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BULK BEHAVIOUR OF GROUND STATES FOR RELATIVISTIC SCHRÖDINGER

OPERATORS WITH COMPACTLY SUPPORTED POTENTIALS

GIACOMO ASCIONE AND JÓZSEF LŐRINCZI

Abstract. We propose a probabilistic representation of the ground states of massive and massless
Schrödinger operators with a potential well in which the behaviour inside the well is described
in terms of the moment generating function of the first exit time from the well, and the outside
behaviour in terms of the Laplace transform of the first entrance time into the well. This allows an
analysis of their behaviour at short to mid-range from the origin. In a first part we derive precise
estimates on these two functionals for stable and relativistic stable processes. Next, by combining
scaling properties and heat kernel estimates, we derive explicit local rates of the ground states of the
given family of non-local Schrödinger operators both inside and outside the well. We also show how
this approach extends to fully supported decaying potentials. By an analysis close-by to the edge
of the potential well, we furthermore show that the ground state changes regularity, which depends
qualitatively on the fractional power of the non-local operator.
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1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to introduce and explore a relationship between the moment gener-

ating functions and Laplace transforms of first hitting times of rotationally symmetric stable and

relativistic stable processes, and the ground states of related non-local Schrödinger operators. Mak-

ing use of this relationship, via precise estimates of these random time functionals we will be able

to derive and prove the spatial localization properties of ground states in the bulk, i.e., for short to

middle range from the origin.

The (semi-)relativistic Schrödinger operator H = (−∆+m2)1/2 −m+ V on L2(R3), describing

the Hamiltonian of an electrically charged particle with rest mass m > 0 moving under a Coulomb

potential V is one of the fundamental models of mathematical quantum theory, and it has been

studied extensively in the literature. Classic papers include [56, 13, 40] on the square-root Klein-

Gordon equation, [58, 31, 20, 21] on the properties of the spectrum, stability of the matter [44,

26, 27, 43], and eigenfunction decay [15]. More recent developments further addressed low-energy

scattering theory [49], embedded eigenvalues and Neumann-Wigner type potentials [47], decay rates

when magnetic potentials and spin are included [32], a relativistic Kato-inequality [33], Carleman

estimates and unique continuation [50, 25], or nonlinear relativistic Schrödinger equations [19, 54, 1].

Given its relationship with random processes with jumps, the V = 0 case has received much attention

also in potential theory [51, 30, 14].

There are only a very few examples around for which the spectrum and eigenfunctions of rel-

ativistic Schrödinger operators are explicitly determined [46, 21], when the potential is confining

rather than decaying, and interesting approximations of spectra and eigenfunctions for some other

cases have been obtained in [37]. Thus estimates on the eigenfunctions have a special relevance.

While eigenfunction decay at infinity for a large class of non-local Schrödinger operators, includ-

ing the relativistic operator, is now understood to a great detail in function of the asymptotic

behaviour of the potential [15, 32, 35, 36], very little is known on their local behaviour, i.e., for

small to medium distances from the origin. Some information on local properties of eigenfunctions

of non-local Schrödinger operators with Bernstein functions of the Laplacian and general potential

wells have been obtained in [9, Sect. 4]. Specifically, these include estimates on the distance of the

location of global extrema of eigenfunctions from the edge of the potential well or specific level sets.

For domain operators results in a similar spirit have been obtained in [6, 7].

Our goal in this paper is to make up for this hiatus and derive the local behaviour of the ground

state of the relativistic operator when V is chosen to be a bounded potential of compact support,

and show the extension of our technique to fully supported potentials. Instead of the above operator,

we will consider more generally

Hm,α = (−∆+m2/α)α/2 −m+ V

on L2(Rd), with 0 < α < 2, m ≥ 0, and d ∈ N, and for simplicity we call it in the m > 0 case

the massive, and for m = 0 the massless relativistic Schrödinger operator. In case V = −v1K with

a bounded set K ⊂ Rd with non-empty interior, we say that V is a potential well with coupling

constant (or depth) v > 0.
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The main idea underlying our approach is simple, and it can be highlighted on the case of a

spherical potential well K = Ba, where Ba is a ball of radius a centered in the origin. When the

operatorHm,α has a ground state ϕ0 at eigenvalue λ0 = inf SpecHm,α, a path integral representation

gives

e−tHm,αϕ0(x) = eλ0tE
x[e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs)dsϕ0(Xt)], t ≥ 0,

for every point x ∈ Rd (see [45]), where now
∫ t
0 V (Xs)ds = −v

∫ t
0 1Ba(Xs)ds = −vUt(a) is, apart

from the constant prefactor, the occupation measure in the ball of the process (Xt)t≥0 starting at

x, and Ex is expectation with respect to its path measure. Clearly, the potential contributes as long

as Xt ∈ Ba only, thus we may consider the first exit time τa = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Bc
a} when starting

from the inside, and the first entrance time Ta = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Ba} when starting from outside

of the well. Since, crucially,
(
eλ0tevUt(a)ϕ0(Xt)

)
t≥0 can be shown to be a martingale, by optional

stopping we get

ϕ0(x) =

{
Ex[e(v−|λ0|)τaϕ0(Xτa)] if x ∈ Ba

Ex[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTa)] if x ∈ Bc
a.

(1.1)

When we work with a classical Schrödinger operator having −1
2∆ instead of the relativistic operator,

so that (Xt)t≥0 = (Bt)t≥0 is Brownian motion, due to path continuity the random variables BTa

and Bτa are supported on the boundary of Ba, and ϕ0 can be determined exactly. (This is shown

in full detail in Section 5.1 below.) When we work with Hm,α, then (Xt)t≥0 is a jump process and

now the supports of XTa and Xτa spread over the full sets Ba and Bc
a, respectively. Nevertheless,

since |XTa | ≤ a and |Xτa | ≥ a, using that ϕ0 is (in a spherical potential well, radially) monotone

decreasing, the expressions (1.1) yield good approximations. Indeed, our main goal in this paper is

to derive precise estimates of these functionals and show how they give tight two-sided bounds on

the ground states. We note that while for the classical Schrödinger operator one, though not the

only, way to obtain (1.1) is through the actual solution of the eigenvalue equation, which is a PDE,

this route for Hm,α is unworkable as the solution of a similar non-local equation is unavailable even

for the simplest choices of potential well. Thus the probabilistic alternative which we develop in

this paper will prove to be useful in serving this purpose.

