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IMPURITY-BOUND EXCITONS IN ONE AND TWO DIMENSIONS
HORIA CORNEAN®, HYNEK KOVARIK**, AND THOMAS G. PEDERSEN***

ABSTRACT. We study three-body Schrodinger operators in one and two dimensions modelling an exciton
interacting with a charged impurity. We consider certain classes of multiplicative interaction potentials
proposed in the physics literature. We show that if the impurity charge is larger than some critical value,
then three-body bound states cannot exist. Our spectral results are confirmed by variational numerical
computations based on projecting on a finite dimensional subspace generated by a Gaussian basis.

1. Introduction and main results

Three-body complexes, in which one particle is oppositely charged from the other two, play an impor-
tant role in solid-state physics. Such complexes are typically encountered when excitons (i.e. two-body
complexes consisting of a negative electron and a positive hole) interact with a third charge. If the third
particle is an additional mobile electron or hole, charged excitons (trions) may form. Alternatively, ex-
citons interacting with an immobile charged impurity may lead to impurity-bound excitons [6} 2]. The
latter can be modelled as a light electron-hole pair interacting with an infinitely heavy impurity charge «.
n two previous papers we studied in detail one-dimensional impurity-bound excitons where the interac-
tions were modelled by contact potentials [3]], as well as trions [9]. In the current manuscript, we extend
the analysis to the physically more relevant case of two-dimensional atomically thin semiconductors, in
which impurity-bound excitons are frequently observed. We consider interactions given by multiplica-
tive potential operators of the Keldysh form [5. |1} [13], both in one and two dimensions. Hence, in this
paper we study the spectral properties of the operators

Ho (V) = —A —kV(2) + \V(y) = V(z —y) in L*(R*?), d=1,2, (1.1)

where V : R — R is a potential function and &, \ are positive coupling constants. In the sequel we will
adopt the notation

H, (V) :=Hy (V).

The operator H,; (V') describes an impurity of infinite mass interacting with an exciton. The impurity
charge x controls how the impurity interacts with the electron and the hole. Our main interest here
is to show that if « is larger than some critical value, then generically, H, (V') does not have “three-
body” bound states. Also, we numerically analyze the asymptotic behavior for || < 1 and demonstrate
important differences with respect to the contact potential model. Our analytical findings are supported
by numerical results for both critical and asymptotic limits.

Very roughly said, the generic situation is the following: if £ > 0 is small enough, then one expects
at least one discrete eigenvalue (even infinitely many for the class of 2d potentials we consider), while
when « is larger than some critical value, no discrete eigenvalues can exist.
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In the 1d case we show in Theorem and Corollary that if the interaction potential is even,
localized, smooth enough and with a non-degenerate maximum at zero, then the above “generic” case
applies. Nevertheless, in Proposition [1.3| we construct a flat-well potential which has at least one bound
state for all k > 1.

In the 2d case we only consider the physical” potential proposed by [1]] (see also (1.3)), which has
a logarithmic divergence near the origin and goes like —1/|z| at infinity. For this particular potential
we show in Theorem that H, (V') has infinitely many discrete eigenvalues for a certain interval of
variation for k, but no eigenvalues at all for large enough x.

1.1. Notation. Given a set M and two functions fi, fo : M — R, we write fi(m) < fa(m) if there
exists a numerical constant ¢ such that f1(m) < ¢ fa(m) for all m € M. The symbol fi(m) 2 fa(m) is
defined analogously. Moreover, we use the notation

film) < fa(m) <= film) S fa(m) A fa(m) < fi(m)
Given f,g € L*(R") we denote by
<f’g>L2(R") :/Rnf(x)'g(l')d$

the scalar product of f and g. Since our operators are real, we will often work with real functions, only,
especially when we perform variational arguments. Given a self-adjoint operator A on a Hilbert space H
we will denote by N (A, 7)3 the number of eigenvalues of A less than 7 counted with their multiplicities.

Now we formulate our main results.

1.2. The one-dimensional case. Let v : R — R be a potential function satisfying the following
Assumption 1. We have

(1) v € C§(R) and v(x) > 0 forall x € R.

(2) v(z) =v(—z)forall x € R.

(3) v(x) < v(0) for all x # 0 and v"(0) < 0.

Given such a v, it is easily seen that the operator H,; \(v) in L?(R?) is associated with the closed quadratic
form

alu) = [ 1Vul? dody — [ oog)o(o)dody+ 3 [ i (oyoly) dedy
R2 R2 R2

—/ u?(z, y)o(z — y) ddy,

R2

with d(q) = H*(R?). Let gy . [u] = gx[u].

Theorem 1.1. Let assumptionbe satisfied. Then to any A > 1 there exists k.(\) > 0 such that

k> ke(A) =  oca(Hea(v)) =0. (1.2)

Corollary 1.2. There exists k. such that the discrete spectrum of Hy(v) is empty for all k > K.

The following example indicates that the non-flatness condition in Assumption [I]cannot be omitted.
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Proposition 1.3. Let w : R — R be given by
wo for |x| <1,
w(z) =
0 for |z|>1.
Then there exists w. € (0, 00) such that for wo > w, the operator
He(w) = =02 — 02 — kw(x) + rw(y) — w(z — y)

in L?(IR?) has at least one discrete eigenvalue for all > 1.

1.3. The two-dimensional case. It was shown in [[1] that the Coulomb potential energy created by a
point charge at the origin that electrons feel in a two-dimensional layer is well approximated by the
function

1 |z| 2
tr =1 — , R”, 1.3
Ver(w) = log s —w(lal),  we (13)

where rg > 0 is a constant and w : R; — R satisfies
Assumption 2. We have

(1) w € C*(Ry) and for all € Ry it holds
0 < w(r) < w(0).

2) w(r)=0(e™") asr — oc.

Without loss of generality in what follows we will put
ro = 1.
Let us consider the operator
Sy = —Dg — Dy + 6Vee (2) — 6Verr(y) + Veur(Jz —9]), .y € R? (1.4)
in L2(R%).

Theorem 1.4. The discrete spectrum of F¢;
(1) is empty for k larger than some critical value,
(ii) but contains infinitely many eigenvalues for certain values of k € (1/2,1).

