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ABSTRACT. — The stochastic bosonization technique developed in a
previous paper is applied to a self-interacting Fermi system. We prove
that the evolution operator satisfies, in a proper limit, a quantum stochastic
differential equation.

RESUME. — On applique a un systtme de fermions en interaction
la technique de bosonization stochastique développée dans un papier
précédent. On prouve que 1’opération d’évolution satisfait, dans une limite
appropri€e, une équation différentielle stochastique.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper [AcLuMa] the stochastic limit of a quadratic fermionic
model interacting with an external filed was obtained. In the present paper,
which has been motivated by a remark of a referee of the previous one, we
show that similar ideas and techniques can be applied to deal with a truly
interacting (quartic) fermionic model. Although the interaction introduces
additional analytical and combinatorial difficulties, the final results are
qualitatively similar to the quatratic case. Also in this case, for each time ¢,
the evolution operator (given by the iterated series (1.2) below) converges,
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216 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

in the sense specified by Theorem (4.1), to a unitary operator U;, which is
the unique solution of the quantum stochastic differential equation:

du; = [idB;L +1dB; — Kdt] U

where K is a complex number whose form we explicitly determine. Also
in this case the imaginary and real part of K coincide respectively with
the ground state energy and the lifetime estimated by a second order
perturbative computation (cf. [Ne]). Clearly the information encoded in the
limit evolution operator goes much beyond these perturbative informations:
for example it allows to compute transitions between arbitrary states and
not only vacuum-to-vacuum. However we interpret this agreement of the
stochastic limit approach with the usual perturbative techniques, in the cases
when these are applicable, as an indication that the former approach gives
a reasonably good insight about the behaviour of the system.

As in the case treated in [AcLuMa], we start from a fermionic theory
and we find, after the stochastic limit, a purely bosonic theory (in this sense
we speak of bosonization). Moreover, as in our previous paper, and in
qualitative agreement with the existing literature on bosonization of Fermi
systems in d > 1 (c¢f. for instance [HoMal), the evolution operator is given
by the exponential of a boson (see eq. (4.4) below which gives the explicit
solution of the above stochastic differential equation).

Besides these similarities there are also substantial differences between
the quadratic and the quartic case:

(i) The scaling needed to obtain a finite limit in the quartic case is not
the usual van Hove scaling but a new one (¢f. (1.3), (1.4)) which involves
simultaneously both space and time, and which seems to appear for the
first time in the present paper.

(ii) The quantum noise, driving the stochastic equation, is quite different
in the two cases. In particular, in the quadratic case one started from a
quadratic expression in the Fermi fields and found in the limit a single
Bose field. In the quartic case one again finds a single Bose field and not,
as one might naively expect, a quadratic expression in a Bose field. This
is at odd with what happens in the usual exact bosonization, but it is a
familiar feature of the stochastic limit: the limit quantum noise encodes the
main characteristics of the interaction.

(iii) The present one is the first example of a stochastic limit of a purely
self-interacting theory: there is no separation between system and reservoir.
The statement (iii) above has an interesting physical implication. One
generally believes that the origins of stochasticity rely on an reservoir
(or environment) transfering disorder to a small system. The present paper
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STOCHASTIC BOSONIZATION FOR AN INTERACTING d > 3 FERMI SYSTEM 217

suggests a new, more sutble mechanism for this phenomenon, in which
a quantum system by self-interaction is its own environment and generates
its own noise. The usual picture, according to which the stochastic limit
separates the slow time scale of the system from the fast time scale of
the reservoir should be replaced here by a picture according to which
the stochastic limit distinguishes two time scales inside the quantum field
itself: the slow time scale (ordered motions) in which the variations are of
order dt and the fast time scale (disordered motions) in which the variations
occur at the rate of (dt)%. In fact, given the above mentioned new scaling
required by the self-interaction, one should speak of space-time scales.
To individuate two physically meaningful space-time scales, which justify
such an interpretation, is in our opinion an interesting open problem for the
physical interpretation of the scaling introduced here.

Let us now describe more precisely the system we are going to consider.

Let o3 ,,e6 = £1 be a Fermi ﬁeld with periodic boundary conditions:
k.r
x o Ld/2 Z o
where ¢ = £z is the spin index, k = 22”, n=(ny,...,ng) € Z% and

|| N

’ /
{05 0y 0050} = 0§ p05 " + 055y, 05 » = 8c.ciBk 180,00, and we use, for
any operator X, the notation:

{X if e=-1
X¢ = )
Xt if e=+1

The Hamiltonian is:

H= H()+H1—Z/d¢ < )¢za+2z/\

x / dudyo( — YWtV bt o, (LD
A

where A C R? is a square box of side L, u = p%/2m is the chemical
potential, pp is the Fermi momentum and m is the fermion mass.