To derive bulk estimates of the ground state, we go through these steps systematically leading

to the following main results.

(1) Symmetry properties of the ground state. It is intuitively clear that the ground state should

inherit the symmetry properties of the potential well, which is also a technically relevant ingredient

in deriving local estimates. In Theorem 4.1 we show rotational symmetry of the ground state when

the potential well is a ball, and in Theorem 4.2 reflection symmetry when the potential well has the

same symmetry with respect to a hyperplane.

(2) Local estimates of the ground state. In Theorem 5.1 we prove that, like anticipated above, (1.1)

allow to derive two-sided bounds and the ground state of Hm,α with m ≥ 0 can be approximated

like

ϕ0(x) ≍
{
ϕ0(a)E

x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa] if x ∈ Ba

ϕ0(a)E
x[e−|λ0|Ta] if x ∈ Bc

a,
(1.2)

where a = (a, 0, . . . , 0), and the dependence of the comparability constants on the parameters of the

non-local operator, potential well and spatial dimension can be tracked throughout. By deriving
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precise two-sided estimates on the moment generating function of τa and the Laplace transform of

Ta in Section 3, we can make the expressions more explicit and obtain

ϕ0(x)

ϕ0(a)
≍





1 + v−|λ0|
λa−v+|λ0|

(
a−|x|

a

)α/2
if x ∈ Ba

jm,α(|x|) if x ∈ Bc
a,

(1.3)

see Corollary 5.1, where jm,α denotes the jump kernel of the operator Lm,α (see details in Section

2.1), and λa = λa(m,α) is its principal Dirichlet eigenvalue for Ba. While the comparability

constants depend on m, inside the potential well the x-dependence is the same for both the massless

and massive cases, reflecting the fact that the two processes are locally comparable. Since by

using the L2-normalization condition on the ground state the value ϕ0(a) can further be estimated

from both sides (Proposition 5.3), the right hand side above actually provides bounds on ϕ0 itself,

with a new proportionality constant (Corollary 5.2). As an application of the information on the

local behaviour, in Propositions 5.4-5.5 below we estimate the ground state expectations Λp(ϕ0) =(∫
Rd |x|pϕ2

0(x)dx
)1/p

, i.e., the moments of the position in the weighted space L2(Rd, ϕ2
0dx) describing

the “halo” or size of the ground state on different scales. Finally, in Theorems 5.3-5.4 we obtain

counterparts of (1.2)-(1.3) to bounded decaying potentials supported everywhere in Rd, giving

estimates of ϕ0 on appropriate level sets of the potential.

Using all this information, we also get some insight into the mechanisms driving these two regimes

of behaviour:

(i) Inside the potential well. Since we show that (a− |x|)α
2 ≍ Ex[τa], from (1.3) we see that the

behaviour of ϕ0(x)/ϕ0(a) is essentially determined by the ratio Ex[τa]/E
0[τa] of mean exit

times. Note that this is different from the case of the classical Schrödinger operator with

the same potential well (see Section 5.1 below). For Brownian motion in Rd it is well known

that Ex[τa] =
1
d (a

2 − |x|2) and the moment generating function of τa for d = 1 is given by

Ex[euτa ] = cos(
√
2ux)/ cos(

√
2ua) (and Bessel functions for higher dimensions, see Remark

5.1 below), thus the relation ϕ0(x)/ϕ0(a) ≈ Ex[τa]/E
0[τa] no longer holds and the higher

order moments of τa contribute significantly. The reason for this can be appreciated to be

that the α-stable and relativistically α-stable processes related to Lm,α and L0,α, respec-

tively, have a different nature from Brownian motion. Indeed, we have shown previously

that these two processes satisfy the jump-paring property, i.e., that all multiple large jumps

are stochastically dominated by single large jumps, while Brownian motion evolves through

typically small increments and builds up “backlog events” inflating sojourn times (for the

definitions and discussion see [35, Sect. 2.1], [36, Def. 2.1, Rem. 4.4]). Furthermore, it

is also seen from (1.3) that the ratio between the maximum ϕ0(0) of the ground state and

ϕ0(a) is determined by λa
λa−(v−|λ0|) , i.e., in fact the ratio of the gap between the ground state

energy from the minimum value of the potential and the energy necessary to climb and leave

the well.

(ii) Outside the potential well. The behaviour outside is governed by the Lévy measure which

was shown in [36] for large enough |x| and we see here by a different approach that this

already sets in from the boundary of the potential well. This is heuristically to be expected

due to free motion everywhere outside the well, while to see a “second order” contribution of
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non-locality (distinguishing between polynomially vs exponentially decaying jump measures)

around the boundary of the well would need more refined tools.

(iii) At the boundary of the potential well. From the profile functions given by (1.3) it can be

conjectured that, although the ground state is continuous (see Section 2.2 below), its change

of behaviour around the potential well is rather abrupt. Indeed, in Theorem 5.2 and Remark

5.4 we show that at the boundary ϕ0 6∈ Cα+δ
loc (Ba+ε \Ba−ε) for every δ ∈ (0, 1−α) whenever

α ∈ (0, 1), and ϕ0 6∈ C1,α+δ−1
loc (Ba+ε \ Ba−ε) for every δ ∈ (0, 2 − α) whenever α ∈ [1, 2), for

any small ε > 0. This implies that for the range of small α the ground state cannot be C1

at the boundary, and for values of α starting from 1 it cannot be C2 at the boundary.

(3) Entrance/exit time estimates. All these results depend on precise two-sided estimates on the

moment generating function for exit times from balls, and the Laplace transform of hitting times for

balls, which we provide here (Section 3). Clearly, these are of independent interest in probabilistic

potential theory; for further applications see [24] on crossing times of subordinate Bessel processes.

For the remaining part of the paper, we proceed in Section 2 to a precise description of the

operators and processes, and in Section 3 to presenting the details of hitting/exit time estimates.

Then in Section 4 we show the martingale property mentioned above and symmetry of the ground

state, and in Section 5 derive the local estimates, regularity results and study the moments of the

position in the ground states.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The massive and massless relativistic operators

Let α ∈ (0, 2), m ≥ 0, Φm,α(z) = (z +m2/α)α/2 −m for every z ≥ 0, and denote

Lm,α = Φm,α(−∆) = (−∆+m2/α)α/2 −m if m > 0

L0,α = Φ0,α(−∆) = (−∆)α/2 if m = 0.