1.4. Numerical results. To illustrate and support the exact finding of the present work, we now analyze
numerically a concrete model of impurity-bound excitons in d = 2. To this end, we apply the full

Keldysh potential
V@ﬁ:”{m(mg—m<m>} (1.5)
2ro 70 To

where Hy and Yj are Struve and Bessel functions, respectively, and we take rg = 20. We expand
eigenstates in a Gaussian basis ¥y = exp(—anr? — Bny? — Yp(x — y)?) with exponents between
0 and 7. A total of 320 basis functions are used in the expansion. In the unperturbed case, x = 0, an
exciton binding energy Ao(V) ~ —0.0529 is found (see (2.4) for the definition of Ay(V")). This value
also gives the lower bound of the essential spectrum for small . In Fig. 1a, the continuum is illustrated
by the hatched area. As « is increased above k. ~ 0.844, the bottom of the essential spectrum is given
by the two-body electron-impurity complex instead (see also (2.4) for the definition of A (k, V).
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FIGURE 1. (a) Numerical eigenvalues computed from expansion in a Gaussian basis.
The hatched area illustrates the continuous spectrum while the colored lines are discrete
eigenvalues. The inset is a zoom near the critical region. (b) Separation of the funda-
mental discrete eigenvalue from the continuum (blue solid line) and comparison with an
analytical fit (black dashed line).

In Proposition we show that for the more general class of potentials we consider, the value of ke
always lies in the interval (1/2,1).

As illustrated by the colored lines in Fig. 1la, discrete eigenstates exist when 0 < xk < k. =~ 1.029.
Only a single discrete eigenvalue (marked by the blue line) exists in the entire range 0 < xk < k. with the
others only emerging above a certain lower critical value <., e.g2. K. ~ 0.815 for the second eigenvalue
(shown in green).

It is particularly interesting to investigate the x-dependence of the fundamental discrete eigenvalue
shown in blue in Fig. 1a. Hence, in Fig. 1b, we have shown the difference between this state and the
bottom of the continuum. It is immediately clear from the plot that this energy difference has a very
weak k-dependence in the asymptotic limit £ — 0. In the figure, we have fitted the numerical behavior
to the analytical form AE = A exp(—ak~2). A rather satisfactory fit is observed for £ < 0.25.

The rigorous analysis of the small x behaviour will be done elsewhere, but let us give a hand-waving
argument for why one should expect a binding energy which goes like exp(—ax~2). The explanation
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is that our operator is somehow similar with a one-body 2d-Schrédinger operator with a potential W
where fR2 W (z)dz = 0. Thus the perturbation is effectively of order 2. Up to a Birman-Schwinger
argument, and knowing that the resolvent of the free Laplacian in 2d has a logarithmic threshold behavior,
one expects to have a bound state A < 0, |A| < 1, which obeys an estimate of the form log(—\)x>
[LO].

~ 1,

1.5. The structure of the paper. After the Introduction, in Section[2] we identify the essential spectrum
of this class of operators, a result which is valid for both dimensions. In Section [3] we treat the one-
dimensional case, while in Sectiond] we deal with 2d. We end with an Appendix.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The essential spectrum.

Proposition 2.1. Let V > 0 be non-zero and assume that V € LP(RY) + L2(R?) withp = 1 ifd = 1,
and p > 1 if d = 2. Then there exists k. € (%, 1) such that

Oes(He (V) = [A(k, V), 00), VA>0, (2.1)
where
L NN A
Proof. Let

A(V)=info(-A -V (z—y)), and Ai(x,V)=info(—A—-kV(x)).
Since V' > 0, the HVZ-theorem (see e.g. [11]) implies that (2.1) holds true with
A(k, V) =min {Ao(V), A1(x,V)}. (2.3)

By introducing the new variables s = z — y and t = L;“y we find that —A — V' (z — y) is unitarily
equivalent to the operator —2A, — 1 A, — V/(s) in L2(R?). Hence if > 0 we have

Ao(V) =info (24, -V (s)) <0, Ai(x,V)=info(-A; —kV(x)) <0, (2.4)

where the strict inequalities follow from the fact that V' > 0,V = 0 and d < 2. On the other hand,
A1(0,V) = 0 and standard spectral theory arguments show that A;(-, V') is a continuously decreasing
function of x which obeys A;(k,V) — —oo as k — oo. This implies that there exists a unique k. > 0
for which Ag(V) = Ay (ke, V). Now if K > 1 we have the inequalities

205 —V(s) > —As —V(s) > —A; — kV(z),
thus in view of equations (2.3) and (2.4) we conclude that k. < 1. Also, if 0 < x < 1/2 we have
0> A1(r,V)>A(27LV) =27 info(—2A — V) = 271 A(V) > Ag(V),

which shows that k. > 1/2.
O

Remark 2.2. The exact value of k. depends on the profile of V. If d = 1 and V is replaced by a Dirac
delta quadratic form, then k., = % see [3].
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3. Proofs in the one-dimensional case

3.1. Auxiliary results. To prove Theorem[I.1|we will need several auxiliary results. Let us introduce a

scaling function Uy, : L?(R?) — L?(IR?) given by

(Ue /) a,y) = 53 f (ria, miy)
Then U, maps L?(IR?) unitarily onto itself. We define the operator
1

Ut H, Uy
kO F ,/\(U)

HR,)\ = \/>

in L2(R?). Obviously

Next we define the operator
1

he = —02 — Vrv(k 12)
in L?(R). Clearly
Oes(hx) =1[0,00) VK >0,
and a simple calculation shows that
A 1 1 _1
7—[,{7,\=h,§—8§+ﬁv(m 4y)—ﬁv(ﬁ 1 (:c—y)).
Similarly as above we use the notation
HK,H - /}-[I{ .

Now we turn our attention to the case of large x. Let

We have

Lemma 3.1. Ler E1(k) and Eo(k) > F1(k) be the two lowest eigenvalues of h,,. Then

lim (Ej(k) + VEv(0) = (2 — 1w, j=12.
Proof. Let x : R — [0,1] and X : R — [0, 1] be two C§° functions such that
x(z)=1 Vae[-1,1], x(x)=0 Va: |z|>2,

and
X(x)=1 Vxe[-3,3], X(x)=0 Vz: |z|>4.
Take 0 < e < % and define

S = X(K%x) (=02 + w2 — i) T+ (1 = X(v°x)) (=02 + A(z) — i)~

where

Ax(x) = Vi (0(0) — v(s ™1 7)) + 5% x(kx).
Let

Croi= [hes X(r50)] = =12 X" (52) — 207 ¥ (5 2) 0.