The cutoff function v(z) has the form
1 —ipx
)= fa D e
p

and with this choice the above Hamiltonian is the standard model for the
description of electrons in a metal, see for instance [Ne].
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218 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

The free evolution is characterized by the following property:
;,t’a _ eiHOt'l!JE e—iHot

za(kz+ ZM u)t) ir—:(kz+ekt)ae
k,o

- _ Ly,
—¢—Z the = I 2

and the Hamiltonian in interaction representation is

H](t) — eiHotHIe—iHot

Al .
— E: E + + i(Eky+pTELy—p—Eky —Eky )t
_ld 5 upakl'i'P,aa‘kl,Ua’kz—P,—aakz,—ae ( k1P TR =P TSk AZ)
o ki,k2,p

In order to prevent divergencies it is convenient to regularize the interacting
Hamiltonian in the following way:

A
HI(t) = 74 upgklgkzgk1+l)gk2‘17
L

o kik2,p

R + . o Cky4ptEho—p—Ek; —Eky )l
: ak1+P,aa’k1Ja’kz—P,—aa’kz,—U 2 ! 2 +c.c

where g; is a cut-off function to be specified in the following and

R + — st +
. ak1+p,aa‘k1«Uak2 —p,—o‘ak‘zy—a = a‘k;+p,o’aklsaa’k2—p,—aa’k2»—‘7
+ +
- (¢F7 a'kl +p,aa'k1,0'¢F><¢F) ak2 _p7_aak2,—a¢F>

where ¢p = [[z<,, a3|0) is the ground state of Hp.
The evolution (wave) operator at time T is defined in the usual way:

o0

T th-1
Ur=1+ Z(—i)”)\”/ dty . / dt Hr(ty)...Hi(t,) (1.2)
0 0

n=1

where the series converges in norm for each finite L.

Even a very small interaction can produce a relevant effect, if the time
evolution 7 and the box side L are very large; this suggests to study the
evolution operator in the limit A — 0, L — oo, T' — oo. These three limit
cannot be performed indispendently, otherwise one would obtain a trivial
result. As for the Friedrich-Van Hove limit ([vH], [Da]) the right insight
about how the limit has to be performed in order to avoid trivialities is
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STOCHASTIC BOSONIZATION FOR AN INTERACTING d > 3 FERMI SYSTEM 219

given by the first non vanishing term of series obtained averaging eq. (1.2)
over the ground state of Ho; one finds in fact that the only possibility so that
this term is not trivial in the limit is to take the limits in the following way:

A—=0, T-ooc, L—>o0o MNTL*— constant (1.3)

Notice that the limit eq. (1.3) is equivalent to the following scaling limit:
T
ALZ =X N =0 T—-»W; L — o (1.4)
which makes it formally similar to the Friedrichs-Van Hove limit in which
A" = X. In our case the presence of the factor L? is due to self-interaction.

In the following we shall always use the scaling (1.4) and therefore from
now on we shall denote A’ simply by .

We shall prove in the following that the techniques of the stochastic
limit of quantum systems, described in [AcLuMa] (cf. [AcLuVo] for a more
detailed survey) can be applied to the present situation and lead to the
usual results.

As usual in the stochastic limit approach, we start by considering the
collective operators, which are averages (space-time averages, in our case)
of the field operators. More precisely, we define:

1
2z 1 1
Bt,)\ = /\v/o dtlm 5 Z Z upgk1gkzgk1+ng2‘P

o ki,ka,p

P + . otler +Eky—p—E€ky —Eky )t
C O p ok, 0 By p _Oky—0 : e( L 2) (L.5)

2

where ¢, = % -

In Theorem (3.1) it is proved that the operators By y, B;’  in the limit
A — 0, L — oo are boson gaussian fields in the sense that their joint
correlations over the ground state converge in the limit to the corresponding
joint correlations of a boson gaussian field, which we denote B, Bt
moreover, in this convergence, the ground state corresponds to a vector P

in the limit space called vacuum.
The pair B;", B, is a quantum Brownian motion, i.e. a boson gaussian field

over the 1-particle space L?(R,, K), where K is the Hilbert space described

at the end of section 2, with vacuum correlation functions given by:
(5. BT Baj) = Cumin (t5) (9, BBIY) = Comin(t,s) )
(¢, Bf Bf¢) = Csmin (t,s) (¥, B;B,3) = Cymin (¢, s)

where Cj, © = 1,...,4 depend only on the cut-off functions necessary to
make the limit meaningful. Note that the collective operators eq. (1.5) live
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220 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

in the same Hilbert space where the original fermionic fields live, while the
limiting field lives in a different Hilbert space.

