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Monotonicity of the Polaron Energy
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1 The Frohlich Hamiltonian for a single polaron

The Frohlich Hamiltonian for a single polaron is given by

1
Hy=—2A- dk
A 2 Ve [k|<A |k|[

Nt :/}}23 dka(k)*a(k).

lkza(k)+e—|kx (k) ]+Nf,

a(k),a(k)* are annihilation- and creation operators, respectively. These satisfy the standard
commutation relations:

[a(k),a(k')*] = 6(k = K), [a(k),a(k")] = 0= [a(k)",a(K)"].
The Hamiltonian Hj lives in the Hilbert space L?(R3) ® ¥, where § is the Fock space over
L2(R3):
o
§ =P LR

n=0

L2(R3") is the set of all symmetric vectors in L?(R3"):

LE(RL)’") = {(p € L2(R3n) (p(ka(l), cee ka(n)) = p(ki, ..., kn) a.e. Vo € Gn},

where &, is the permutation group on {1,...,n}. A > 0 is the ultraviolet cutoff and a > 0 is
the coupling strength. By the Kato-Rellich theorem, Hj is semibounded self-adjoint operator
on dom(—A) N dom(Ng) for all a, A > 0.

This Hamiltonian was introduced by H. Fréhlich [5] as a model of the large polaron. As
to the physical background of this model, see [1, 4] and references therein. Readers can learn
recent developments concering mathematical analysis of the model from [3, 12] for example.



2 The Frohlich Hamiltonian at a fixed total momentum

The total momentum operator is defined by
Por=—-iV+ P, PFP= / dkka(k)*a(k).
R3

Piot,j, J = 1,2,3 is essentially self-adjoint. We denote its closure by the same symbol. Let I be

a unitary operator defined by _
U= Fe=

where F is the Fourier transformation: (Ff)(p) = (27)~3/2 [3s f(z)e P®dz. Then we obtain
® ®
UPol* = | PP, UHMU" = / Ha(P)dP,
R3 R?

where

H\(P) = 1(p P)? - Va e Ik][a(k)—f—a(k)]—l—Nf.

H\(P) is the Hamiltonian at a fixed total momentum P. Hy(P) is a semibounded self-adjoint
operator acting in §.

3 Monotonicity of the polaron energy

Let Ep = infspec(H)) and let E5(P) = infspec(Hp(P)). In [10], we obtained the following
theorems.

Theorem 3.1 E\(P) is monotonically decreasing in A for all P € R3.
Theorem 3.2 E,(P) is strictly decreasing in A provided |P| < /2.

Remark 3.3 J. Moller obtained similar results for a reguralized Hamiltonian [12]. In contrast,
we employ the sharp cutoff function as a form factor. This makes mathematical analysis harder.

Theorem 3.4 E, is strictly decreasing in A.

4 Uniqueness of the ground state

By Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, the ultraviolet cutoff has to be removed from the Hamiltonian because
Ep=co(P) is most stable enegetically. As to the removal of ultraviolet cutoff, the following
propositon is fundamental.

Proposition 4.1 [6, 13] There exists a semibounded self-adjoint operator H(P) such that Hp(P)
converges to H(P) in the strong resolvent sense as A — oo.

In this way, we can define the Hamiltonian without ultraviolet cutoff as a limiting operator.
Our next problem is to investigate spectral properties of H(P). In [7, 14], it was already proven
that H(P) has a ground state. Now a natural question arises. Is this ground state unique? The
following theorem answers the question.
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Theorem 4.2 H(P) has a unique ground state provided |P| < v/2.

Our main purpose in this note is to show how useful operator inequalities are when we prove
above theorems. To this end, we will illustrate essential ideas of proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 4.2
as examples.

5 Proof of Theorem 3.1

5.1 Basic definitions

Definition 5.1 (i) The Fréhlich cone §+ is a cone in § defined by

3'-}- = @ LE(RSH)‘H

n>0

L2(R*™), = {¢ € L2(R%) |¢(k1,...,kn) > 0 a.e.}

with L2(R%), = Ry.
(ii) A bounded linear operator A in § is said to be positivity preserving if

A+ C 4.

We denote this as A > 0. This symbol was introduced by Miura [8].
(iii) If two linear operators A, B satisfy A — B > 0, then we write this as A> B.

