjoint operator such that ad’y(H)(H +1)~!,1 < j < 2, are bounded from L?(X)
into itself. Then '

(1) [A(H),9(B/t)] = [fi(H),B/t]lg'(B/t) + O(t™?).

(2) [[f1(H),B], f2(B/t)] = O(t™).

Moreover, let A be as in Theorem 2.1 and @ = (z) or z(= (z,w)). Then

(3) [(H+9)™ AAMI=007Y), [(H+1)™ AQ/)] =0t1).

(4) [f(H), A(A/D)] =007,  [fo(H), A(Q/tP)] = O0F1).

(5) (@, fi(A/)]=0(71),  [f(Q/t%), fi(A/1)] = O(t7?).

(6) (H+9)Hi(H), f2(Q/t)] = O(t™).
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§3. Propagation estimates

In this section, we prove some propagation estimates which mean that the solution
exp(—itH )y concentrates asymptotically on a classical Stark trajectory as ¢ — oo.
Throughout this section, we assume that (V)g or (V)p is fulfilled.

We begin by fixing some new notations. We define a conical neighborhood of
w = E/|E| by N(w,e1,7) = {z € X | (w,z/lz]) > 1—e,|a]| > r} for g > 0andr > 0.
We denote by D) the Heisenberg derivative with respect to the time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t): Dy ®(t) = 0:®(t) + i[H(t), ®(¢)]. Throughout the discussion
below, we always denote by f € C{°(R) a non-negative smooth function with a
compact support. We use the notations || || and ( , ) for the L* norm’ and scalar
product in L?(X), respectively. We also denote by B(t), t > 1, operators having the
following properties: (1) f(H)B(t)f(H): L*(X) — L?(X) is bounded; (2)

/ " (B F(H) exp(—itH )y, f(H) exp(—itH)W)|dt < CllP, € LA(X).

First we need the following proposition, which implies that the acceleration of the
particles is finite if the total energy is finite.

Proposition 3.1. There exists M >> 1 dependent on f such that:
(1) For ¢ € L*(X),

2

*d T
/1 = HF (2—) = M) F(H)exp(—itH)w| < Cllyll
(2) For ¢ € §(X), §(X) being the Schwartz space over X,
/100 % ”F <<:—2> > M) f(H)exp(—itH)p|| < oo.

Proof. This proposition can be also proved in the same way as in the proof of Theorem
4.3 of [SS2] (see also [A]). We take the propagation observables

610~ -7 (230 i aa=— (- 0r) (2> )

to prove (1) and (2), respectively. The detailed proof is omitted. [

Next we prove the following proposition, which means that the particles are accel-
erated along the direction w with an at least positive acceleration which is less than

|El.
Proposition 3.2. Let 0 < v < |E| and L > 0. Then for any ¥ € L*(X),

[ p (-2 < & < 2) sanenim| < ok

To prove this proposition, we need the two lemmas below. On account of limited
space, we omit the proofs of these lemmas. For the proofs, see [AT1,2].
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Lemma 3.3. Let v be as above and K > 0. Then

2

[ |F (- <% <v) smemieme| < crur

Lemma 3.4. Let v and L be as above. Then there exists K > 1 such that
Fl(d<_k F( L<Z< 5)(H+z)1— o)
t — — 2 T2 '

Proof of Proposition §.2. The proof is done in exactly the same way as in the proof
of Theorem 4.2 of [SS2], by virtue of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4. We omit the detail (see
[AT1,2]). O

The next proposition is the most important propagation estimate, which means
that the particles asymptotically concentrate in any conical neighborhood of w.

Proposition 3.5. Let M be as in Proposition 3.1 and v be as in Proposition 3.2.
Fix ¢ > 0 and r > 0. Assume that ¢ € So(X) vanishes in I'(w, €1, 7). Then

2

& HF<F > ) F (“”> )qf(H)eXP(—ZtHW < v

2 -

To prove the above proposition, we have only to prove the following lemma. The
proof is essentially the same as that of Proposition 7.3 of [T2] (see also [Mg| and [A]).
We omit the detail (see [AT1,2]).