Eventually, and this is our main result, we prove that the time rescaled
evolution operator admits a limit U; (¢f. Theorem (4.1) for a precise
statement) which satisfies a stochastic differential equation, driven by the
quantum Brownian motion By, B} described above.

Our results hold for dimension d > 3 and, under special assumptions for
the cut-off functions, for d > 2. Such dependence upon the dimension is not
technical: it is well known, for instance by renormalization group methods
(see [BeGa), [BeGaMal), that the physical properties of a Fermi system
with hamiltonian eq. (1.1) are completely different in d = 1 or d = 3.

2. THE COLLECTIVE OPERATORS

In this section we define more precisely our model and introduce some
definitions and notations which will be useful in the following. Let be At a
representation of the CAR on L2(R%) and for each n = (n1,...,nq) € Z¢
define

A, ={x=(21,...,24 ERY :m; <z;<m;+1,j=1...,d}
J J J

Given L > 0, define Ay = {k = 27n/L : n € Z?} and, for each k € Ay,
define aj = A°(Xa,, ., ), € = 1.

The collective operators are defined as, if o = 0, 1pipourj dfhjkl zehkq gjhsk

B;(ShThFa L)

A T/\?
= T2 / dt

5/x ky,k2,pCAL

Fa(kl , kz, p)eit(€k1+up+6k2-ap—6k1+(1—U)P“5A~2—(1-a)p)

1
52 : a‘;—}-apakl+(1—‘7)Pa’;:2—apa’kz—(1—”)l’ : (21)

o

with Fo(kl, kQ,p) = F(kil, k2,p) and Fl(k}l, k‘z,p) = F(k)l, kz,p).

We will study the collective operators in the stochastic limit eq. (1.4).
In the limit we will see that such operators are defined in the non zero
subspace Ko of L?(R%) ® L*(R*) with the property that, for any pair of
vectors F', G is this subspace
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STOCHASTIC BOSONIZATION FOR AN INTERACTING d > 3 FERMI SYSTEM 221

R R4 R R¢

{emCrisrteraren o)ty g (k) + p)xse (k1) x5y (k2 — p)xBs (2)
F(ky, ko, p)[G(k2 — p, k1 +p.p) + G(k1 + p, k2 — p, —p)
+ G(k1, k2, p) + G(k2, k1, —p)]
+ei(Crerterpen o)ty pe (ky + p)xsr(k1)xBg (k2 — P)Xx B (k2)
F(k1,k2,p)[G(k2 = p, k1 + p,p) + G(ky + p, k2 — p, —p)

+ G(klv k27p) + G(k27 k17 ~p)] < +OO (22)

A possible choice for the cut-off function F'(ki, ks, p) is u,gk, gr, Where
up, gr. are such that gr = g and u, = u), and vanishing at infinity faster
than any power. It is possible in fact to check that, if d > 3, eq. (2.2) holds.
Such a choice has a clear physical meaning: the function u,, is a cut-off of
the momentum that the external field exchanges with the fermions while gy,
is a bandwidth cut-off taking into account that the band structure in a metal
forbids the electrons to have large momenta.

The proof of (2.2) is not completely trivial. By introducing more particular
cut-off functions, the arguments drastically simplifies and one obtains a
stronger result. Namely we consider the cut-off function F(k,p) to be of
the form gy, g, Gk, +p Gk, —p¥p Where g is the sum of two C* functions,
the first, called g; x, with support in Br and the second, called g3 j, with
support in B, and decreasing faster then any power at infinity and both
vanishing at |k| = pr. Moreover we choose g, real. Let us consider the
first summand in eq. (2.2) (similar considerations hold of course for the
other terms) which can be written then:

/dt‘/ dkl/ dp
R Rd Rd

—t(Ery+pFEho—p—Eky —E€ky )t 2 2 2 2 2
X/dkze (st1tsber—p=ciy —sy) |p] 91,k +p92, ks —p92 k1 91 ks

and performing the change of variables p’ = pt we find:

1 -3 2
const +/|t| ldtt_d ' /Rd dpe (2» /t)|up/t|2f1(p,t)f2(p,t) ’
>

Vol. 66, n® 2-1997.



222 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

where:

filp,t) = /Rd dkye P gt Tk

f2(p*, t) = Ad dk?e—ﬁkngg,kg—p/tgikg

Integrating by parts and noting that the integrand vanishes at the extrema
of integration we obtain that for any integer N|f;(p,t)| < 15;% where Cy
is a suitable constant and ¢ = 1,2. The condition that g, u; are vanishing
at pr has the only effect to smooth xp, and xp; . Note that this choice
of the cut-off is quite natural if the temperature is not 0. In this case in
fact the x functions are replaced by smooth C'*° functions, which are the
densities of the Fermi distributions. The functions gy, g, are band-width
cut-off for the two fermions operators and u,, is the cut-off on the exhanged
momentum. With these cut-offs our theory holds for d > 2.