Using the fact that
(1—%(1)) X(kfx)=0 Ve eR,

1

Y

3.1

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.5)

(3.6)

3.7)

(3.8)

3.9

(3.10)
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we obtain

-1

X
(T , .
+ (1% (%)) (e + VE0(0) = ) (~02 + Ana) — )
+ O, (02 + w?2® — i)'+ (=02 + Aw(z) —i)71)
~(* . N— [
=X () (et Vao(0) =) (=02 +w?a? =) + (1= () )
+C (02 + w?2? — i) H + (=02 + Aw(z) —9)71) . (3.11)
From Taylor’s formula with remainder applied to v, given any € R one can find ¢, € R such that

90 -1 V'(ts) 5 _

1 3
v(0) —v(k 12) =wzk 2 + 5 Tk i, (3.12)
This together with the definition of x implies that there exists ¢; > 0, independent of «, such that
Ag(z) > K€ (3.13)

holds for all z € R and all s > 1, see Lemma[A.T} Hence in view of (3.10)

H C,_i (<_8g + w21'2 — Z) ! + (—83 + An(x) - i)il) HL2(R)—>L2(R) < c9 K¢

holds for all £ > 1 and some ¢z > 0 independent of k. To control the remaining term in (3.11]) we use
again the expansion (3.12) and note that

2 90, V() 5 1
hi +Vkv(0) = =07 + w'x —|—Tx K1,

which implies

~(Z . N ~ (T
X (E> (hx +VEv(0) — z)(—@i +wi? -yt =% (E) + Tin
where
1 TeallL2my—r2m) < 3k, k21,
and c3 > 0 is a constant independent of ~. Putting the above estimates together we conclude that
(he + Vi (0) = i) Se = 1+ T, (3.14)
with T}, satisfying the estimate
1Tl L2m)y—r2R) < (c2+e3)r™  Vr>1. (3.15)

Hence for « large enough the operator 1 + T}, is invertible and the Neumann series for (1 +7};) ! shows
that

Tim |[(h + VE0(0) =) 7" = Sell 2y r2@) = 0. (3.16)

On the other hand, since the multiplication operator X (x~¢x) — 1 converges strongly to zero in L?(R) as
Kk — oo and (—02 + w?x? — i)~ is compact, it follows that
| X(r™52) (=02 + w?a? — i)' — (=02 + w?a® —i

as k — oo. Hence in view of (3.9) and (3.13)

Jim | Sy — (=02 + w?a? =) @)@ =0 (3.17)

)_1HL2(R)—>L2(R) — 0

This in combination with (3.16) implies that h,, + /< v(0) converges in the norm resolvent sense to
—02 + w?2? and the claim follows. O
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Lemma 3.2. Let 1), be the positive eigenfunction of h,, associated to the eigenvalue E1 (k) and normal-
ized such that ||| = 1 for all k > 0. Then there exist « > 0 and ko > 1 such that

sup / VI 1y ()P dx < oo, (3.18)
R

K>K2
Proof. Forany z € C and f € C§°(R) we have
VIO (hy = 2) e VI f = (b — 2+ Wa) f,

where -
2az o a“r
Wy = Ox — . 3.19
N =R e TR (3.19)
This shows that for any u € D(h,) = H%(R) and every a € (0, 1)
[Waul® < 40?||0zul? + 40 [|ul]*. (3.20)

In particular, this shows that h,, + W, is closed on the domain of h,,. Next we define the curve
F:={2€C: |2+ Vkv(0) —w| =w} (3.21)
By Lemma 3.1] there exists &, such that

sup sup |(he —2)7Y| < oo. (3.22)
z€ll K>k

On the other hand, since h, + 1/k v(0) > —0? in the sense of quadratic forms, for any z € T' we have
(e = 2Ju) gy | 2 Re (e — 2)u, ) oy 2 90l = 2]
This in combination with (3.20) implies that
([Waul? < 402(1 + 2w) ||ul|® + 4a2’<(hn — z)u,u>L2(R){
40*(1+ 2w) [|ul® + 407 || (7 — 2)ul| [u]
8a”(1 + w) ||ul® + 202 || (hy — 2)ul|?

IN

IN

for all z € T". Hence by [4, Thm. IV.1.16] there exists « € (0, 1) small enough such that the operator
hy + W, — z is invertible for all z € I" and all ¥ > k,,, with a bounded inverse. Then one can prove the
identity:
(hye — 2)71 eI+ e_o‘\/m(h,.C + Wy —2)7 1,

which shows that

sup sup Hea\/ 0?2 (b, — 2)~Lem oV I+ H < 00. (3.23)

z€l' K>k
Now denote by

P, = ¢H< : )¢H>L2(R) (3.24)

the projection on the eigenspace of h, associated to E1 (). Then by Lemma|[3.1)and equation (3:23)
sup He‘“VH(')2 P, e Vit H < sup ?{ He (hy — 2) 71 e~V 1+()? Hdz < 0.

K> K

(3.25)

To continue we denote by ¢ the normalized ground state of the harmonic oscillator —92 +w?x?. Let x
be the characteristic function of the interval [ R, R]. Since |¢1|/72(r) = 1, there exists R large enough
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such that <<;51, XR ¢1 > L2(R) > 3/4. On the other hand, from the proof of Lemma see equations (3.16))
and (3.17), it follows that 9),; converges strongly to ¢1 in L?(R) as x — co. Therefore
1

<7pm XR w"“>L2(R) > 5
holds true for all k > kg, where kg depends only on the (fixed) value of R. Writing

Pfs(wn XR)

Yy =
<¢m XR %>L2(R)

we thus conclude with the estimate
|| ea s wﬁuLQ(R) S 2 H ea 1+(.)2 PK] eia v 1+(.)2 H Hea 1+(')2XR 1/% HLQ(R)

< 2 VTR I eoVIH(? P emaVI+(?
which holds for all £ > kr. Hence in view of (3.25)

)

oo,

\/ 2
sup || e*V1H® Yellrzm <

K>K2

where ko = max{Kp, Ky} O

3.2. Proof of Theorem We will prove the absence of discrete eigenvalues of H,, x when « is larger
than some critical value depending on A > 1. By Proposition [2.1| we have

Oes(Hin) = [E1(K), 00) Ve>1, VA>0. (3.26)
Hence from (3.6) and perturbation theory the claim follows if we can show that
0
Hor— 2 isinvertible  Vze [El(/@) - ”}) : El(/ﬁ)) . (3.27)
K

Define the projection IT,, on L?(R?) by
II, = P, ®1,,

where P, is given by (3:24) and 1, denotes the identity operator in L*(R). Let II,- = 1 — II,.. Then,
according to the Feshbach-Schur formula [12], (3.27) is equivalent to proving that for all

z € |Ei(k) — U(\/OE), El(ﬁ)>, (3.28)
the operator
T (M, — 2)IT- s invertible in Ran(TT;-), (3.29)

and at the same time, the operator
T, (Hyen — 2)I — T M AT (T (Hx — 2) TTE) 7 TS, 5 T0,, s invertible in Ran(IT,). (3.30)
As for (3.29) we note that by (3.6)
I (Hon — 2)IF > (Ba(k) — Er(k) = v(0) 572) I
Hence in view of Lemma[?il'] there exists C; > 0, independent of k and z, such that
I (I (Hep = 2) Hi)_l HRan(H,ﬁ-)%Ran(Hi—) =G (3.31)

holds for all « large enough and all z satisfying (3.28).
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In order to prove (3.30) we note that