We will combine the notation into just Lm,α, m ≥ 0, when a statement refers to both cases. These

operators can be defined in several possible ways. We define them via the Fourier multipliers

̂(Lm,αf)(y) = Φm,α(|y|2)f̂(y), y ∈ R
d, f ∈ Dom(Lm,α),

with domain

Dom(Lm,α) =
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) : Φm,α(| · |2)f̂ ∈ L2(Rd)

}
, m ≥ 0.

Then for f ∈ C∞c (Rd) the expressions

Lm,αf(x) = − lim
ε↓0

∫

|y−x|>ε
(f(y)− f(x)) νm,α(dy) (2.1)

hold, with the Lévy measures

νm,α(dx) = jm,α(|x|)dx =
2

α−d
2 m

d+α
2α α

πd/2Γ(1− α
2 )

K(d+α)/2(m
1/α|x|)

|x|(d+α)/2
dx, x ∈ R

d \ {0},



6 GIACOMO ASCIONE AND JÓZSEF LŐRINCZI

for m > 0 (relativistic fractional Laplacian), and

ν0,α(dx) = j0,α(|x|)dx =
2αΓ(d+α

2 )

πd/2|Γ(−α
2 )|

dx

|x|d+α
, x ∈ R

d \ {0}

for m = 0 (fractional Laplacian). Here

Kρ(z) =
1

2

(z
2

)ρ ∫ ∞

0
t−ρ−1e−t−

z2

4t dt, z > 0, ρ > −1

2
.

is the standard modified Bessel function of the third kind. The operator Lm,α is positive, and

self-adjoint with core C∞c (Rd), for every 0 < α < 2 and m ≥ 0.

The difference of the massive and massless operators is bounded, and the relationship can be

made explicit, which will be useful below. For m, r > 0 denote

σm,α(r) =
α21−

d−α
2

Γ
(
1− α

2

)
π

d
2


2

d+α
2
−1Γ

(
d+α
2

)

rd+α
−
m

d+α
2α K d+α

2

(
m1/αr

)

r
d+α
2




=
α21−

d−α
2

Γ
(
1− α

2

)
π

d
2

1

rd+α

∫ m1/αr

0
w

d+α
2 K d+α

2
−1(w)dw,

and define the measure

Σm,α(A) =

∫

A
σm,α(|x|)dx,

for all Borel sets A ⊂ Rd. It can be shown that Σm,α is finite, positive and has full mass Σm,α(R
d) =

m. For every function f ∈ L∞(Rd) consider the operator

Gm,αf(x) =
1

2

∫

Rd

(f(x+ h)− 2f(x) + f(x− h))σm,α(|h|)dh.

which is well-defined and ‖Gm,αf‖∞ ≤ 2m ‖f‖∞ holds. Then the decomposition

j0,α(r) = jm,α(r) + σm,α(r) (2.2)

holds, which implies the formula

Lm,αf = L0,αf −Gm,αf,

for every function f belonging to the domain of Lm,α. For the details and proofs we refer to [3,

Sect. 2.3.2], see also [51, Lem. 2].

Next consider the multiplication operator V : Rd → R on L2(Rd), which plays the role of the

potential. In case V = −v1K with a bounded set K ⊂ Rd having a non-empty interior, we say that

V is a potential well with coupling constant v > 0. Since such a potential is relatively bounded

with respect to Lm,α, the operator

Hm,α = Lm,α − v1K (2.3)

can be defined by standard perturbation theory as a self-adjoint operator with core C∞c (Rd). For

simplicity, we call Hm,α the (massive or massless) relativistic Schrödinger operator with potential

well supported in K, no matter the value of α ∈ (0, 2).

Below we will use the following notations. For two functions f, g : Rd → R we write f(x) ≍ g(x)

if there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that (1/C)g(x) ≤ f(x) ≤ Cg(x). We denote f(x) ∼ g(x)

as |x| → ∞ (resp. if |x| ↓ 0) if lim|x|→∞
f(x)
g(x) = 1 (resp. if lim|x|↓0

f(x)
g(x) = 1). Finally, we denote

f(x) ≈ g(x) as |x| → ∞ (analogously for |x| ↓ 0) if there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that
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(1/C) ≤ lim inf |x|→∞ f(x)/g(x) ≤ lim sup|x|→∞ f(x)/g(x) ≤ C. Also, we will use the notation

Br(x) for a ball of radius r centered in x ∈ Rd, write just Br when x = 0, and ωd = |B1| for the

volume of a d-dimensional unit ball. Moreover, for a domain D ⊂ Rd we write Dc to denote Rd \D.

In proofs we number the constants in order to be able to track them, but the counters will be reset

in a subsequent statement and proof. Also, in the statements to follow, we will use the default

assumptions 0 < α < 2 and m ≥ 0 implicitly, unless specified otherwise.

2.2. Feynman-Kac representation and the related random processes

The operators −Lm,α are Markov generators and give rise to the following Lévy processes, which

can be realised on the space of càdlàg paths (i.e., the space of functions that are continuous from

the right with left limits), indexed by the positive semi-axis. To ease the notation, we denote these

processes by (Xt)t≥0 without subscripts, and it will be clear from the context which process it

refers to. Also, we denote by Px the probability measure on the space of càdlàg paths, induced

by the process (Xt)t≥0 starting from x ∈ Rd, by Ex expectation with respect to Px, and simplify

the notations to P and E when x = 0. We will also use the notation Ex[f(Xt); conditions] to mean

Ex[f(Xt)1{conditions}].