We introduce finally, for further use, the following definition, assuming
that g¢;,u, are real:

(e flv®g) = / dt / dkydks / dpgi, 9i, 9, +p9hs—p Vs
R

e (rrterampmen=ea )ty p (k4 p)xs; (k1)xs, (k2 — p)xsg (k2)

+ei(£k1+‘p+€kg—p“5k1 —Eky )tXB;_ (kl + P)XBF (kl)XB;, (kg _ p)XBp (kZ)}
(2.3)
In the above assumptions the expression (2.3) defines a pre-scalar product
on the test functions F', and the completion of the (quotient by the zero
norm elements of the) space K, by this scalar product, denoted K is
interpreted as the Hilbert space were the Brownian motion takes its values.
This is a general feature of the stochastic limit.

In order to motivate the above definitions we compute the stochastic limit
of the product of two collective operators.

In general we shall need in the following to compute expectation values
of the form

<¢F, a;ak,} . aZBakq teeat a,“;"ﬁlakhd)p)
=3 (1" O] bimiiy (b a5 a5 bp) 2.4)
T 7
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where 7 is a permutation of the index set {1,..., 2n}, v(7) is the parity
of the permutation and

<¢Fa a’;c'—‘ ak2¢F> = 6k1 k2XBF(k1) (¢F1 Ak, a’l:-zqu) = 6k1,kzXB§, (kl)

We study the ground state average of two collective operators in the
limit (1.4); this defines the 2-points function of the limiting fields.

lim lim (pr, BIN(S1, Ty, g,u, L) B (S5, Ts, g u. L)pr) (2.5
Let us write eq. (2.5) if o(1) = o(2) = 0. We obtain

<¢FaB)\(Sl,T1 g,u, L)B/\(SZvT%guu L)¢F>

3 ki,k2,p kl,k’,,p

itz(Ek/ +p’+51~-f —p &’ _Ek_’7)
€ ! 2 Vo2 UpUp Gky +p Tk —pYhky Gk Ik +p Gk, —p k! k),

., +
Z Z<¢F| . ak1+p,0'ak1,cra’kg—p,—aak%—a

o0’

. oF + o+ )
. ak;-{-P’,O"a’k;,U’aké—p/,—o’akév_o . |¢F> (26)
But:

o+ +
4 Z<¢F| Oy tp,o i o ey —p,— o Oka,—0

o0’
. + + .
: ak' +p’ a’ak;,a’a’ké —p’,-o”a'k;7—0 : |¢F>
= 5(5k2,k;+p’5kz—p,k; Ok k) —p' Oy 4.k, Ok —p ey Oy ., Ok k47 Oy )

xBg (k1 + p)xBs (k1)xBr (k2 — p)x e (k2)

so that eq. (2.6) is given by:

ki,k2,p

(up9k1+p9k-2—p9k, gk2) xBr (k1 + P)xBs (k)X B (k2 — p)xB: (k2)

Vol. 66, n® 2-1997.



224 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

In the limit L — oo, setting ¢t — t; = 79, t; = 7% we obtain

22
T (Tg;"'l)
/ dTl/ de/dkldkzdp
Sy (5-2;"1)

e—1T2(6k1+p+€k2—p—6kl —Ek2)

(UpGis-+pGhs—pGhs Gk ) X B (k1 + P)x B (k1) x B, (k2 — P)x s (k2)
- A—’0<X[51,T1]X[52,T2]>(u®glu®g)1,1 2.7

In the same way,

<¢F7B)\(SlaTlagauvL)B;\.(S%TQagauvL)QSF) = Lo
(Tz;'fl) '
[s dn / dky dkadpe (e o ters—p ety —et;)
2-71
2
(upgk1+ng2—ng1gk2)2XBF(kl + p)XB;—(kl)XBF(k2 - p)XB} (kQ)
— A0 {X[S1, 1) X(55,1)) (U ® glu ® g) 11 (2.8)

<¢Fa B;\F(Sla T1791 u, L>B>\(SQ7 T27 g,u, L)¢F> = \—¢,L—oo

(Tp—71)
2-m

/S A y dTZ/dk1dk2dpeirz(5k1+P+5k2‘P_€’°1_E*‘?)
—2)‘_2LL

(UpGk, +pGhs —pGhs ks ) 2 X B (k1 + P)XBr (k1) xBs (k2 — P)xBs (k2)
= a—olX(s) X [S5:,7:]) (¥ @ glu ® g)1,-1 2.9