1 1

v(kTi (@ —y) = v(k Ty) + KT /Ox V(kTE (E—y))dt,

which together with (3.6) yields

I, He a1 = —85 + Ei(k) + Al v(/@*i y) — ki / 1/}2(33)/ v’(ﬁ:*i (t—y))dtdx. (3.32)
VE R 0
Denote by
K. (2,92, y) = (Il (Hop — 2) I (@2, o) (333)

the Schwartz integral kernel of (IT} (H, \—2) II}) ~/2 o treat the second term in (3.30) we introduce
the bounded operator A : L?(R) — L?(R?) corresponding to:

(AN = [ Klaa o) ot (@ =) o)W da'dy, 634

where the above formal expression has to be first understood as a map from the Schwartz space S(R) to
the dual of S(R?), which can afterwards be extended to a bounded operator between L?(R) to L?(R?).
An important role here is played by the estimate:

o057} @~y ) ) S da'df < v [ )y
R2 R
Another important observation is that A is also bounded from L (R) to L?(R?) due to the inequality:
R? (k™5 (&' = ) (@) F()P da'dy’ < kM4 ol3]1 £

Hence A is bounded uniformly with respect to z € [E1 (k) —v(0)/v/k, E1(k)) in view of (3.31)), and
we can write:

. 1,
L oo p s (T4 (Hioy — 2) )~ ILEH, I = ;A A.

This implies:
I (Hip — 2) W — T, Hoo p I (T (Hioy — 2) Hi)_l L Ho 10, =
= I (Bex + Er(r) — 2) I,
where
By i=—0, + /\\;El v(kTTy) — K1 /RwQ(:L‘) /Oa: V(K75 (E— y)) dida — %A*A. (3.35)
To prove it thus suffices to show that
Bux+¢ isinvertiblein L2(R) forall ¢ € (0,52 v(0)] . (3.36)
To this end we write
Bn,,\-i-f:—3§+§+a1a2+5152+d1d2, (3.37)

where
1
d1 = _7-14*7 d2 = A>
K
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and ay, as, by and by are multiplication operators in L?(R) given by

1

() /o V(K7 (t —y)) dide|?

A—1

- ‘ 2(x) /0 S =) dtdxf sign<¢2(az) /0 SV =) dtdm). (3.38)

Let

a2( 6 ) 1 ag(—ag—l—{)*lbl ag(—&;-ﬁ-f)ildl
Q&) =T+ [ ba(— 82+£) 11 ba(—02 +€)7tby ba(—0:2 + &) (3.39)
da(— 32+5) tay do(=02+ &)1 do(—0; + &) 'dy

be a matrix-valued operator in L?(R) @ L?(R) @ L?(R?). By (3.37)) and the resolvent equation it follows
that if Q,, 1 (€) is invertible for all & € (0, ™2 v(0)], then (3.36) holds true and

(Baa +6) 7 = (=02 4671 — (=02 + &) (a1,b1,d1) (Qua(€)) ™ (a2, ba,da) T (—02 + )7
Next we note that (—85 + &)1 is an integral operator in L?(R) with the kernel
(=02 + &) (w,y) = AL - +m(y,y). (3.40)
NG 2VE

Let M be the integral operator in L?(IR) with the kernel m(y, y') defined above and let

1) = (02 bo). [ deas) ) (¥]= (000, [ d@)do),

where di(z;y,y’) and da(x,y;y') are the integral kernels of A* and A respectively. The integrals in-
volving the integral kernels make sense because A is bounded from L°°(R) to L?(R?). Equations (3.39)
and (3.40) then imply that

QH,/\(f) =1+ R, AT = | (I)><\IJ | (3.41)

\[

holds true with
aoMay asMby asMd;
RH’)\ = szal b2Mb1 bgMdl . (3.42)
dgMCLl dQMbl dQMdl

To prove the invertibility of Q,; x(&) we first show that 1 + R,  is invertible for A — 1 sufficiently small,
but positive, and « sufficiently large, uniformly with respect to £ > 0. To do so we estimate the operator
norm of all the entries of R, ) keeping in mind that the integral kernel of M satisfies

. 1 — e~ V& =¥l .
\m(y,y)]:2—\/€ < |ly—=v]. (3.43)

To simplify the notation in the sequel we introduce the following shorthands;

mj g = / 20 oF(z) de, ml = / |29 | (x)|* da, fj = sup / |z 2 (z) dz,  (3.44)
R R

k>k2 JR
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where j, k € N and x is given by Lemma([3.2} We start with the first column of Ry ». Using (3.43) we
get
(A-1)?

_1 _1
las M sl 2y p2my < a2 Manlfs < = /R2 v(rTiyY) ly — P o(s™7y) dydy

(A1)

< / o(k 1 y) (207 + 29) (k1 ) dydy’
R2
= 4(/\ — 1)2 mop,1 M2 -
In the same way, using Lemma[A.2] it follows that

A—1)2 1
A ) @ + 22 oty vy

20\ — 1)2
< 20 | s | 000
K R R

2\ —1)2
2(A — 1) mg 1 mh p1 + (\/E) (o, M 1 13 + Mg, My g )

1b2 M a2y r2m) <

IN

A

Cra A=1)% V&> ko, (3.45)

where (Y, is a constant independent of A\ and . Similarly,
_3
b2 M by |22y rom) < 72 / b5(y) (207 + 2y") b5(y') dydy'
< Cpyr2 V Kk > kg,

where we used Lemma[A.2]and (3:38).

To estimate do M a; we first observe that for any f € L?(R)
A—1
NG

where K, (z,y,2’,) is given by (3.33)) and

(deMay f)(x,y) =

/ K. (z,y, 2",y u(x',y") da'dy/ (3.46)
R2

u@'s9)) = e ol @ =) [ o'W ol ) )
Hence by the Holder inequality and Lemma[A.7]
lulZ2ez) < /11Z2¢ey /R RACOLACRICEN) ( /R (2 + 2/)o(r 7 y") dy") da'dyf
= 2|| {72 x) /}R2 Y2(a') v (571 (2 — ) (y?KT mo + ki may ) da'dy
< 2HfH%2(R) [2/& m071(/£ Mmoo + ki mo,2 ph2) + Kma 1 mog)}
Therefore, in view of @) and @) there exists a constant Cy,, independent of «, such that

ldo M a1 p2mysr2@2) < Caa(A—=1) VK> ko (3.47)

In the same way it follows that

N

||d2Mb1||L2(R)~>L2(R2) < Cp k™ V Kk > Ko. (3.48)
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As for the operator do Md; : L?(R?) — L?(R?) we note that for any f € L?(R) it holds

1 -1
(d2 M dyf)(a,y) = = (g (Hp = 2)TL0) ™2 @) o(n™ 3 (2 = ) uly), (3.49)
where
= / V() m(y,y') v(/f% (v — ) K. (v, t,2',5) f(2', 5) da’dsdtdy’
R4
From (3.49) and Hélder inequality we then obtain