If m > 0, the operator −Lm,α generates a rotationally invariant relativistic α-stable process

(Xt)t≥0, and if m = 0, the operator −L0,α generates a rotationally invariant α-stable process

(Xt)t≥0. Thus in either case

Ptf(x) :=
(
e−tLm,αf

)
(x) = E

x[f(Xt)], x ∈ R
d, t ≥ 0, f ∈ L2(Rd),

holds, giving rise to the Markov semigroup {Pt : t ≥ 0}. Each Pt, t > 0, is an integral operator with

translation invariant integral kernel p(t, x, y) := pt(x− y), i.e., Ptf(x) =
∫
Rd pt(x− y)f(y)dy for all

f ∈ Lp(Rd), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Also,

E[eiu·Xt ] = etΦm,α(|u|2), u ∈ R
d, m ≥ 0,

so that Φm,α(|u|2) = (|u|2+m2/α)α/2−m,m > 0, gives the characteristic exponent of the rotationally

invariant relativistic α-stable process, which has the Lévy jump measure νm,α(dx), and Φ0,α(|u|2) =
|u|α gives the characteristic exponent of the rotationally invariant α-stable process, which has the

Lévy jump measure ν0,α(dx). From a straightforward analysis it can be seen that for small |x| the
Lévy intensity jm,α(x) behaves like j0,α(x), but due to Kρ(x) ∼ C|x|−1/2e−|x| as |x| → ∞ for a

suitable constant C > 0, it decays exponentially, while j0,α(x) is polynomial. This difference in the

behaviours has a strong impact on the properties of the two processes.

The main object of interest in this paper are the ground states ϕ0 of the operators Hm,α as given

by (2.3), i.e., non-zero solutions of the eigenvalue equation

Hm,αϕ0 = λ0ϕ0

corresponding to the lowest eigenvalue, so that ϕ0 ∈ Dom(Hm,α) \ {0} and λ0 = inf SpecHm,α,

whenever they exist. Since the potentials V = −v1K are relatively compact perturbations of

Hm,α, the essential spectrum is preserved, and thus SpecHm,α = SpecessHm,α ∪ SpecdHm,α, with

SpecessHm,α = Specess Lm,α = [0,∞). The existence of a discrete component depends on further
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details of the potential. Generally, SpecdHm,α ⊂ (−v, 0), and SpecdHm,α consists of a finite set of

isolated eigenvalues of finite multiplicity each.

For non-positive compactly supported potentials it is known that SpecdHm,α 6= ∅ if (Xt)t≥0 is a

recurrent process [15], [45, Th. 4.308], i.e., Hm,α, m ≥ 0, does have a ground state ϕ0 in every such

case for all v > 0. Recall the Chung-Fuchs criterion of recurrence, which says that for a process

with characteristic exponent Ψ the condition
∫
|u|<r

du
Ψ(u) <∞ for some r > 0, is equivalent with the

transience of the process [52, Cor. 37.17], [45, Th. 3.84]. An application to the processes above

gives that the relativistic α-stable process is recurrent whenever d = 1 or 2, and transient for d ≥ 3,

while the α-stable process is recurrent in case d = 1 and α ≥ 1, and transient otherwise. In the

transient cases, [4, Prop. 2.7] guarantees that for sufficiently large v (for instance, v > λK, where

λK is the principal Dirichlet eigenvalue of Lm,α over the well K) a ground state exists. Furthermore,

by [4, Lem. 4.5] we know that v + λ0 < λK.

Whenever a ground state ϕ0 of the operator Hm,α exists, a Feynman-Kac type representation

e−tHm,αϕ0(x) = eλ0tE
x[e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs)dsϕ0(Xt)] = eλ0tE

x[evU
K
t (X)ϕ0(Xt)], x ∈ R

d, t ≥ 0 (2.4)

holds, where

UKt (X) =

∫ t

0
1K(Xs)ds

is the occupation measure of the set K by (Xt)t≥0. For the details and proofs we refer to [45, Sect.

4.6]. For the non-local Schrödinger operators Hm,α the semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0}, Tt = e−tHm,α , is

well-defined and strongly continuous. For all t > 0, every Tt is a bounded operator on every Lp(Rd)

space, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. By [45, Prop. 4.291] the operators Tt : Lp(Rd) → Lp(Rd) for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

Tt : L
p(Rd) → L∞(Rd) for 1 < p ≤ ∞, and Tt : L

1(Rd) → L∞(Rd) are bounded, for all t > 0. Also,

Tt has a bounded measurable integral kernel q(t, x, y) for all t > 0, i.e., Ttf(x) =
∫
Rd q(t, x, y)f(y)dy,

for all f ∈ Lp(Rd), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Again by [45, Prop. 4.291], for all t > 0 and f ∈ L∞(Rd), Ttf is a bounded continuous function.

Thus all the eigenfunctions of Hm,α are bounded and continuous, whenever they exist. Also, they

have a pointwise decay to zero at infinity, and the asymptotic behaviour

ϕ0(x) ≈ jm,α(x)

{
= Ad,α|x|−d−α for m = 0

≈ |x|−(d+α+1)/2e−m
1/α|x| for m > 0

holds, with Ad,α =
2αΓ(d+α

2
)

πd/2|Γ(−α
2
)| . For further details we refer to [36]. Furthermore, it can be shown

that if a ground state exists ϕ0 for Hm,α, then due to the positivity improving property of the

Feynman-Kac semigroup ϕ0 is unique and has a strictly positive version, which we will choose

throughout this paper. For details we refer to [45, Sects. 4.3.2, 4.9.1].

2.3. Heat kernel of the killed Feynman-Kac semigroup

Let D ⊂ Rd be an open set and consider the first exit time

τD = inf {t > 0 : Xt /∈ D} (2.5)

from D. When D = BR we simplify the notation to τR, while if D = Bc
R we use TR. (From the

context the reader will realise the meanings and not confuse this simple notation with the semigroup
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operators Tt.) The transition probability densities pD(t, x, y) of the process killed on exiting D (or

heat kernel of the killed semigroup) are given by the Dynkin-Hunt formula

pD(t, x, y) = pt(x− y)− E
x [pt−τD(y −XτD ); τD < t] , x, y ∈ D. (2.6)

The heat kernel pD(t, x, y) gives rise to the killed Feynman-Kac semigroup {PDt : t ≥ 0} by

PDt f(x) =
∫
D pD(t, x, y)f(y)dy, for all x ∈ D, t > 0 and f ∈ L2(Rd). It is known that {PDt : t ≥ 0}

is a strongly continuous semigroup of contraction operators on L2(D) and every operator PDt , t > 0,

is self-adjoint.