<¢F7 B;‘-(SlaTlag’ua L)B;‘F(S% T2vg,u7 L)¢F) = A—¢,Looo
(Ta—71)

Sa—71)
X2

(UpGs +p Tk —pTis Iiz ) X B, (k1 + D)X B, (K1) x B, (k2 — p)xBs.(k2)
= a—0{X[51,11)X[5:, 7)) (U ® glu ® g)—1,-1 (2.10)
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STOCHASTIC BOSONIZATION FOR AN INTERACTING d > 3 FERMI SYSTEM 225

Note that

(u®glu®g) =(u®glu® g1+ (U®glu®g),-1
+(u®glu®g)-11+(u®glu®g)-1,-1

3. THE COLLECTIVE OPERATORS
AS BOSON GAUSSIAN FIELDS

In this section we prove that the collective operators in the weak coupling
limit are Boson Gaussian fields.

THEOREM 3.1. — In the notations (2.1), (2.3), one has, for any N € N,
S1,T1,...,5v, Tn € R, 91 Qui,...,9n Qun € Ky, with Ko C LQ(RZd)
defined above:

;imo }LII;O(¢F, Bi(l)(Lh T, 91,u1,L). .. Bf((N)(SN, Tn,gn,un,L)dr)

= <’¢7Ba(1)(51,T1,g]_,’U,1) e BJ(N)(SNvTN7gNauN)’(/)>

where {B#, 1/1} is the unique mean zero Boson Gaussian field with 2-point
function given by:

<1/),B€1 (Sl, Tl, 91, ul)BE2 (SQ, T2, g2, Uz)
= (X[5:,11)> X[52,T]) L2(R) (U1 ® 91Uz ® g2) ¢, e,

Remark. — The limiting fields defined by the above theorem are an
example of a quantum brownian motion. This term is justified by the
following consideration. Fixed the test functions u, g it is easy to check
that the 1-parameter family W;(u ® g) = B1(0,t,g,u) + B(0,t,g,u) is
commutative, in the sense that the operators W; commute for different ¢.
The vacuum distribution of these fields is gaussian, with mean zero and
variance min (s,%)(u ® glu ® g). This means that (W;),,, is Brownian
motion with values in the Hilbert space K. For a more detailed discussion,
see [AcLuMa].

Vol. 66, n° 2-1997.



226 L. ACCARDI AND V. MASTROPIETRO

Proof. — We want to calculate

/l\ll% Lh_r};)((/bF’ Bgl(sl’Tlagh vle) v BK" (SrnTn» Gn, Un, L)¢F>

An Ty /A2 T,l/,\ n
- dty .. /
[3nd/2 L s, 1;1

1/)\‘2 /AZ

iti[e, ‘e o —oVps "ER! _ ]
O S e e )
k! pi€AL

+ + )
<¢F’ ak;“‘ﬂml Ok +(1_"1)P1al%’l—alplakll—(l*m )1

:a:, —onpr T =(1=0 )1 ¢F) G.h

+
Ao npn VR4 (=a)p O,

We perform the change of variables

kz,"‘l"o-ipi_)k%—l) k + U)pl—ékbq 7:177
: (3.2)
i+ oipi — kair_1, ki (A —0i)pi = koir; i=1,....n

With notation (3.2), the creators are labeled by the odd indices; the
annihilators by even indices. By eq. (2.4), each annihilator variable k;
is equal to one (and only one) creator variable: this shall be denoted
Koz (jy—1. Thus, by definition of m : kyj = kyr(j)—1. With these notations,
from (3.1), we obtain that, in the limit L — o0 :

T]//\Q ‘T”/)\l n 3
)\,,/ dtl_.../ dt, Y (—l)V(W)H/dkzj—uikw'—l
JS JS j=1" d

Sy /a2 es -

it (cL 2y 1+5k

2/ —1 k??(j)—l_e".‘l"(]’)_l) (3.3)

F({g}{u}, {x})e’
where, due to momentum conservation,

F({g},{u} {x}) = [ 6(kajor + kajr—1 = kan()—1 = kan(iry-1)
i=1

F({g},{u}, {x}

and F({g}, {u}, {x}) is a suitable function containing the cut-off function
g and u and a product of the characteristic function .

Annales de UInstitut Henri Poincaré - Physique théorique



STOCHASTIC BOSONIZATION FOR AN INTERACTING d > 3 FERMI SYSTEM 227

To find the limit of (3.3), as A — 0, let us start considering the case
in which n is even. Recall that we want to prove that, in the limit
(4.9), the Bf tend to some boson operator B?. But each Bf is a sum
(integral) of four fermionic operators ajzl_l akzja:h,_l a,,, , therefore each
such product should behave like a single object. In order to prove this we
have to show that, if in (3.3) the annihilator ay,; produces a scalar product

with the annihilator e’ then the creator ;.  must be paired with the
kor(jy—1 kaj-1 P
+

annihilator ag, ., the operator a; ,  has to be paired with ay
2 257 -

2n(n (7)) -1
and the operator ay,, has to be paired with a,':zﬂ/(j)_l. We shali pr(;ve
that the terms for which this condition is not satisfied become negligible
in the limit A — 0.

