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Absence of Negative Energy Spectrum for /N-Particle
Hamiltonians
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We consider the spectrum of the quantum Hamiltonian 12'-1 for a system of N one-
dimensional particles. H is given by H=3%_, —5- ;{74-21@-(,(,\, V(% —x;)
acting in L*(R"). We assume that each pair potential is a sum of a hard core for
|x| <a, a>0, and a function V;(x), |x| > a, with [‘f |x—a| [V;(x)| dx < o0. We
give conditions on V' ;;(x), the negative part of V;;(x), which imply that H has no
negative energy spectrum for all N. For example, this is the case if V7 ;;(x) has
finite range 2a and

2a
2m,.j Ix—al V()| dx < 1.

If V;; is not necessarily small we also obtain a thermodynamic stability bound
info(H) = —cN, where 0 < ¢ < o0, is an N-independent constant.

KEY WORDS: N-particle Hamiltonian spectrum; quantum thermodynamic
stability bound; N-particle Schrédinger operator spectrum.

Let us consider the spectrum of the N-particle Hamiltonian, with x} € R,

N
1

i=1 1<i<j<N

acting in L2(RY). In particular, we are interested in lower bounds for the
spectrum of H and conditions on the pair potentials V;; which imply that H
has no negative energy spectrum. Conditions on ¥;; which imply self-
adjointness and lower boundedness of H are well-known (see refs. 1 and 2).
However, the form of the lower bound cannot be used to exclude negative
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energy spectrum. Another form of a lower bound has recently been given in
ref. 3, namely, denoting a(A4) for the spectrum of 4,

infe(H) > Y, inf o(hj;)

i<j

where hj; = g7 1)2” A% +V,(XX), Hj = mym; /(m;+m;), is a one-particle
Hamlltonlan actmg in LZ(R") For d =3 it is known that if }';;, the nega-

tive part of V};, satisfies

ijo

1

=13 | [Vael st Wil ddy [ <1

then infa(h};) > 0. Thus info(H) > 0. This condition holds if each V}; €

L2 (R3) and small which is an 1mprovemegnt over the result of Theorem
X.111.27 of ref. 4 which requires V;; e L>**~ L:~* for some &> 0. The
drawback of this bound is that the potentlals are smaller as N increases.

Thus the following question arises: can any region of negative poten-
tial in the pair potential be permitted so that H has no negative energy
spectrum for all N. We are unaware of any result of this nature. Another
question concerning the negative part of the pair potential is how rough
and singular it can be and still insure the thermodynamic stability bound
(see refs. 5 and 6 for sufficient conditions). For low density systems in three
dimensions a bound of the form H > ¢N, ¢ > 0 has been obtained in ref. 7
and as the density goes to zero an exact lower bound is obtained. These
results are obtained assuming that the pair potential is positive. It is
conjectured that the same bound holds if the two-body scattering length is
positive and there are no N-body bound states. Of course in treating
neutral atoms or molecules as point particles there is always the van der
Waals long range negative potential.

Let us now consider one-dimensional systems with hard core two-body
potentials which are rough (but locally integrable). If the negative part falls
off sufficiently rapidly at infinity in a integrable sense and if it is small (see
the theorem below for the precise condition) we show that there is no
negative energy spectrum for all N. Without the smallness condition a
thermodynamic stability bound is also obtained. Our proof of these results
is suprisingly simple. The analogous questions in two or three dimensions
are important and open.

Before stating our result we make some comments on the intuition for
forming or excluding bound states for large N. If the pair potential is
an attractive square well a simple variational calculation shows that
infa(H) < —cN? ¢ >0, as each pair potential makes an order 1 contribu-
tion and the kinetic energy contributes order N. This can be avoided with a
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repulsive core. In the extreme case of an infinite hard core of radius R, and
an attractive well of radius roughly 2R, then the potential energy term
should only make an order N contribution (2 nearest neighbors for dim. 1;
6 (12) nearest neighbors for dimension 2(3); 2d for a Z¢ lattice Hamiltonian).
For a bound state the particles are partially localized so the kinetic energy
should be of order N. Thus for a sufficiently shallow well the energy is
positive. For the one-dimensional case a region of positive potential is
needed even for two particles as an arbitrarily small negative potential gives
rise to a bound state.

For our one-dimensional result in the theorem below we impose an
infinite hard core condition on the pair potentials. R" is replaced by
RY = {x=(xy,..., xy) € RV ||x;—x;| > a; a> 0, for all i # j} and Dirichlet
conditions are taken on the boundary. We assume that each V;;(u) € R,
u€R, |u|>a, is even and j:’ (u—a) |V,;(u)| du < co. Then H is defined as
the self-adjoint operator associated with the form closure of the form sum
on C7(RY) x CF(RY) = LX(RY) x LX(R().