Below we will make frequent use of the Ikeda-Watanabe formula [34, Th. 1], which says that for

every η > 0 and every bounded or non-negative Borel function f on Rd, the equality

E
x
[
e−ητDf(XτD)

]
=

∫

D

∫ ∞

0
e−ηtpD(t, x, y)dt

∫

Dc

f(z)jm,α(z − y)dzdy, x ∈ D,

holds. The same arguments leading to the above expression also allow the more general formulation

(see, for instance, [10, eq. (1.58)] and [34, Th. 2])

E
x [f(τD,XτD−,XτD )] =

∫

D

∫

Dc

∫ ∞

0
pD(t, x, y)f(t, y, z)jm,α(z − y)dtdzdy, x ∈ D, (2.7)

which holds for every bounded or non-negative Borel function f : [0,∞] × Rd × Rd → R. We will

keep referring to this as the Ikeda-Watanabe formula.

In what follows we will also rely on some estimates of the heat kernel of the killed semigroup.

By (2.6), clearly pD(t, x, y) ≤ pt(x − y) for all t > 0 and x, y ∈ D. Recall that the semigroup

{PDt : t ≥ 0} is said to be intrinsically ultracontractive (IUC) whenever there exists CDt > 0 such

that pD(t, x, y) ≤ CDt fD(x)fD(y), for all t > 0 and x, y ∈ D, where fD is the principal Dirichlet

eigenfunction of the operator Lm,α in the domain D. It can be shown that if {PDt : t ≥ 0} is IUC,

then a similar lower bound holds with another constant. The following result provides a bound on

pt(x), and will be useful for the IUC property of {PDt : t ≥ 0} for a class of domains D that we will

use below.

Lemma 2.1. For every δ > 0 there exists a constant Cd,m,α(δ) such that

sup
|x|≥δ, t>0

pt(x) ≤ Cd,m,α(δ).

Proof. Fix δ > 0. By [51, eq. (9)] we know that

pt(x) ≤ C(1)
α emtt

2αΓ
(
d+α
2

)

πd/2|x|d+α
.

Thus for t ≤ 1 and |x| ≥ δ we obtain

pt(x) ≤ C(1)
α em

2αΓ
(
d+α
2

)

πd/2δd+α
=: C

(2)
d,m,α(δ).

For t ≥ 1 we distinguish two cases. If m = 0, we use the estimate (see, for instance, [10])

pt(x) ≤ C
(3)
d,αt
− d

α ≤ C
(3)
d,α, t > 1.

If m > 0, we can use [51, Lem. 3] to conclude that

pt(x) ≤ C
(4)
d,m,α

(
m

d
α
− d

2 t−
d
2 + t−

d
α

)
≤ C

(5)
d,m,α, t > 1.
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Hence we can define

Cd,m,α(δ) =




max

{
C

(2)
d,0,α(δ), C

(3)
d,α

}
m = 0

max
{
C

(2)
d,m,α(δ), C

(4)
d,m,α

}
m > 0,

giving sup|x|≥δ, t>0 pt(x) ≤ Cd,m,α(δ) for every m ≥ 0. �

Using that νm,α(Br(x)) > 0 for every x ∈ Rd, r > 0 and m ≥ 0, we immediately get the following

result from the previous lemma and [29, Th. 3.1].

Corollary 2.1. Let D be a bounded Lipschitz domain. The killed semigroup {PDt : t ≥ 0} is IUC.

We will denote the principal Dirichlet eigenfunction of Lm,α by fR at eigenvalue λR whenever

D = BR. Using IUC and its implication of a similar lower bound, and the continuity of the killed

heat kernel, it can be shown [22, Th. 4.2.5] that there exists a large enough T > 0 such that

1

2
e−λRtfR(x)fR(y) ≤ pBR(t, x, y) ≤

3

2
e−λRtfR(x)fR(y), (2.8)

for all t > T and x, y ∈ BR.

3. Exit and hitting times estimates

3.1. Estimates on the survival probability

As we will see below, the local behaviour of ground states depends on a function which can be

estimated by using tools of potential theory for the stable and relativistic stable processes. We will

denote this by Vα,m and call it rate function. In this section we derive some key information on this

function first. The results contained in this subsection have been obtained in a more general context

in [11]. Since here we are considering two specific cases, which are widely used in applications, we

reconsider some of the proofs in order to identify the values of the involved constants, which are

not explicit in the cited work due to the greater generality of the arguments involved.

Lemma 3.1. Let D be a C1,1 bounded open set in Rd, (X
(0)
t )t≥0 be an isotropic α-stable process

and (X
(m)
t )t≥0 be an isotropic relativistic α-stable process with mass m > 0. Consider the first exit

time τ
(m)
D = inf{t > 0 : X

(m)
t 6∈ D}, m ≥ 0. Then Ex[τ

(m)
D ] ≍ Ex[τ

(0)
D ], for every m > 0 and the

comparability constant is independent of D.

Proof. The statement easily follows from [16, Cor. 1.2] and [17, Th. 1.3] due to the comparability

of the respective Green functions. �

As a consequence, we get the following upper bound.

Corollary 3.1. We have λRR
α ≤ Cd,m,α.

Proof. Denote s(x) = Ex[τR] and S = ‖s‖L2(BR). First consider the case m = 0. Then the explicit

formula due to M. Riesz (e.g., [10, eq. (1.56)])

s(x) =
π1+dΓ

(
d
2

)
sin
(
πα

2

) ∣∣Γ
(
−α

2

)∣∣
2αΓ

(
d+α
2

) (R2 − |x|2)α/2, |x| ≤ R,
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holds. Hence we have

s(x) ≥ Cd,m,αR
α, |x| ≤ R

2
. (3.1)

Lemma 3.1 guarantees that (3.1) holds even form > 0. Thus in general we have S2 ≥ Cd,m,αR
2α|BR/2|.

By [5, Prop. 2.1] and Schwarz inequality we then obtain

λR ≤
∫

BR

s(x)

S2
dx ≤

√
|BR|
S2

≤ Cd,m,α

Rα
.

�

We say that a function f : Rd → R is (m,α)-harmonic on an open set D ⊂ Rd if for every open

set U ⊂⊂ D (i.e., U ⊂ D is compact) the equality f(x) = Ex[f(XτU )] holds for every x ∈ U . In the

following we come back to the notation by (Xt)t≥0 meaning either of the processes for the massless

and massive cases, as used previously.

Lemma 3.2. Let d = 1 and fix r0 > 0. There exist an increasing concave (and thus subadditive)

(m,α)-harmonic function Vm,α(r) : (0,∞) → R+ and constants 0 < C
(1)
m,α,r0 < C

(2)
m,α,r0 such that

C(1)
m,α,r0r

α/2 ≤ Vm,α(r) ≤ C(2)
m,α,r0r

α/2, 0 ≤ r ≤ r0.