In order to evidentiate the negligible terms, it is convenient to rewrite
the product (3.3) as a product over n/2 pairs (since, in the limit, each such
pair shall define a scalar product in the bosonic one-particle space). To this
goal, recall that, in (3.3) the permutation 7 of {1,...,n} is fixed and define
inductively the subset Ar = {v1,...,v,/2} C {1,...,n} as follows:

l/1=1

viyr = min{{1,....n}\{vi,7(v1), ... .05, w(vy)}

With these notations the expression (3.3) can be written:

T/ A? T /A2 .
v [ [T a0 [am e g )

Js/x: Js, /a2
it (e € —&p -
X I I (31 T hajro1 Tk en(i) 1 k'—’“(.l’)~1]
JEA,
r ) Ehan ()1 o han ()1 TR am(m() -1 T (n ()1

T/2\? T, /A2

S/A2 Js, /a2

s
X H o (87 m Yk Ly ey =Sy =oy (]
JEAL

it [ek. 3 —&r . —&p —&
e Eka; 1 Feny Ek?"(J/)Al+Ek2w((j)_1 Ek2n(n(3))-1 E"27r(7r’(j))71]

34

Vol. 66, n° 2-1997.
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with fd{k} = fH] dkzj_ldkgjl_l.
Performing the change of variables t; — tr(;y = 7; and Mt.(;) = Tx(j)
we obtain:

(T —7',,“ )/)\

Z( DR | / v d7r () / dr;

jeA, Y Sx(5) (S5 =T())/A?

x / d{k}F({g}, {u}, (x})

X H elrf[ekzj—x ey i1 TCkan(i)—1 —Ek?"(i’)—ll
JEAR

'Tﬂ‘( )
i -
e AZ [EA“ 1+€"23'—1 ok 2#(1

)]+k

2! (5)~ 1—EkZW(”(j))‘l_Ek‘br(w’(j))—l]
In the limit A — 0 we distinguish two kinds of terms in the sum over =
in eq. (3.4):

1) Let us consider a term in the sum over 7 in eq. (3.4) such that, for some

7 koj_1 # kar(x(yy—1 OF kojr 1 # Kor(z(G))—1 OF Kori(Gy—1 # Kan(Gry—1-
Such a term is vanishing as A — 0 for the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma.

2) If V3, kyj_1 = kon(x(Gy)—1 @nd kgjr_1 = Kor(r(Gy)—1 and kopr(Gy—1 =
k27r(j_')—l than from (3.4) we obtain:

)\—)})iILn—'oo<¢F7 Bgl (Sla Tla.qla U1, L) R B:’\’"(SnvTnagn7v7mL)¢F>

= Z H <7/)7Bvi(s'i7Ti7gi7vi)Boj (Sjaz—‘jagjavj)q/»

P %,JEP

where p is a pair partition of the indices 1,...,n.

A similar argument shows that if n is odd the left hand side of (4.9)
vanishes in the A — 0, L — oo limit.

4. LIMIT PROCESS
THEOREM 4.1. — In the notations (1.2), (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) the limit

lim lim (B”(l)(Sl,Tl,fl,ul,L) . B{W(Sy, T, fv,un, L),
Uff@B“”(sa, T}, fi,uy, L) ... BYV(Sh, The, fio i, L)or)
4.1
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exists and is equal to

N N
<H Ba(h)(Sh,Th, fha 'U'h,)'l/}, Ut H BT(h)(S}/uT},U f’/”’u,;L)’l/)> (42)

h=1 h=1

where o € {O,I}N, T E {0,1}Nl, and B#(S,T,u, f) is the quantum
Brownian motion defined in Theorem (4.1).