1 —1/2)12
I M [ 322y, pagee) < g 1T (Hr = 2) 1) 77
/ V2() W2(E) (s — 2025 (2 — 8)) 02 (5 F (¢ — ) dudydsdt
R4

= Cmop Ko / VE(x)Y2(t) (s —x +x —t)? UQ(E*i (x — s)) dzdsdt

IN

2Cmo2 K / (@) V() ((s — 2)* + (z — 1)?) 112(/<fi (x —s)) dxdsdt

7

=2Cmpak 4 (/@4 ma2 + / Y2 () P2 (t) (2% + %) 1)2(&_i (x —s)) dmdsdt)
R3

g

_ 3 1
=2Cmpak 4 (H4 ma2 + 2K1 Mmoo M2> ;

where we have used Lemma again and the fact that 1), (-) is even. Hence there exists a constant Cy

such that
1

d2 M dil| 22y r2@2) < Cak™2 VK> kg (3.50)
Concerning the remaining entries of R, \, we notice that by duality, (3.38) and (3:47)
1 1

||a2Md1||L2(]R2)aL2(R) = m I dQM&lHLQ(R)*)LQ(RQ) < Caa k™2 V k> Ko.

Similarly it follows from (3:43)) and (3.48)) that

1 _
m [bz M ar||r2r)r2@r) < Coak 3 YV Kk > Ka,

o

||a2Mb1||L2(]R)ﬁL2(]R) =
and
1 1
[b2 M di|| 22y r2m) = £ 1lld2 M bl o) 22y < Copk™ 2 VK 2> Ko
Putting together the above estimates we conclude that
[Raall < CROA=1/+A75)  YA>L V&> r, (3.51)

hold for some C'r > 0, where the norm of R, y is calculated on L?(R) @& L?(R) & L?(R?). Hence there
exists 1 < Ag < 2 (which has to be chosen close enough to 1) and some xg > ko (independent of \g),
such that

1
IBenll = 5 VA€ (1), V&2 ko (3.52)

For these values of A and & the operator 1 + R, ) is invertible, uniformly in &, and (3.41)) becomes:

Qra(§) = (11 to | @YU |(L+ Ry ))~ ) (14 Ry ), (3.53)

hence we reduced the invertibility of @, »(&) to the one of

2f|¢><‘1'| 1+ R\t
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After a second Feshbach-Schur reduction with respect to the projection on the vector |®), we notice that
this operator is invertible if and only if the function

fan(€) =1+ 2\1@(\11, (L+R.n)'@), €€ (0, K3 v(0)] (3.54)

is never zero. The Neumann series for (1 + R, ,) ! in combination with (3:52) gives

(U, (14 Rep)'®@) =(T,®) + i(—l)”(\l/, R\ ®)
n=1

[ Rl
> (v, ) — |2 [ :
(¥ ®) T Rl
> (0, @) —2[|2 ]| | Runll, (3.55)

where all the scalar products and norms are calculated on L?(R) @ L?(R) @ L?(R?). Equation (3.31)
and a straightforward computation show that

(U, ®) = (A—1) x5 moy — % tr(A*A) > (A= 1)k 1 mo1 — C1 K1 moa, (3.56)
and that there exists a constant Cy such that
[l ¥ < Coy/wd (A= 12451 Vi m (3:57)
Hence if we set
#(A) = max {ro, A —1)7*}, (3.58)

then equations (3.57)), (3.55) and (3.56) imply
YT, (T4 Repy) ') > (A= 1D mog +O((A=1)2) VA€ (1,h0), ¥k > ().
This shows that there exists 0 < A\. < Ag < 2 such that
(U, (1+Re)) @) >0, VAe(LA), Vk>s()).

Thus f, x(£) in (3.54) is never zero if A > 1 is close enough to 1 and, at the same time, & is larger than
some A-dependent critical value. Since the number of discrete eigenvalues of #, ) is non-increasing
with respect to A, we obtain the claim of the theorem for all A > 1. O

3.3. Proof of Corollary We know from Proposition [2.1| that H,(v) and H,, 3/5(v) have the same
essential spectrum if x > 1. Due to Theorem the discrete spectrum of Hy 3/5(v) is empty if # is
larger than some critical value. Since Hy(v) > H,, 3/5(v) for all k > 3/2, the result follows from the
min-max principle. U

3.4. Proof of Proposition We are interested in the case when k > k.. Let ,,, be the operator in
L?(R) given by

brw = —02 — kw(z), (3.59)
and let e, (x) < 0 be its lowest eigenvalue. In view of Proposition[2.1] we have
oes(Hy) = [ew(k), 00), Vi > ke. (3.60)

We will construct a test function « in the form
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where @, (x) is a normalized eigenfunction of the operator b, associated to its lowest eigenvalue e,, (%),
and
0 if y<1
fly)=qy—1 if 1<y<?2
exp(4 —2y) if 2<y.
Integration by parts then shows that

Qulu] := (u, Hi(w) 0) 252 — ew(r) ul®

=‘/‘¢i(wﬂf%yﬂ2dxdy+-ﬂ uwy)f%y)dy—l/.uww-—y)wi@0f2aodzdy
R2 R R2
+1

—ﬂ—/um—> uﬁumw<2ﬂmf@—wéy 22 () dady

-1

<2-— wo// ()dydaz—2—/ z) x3 dz. (3.62)

On the other hand, an explicit calculation yields

C f <1,
pr(z) =4 " Cosiffx) or el < (3.63)
D,e " for |z[>1,
where
Br =V Ewo + ey(K), wr =/ —ew(k), (3.64)
and C; and D, are constants satisfying
Cycos(By) = Dye (3.65)
Br Cysin(By) = wx Dy e “". (3.66)
The last two equations imply that e,,(x) is given by the smallest solution to the implicit equation
Voeult) _ sy, (3.67)
Br
where
m
0< Bx < 5 (3.68)

From equations (3.62), (3.68) and the elementary inequality sin®(x) < 2% we then obtain the upper
bound

1
U — —? — sin® L)) x° dx — —? — sin® T 23 dx
Qulu] < 2 C/O(ls(,B ) 2dr < 2 C/O(1s(5 )z’ d

2 2
—2——(3’2 /Wa::gdm—ﬂ,%/ﬁxf’da:
3 0 0

4
<9 W02 (3.69)
94

To prove that )., [u] is negative for wy large enough we thus need a lower bound on C};, independent of

.