Proof. Consider the running supremum Mt = sup0≤s≤tXt, and let Yt = Mt − Xt be the process

obtained by reflecting Xt on hitting the supremum. Let At be the local time at zero of Yt, and

Zt = inf{τ > 0 : Aτ > t} its right-continuous inverse. Also, consider Ht = MZt . By [55, eq. (1.8)]

there exists a function ψm,α such that
∫∞
0 ψm,α(s)f(s)ds =

∫∞
0 E[f(Hs)]ds, for every non-negative

Borel function f . Choosing in particular f = 1[0,r], we define

Vm,α(r) =

∫ r

0
ψm,α(ρ)dρ =

∫ ∞

0
P(Hρ ≤ r)dρ.

Note that (Ht)t≥0 is a subordinator (see [8, Lem. VI.2]), different from a Poisson process since (0,∞)

is a regular domain for (Xt)t≥0. We can define its inverse subordinator H−1t := inf{s > 0 : Hs > t}
and observe that Vm,α(t) = E[H−1t ], implying subadditivity of Vm,α (see [8, Ch. III]). The fact that

Vm,α is (m,α)-harmonic in (0,∞) follows from [55, Th. 2]. The comparability result follows by

[38, Prop. 2.2, Ex. 2.3]. Concavity results by [38, Prop. 2.1] and [53, Th. 10.3] as ψm,α = V
′
m,α is

non-increasing. �

Remark 3.1. In fact, V0,α(r) = rα/2. Moreover, for m > 0 again by [38, Prop. 2.2 and Ex. 2.3]

we get Vm,α(r) ∼ r as r → ∞. As a direct consequence of the monotone density theorem, we

furthermore have ψm,α(r) ∼ r
α
2
−1 as r ↓ 0, for all m ≥ 0.

As a consequence, we obtain the following Harnack-type inequality.

Lemma 3.3. For every 0 < x ≤ y ≤ z ≤ 5x we have

Vm,α(z) − Vm,α(y) ≤ 5V′m,α(x)(z − y).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 we know that Vm,α is concave and thus, in particular, log-concave. Hence

the result follows by [11, Lem. 7.1]. �

Moreover, we can use the function Vm,α to derive the following estimate.
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Corollary 3.2. Let d = 1 and define τ(0,∞) = inf{t > 0 : Xt ≤ 0}. There exist constants C
(1)
m,α

and C
(2)
m,α such that

C(1)
m,α

(
rα/2√
t
∧ 1

)
≤ P

r(τ(0,∞) > t) ≤ C(2)
m,α

(
rα/2√
t

∧ 1

)

Proof. Immediate by [39, Cor. 3.2] and Lemma 3.2. �

Remark 3.2. In the case m = 0 it is not difficult to determine explicitly the constant given

in Corollary 3.1, while it is clear that the upper and lower bounds in Lemma 3.2 are actually

identities. Furthermore, the constants obtained in Corollary 3.2 can be computed exactly to be

C
(1)
m,α = 1

2e

(
e−1
8e2

)2
and C

(2)
m,α = e

e−1 , which are independent of m and α. In fact, as observed in [11],

these constants are universal for more general unimodal symmetric Lévy processes. The constants

given in the following statements can be, at least in the case m = 0, tracked from the cited results

or numerically evaluated via the principal Dirichlet eigenfunction.

As a direct consequence of Lemmas 3.2-3.3, we obtain the following lower bound.

Proposition 3.1. For every R > 0 there exist constants C
(1)
d,m,α,R, C

(2)
d,m,α such that

P
x(τR > t) ≥ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(
(R− |x|)α/2√

t
∧ 1

)
, t ≤ C

(2)
d V

2
m,α(R).

Proof. By Lemma 3.3 and [11, Prop. 6.1] we know that there exist constants C
(2)
d , C

(3)
d > 0 such

that

P
x(τR > t) ≥ C

(3)
d,R

(
Vm,α(R− |x|)√

t
∧ 1

)
, t ≤ C

(2)
d V

2
m,α(R).

Lemma 3.2 then completes the proof. �

Furthermore, we can derive an upper bound on the survival probability τR.

Lemma 3.4. For every x ∈ BR and t > 0 we have

P
x(τR > t) ≤ 2

((R − |x|)α/2√
t

∧ 1
)
.

Proof. Since (Xt)t≥0 is rotationally symmetric, we may choose x = re1 without loss of generality,

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) and r ∈ (0, R). Let H←R := {x ∈ Rd : x1 < R} and consider the first exit

time τ̃R := inf{t > 0 : Xr ∈ (H←R )c}. Since BR ⊆ HR, we have τR ≤ τ̃R almost surely. With the

same notation τ(0,∞) as in Corollary 3.2, it follows that

P
x(τR > t) ≤ P

x(τ̃R > t) = P
(r−R)e1(τ̃0 > t) = P

r−R(τ(0,∞) > t) ≤ 2

(
(R− r)α/2√

t
∧ 1

)
.

�

Using intrinsic ultracontractivity of the killed semigroup, we can improve these estimates.

Proposition 3.2. For every x ∈ BR, we have

P
x(τR > t) ≍ e−λRt

(
(R− |x|)α/2√
t ∧Rα/2

∧ 1

)
,
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where the comparability constants depend on d,m,α,R, and λR is the principal Dirichlet eigenvalue

of Lm,α in the ball BR.

Proof. Since we have already recalled Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.1, we only need to prove the

exponential domination for large values of t > 0. Let fR be the principal Dirichlet eigenfunction of

Lm,α for the ball BR and observe that, by [45, Prop. 4.289], fR is continuous and bounded. Since

the killed semigroup is IUC, see Lemma 2.1, we can choose T > 0 such that (2.8) holds for every

t ≥ 0 and x, u ∈ BR. For this fixed T , by [16, Th. 1.1] and [17, Th. 1.1], it follows that there exists

a constant C
(1)
d,m,α,R > 0 such that for every t ≥ T and x, u ∈ BR

1

C
(1)
d,m,α,R

e−λRt(R− |x|)α
2 (R− |u|)α

2 ≤ pBR(t, x, u) ≤
3

2
e−λRt(R− |x|)α

2 (R− |u|)α
2 (3.2)

holds. Combining (2.8) and (3.2) we have, for all x, u ∈ BR,

fR(x)fR(u) ≥
2

3C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(R− |x|)α
2 (R − |u|)α

2 .