U, is the unique (unitary) solution of the Stochastic Differential Equation:

t
Us=1+ / {idBY(u® g) +idBs(u ® 9) — (u ® glu ® g)_ds}U, (4.3)
0
where we use the notation:
dBY (u® g) = dB*(0,5,u,9)
with (u® glu® g)_ defined as (u® glu® g) (cf. 2.3) but with f_+::
replaced by ffoo )
Moreover the solution of (4.3) is
U, = ei(Bf’(u®9)+B¢("@9)-Im(u®g|’u®y)_) 4.4)

- Remark. — The Ito correction term can be written as (u Q@ glu ® g)_ =
1By 4+ I' with Ey and T real and I" > 0. Using the well known distribution

formula:
o 1
/ etdt = zP(;) + o (w)

where P denotes the principal part, we have that:

2.2 2 2
ngk'z—nglgkl'i'P

€ky T €ky — Eky4p — Eha—p

EO = P/dkldkgdp

[XB: (k1 + p1)xBg (k1) X8, (k2 — p)xB: (k2)
—xss (k1 +p1)XxB, (k1)xBs (k2 — p)X B, (k2)]

D= [ dkidbadini?, o, 08, 6 (e, + b — sy — <hrms)

[XBr (k1 + p1)xBs (k1)XBR (k2 — p)xB: (K2)
+xs; (k1 + p1)xse (k1) xss (k2 — p)x B, (k)]

If
lim lim (¢, Unadr) = (4, Ut)
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from (4.3) one obtains:

d
(0. Up) = (i = T)(, Unt))

so that Ey and I' are respectively the ground state energy shift and the
lifetime of the ground state; they coincide with the correspondent quantities
computated by a standard perturbation theory at the second order in A (see
for instance [Ne]).

Proof. — The proof of the Theorem 4.1 will be done in several steps.
Let us define:

Ty /A2

W/\(S’ Tvglvul‘,L) = )‘ / dtB)\(tvgh fle)
JS1/A?

and the operator ¥, as:

[e'S) i ")\n Ty /A2 n
\I/A(gl,ul)zzi—[/ dtB,\(t,gl,ul)}

| .
=1 n: S1/A2

We consider:
(r, \I’A(glaul)Uﬁ U (g2,u2)dr) 4.5)

Expanding eq. (4.5) with the iterative series one obtains:

(br, Ua(g1,u1) (g2, u2)¢r) + D (—0)" I,

n=1

L2 oty th—1
In:)\'"/A dtl/ dtz.../ dt,,
0 J0 JO

<¢F7 le)\(gh UII)B/\(tl,g7 u, L) e B)\(tnv g,u, L)\I])\(g% U’2>¢F>

It is possible to prove, by an adaptation of the technique used in [Lu92], that
>, (=9)"1, is a series absolutely convergent, uniformly in the pair (A, t).

It is convenient to write I,, = I} + I> + I? where I? is given by the
terms in which the fermionic operators belonging to the same B¢ are paired

with operators belonging to different BY, and by the analysis of section 4
limy_olimz o I? = 0 and:
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Z / dtl /mhl dtn

X H <¢’)Fa/\B/\(tivgvu‘, L))\BA(tjv(]‘ltvL)QsF)

i,je{m};i—j=1

T]/)\'
< 1 [ drtor Bt g, u DABAG 92,01, L))
S

i€{m1} /A2
T]/)\'

X H / dT(pr, ABA(ti, g, u, L)ABA(T, g2 12))F)

ie{my} Si/a2
(r, Ua(g1,u1)Wa(g2, u2), dr)
where {m}J{mi}U{m.} = 1...n and:

<¢Fa/\B)\(tlaglvule))\B)\(tQ,gz,Ug,L)¢F>
A2 2 2 2 2
= 7342 Z Gicy Gicy Iier 1, Jier
ki,k2,p

= Crirrteramnmen =)=ty b (kB + py)xis (k1) x By (k2 — P)xss (k2)
tetErtpters—p—en, ~sk2)(n—tz)XB;(k1 + p1)xBe(k1)x B (k2 — p)x By (F2)

It is straightforward to check that I,} converges to a different from zero value
in the weak coupling limit. On the other hand by definition 1?2 is given by:

-+ th—1
2 -
In:/ dtl.../ dt,,
J0 0

H (pr, ABA(ti, g, u, L)ABA(t;.g,u, L)¢p)

i,je{m}

Ty /A2
/ dT<¢F7)\BA(tk,gaUaL)/\BA(T,gmUmL)(bF)
S

a= :Elke{m y /52

(pr, Ua(gr, u1)Ua(g2, uz)dr)

where []" means that at least a couple (i,j) is such that j — i > 1 and

{m}U{rm}U{m.} =
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it

Performing the change of variables 7; = . <=~ We have that I, contains
at least an integral of the form:

(tj—1-ti)
2

tiq N
/ dti/_t_ dri{pr, ABA(ti, g, u, L)ABA(N*7; + ti, g, u, L))
0 i}

22

with £;_; —#; < 0 and in the limit A — O the above expression is vanishing.
Deriving eq. (4.5) with respect to ¢ we obtain:

1 t
<¢F,\I’/\(glvul)XB/\(“)\—Q’QaU)Uﬁ-‘I’A(gzau2)¢F> (4.6)

The above expression is an average over the ground state of a product of
fermionic operators, and by eq. (2.4) it is given by a sum of terms in which
each fermionic operator is paired in the sense of the preceding section
with some other. We call I; the sum of the terms in which the fermionic
operators in B) (%, g, u) are paired with the operators in ¥ (g1, uy), I> the
analogue of I3 with W (g2, us), I3 the sum of terms in which the operators
in B, (% g, u) are paired with fermionic operators in U & the other terms
i.e. the terms in which the fermionic operators in B (%) are paired with
operators belonging to different B operators vanish in the A — 0, L — oc
limit, as follow from the computation of the preceding section.