Lemma 3.6. Let §(z) = ({(z) — 2){z)™. Let M be as in Proposition 3.1 and v be
as in Proposition 3.2. Then

2

H 7 2 ;)F (% < )ﬁf(H)exp(—itH)zp < Oy

By the above propositions, we conclude the following propagation properties.

Proposition 3.7. Let M, v and q € So(X) be as above. Let ®(t) denote one of the
following three operators

P(on). r(E<y). r(Gepr(Reu)s

s — tli)rglo ®(t)f(H)exp(—itH) =0.

Then

Proof. We calculate the Heisenberg derivative of ®(¢). Then the support of V&(t)
or 8;®(t) lies in the forbidden region of the propagator exp(—itH) in the sense of
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Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.5. Hence these propositions imply the existence of the
strong limit

s — tli)r{.lo exp(etH)®(t) f(H) exp(—itH). (3.1)

In fact, taking f; € C§°(R) such that f;f = f and noting that (:v)l/z[q,fl(H)] is
bounded, we have [®(¢), f1i(H)] = O(t™!) by Lemma 2.2. Hence, to prove (3.1), it

suffices to show the existence of the strong limit s — lim,_, o, W (t), where
W(t) = exp(itH) fu(H) () f(H) expl(~itH)
By Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.5, we have
(@, W(s1)9) — (0, W(s2)$)| = o(Dlell, 51,52 = oo,

for ¢, ¥ € L*(X). This implies that {W(t)z/;}t>1
the existence of (3.1) is proved. By Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.5 again, we see that
for ¥ € §(X), there exists a subsequence {t"}nEN with ¢, — oo such that

is a Cauchy sequence and hence

Bim_ ®(tn) f(H) exp(—itnH)p =0, (3.6)

where the choice of subsequence {tn}néN depends on 3. By (3.1) and (3.2), we have
for v € §(X),
tlirn O(t)f(H)exp(—itH)y = 0.

Thus the proposition follows by density argument. O

§4. The asymptotic clustering

In this section, we introduce an auxiliary time-dependent Hamiltonian which ap-
proximates the full Hamiltonian H asymptotically and study the relation between
exp(—itH) and the propagator generated by such a time-dependent Hamiltonian.
Then we may prove the asymptotic clustering which is the key step to prove the as-
ymptotic completeness of the modified wave operators. Throughout this section, we

assume that (V)g or (V)p is fulfilled.

Let g, € So(X) be such that ¢. = 1 in I'(w,€,|E|/3), and ¢. = 0 outside
I'(w,2€1,|E|/4). Let g € So(X) be such that §. = 1 in I'(w, 2¢1,|E|/4), and §. = 0
outside I'(w, 3€1, | E|/5). By definition, it follows that §.q. = ¢.. We define

et =F (S <a) £ (52 ) 0 (41

12
c z [E|\ .
We(t,z) = We(t, 2% z.) = F ) > e Ge(z) (). (4.2)
We should note that ¢.(t,z)I.(z) = p.(t,2)W.(t,z). By assumption, W, obeys the
estimate

|07 O We(t, )| < Crmp(t) ™™ (1) + (2)*/%) ¢ 1AL, (43)
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We consider the time-dependent Hamiltonian
H (t)=H.+W,.(?), W.(t) = We(t, z),

and denote by U,(t) the propagator generated by H,(t), that is, {Uc(t)}t>1
of unitary operators such that for ¢ € D(H,(1)), ¥; = U.(t)% is a strong solution of
dpe/dt = He(t)bs, 1 = .

By the almost analytic extension method, we see that for f € C§°(R),

1s a family

Dir.(o (HA(1)) = “H{F(HL(1)) = O(t71) (14)

due to (4.3). In virtue of this estimate (4.4), we obtain the analogue of Propositions
3.1, 3.2, 3.5 and 3.7. Since the proofs are similar to those of theirs, we omit the proofs.