5.2 Basic properties

Lemma 5.2 We have the follwoing.
(1) ¢, €+ = (0,9) 2 0.
(2) If A>0 and B> 0, then AB> 0.
(8) If A>0 and B> 0, then aA+ BB>0 forall o, € R,
(4) If A® B, then (p, AY) > (ip, BY) for all o, € Fy.

Proof. (1) is trivial.
(2) B§+ €+ > ABF, CAF+ C 3§+ = ABRO.
(3) A, B>0=aA,fB>0 = aA+B8B>0.
(4) A> B = (A~ B) € 8+ = (p, (A— B)p) 0. O

5.3 Second quantized operators
In case of unbounded operators, we modify the defintion as follow: A > 0 if and only if

Aldom(A) N F4+] C 4

Lemma 5.3 If f € L?>(R3), then a(f) >0 and a(f)* >0 hold.
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Proof. For ¢ = @p50%™ € dom(a(f)) N F, remark that v (k... k,) > 0 a.e.. Thus

(a(f)w>(”)(k1,,..,kn) =+vn+ 1/1123 dszp(nﬂ)(k,kl,...,knzz 0.
>0

>0
This means that a(f) preserves the positivity. O
Lemma 5.4 If w is a positive function on R3, then et W) > 0 for all t > 0, where dl'(w) =
/ dkw(k)a(k)*a(k).
R3
Proof. For ¢ = @nzo’l,b(") € §.+, one has

(e—tdr<w)¢) "ty k) = OBl ) (k) > 0.
< ~~ e e
>0 >0

Thus e~%dT'@) preserves the positivity. O

5.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1: Step 1
Proposition 5.5 For all P € R3,3 >0 and A > 0, e PHAP) > 0 holds.
Scketch of Proof. Write
Hp(P) = L(P) — Vi,
where

L(P) = 1(1) - P2+ Ny, WVa=+va dkﬁ[a(k) + a(k)*].

2 lkl<A
Note that

e BLP) >0 V0.

By the Duhamel expansion, one has

e_ﬂHA(P) = i Dn)

n=0
8 B—s1 B—s1——8n_1
Dn:/ dsl/ d82~"/ dsn
0 0 0

x e~ 1LP) Yy o= L(P) .. g=snL(P)Y, o~ (B—s1==3n)L(P)

Remark
e——-le(P) e—52L(P) . _e—snL(P) \ ¥/ e-—-(ﬂ—sl—-u—sn)L(P) >0.
, VA AERX VA € g B
&0 >0 20 >0 >0 >0

Thus Dy, & 0 for all n, which implies > >, Dy, > 0, which implies e PHAP) > 0. O
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5.5 Proof of Theorem 3.1: Step 2

For each € > 0, there is a normalized vector ¢, A = @nzosog/{ € dom(P?) N dom(MNVf) such that

™ is real and

{Pe,n, HA(P)pe,a) < EA(P) + &
<pg2 can be written as <p£"/)\ = goglf - <pg2—, where (sz/z+, <p£32— are positive and negative part

of wﬁ"j{ respectively. Thus it holds that <p£73{:t € L*(R%*), and (cpgl/)\'F, <p£"[)\*> = 0. We define

ein =D eia =Pl
n>0 n>0
le,a| = SD:,A + e
Note per = 974 — 7
Lemma 5.6 It holds that ¢, 5 € dom(|H(P)|Y/?) and
(Pe,ns HA(P)pe,A) 2 (|@e,al, HA(P)|@e,al)-
Proof. Since e PHA(P) > 0, we have

(@en, e PHAP) o £) = (o), e PHAPIOT ) 4 (o7 ), e PHARI o7 )

~ J/
-

>0
j(SDQL,A, B—BHA(P)w;A) - (%;A,e—ﬁHA(P)‘P:,M
<0
S(SO:Aae—ﬁHA(P)‘P::A) + (e e—ﬂHA(P)<Pe_,A>
_ Py — -
4 <()0::A’e BHA( )<p€,A> + <905,A’e ﬂHA(P)SozA>

=(|@eal, e PHA(P) l‘Pe,AD-

Thus we arrive at
(@en, e PHAP) o, 1) < (|pe al, e PHAP) o, 4 )).