Let us start considering the I; term. We need the following lemma:

LEMMA. — It holds that:

A—0,L—00

lim <¢F,)\B)\(517Tlagl7ul’[’)

1 t
cee )\B)\(Sm; Tm7 Gmy Um, L)XB)\ (Xz"mgaua L) ¢F>

= Z xs;.r; (t)(9; ® uz]g ® u)
S TI @, BT, Si, gi,ui) B(T;, S;, g5u;))
m i,jEﬂ'/z

where 7r/2 is a partition in pairs of the indeces 1, ..., m without i and >
is the sum over such partitions.

Proof. — The left hand side of the above equation is given, by eq. (2.4),
by a sum of terms; noting that the terms in which the fermionic operators of
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the B (% . g, u) operator are paired with fermionic operators with different
times are vanishing in the limit A — 0, L — oo, the left hand side of the
above equation is given by:

m o Ty /A
;iggjz /5 " dt; / dk;dk; dp; g7 g%, 9.+ 9i—p:
=1 !
[e—i(Ek;+p; Feiy — oy —er; —eiy, )52 —17)
xBr(k; + p;)xBe (k) xBr (k; — pi)xBe (K;r)
e Ekytpy Tk —pyy —Ek; —Eky, )(52-%)

x s, (k; + p;)x By (k) x B (F; — pi) x5 (K1)
T; /A2

N | i

-JS; /a2

m (T5-t)/¥°
= lim Z/ dr; /dk;dk;/dp;gz;gzwg,z;,er;g,%;, —p;

[e—I(EA.;+p; +€k;/ —Pjs '—Ek; —Ek;/ )TXBP (k,: _I_ p;)XB;, (k;)XBF (k; _ p;)XBtp (k';/)

e ritri by moy = STy pe (B + pr)xse (i) xss, (k5 — py)x s (ki)
T;/\?

DN | O A

T ijen)i’ Sj/A

T; /\?
/ / dti(d)FaB)\(tj7 gjvuij)BA(tia givuivL)d)F)
JS; /A2

where n. /i is the subset of 1,..s — 1,4 + 7, ..m such that the lemma holds.
By straightforward application of the above lemma we obtain:

/\——»(1)1an—>00 Il = (ul ® gllu & g)X[SI,Tl](t)<¢7 \IJ/\(gla ul)Ut“IJ/\(g% Uz)d’)

\hm Ty = (u® gluz ® g2)X15, 1) (1), ¥a(g1, u1) U W (g2, u2)¥))

In order to compute the I3 term we need another lemma:
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LEMMA. — It holds that:

io: ﬁ ty tn-1
lim / dty / dts . . / dt,
A—0,L—o00 =00 Jo 0

1 t
<¢>F-, /\B,\(tlzg,’u’ L) cee )\Bx(tm U797L>]XB<— U, g, L> (/)F>

A2’
= (v @ glu® g)- (¥, ut))

Proof. — The proof consists in showing that the terms in which
Bx(t/A\?,g,u, L) is paired with By(t;,g;,u;,L) with j # 1 are vanishing
in the limit A — 0, L — oo. The left hand side of the above expression
can be written as:

n 3= ti_ —t/N? vty 1
limZ/ dtl.../ dq;./ dt,
A—0 —, o —t/A2 0

[e™ Gt O ST (ks + py) s, (k) xs (K; — pi)xss (i)
x s, (k; + pi)xsr (k) xBs (k; — p;)x B, (ki)
/\n_l Z H (d’Fv B)\(tj'f g,u, L)B/\(tivgv u, L)¢F>

T ijET/i

+(37'(€’\;+l’; +€;,r;, =Py —EL,; —Ek;( )T,‘

where to = /A% and, if ¢ # 1, than t;_, — t/A®> < 0 and the above term
is vanishing in the limit.

Using this lemma we have that:

/\_)%i’rgl_)oo Iy = (u®glu®g)_(Ya(g1,u1)Ur¥a(g2, u2))
and the theorem is proved.

The last part of the theorem is proved by a straightforward adaptation
of [AcFriLu].
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