k. The condition ||| = 1 gives

D2
CZ (14 B, " cos(Bx)sin(By)) + wfn e — 1

K



16 HORIA CORNEAN*, HYNEK KOVARIK**, AND THOMAS G. PEDERSEN***

which in view of equations (3.64) and (3.63)-(3.66)) implies

o [1 + cos(Bx) sin(ﬁ,{)nwz] =1 (3.70)
B wi
Using sin(fB,)/Bx < 1 in the above expression together with the identity w? = —e,, (k) we have:
R W
1<C?(1- : 371
<ct(1-25) ey
To continue we have to estimate e,,(x) from above. The choice of the test function
1 for |z| <1,
€Tr) =
V@) {eu—lwnwo for |z > 1.
gives
ew(k) < W, bm;m = - Kwol < 0.
Tl .
Hence we get the upper bound
K wo 1
- <2+ —.
ew(k) Kwo

This in combination with (3.71) leads to
1\ !
Cc? > <3+> . Ve > k.
RWo
Because k. > 1/2 (see Proposition [2.1), the above estimate implies
9\ 1
c? > (3+> . VK> ke
wo
Inserting this back into ((3.69) leads to:

4 wi
<2- -0 Vi > ke.
Qw[u] = 974 3wy + 2 KR Z Re
Hence @Q,,[u] < 0 for wy large enough, uniformly in x > k., which ends the proof. O

4. Proofs in the two-dimensional case

We introduce the scaling function

1 1

Us ) (@,y) = 5 f(r22, K2Y), CRY

where U,, maps L?(R*) unitarily onto itself, and define the operator

1., 1 1 _1
Ay = ;Z/{H U = ay, — Ay - Vctr(’€ 29) + ;‘/Ctr(’€ 2 |.T - y‘)) 4.2)
where
1

ap = —A+ Ve (k™ 22) in L*(R?). (4.3)

Next we consider the quadratic form
/2 (]Vu\2 + (log |z|) ]u\2) dz, u € C°(R?). (4.4)
R

By Lemma[4.2]this form is bounded from below. We denote by gy its closure with the domain:

d(go) = {u € H'(R?) : /R | og || [uf? dz < oo} |
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Let ag be the self-adjoint operator in L?(R?) generated by qo. Then ag acts on its domain as

agp = —A +log|z|, 4.5)
and the spectrum of ag is purely discrete because the potential is confining. Let

EFi<Ey<Ez<... (4.6)

be the distinguished eigenvalues of ag (possibly degenerate, with the exception of E1). As for the oper-
ator a,, we notice that oes(a,) = [0, 00) and that in view of the negativity of Ve, the discrete spectrum
of a, is non-empty for all k. We denote

&1(k) :==1inf o(ay)
the lowest eigenvalue of a,. Let ¢; and ¢, be the normalized eigenfunctions of ag and a,, respectively:

ao 1 = E1 91,  awpr =E1(k) or,  [1lr2@e) = lesllrz@e) = 1. 4.7

Lemma 4.1. For k large enough it holds

Ey+ E
oax) 1 (= 00, ~w(0) — log Vi + %) = {&1(r)}. 4.8)
Moreover, we have
lim (81(5) +log \/E) = E1 — w(0), 4.9)
KR— 00O
and
lim {lox — ¢l 22y = 0. (4.10)
Proof. Keeping in mind (4.6 we introduce the operators
do=a9—F3 and G, = ax+w(0) +logvk — E3, k> kg := e, (4.11)

Then
W (2) = dn — a0 = w(0) — w(r2|z|) — log(1 + 2 |z|).
Letu € L?*(R?)and let f = (ag + i) ~'u. Then by the resolvent equation
(@ + 1) u—(ao +4) " ul < || Wi fll, (4.12)

Since log(1+|x|) f € L?(R?) and W, — 0 uniformly on compact sets in R?, it follows that || W,; || — 0
a Kk — +00. Hence a,, converges to ag in the sense of strong-resolvent convergence as x — oo. On the
other hand, in view of (.11)

. || _1
A = A'i_logm_Ei}‘i‘w(o)_w(ﬁ 2|LUD
> Adlog— _ _p_g
- g 71/2 3 —- .
1+ kg 7]

The operator S is bounded from below in L2(R?) and its essential spectrum coincides with the half-
line [0, 00). We can thus apply the result of [14]. The latter states that the negative eigenvalues of a,,
converge (including multiplicities) to the negative eigenvalues of ag as kK — +o0o. Since ag has exactly
two negative eigenvalues: E; — E3 and Ey — E3, this implies that

li_>m (6}(/{) + log \/E> =FE; —w(0), j=1,2,
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where & (k) is the second eigenvalue of a,. Hence and (4.8). Moreover, the eigenfunctions of
a,; relative to negative eigenvalues converge in norm to the eigenfunctions of ag relative to its negative
eigenvalues, see [14]. As the eigenfunctions of a, coincide with the eigenfunctions of a,, and the
eigenfunctions of g coincide with those of ag, we obtain {.10). O

4.1. Large coupling: absence of discrete spectrum. In this section we prove the absence of discrete
spectrum of the operator 77, for large x. We need some preliminary results.

Lemma 4.2. Let k > 1. Then for every € > O there exists C independent of k and such that
1
|[(Vetr (57 22) 0, 1) 1o oy | < (Ce +1og Vi) JJull3 + e[| Vul3 (4.13)
holds for all u € H'(R?).

Proof. Letu € H*(R?). Since V4, < 0, w is decreasing and x > 1, we have

‘<V;:tr(f§7%x) u,u>’ —w(0) < /R2 log (1 + ﬁ) u2(g;) dax

]

1
< log v/ ||u|? + / log (1 + W> u?(z) dx
R2 T

< log(2v/R) ||ul|2 +/ log (1 + %) WP(z)de,  (4.14)

B |z|
where % = {x € R? : |z| < 1}. From the compactness of the imbedding H'(%,) — L9(%,) with

2 < ¢ < oo it follows that for any £ > 0 there exists C? such that
2

<[g |u\qd$> ! < €||Vu|]% + C’éHuH% (4.15)
B
1

Since log (1 + W) € LP(%) forall 1 < p < oo, the claim follows by an application of the Holder
inequality to the last term in (4.14). 0

Lemma 4.3. Let @,; be given by (4.7). Then there exist o« > 0 and k3 > 1 such that

sup / 2oV IFIE 02 (1) d < o0 (4.16)
k>k3 JR?
sup sup (1 + |z|*) p2(z) < c0. 4.17)
K>kK3 T€R?