To state our result, we introduce a potential W ; (x) which is, roughly
speaking, the most negative potential felt by particle i at x due to particles
1,2,...,i—1,i+1,..., N at fixed positions. The rather complicated defini-
tion below becomes clear in the course of the proof of the theorem.

Let B;,,/=1,2,...,N—1,i=1,2,..., N, be the set of / element subsets
of (1,2,...,i—1,i+1,...,N). Let m;, be a permutation of (b,,..., b;) € B;.
Further let «'= (uy,..., ), w, an integer, with u; =0, u,,, +a<u, We
define a potential W; (x;), x; € (a, o), by

1
Wi(x)= Iifllgf Z Vz;re(b,,,)(xi_um)' (1
YU Ly T m=1
We have the
Theorem.
(a) If

¢, = 2m, j‘” lu—al W ()| du< 1 @)

for all i, then H has no negative energy spectrum for all N.
(b) If c =max ¢; < oo then we have the bound infa(H) > —c¢'N for
some N-independent ¢’ < co.

We remark that if V;;(x) has finite range then there are only a finite
number of terms (independent of N) that contribute to the sum on the
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right side of W (x) of (1). Also if the pair potential is bounded above by
—c(1+]x])7%, ¢ >0, it is known that there are an infinite number of negative
energy bound states for a > 2. The above integral in (2) is finite for o > 3
which is an indication of the influence of distant particles to enhance binding.
We prove the theorem for an ¢Z”" lattice approximation to H then the
theorem follows by norm resolvent convergence (see refs. 8 and 9) of the
lattice approximation to the continuum. In this way, we keep the proof
elementary, avoiding direct integral decompositions and singular subsets of R".
We define the quadratic form

A¢
(f,Hf)=Y <f, —2—n;f>+l T e Vit—x) f(x)

where the inner product (-,-) is in 1,(eZY), ZY = {x = (x;, X;,..., Xy) €
eZ" |x;,—x;|>a, aceZ for all i #j}, fel,(¢Z)) has finite support and
(f,=4:H)=,ef(..,x;+e,...)— f(..., x;,...)|> where the sum is over
xe€eZ". Vi(u) is a smooth approximation which cuts off |V,;(u)| at ¢~".
From now on, for simplicity, we suppress ¢ from the notation. We also use
the following facts. Let 4,, A4,,... be self-adjoint;

(1) Ifda=3, A4, theninfa(4)=3, infa(4,)
2) If4=3,® A, then inf g(A4) = inf,(inf 6(4,,)).

We partition H as

-1 1
H = A= S Vil —x) |=H L.
2{{5 403 g e J=a)
Thus infa(H) =Y, info(H,). But H, =Y, @ H,,, r=(r, 1y, .0y 71y .0y 'y),
|ry —r,|> a, k # 1, where 7, means omit r;, and

-1 1
H =— A 4+= (x, —r, 3
ir 2mi 1+2 ]gi I/z](xz r])9 ( )

i.e., a one particle Hamiltonian for particle i moving in a potential with the
jth particle fixed at r;. We refer to r; as the center of the potential. The
set r, considered as a subset of Z, decomposes Z into disjoint internal
intervals I,. Furthermore, H, of (3) decomposes into a direct sum over
these intervals, i.e., H;, can be written

}Iir=z @}Iil,

Ir
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where H; acts in [,(1,). Thus inf o(H,,) = inf,, o(H; ) and

inf o(H) > Y inf (H, ).
i

Thus the problem is reduced to obtaining a lower bound for the spectrum
of H .

Consider the case i=1 and r, <r; < --- <ry. The other cases are
treated similarly. For the interval (r, ., ,), 2 < k < N —1, the Hamiltonian
under consideration is

Al
Hy = 2 Z Vlj(xl ) 4

where x, € (r, +a, r,,; —a) and 4, has Dirichlet boundary conditions (b.c.)
at r, +a and r,., —a. We further partition the Hamiltonian of (4) writing

4, 1
Hy = [22 1+2ZV1](X1 )]

i<k

1—4, 1
+[§ o +§j§k Vl,.(xl—rj)}EHk+ +H,_.

H,, (H,_) takes into account the effect of the particles to the left (right) of
particle one. We now obtain lower bounds for inf ¢(H,, ). We note that
inf 0(H,, ) is bounded below by inf a(H ., ) where H} is H,, extended to
the semi-infinite interval (r, +a, c0) replacing the Dirichlet Laplacian with
Dirichlet b.c. only at r,+a and replacing each V; with its negative part.
Similarly inf o(H,_) is bounded below by info(H_) where H,_ is H,_
extended to the semi-infinite interval (—oo, 7, —a).

