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e extension of the action Heg of the operator Heg
on Ho:={p®x0 | p € L2(X)} C L?(Q,dX Adt)

Hu := 7 Hogm m: Ho — L2(Z) Hp®x0— ¢}
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Then there exists a positive constant C such that

for all sufficiently small e.

U:(He + 1)U = (Hg + 1)t e OlH < Cmax{e,d(e)}
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Open problems

e optimality of the rate of the convergence

e complex non-homogeneity a
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