Proof. In order to prove {.16), we proceed as in the proof of Lemma By Lemma [4.1] there exist
6 > 0 and kg such that

sup sup [|(ax —2)7| < oo, (4.18)
ZEY K>Kg
where
vy={2€C: |z— E; +w(0) +logvk| = d}. (4.19)

Next, for any z € C it holds
60&\/ 1+|‘2 (alﬁj _ Z) e*a\/ 1+H2 — aﬁ — 2z _|_ /WOH

where Wa is a first order differential operator which acts the polar coordinates as

—~ 20r a o 0127“2
Wo = d - : 4.20
* 1472 ML(1+r2)3/2+1+r2 1412 (4.20)
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For any v € H'(R) and any « € (0, 1) we then have
Waull® S o (IVul® + [[ul*). “.21)
Now we note that 1
a, +log\/k > _iA_C

holds in the sense of quadratic forms on H'(IR?) for all x > 1 and some C > 0 independent of x, see
Lemma4.2]l Therefore

1 .
|((ar — 2)u, u> ‘ > Re ((ax z)u,u>L2(R) > §HVUHZ —C |lul*
holds true for all £ > 1, all z € y and some constant C>0 independent of x. This in combination with
@:21) gives
Woul® < o (llull® + l[(ar — 2)ul?)
for all z € «. As in the proof of Lemma we conclude that there exists « € (0,1) such that the

operator

ea\/ 1+||2 (GJH _ Z) e—()é\/ 1+|‘2 = Qg _|_ Wa — 2z
is invertible for all z € v and all Kk > kg, with a bounded inverse, see [4, Thm. IV.1.16]. In view of the
identity

it follows that

sup sup Hea\/ W (g, — 2)Le @V IHIP H < 0. (4.22)
ZEY K>Kg§
Now let
P =0, 0n) L2®)" (4.23)

Then by Lemma @#.T|and equation (4.18)
sup He VIt pemayit]? H < sup j{ He VIHP —z)teov L+ 2 H dz < o0.

K>K§ >’§6

Since ¢, converges strongly to ¢g in L?(R?) as k — oo, see [#.10), we can now follow line by line the
arguments of the proof of Lemma [3.]and conclude that (#.16) holds true with some k3 > K;.

It remains to prove (4.17). By @.7)

~ A = (E1() + log v+ (s o) o +log (= + o) o

Since &1 (k) + log \/k + w(/ﬁ_% |z|) is bounded in R2, uniformly with respect to r, see (#.9), it follows
that

1 1
1A @2 < c+/ log? (1+7) W2(z) do < C—|—10g22—|—/ log? (1+—) ¥2(z) da.
R2

|| %, ]
Now we proceed as in the proof of Lemma[.2} using (4.15) and the fact that
IVerlls < 1A@kll2 lgullz < 8llApk]3+67"  Va>0, (4.24)

which follows from integration by parts, we find that || A ¢, ||2 is bounded uniformly in . The continuity
of the Sobolev imbedding H?(R?) < L>(R?) then implies that

sup [|ollec S sup x| mzrz) < oo (4.25)
k>1 k>1
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On the other hand, since ¢, is radial, being the ground-state of a Schrodigner operator with a radial
potential, an integration by parts in combination with (4.23)) shows that

T (s
2 / 2 Ol (t) () dt = P2 (r) — 6 / t2 Q2(t) dt. (4.26)
0 0
By (@.16)
(0.9]
sup / " 2 (r) dr < oo Vn>1. (4.27)
Kk>k3 J0
Hence the claim follows from the Holder inequality and equations (4.24)-(@.26). O

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
1 1
/2 V(3|2 — y))| G2(2) dz < —CViw(s—3y) Yy e R, 4.28)
R
holds true for all k large enough.

Proof. Note that V., < 0 and that

_1 K _1
Vel =yl = o (1 25 + i Ha — ),
K
Vi) = 10g (14 L) ).
Moreover, from the inequality
log<1+é> > P visovgso (4.29)
t/) — B+t
and from the assumptions on w it follows that
1
W e —y) § ——t—— < log (14 ).
1+ k2] —y| |z —y|
Hence in view of the positivity of w to prove the claim it suffices to show that
/ log (1 L oVE ) W2(z)dz < clog (1 n @) Vy e R2. (4.30)
R2 |z =yl vl

holds for all x large enough and some ¢ > 0. To simplify the notation we write ¢ = |z| and r = |y|
keeping in mind that ¢, is radial. Then by Lemma[4.3|

/RQlOg(1+ G )@i(x)dm < 27r/oolog<1+ vV )@i(t)tdt

|z —y] 0 |t — 7|
:271/ log(l—i—ﬁ) ©2(r4t) (r+t)dt

—r 1]
< 27Tlog(1+2\r/g)+/ 10g(1+ﬁ)¢i(r+t)(r+t)dt

—r/2 |t|
r/2
§47rlog<1+ﬁ)+2 sup goi(r+t)(r+t)/ log<1—|—ﬁ)dt
[t|<r/2 0 t

.
< drlog <1+‘f) v /Orlog (1+‘/f) dt, 431)

r/2

1+73



IMPURITY-BOUND EXCITONS 21

holds for some ¢ > 0. Here we have used the fact that log(1 + 2z) < 2log(1 + x) holds for any = > 0.
A simple calculation shows that

/Orlog(l—f—f)dt:rlog(l—k\:?)-f—\/ﬁlog(l-i-\;%)

< rlog (1—|—ﬁ> + 7.
r

This in combination with (#.29) and {#.31) proves (#.30) and hence the claim. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem [T.4(i). We are going to prove the absence of discrete spectrum of the operator
A, defined in (@.2)). Proposition 21| shows that for x > 1 it holds

inf oes(Ak) = E1(K). (4.32)
Since the form domain of A, coincides with H'(R*), see Lemmal4.2| it suffices to show that
<A,€u, u>L2(R4) > &1(k) ||u||% Yuc Hl(R4) (4.33)
holds true for « large enough. Given u € H'(R*) we write
u(z,y) = pu(@) B) + F@y),  V(y) = /R pnla)ulzy) dr. (4.34)
Then
[ ono) fayyde=0  vyer, 39)
R2

and integrating by parts we obtain

(Act g = [ VP dy+ &6 [ P dy+ [ (9P + VeuliEa) 12) dody
= [, V™) = 7 Vel = o) (ot + )2 oy
= [ Vyeldy g fulB+ [ [I97P + (Vanl ) = €3060) %] dndy
R2 R4
# o ([ 5 Vsl bl = ) 20 do = Vel 2l )
2 [ Vi e =) 9ula)a) f o) dady

— /4 (Vctr(ff%y) — nflvctr(ff%\a: — y\)) f? dxdy. (4.36)
R
Hence

<AI€ u, u>L2(R4) > gl(’%) HUH%
4 [ VIR + (Vi) = £000) + 267 Ve~ Lo = y1) 2] dady
]Rzl
+ . V2 (y) (/RQ 2% W (2|2 — y|) 92 (z) dz — vctr(ﬁ;—%\yy)> dy, (4.37)

where we have used the inequality

Woe (52| — yl) outh f > Veur(r 2|z — y]) 9202 + Veu (2 |2 — y) £2,
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and the fact that V¢, < 0. Note that the last term in (4.37)) is positive for x large enough by Lemma4.4
Moreover, since & (k) is simple, Lemma[4.1]and equation (#-33)) ensure that