Proposition 4.1. There exists M > 1 dependent on f such that:
(1) For ¢ € L*(X),

/1 cit HF <<t2> _ M) F(H())Ue(t)

(2) For ¢ € §(X), S(X) being the Schwartz space over X,

/100 T HF (<T) > M) FH))U(t)

Proposition 4.2. Let 0 < v < |E| and L > 0. Then for any ¢ € L*(X),

2

< Clly)*.

2
< 0.

/100%“”"“55 2) FHU0] < Clll

Proposition 4.3. Let M be as Proposition 4.1 and v be as Proposition 4.2. Fix
€1 >0 and r > 0. Assume that ¢ € So(X) vanishes in ['(w, €;,7). Then

2

H 72 ;)F<< - <M) af (H()Ue(t)p|| < O[]l

Proposition 4.4. Let M, v and q € So(X) be as above. Let ®(t) denote one of the
following three operators

F((ﬁ) >M) F(tizgg) F(%Z%)F(%)SM>Q.

s = lim ®(1)f(H()VL) = 0

Then

Next we show the existence of the following two strong limits, the first limit being
often called the Deift-Simon wave operator (see [Grl], [SS1], [Z] and [A]).
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Theorem 4.5. Let the notations be as above. Then there exist the following strong
limits:
s — tlim U.(t)* exp(—itH), s — tlim exp(1tH)U.(t).

Proof. By Proposition 3.7, we have only to prove the existence of the strong limit
s — tlim Uc(t) oc(t,z) f(H)exp(—itH). (4.5)

Taking f; € C°(R) such that f; f = f and noting ¢.(t,z)(W.(t,z) — I.(z)) = 0, we
see that
Fi(H(®)pelts @) — ¢o(t,2) fu(H) = O™,

in virtue of the almost analytic extension method. From this fact, the existence of
(4.5) can be proved by the same argument in the proof of the existence of (3.5) (see
the proof of Proposition 3.7).

Next we note that for € > 0 small enough and ¢ € L?(X), there exists f € C§°(R)
such that

[{Id — f(Hc(t)}Uc(t)9|| = O(e)

uniformly in ¢ > 1, which is proved in virtue of (4.4). Now we take M as in Proposition
4.1 for this f and define ¢ (t,z) by (4.1) with this M. Then, in virtue of Proposition
4.4, we have only to prove the existence of the strong limit

s — lim exp(itH)p.(t, 2) f(Ho(t))Uc(D),
which may be proved in the same way as that of (4.5). O

By the existence of the first strong limit in the above proposition, we obtain the
following theorem immediately.

Theorem 4.6. (The Asymptotic Clustering) Let the notation be as above. Then
for 1 € L*(X), there exists 1. € L?>(X) such that

exp(—1tH ) = Uc(t)pe + o(1) ast — 0o.

§5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Throughout this section, we
assume that (V)g is fulfilled. By Theorem 4.6, the proof is now reduced to studying
the propagation properties of the propagator U.(t) generated by the time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t).

As in §1, we define the time-dependent Hamiltonian H.g(t) by

H.(t)=H.+ I, (%ﬁ) =H. .+ W, (t, g-tz) (5.1)

and denote by U.g(t) the propagator generated by H.c(t). We note that Ue(t) is
represented by

t E
U.g(t) = exp(—itH.) exp (—z/ I, <§S2> ds) . (5.2)
0

First, we replace U.(t) by U.g(t).



105

Proposition 5.1. There exist the strong limits
5 — tlim Uca(t)*Uc(2), s — tlim Uc(t)*Uca(t).

To prove this proposition, we need the following lemma. By virtue of the condition
(V)a, we should note that we may refine the estimate (4.3) as follows:

07 0] We(t, )| < Crmg(t) ™™ ((2) + (2)'/?) 721D, (5.3)
On account of limited space, we omit the proof of the lemma below. For the proof,
see [AT1,2].

Lemma 5.2. Assume that ¢ € S(X). Then
(1) ll(ze = E2?/2)Uc(t)p|| = O().

(2) (e — Et2/2)Ucc(t)] = O(2).

(3) lz°Uc(t)yll = O®@).

(4) = Uea(t)]l = O().