The picture now emerges for obtaining a potential and Hamiltonian
such that the inf of its spectrum is a lower bound for the spectrum of each
component Hamiltonian of a partition. We see that each Hamiltonian of a
partition is bounded below by a Hamiltonian with a Dirichlet Laplacian on
a semi-infinite interval and a potential which is a sum of a subset of the
pair potentials {V/;;: j > 1} with the centers placed outside the semi-infinite
interval. By translation invariance of the pair potentials we can take the
semi-infinite interval to be (a, c0) and the centers of the potentials to lie in
(o0, 0] with one of the centers at zero. These same considerations apply for
i > 1. Minimizing the potential over the number in a subset and locations
of the centers of the pair potentials gives us the minimum potential
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W (x;), x; € (a, ©), which is defined in (1) before the theorem. Thus we
arrive at

inf o(H) > Y 2 inf _A’p+1W‘ =Y inf _A‘D+W— )
T Z L= g, T2 )T o, )

The operator on the righthand side of (5) is a discrete version of the
zero angular momentum radial Schrodinger operator. Passing to the con-
tinuum there is no negative energy spectrum if

2m; ro lu—al W (w)|du<1

by Thm. XIII.9 of ref. 4. Similar considerations hold for the ¢ approximate
by treating V';; as a perturbation of — 5 AP in the resolvent equation and
using the exphclt form for the (—i AD —z) for z ¢ [0, c0).

We make these remarks more exp11c1t On the half-line x € [0, c0], the
resolvent of —d?*/dx* with Dirichlet boundary conditions at zero, is, for
z¢[0,00), x,y >0,

[e~V =7k e~/ -zkg=V/=z],

(HD_Z)_ (X, y) = 5

—Z

The resolvent for H= HD =W exists for z= —x? if the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm of W2(HD +xH)! W2 with W positive, is less than one as
the Neumann series for

(H—2)"" = (Hp~2)" [+ (Hp—2) 2 WiW (Hp~2) #] "' (Hp—2)

converges. Here we use |4+ 4| < |41 A|y_g = |AA|y_s with 4 = W%(HD —z)‘%
We write M (x, y) = x(x5 y) W (x)(Hy—2)~" (x, ) W3(y) and for z = —x>

1 e .
[M_|% s =—2f W(x) e‘z"xj sinh? kyW(y) dy dx
K 0 0

< jw W (x) xe sinh xx [fx sinh ky
0 0

Ky
sinh xx sinh
< |: sup <e21cx —K‘x Ky)]

x>y=20,k>0 KX Ky

W(y)y dy} dx
KX

xjow W(x) x [Lx W(y) ydy} dx.
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sinh u
u

Since = j(l, cosh au da is monotone increasing and < coshu the first
factor in [ - ] is bounded by 1 and the iterated integral is 5 (& W (u) u du)®.
The same bound holds for M _ so that, for x > 0,

IM|y_s < jo W (u) u du

which leads to our smallness condition on the pair potential in part (a) of
the theorem.

Furthermore by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
IM|;_s —=> 0 which proves our assertion for the thermodynamic
stability bound of part (b) of the theorem. By strengthening the conditions
on W we can obtain a more explicit lower bound for o(H).

In this way, we obtain the integral condition on the pair potentials of
the theorem and the proof is complete.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Partially supported by CNPq.

REFERENCES

1. M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical of Physics, Vol. 11 (Academic
Press, New York, 1975).

2. T. Kato, Perturbation Theory of Linear Operators (Springer, New York, 1967).

3. M. O’Carroll, A lower bound for the spectrum of N-particle Hamiltonians, J. Phys. A.
34(1):L1-L4 (2001).

4. L. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics, Vol. IV (Academic
Press, New York, 1978).

5. D. Ruelle, Statistical Mechanics (Benjamin, New York, 1967).

6. J. Ginibre, Statistical Mechanics and Quantum Field Theory, C. De Witt and R. Stora, eds.,
Les Houches Summer School 1970 (Gordon and Breach, New York, 1971).

7. E. Lieb, Yngvason, J. Phys. Rev. Letts. 80:2504-2507 (1998).

8. M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics, Vol. I (Academic Press,
New York, 1972).

9. J. Glimm and A. Jaffe, Quantum Physics: A Functional Integral Point of View, 2nd ed.
(Springer, New York, 1986).