Taking x = u = 0, the previous inequality gives

fR(0)
2 ≥ 2

3C
(1)
d,m,α,R

Rα > 0. (3.3)

Furthermore, choosing u = 0 in (3.3) we get

fR(x) ≥
2

3C
(1)
d,m,α,RfR(0)

R
α
2 (R− |x|)α

2 =: C
(2)
d,m,α,R(R− |x|)α

2 . (3.4)

Finally, by (2.8) and (3.4) we obtain the lower bound

1 ≥ P
x(τR > t) =

∫ ∞

t

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)pBR(s, x, u)dudzds

≥ e−λRt

2λR

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(x)fR(u)dudz

≥
C

(2)
d,m,α,R(R− |x|)α

2 e−λRt

2λR

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(u)dudz.

This guarantees that ∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(u)dudz <∞

and, at the same time,

P
x(τR > t) ≥

C
(2)
d,m,α,R(R− |x|)α

2 e−λRt

2λR

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(u)dudz =: C

(3)
d,m,α,R(R − |x|)α

2 e−λRt,

for every x ∈ BR and t ≥ T . Similarly, we have the estimate from above,

P
x(τR > t) ≤ 3

2

∫ ∞

t
e−λRsds

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(x)fR(u)dudz

≤ 3 ‖fR‖∞
2λR

e−λRt

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)fR(u)dudz =: C

(4)
d,m,α,Re

−λRt.

�
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Next we derive an upper bound for the function Px(TR > t). First we need a technical lemma.

Lemma 3.5. There exists a constant Cd,m,α > 0 such that

νm,α(Bc
r) ∼ Cd,m,αr

−α, r ↓ 0.

Proof. There is nothing to prove if m = 0, thus take m > 0 and for all ε > 0 let t0(ε) such that

(1 − ε)C
(1)
d,m,αρ

−d−α ≤ jm,α(ρ) ≤ (1 + ε)C
(1)
d,m,αρ

−d−α for every 0 < ρ < t0(ε) (note that this holds

by the 0+ asymptotics of the Bessel function). Consider r < t0(ε) and observe that

νm,α(Bc
r) =

∫ t0(ε)

r
ρd−1jm,α(ρ)dρ+

∫ ∞

t0(ε)
ρd−1jm,α(ρ)dρ =: I1(ε, r) + I2(ε).

Clearly, I2(ε) <∞. Since

(1− ε)
C

(1)
d,m,α

α
r−α − (1− ε)

C
(3)
d,m,α

α
t0(ε)

−α ≤ I1(ε, r) ≤ (1 + ε)
C

(1)
d,m,α

α
r−α − (1 + ε)

C
(3)
d,m,α

α
t0(ε)

−α,

the result follows directly. �

Proposition 3.3. For every 0 < R < R0 there exists a constant Cd,m,α,R,R0 > 0 such that

P
x(TR > t) ≤ Cd,m,α,R,R0

(|x| −R)α/2√
t ∧Rα/2

, |x| ∈ [R,R0). (3.5)

Proof. Consider the function

Jm,α(R) = inf
0≤r≤R

νm,α(Bc
r)V

2
m,α(r).

Observe that νm,α(Bc
r)V

2
m,α(r) > 0 for every r > 0. Moreover, by Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5 we know that

νm,α(Bc
r)V

2
m,α(r) ≥ Cm,α,r0 > 0 for r0 > 0 and r ∈ (0, r0). This implies Jm,α(R) > 0. Lemma 3.3

guarantees that [11, Lem. 6.2] applies and we obtain

P
x(TR > t) ≤ 5Cd

(J (R))2
Vm,α(|x| −R)√
t ∧ Vm,α(R)

.

Finally, for |x| ∈ (R,R0) we can use Lemma 3.2 to complete the proof. �

Remark 3.3. Note that in case m = 0, there exists a constant Cd,α > 0 such that J0,α(R) ≥ Cd,α

for every R. This follows from the asymptotic behaviour of ν0,α(Bc
r) as r → ∞ given in [3, Cor.

2.1]. Thus for the massless case (3.5) holds for all |x| ≥ R, with no dependence on R0. On the other

hand, for m > 0 we have limR→∞ Jm,α(R) = 0. This is due to Vm,α(R) ∼ R as R→ ∞, as seen in

Remark 3.1, while νm,α(Bc
R) decays exponentially (see [3, Cor. 2.2]).

3.2. Estimates on the moment generating function for the exit time from a ball

In view of deriving and using expressions of the type (1.1) in our main analysis below, in this

section first we derive estimates of exponentials of exit times of the Lévy processes (Xt)t≥0 for balls

and their complements. Recall (2.5) and denote by

gτR(t) =

∫

BcR

∫

BR
jm,α(|z − u|)pBR(t, x, u)dudz, t > 0, (3.6)

the probability density of τR. Now we prove the following estimate for the moment generating

function of τR.
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Theorem 3.1. Fix R > 0. Then for every 0 ≤ λ < λR and x ∈ BR we have

E
x[eλτR − 1] ≍ λ

λR − λ

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2

,

where the comparability constant depends on d,m,α,R. Moreover, Ex[eλτR ] = ∞ whenever λ ≥ λR.

Proof. First fix 0 ≤ λ < λR. Using (3.6) and integrating by parts we obtain

E
x[eλτR − 1] =

∫ ∞

0
(eλt − 1)gτR(t)dt = − lim

s→∞
(eλs − 1)Px(τR > s) + λ

∫ ∞

0
eλtPx(τR > t)dt. (3.7)

Note that the limit is zero since by Proposition 3.2

eλsPx(τR > s) ≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,R e

(λ−λR)s (R− |x|)α/2√
s ∧Rα/2

,

and λ < λR.

First we show the lower bound of the remaining integral at the right hand side of (3.7). Using

Proposition 3.2 again, we get

∫ ∞

0
eλtPx(τR > t)dt ≥ C

(2)
d,m,α,R

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 ∫ ∞

Rα

e−(λR−λ)tdt

≥ C
(2)
d,m,α,R

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 1

λR − λ
e−λRRα

.