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We prove the existence of the first strong limit only. We
may prove that of the second strong limit similarly. Since S(X) is dense in L*(X),
it suffices to show the limit exists for ¢ € S(X). Since I.(Et?/2) = W.(t, Et?/2) for
t > 1, we have

& ot Uit0e) =US oy (We (1. 56) - wite.)) vy

=U.g(t)* /01 <(VWC) (s (%2) +(1— 3):c> : (gtz — x)> ds

x Ue(t)p.

Then by (5.3) and Lemma 5.2, we see that for ¢ € S(X), the right-hand side is of
O(t™2P~1), which is integrable since —2p — 1 < —1. Thus the proposition follows by
Cook’s method. O

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.5 and Propo-
sition 5.1.

Proposition 5.3. There exist the following strong limits:

s — tlim Uec(t)* exp(—itH), s — tlim exp(1tH)U.q(t).

O(t) = exp (-i /Ot I, (532) ds) ,

we may write U,g(t) = O(t) exp(—itH.). Thus it follows from the existence of the
first strong limit in Proposition 5.3 that for any ¥ € L%(X),

If we write

exp(—itH )y = O(¢t){exp(—itH®) @ exp(—1tT,)}b. + o(1), t — oo, (5.4)



with some 1. € L%(X). Then the proof of Theorem 1.1 is reduced to analyzing the
asymptotic behavior as t — oo of exp(—itH®).

We now use the asymptotic completeness for the subsystem Hamiltonian H°¢ with-
out constant electric fields (see [D2] and [Z]). For a C ¢, we define

HE(t) = HEHIS(D,t) = H*QId4+-I1dQ(TE+I5(D,yt)) on L*(X¢) = L*(X*“)QL*(XY),

and denote the propagator US,(t) generated by HZy(t) as

¢
Ugo(t) = exp(—itH;)exp (—z/ Ig(Das)d:s) on L*(X°),
0

where HS = H® — I¢ is the cluster Hamiltonian obtained from H® and T = —AS/2
acts on L2(X¢). Then we have the following theorem by virtue of [D2].

Theorem 5.4. Assume that (V)q is fulfilled. Then the modified wave operators
0 =s5— tlim exp(itHO)US)(t)(P* ® Id) : L*(X°©) — L*(X°)
exist for all a C ¢, and are asymptotically complete, that is,

L*(X°) =) @&Ran .
aCc

Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let H,(t), a C ¢, be defined by (1.4). Then
H,;(t) is decomposed into

E
H,(t) = Hy(H)@Id+IdQT.+W, (t, 5#) (Id®Id) on L*(X) = L*(X°)® L*(X.).
The three operators on the right side commute with one another. The propagator
U.c(t) generated by H,(t) is also represented by
Usc(t) = O()(US(1) ® exp(—itT.))  on L*(X)= L*(X°) ® L*(X,).

In virtue of the existence of the second strong limit in Proposition 5.3, the existence
of W, defined by (1.6) can be proved by showing the existence of the strong limit

s — tlim Uec(t) Usa(t)(P* ® Id) = s — tlim {exp(itHYU 3 (t)(P* ® Id)} ® Id
=Q0°®Id on L*X)=L*X°) ®L*X,),
which follows from the existence of 2. On the other hand, by (5.4) and Theorem
5.4, we have with 1. = 3 .5 .. %7 ® ¥1 + O(e), Y5 € L?(X°) and %! € L?(X,),

exp(—itH)yp = O(t) Y exp(—itH®)p§ @ exp(—itT. )il + O(e)

J:finite
=0(t) Y > exp(—itH®)(QS;) @ exp(—itT.)p! + O(e)

7:finite aCc

=0(t) Y Y UL, ® exp(—itT)pl + O(e) + o(1)

j:finite aCec
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for some 1,/;2] € L%(X°¢), which implies

Y- Z ZW:G(@ZL@(/)Z) = O(e).