Hence

%<%,A, (11 —~ e‘ﬂHA(P))soe,A> > %<"P5,A|, (11 - e'”"“’)) I%,AI>-

Taking 8 — +0, we have the desired result. O
5.6 Proof of Theorem 3.1: Step 3
Lemma 5.7 If A < A, we have Hy(P) > Hp/ (P).
Proof. Define
nar,a (k) = XA—'(k—)l—;l‘XM >0,
where xa(k) = 1 if |k| < A, xa(k) = 0 otherwise. One has, by Lemma 5.3,
HA(P) - Hy(P) = Va( a(ny p) +alnn,a)* ) 20. O
I
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5.7 Completion of proof of Theorem 3.1

We have
EN(P) + € > (pe,p, HA(P)pe )
> (|eal, HA(P)|@e,a])  (Lemma 5.6)
2> <’SOE,A|’HA’(P)ISDE,A‘> (Lemma 5.7)
Z EA’(P)’

whenever A’ > A. Note ||| = |||¢|||]- Thus we conclude that Ex(P) > Ep/(P).

6 Comments on Theorems 3.2 and 3.4

Proofs of Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 are much more difficult. In this note, we will not prove these
theorems. Instead we only provide a list of essential ingredients for proofs. (As to complete
proofs, see [9, 10, 11] for details. )

(1) For all A > 0, HA(P) has a ground state provided |P| < v/2.

(2) The abstract Perron-Frobenius theorem(Theorem 7.2).

(3) Positivity arguments and spectral properties of Hy(P).

7 Idea of proof of Theorem 4.2

7.1 Basic definitions

We will try to expalin basic ideas of proof of Theorem 4.2. To this end, we need some additional
definitions.

Definition 7.1 (1) We say a vector ¢ = ®,>00™ € F, is strictly positive if
w(")(kl,...,kn) >0 a.e.

(2) A bounded linear operator A is positivity improving if for each ¢ € F,\{0}, Ay is strictly
positive. We denote this as A > 0.

7.2 Perron-Frobenius-Faris theorem

Theorem 7.2 [2, 9] Let A be a positive self-adjoint operator on §. Suppose that e~*4 >0 for
allt > 0 and inf spec(A) is an eigenvalue. Let Py be the orthogonal projection onto the closed
subspace spanned by eigenvectors associated with inf spec(A). Then the following are equivalent.

(t) dimran(P4) =1 and P4 > 0.
(ii) e 4 >0 for all t > 0.

By Theorem 7.2 and §6 (2), it suffices to show that e ##(P) > 0 for all 3 > 0. Remark that
this is not so easy because H(P) is defined by the limiting procedure.
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7.3 Hamiltonian with a mild cutoff

For each n € N, let )
on(k) =e ¥ /m > 0.

We introduce the Hamiltonian with a mild cutoff by

Hoo(P) = (P = PP =V [ k2 all) + alh)"] + M

Proposition 7.3 We have the following.
(1) H,, (P) converges to H(P) in the strong resolvent sense as n — 0.

(2) For alln € N and 8 > 0, it holds that e PHen(P) 1> ¢,
Proof. See [6, 9, 11]. O
Proposition 7.4 One has e PHent1 (P) > g=fHon(P) forall 3> 0 and n € N.

Proof. By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 5.7, we have H,,, ,(P) < H,,(P). In
addition, e #Hen(P) >0 for all n € N. This is equivalent to (H,,(P)+s)~!>0, since (A+s)™! =

Jo7 e MA4+9)d) and P4 = s-limpy_.00o (1 + BA/N)N. Thus we have

(Hpps: (P) +8)71 — (Hp, (P) + )"
= (Hpyy (P) +8)7! (Hp (P) = Hp,,, (P)) (H,, (P) +5) 7' 0.

S " o

>0 >0 >0

This completes the proof. O

7.4 Completion of proof of Theorem 4.2

By Proposition 7.4, e#Hen(P) is monotonically increasing sequence of operators:
e BHoy (P) > e*ﬂH""(P), whenever N > n.

Taking the limit N — oo, we obtain

e=BH(P) > o=BHon (P)

by Proposition 7.3 (1). Since the right hand side of the above improves the positivity by
Proposition 7.3 (2), it follows that e ##(P) > 0 for all 8 > 0.
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