1
L[Vt (sl 50) = €309 20 do = (Ealo) =~ E4(6) [ (o) o
R R
Ey,—F
> 21 | fAz,y)de (4.38)
2 R2

holds for all y € R? and & large enough. Note also that 5 — E; > 0 and that F; is simple. Hence for
every n € (0, 1) it holds

Ey—E4

<AH u, U>L2(R4) - gl(’{) HUHE = T ”f”%
1 .
45 [ [0 =01Var P+ VelH0) 12 = 1) 12] daay
+ / (77 V12 + 26 Wern (w2 |z — y]) f2> dxdy (4.39)
R4

By scaling and Lemma |4.1|it follows that for Kk — oo
inf (= (1= n)As + Vear(x 22) — £1(x)) =log(L —m) +0u(1) Ve (0,1),  (440)
where o, (1) denotes a quantity which tends to zero as £ — co. Hence inserting
n=1-exp((E1— E2)/4)

into (4.39) we get

E;, — E;

(At ) o gy = E10) [l > (222 00(1)) 113
1
b [ (nIVIP 4 207 Vel ) 72) dody
R

In order to estimate the second term on the right hand side we use again the change of variables (z, y) —
(s,t) = (z — y, Z5¥). This gives

_ 1 1
/ (n IVFI? 4 26 Wep (w72 |z — y]) f2) drdy = / (277 V59| + 37 Vgl
R4 R4

25 Worr (5% s1) g2 disd,

where g(s,t) = f(t + s/2,t — s/2). In view of Lemma[4.2] we then obtain the lower bound

Ey—FE _
(At ey = 0l = (P = 00 og) + 0.1 1B

which proves (4.33). U

4.3. Proof of Theorem [1.4(ii).
Proposition 4.5. If k € [k., 1), then F, has infinitely many discrete eigenvalues.

Proof. Let k € [ke,1). In view of Proposition [2.1] and the variational principle it suffices to show that
there exists a subspace F,, C H*(R*) such that

dim(F,) =00 A Vu€Fo: (Acu, u) < &1(k) |Jull3. (4.41)

L2(R4)
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By choosing
u(mvy) = pri($) ¢(y)a Y e HI(R2)

and using the calculations made in the proof of Theorem[I.4](with f = 0) we obtain the identity

(At ) ey = S0 [l + [ 19,0 dy+ [ U0 020 do

where
1 1
Uy) = [ 5 Va3l = y) 92 (0) di = Va1,
R
A direct calculation now shows that

lim |y Ua(y) = /2 — 712 <.

ly|—o0

Hence by standard results of spectral theory it follows that there exists an infinite-dimensional subspace
G. C H'(R?) such that

L vwlas [ vwemd <o vies.
Setting Fi, = {u € HY(R?) : u(x,y) = ¢x(x)¥(y), ¥ € G} then completes the proof of (@.4T). [

4.4. Small coupling.

Lemma 4.6. The number of discrete eigenvalues of the operator H,(v) is non-decreasing in k on the
interval (0, ke].

Proof. By Proposition the number of discrete eigenvalues of the operator H, (V') is equal to
N(Hx(V),Ao(V))2(rey for all k in the interval (0,kc]. Let 0 < k < ke and assume that
N(Hx(V),Ao(V))r2msy = N > 1. Then there exist 11,92 ... YN € H'(R*) (which can be cho-
sen real valued) and F, F>, ... En such that

He(V) ;= Ejv;,  Ej < Ao(v) Vji=1,...,N,

and <¢Jj, ¢k>L2(R4) = 0. Since by definition of Ag(V):
/]R4 Ve, 2 dwdy — /R4 3, y)v(z —y) dedy > No(V) > Ej = (He(v)gj,¢5) Vji=1,...,N,
it follows that
Q,ZJJQ»(x, y)v(y) dedy — / I,ZJ?(ZE, y)v(z)dedy < 0 Vji=1,...,N. (4.42)
R4 R4
Now let <’ € (k, k). Then in view of [#.42)) we have

<Hn’(v) ww ¢j>L2(R4) < <HR(V) 77/})7 ¢j>L2(R4) < AO(U) V] = 17 s >N7

and since 1; are mutually orthonormal, this implies that N (H, (v), Ao(v)) 2(may > N. O



24 HORIA CORNEAN*, HYNEK KOVARIK**, AND THOMAS G. PEDERSEN***

APPENDIX A.

Lemma A.1. Let v satisfy assumption|l|and let 0 < € < %. Then there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such
that

Ag(x) = vk (v(0) — U(,'-c_i r)) + k® (k%) > ¢ K% VzeR, Vk>1 (A.1)

Proof. Since Ay (x) = A,(—x), it suffices to prove (A)) for all z > 0. Let a > 0 such that v(z) = 0

whenever z > a. Let ¢t := zx~ /% and fix a & > 1. From assumptionand the definition of A, and y it

follows that
Au(z) = Ap(trt) > min{v(0),1} 8% V¢ e 0,55 1)U (a,00).

Now define

; 3w?
0= )
[0 oo
keeping in mind that by assumption 1| we have |[v"||sc > 0. In view of (3.12) it then follows that

w2 w2 1
VEU(0) = Vev(t) > Ve ?t2 > 7,35 Vte [k, to].

To complete the proof we note that the function v(0) — v(¢) attains a positive minimum on [¢g, a.
Therefore

VEv(0) = VRu() = ek VtEfto.dl

holds true with some ¢ > 0 independent of . g

Lemma A.2. Let by and kg be given by equation (3.38)) and Lemma[3.2|respectivelly. Then for all k > ko
it holds

W) V(575 (2 =)y da'dy < 258 may + 267 moz o (A.2)
R
1
/ b3(y) dy < KT mp, (A3)
R
3 1
/ b3(y) y* dy < KT mby i + K3 Mgy 3 (A.4)
R

where we adopted notation (3.44).

Proof. We have
[ )P =y P =k [ R ) drde
— 21 /R2 P2(z") (r? + %) v3(r) drda’
= 2&2 Mmoo + 2/& mo.2 142 -

To prove (A.3) we introduce the new variable s = £~ 1 (y — t) to get

[Bway< [ v [ ([ weletas) e < ot [ o2l da

_ = /!
= K4 mo’l ,LLl .



IMPURITY-BOUND EXCITONS 25

Similarly,
/bg(y) y? dy < /1#,3(35)/ (/(mll s +1)%v'(s)] KT ds> dtdx
R R 0 R
=/wi<x)/ (/(/-eé s2 +12) |v/(s)| k1 ds) dtdx
R 0 R
L 2 L / 3
< [ U2 ch i ol + iy [of) da
R
3 Ly
= K4 m2’1 /1/]_ + K4 mo’l ,LL3 .
]
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