7:finite aCec

Since € > 0 is arbitrary and > ace DRan WjG is closed, we have

Y €Y @®Ran W,

aCc

which implies the asymptotic completeness of the wave operators W:‘G. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 is now completed. O

§6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. Throughout this section, we
assume that (V')p is fulfilled. By Theorem 4.6, the proof is now reduced to studying
the propagation properties of the propagator U.(t) generated by the time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t). For this sake, we introduce a family of the unitary operators
{T(t)}teR on L*(X) as follows: For u(z) € L*(X), we define

(T(t)u)(z) = exp (i[E[zt - i'%litf‘) u <x - gtz) : (6.1)

We also introduce the time-dependent Hamiltonians
. E 9
H,p(t)=Hy + I(D,t)+ I, | D,t — §t ,
c E 2
Hys1(t) = Hy + IJ(Dyt) + W, ( t,0, D, t — 37& ,
c E 2
HC,MO(t):HC,M+WC t,w ,xc"*"_z"t )

E
Haoana(t) = Hang + I5(Dat) + W, (t,O,Dat N Etz) |

for a C ¢, where H, p,y = —A/2 4+ V%(2?) acts on L}(X) and has no electric
fields. We denote by U'ap(t), Ua,s1(t), Ue po(t) and Uc;,Ml(t) the propagators gener-
ated by H,p(t), H, 51(t), Hemo(t) and H, pri(t), respectively, where U, p(0) = Id,
Ua,51(1) = Id, Uc pmo(1) = Id and U, p11(1) = Id. Since exp(—itH,)D, exp(itH,) =
D, — Et for a C ¢, U, p(t) is explicitly represented by

U.p(t) = exp(—itH,)exp <—i /0 t {I;(Das) + 1, (Das + ~§—32> } ds) :



The family of transformations {T'(¢)} +cr Was introduced by Jensen-Yajima, [JY], by
which Stark Hamiltonians are transformed into Hamiltonians without electric fields
(see also [AH]). In fact, we see by the argument similar to [JY] that

Us(t) = T()Ue ppo()T(1)7, Uas1(t) = T()Ua pra ()T(1) 7. (6.2)

We should note that V%(z®) in H, p does not undergo a change under the transfor-
mation T'(¢). In virtue of the relation (6.2), we have only to study the asymptotic
behavior of the propagator U, amo(t) generated by the time-dependent Hamiltonian
H. pmo. We now apply to H. ao the result due to Dereziniski [D2] on the asymptotic
completeness for long-range N-body quantum systems without electric fields (see also

[Z))-

Proposition 6.1. Assume that (V') is fulfilled. Then the modified wave operators
Qap=s— tl_1+rg10 Ue,mo(t)* Ug a1 (8)(P* ® Id)
exist for all a C ¢, and are asymptotically complete, that is,

L*(X)=)_ ®Ran Q.
aCc

The condition p > /3 — 1 in the assumption (V) is essentially used to prove this
proposition only. We go back to the original propagator U.(t). Since T(t) commutes
with P*®1Id for a C c, the following theorem is obtained as an immediate consequence
of Proposition 6.1.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that (V) is fulfilled. Then the modified wave operators

Qg s1=5— tlim Ue(t)*Uy,51(t)(P* ® Id)
exist for all a C ¢, and are asymptotically complete, that is,

L*(X)=) @RanQys.
aCc

We also need the following lemmas to analyze the propagators U, p(t) and U, s;(t).

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ € S(X). Then ast — oo,
(1) |(Da = E)Uap(t)e]| = O(1).
(2) (Do — E)Uq,s1()9]| = O(1).

Proof. Since
Dy, , (D — Et) =0, Dy, s.(0(Da — Et) = 0,

(1) and (2) are obtained by integration. [
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Lemma 6.4. Let ¢ € S(X) and ¢.(z) € So(X) be as in §4. Set ¢.(t,z) = gc(z/t?)
fort > 1. Then ast — oo, )

(1) (1 = ¢c(t,0, Dot — Et? /2))U,p(t)9|| = O™,

(2)  II(T = ¢e(t,0, Dot — Et2/2))Ua,s1(t)9|| = O(t71).

Proof. Since ¢.(t, Et?/2) = 1 for t > 1 and |V¢.(t,z)| < Ct~2, the lemma follows
from Lemma 6.3. 0O

By these lemmas, we have the next proposition.

Proposition 6.5. There exist the strong limits

s — tlim ﬁap(t)*Uaij(t), s — tlim Ua’sl(t)*ﬁap(t).

Proof. We write ¢,(t) = ¢.(t,0, Dt — Et?/2). By Lemma 6.4, we have only to prove
the existence of the limits

Jlim Uan(t)* o (t)Ua,51(2)3h,
Jim U 51(t)"Ga(t)Uan(t)
for 1 € S(X). Since
O6a(t) + H{ Hap(t)$a(t) — Gu(t)Has1(2)}

=—t2 <(Da — Et),(Vaq.) (% - §)> ,

we have the proposition in virtue of Lemma 6.3. O

We replace U, p(t) by the propagator U, p(t) defined by (1.8). We need the following

proposition.
Proposition 6.6. There exist the strong limits

s— lim Uup(t)*Uan(t), s Jlim Uup(t)* Uap(t).

Proof. Noting that I,(Dss) = I,(D, 1s), we have only to prove that as ¢t — 00,

fOt{Ic(pas + Es*/2) — I.(pa,15 + Es?/2)}ds converges locally uniformly in p,. We
write

E E ! E
'Ic (pas + 552> —Ic (pa,ls + §S2> = / <(0”Ic) (p”ST +pa,J_s + -2~32> ,p”3> dr.
0

We note that
E ,
Os § Ic | ST + pa, 15 + 38

E
= <(6”Ic) (pHST + Do, 15+ —2~32) DT + Es>
E ,
+( (0LL) | pysT + pa,15 + 35 ) PaL

E
= <(8Ilfc) (PHST + Pa,18 + 532) ,E3> + O(s~0+0)
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"~ holds locally uniformly in p, and uniformly in 0 < 7 < 1. Here we used the fact
that (VI.)(p)sT + pa,15 + Es?/2) = 0(3_(1‘”’)) holds locally uniformly in p, and
uniformly in 0 < 7 < 1. Hence we have

E
<(3||Ic) (PMST tPaLs+ —2—32> 7P||3>

W E -
= <p|“E'| >33 {IC (p“sr + Pa, 15+ 532>} + O(s (H"’)).

This implies the proposition. [J

Combining the above two propositions, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.7. There exist the strong limits
S — tlim UaD(t)*Ua,Sl(t), s — tlim Ua,sl(t)*UaD(t)‘
— 00 o0

We should note that these operators commute with P* ® Id. Indeed, we decompose
H,p(t) and H, 51 on L*(X) = L*(X*) ® L*(X,) into
H,p(t)=H*® Id+ Id ® T,p(t), Hys1(t)=H* ®@Id+ Id ® T, 51(1),
where
T.p(t) =Ty + IS(Dg 1 t) + I.(0,D, 1 t + Et*/2),
Tos1(t) = Ty 4+ IS(Dyt) + We(t,0, Dot — Et*/2).

Thus, if we denote by U, p(t) and ﬁa,51(t) the propagators which are generated by
T,p(t) and T, s1(t), respectively, we see that

s — lim Uap(t)Us,s1(t) = 1d ® (s — lim Uan(®) Vs 51(2)),
s — lim Ua,s1(t)*"Uap(t) = 1d® (s — lim U 51(t)* Uan(1)).

Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.2. The existence of the modified wave operators
W:D with a C cis proved by Theorem 4.5, Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.7. It follows
from Theorem 6.2 that Ran W, L Ran W, if a # b.

We shall prove the asymptotic completeness. Let ¢ € L?(X). By Theorem 4.6,
Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.7, we have as t — oo,

exp(—itH )y = Uc(t)pe + o(1)
= Ue(t)a,519%2 + o(1)

aCc

=" Vs sa(£)2 + (1)

aCc
= Uap(t)de +o(1)
aCc
for some ¥* € Ran (P* ® Id), where @Z,‘f = lim¢ o0 Usp(t)*U, s1(t)pe. This implies
Y € Z @ Ran W:’D,
aCc
which completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. U
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