(3.8)

Next note that by Corollary 3.1 we have λRR
α ≤ C

(3)
d,m,α with a constant C

(3)
d,m,α, thus e

−λRRα ≥
C

(4)
d,m,α. Using this lower bound in (3.8) we get

∫ ∞

0
eλtPx(τR > t)dt ≥ C

(5)
d,m,α,R

1

λR − λ

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2

.

To get the upper bound, we estimate
∫ ∞

0
eλtPx(τR > t)dt ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

∫ ∞

0
e−(λR−λ)t

(
1 ∧ (R − |x|)α/2√

t ∧Rα/2

)
dt

= C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(∫ Rα/2

0

(
1 ∧ (R− |x|)α/2√

t

)
e−(λR−λ)tdt+

(R− |x|
R

)α/2 e−(λR−λ)Rα

λR − λ

)

≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(
(R− |x|)α/2

∫ Rα

0

e−(λR−λ)t
√
t

dt+
(R− |x|

R

)α/2 1

λR − λ

)

= C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(
(R− |x|)α/2

(
2Rα/2e−(λR−λ)Rα

+ 2(λR − λ)

∫ Rα

0

√
te−(λR−λ)tdt

)

+

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 1

λR − λ

)

≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(
4(R− |x|)α/2Rα/2 +

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 1

λR − λ

)

≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,R

(
4Rα

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 λR
λR − λ

+

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2 1

λR − λ

)
≤
C

(5)
d,m,α,R

λR − λ

(
R− |x|
R

)α/2

,
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where we used the bound λRR
α ≤ C

(3)
d,m,α again in the last line. This proves the first part of the

claim.

To obtain the second statement we only need to prove that E[eλRτR ] = ∞. Notice that by

Proposition 3.2

eλRs
P
x(τR > s) ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(R − |x|)α/2√
s ∧Rα/2

.

For s > Rα we get

E
x[eλRτR ] ≥ E

x[eλRτR − 1; τR ≤ s] =

∫ s

0
(eλt − 1)gτR(t)dt

= −(eλRs − 1)Px(τR > s) + λR

∫ s

0
eλRt

P
x(τR > t)dt

≥ −C(1)
d,m,α,R

(R − |x|)α/2
Rα/2

+ λR

∫ s

Rα

eλRt
P
x(τR > t)dt.

Taking the supremum over s on the right-hand side and using the lower bound in Proposition 3.2,

we obtain

E
x[eλRτR ] ≥ −C(1)

d,m,α,R

(R− |x|)α/2
Rα/2

+ λR

∫ ∞

Rα

eλRt
P
x(τR > t)dt

≥ −C(1)
d,m,α,R

(R− |x|)α/2
Rα/2

+ C
(2)
d,m,α,RλR

∫ ∞

Rα

(R− |x|)α/2
Rα/2

dt = ∞.

�

3.3. Estimates on the Laplace transform of the hitting time for a ball

Next we consider TR = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ BR} and derive estimates on the Laplace transform

Ex[e−λTR ], in which case there is no handy tool such as intrinsic ultracontractivity of the killed

semigroup. We start with a lower bound for points in domains of the type R ≤ |x| ≤ R′, for the

remaining choices of domains see Remark 3.4 (2) below.

Theorem 3.2. Let λ, R > 0 and R2 > R1 > R. There exists a constant Cd,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ > 0 such

that

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ Cd,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ jm,α(|x|), R1 ≤ |x| ≤ R2.

Proof. Define

C
(1)
d,m,α,R1,R2

= min
R1≤|x|≤R2

jm,α

(
|x|+ 5

2R
)

jm,α(|x|)
.

As before, fix x = re1 for r > 0, and define A(x) =
{
u ∈ Rd : |x|+R < |u| < |x|+2R, 〈u, e1〉 < 0

}
.

Since R1 ≤ |x| ≤ R2, taking D = B3R2 \ B̄R we see that x ∈ D ⊂ B̄c
R. In particular, pBcR(t, x, u) ≥

pD(t, x, u). Since D is a bounded and open Lipschitz set, the semigroup with kernel pD(t, x, u) is

IUC and we can apply to it the lower bound (2.8) with some T > 0, and the principal Dirichlet

eigenvalue and eigenfunction λD and fD of Lm,α on D. Then by using the Ikeda-Watanabe formula
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we get

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ E

x
[
e−λTR ;XTR− ∈ A(x), |XTR

| < R

2
, TR > T

]

=

∫ ∞

T

∫

BR/2

∫

A(x)
e−λtj(|u− z|)pBcR(t, x, u)dtdzdu

≥ Rdωd

2d+1
j
(
|x|+ 5

2
R
) ∫ ∞

T

∫

A(x)
e−(λ+λD)tfD(x)fD(u)dtdu

≥
C

(1)
d,m,α,R1,R2

Rdωde
−(λ+λD)T

(λ+ λD)2d+1
j (|x|) fD(x)

∫

A(x)
fD(u)du.

(3.9)

Note that since D is a bounded C1,1 domain, by [16, Th. 1.1] and [17, Th. 1.1] there exists a

constant C
(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

> 1 such that for every t ≥ 1

pD(t, x, u) ≤ C
(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

e−λDδ
α/2
D (x)δ

α/2
D (u),

holds, where δD(x) = dist(x, ∂D). By definition of fD(x) we get

fD(x) = eλD

∫

D
pD(1, x, u)fD(u)du

≤ C
(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) δ
α/2
D (x)

∫

D
δ
α/2
D (u)du

≤ C
(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) (6R2)
α/2((3R2)

d −Rd
1)ωdδ

α/2
D (x).

(3.10)

To obtain a lower bound on fD(x), consider τD = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ D̄c} and use again (2.7), (3.10)

and the fact that δD(u) ≤ |u− z| for all z ∈ Dc, giving

P
x(τD > T ) =

∫ ∞

T

∫

Dc

∫

D
jm,α(|z − u|)p(t, x, u)dudzdt

≤ 3

2
fD(x)

∫ ∞

T

∫

Dc

∫

D
jm,α(|z − u|)e−λDtfD(u)dudzdt

≤ 3

2
fD(x)C

(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) (6R2)
α/2((3R2)

d −Rd
1)ωd

×
∫ ∞

T

∫

Dc

∫

D
jm,α(|z − u|)e−λDtδD(u)dudzdt

≤ C
(4)
d,α

3e−λDT

2λD
fD(x)C

(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) (6R2)
α/2((3R2)

d −Rd
1)ωd

×
∫

Dc

∫

D

dudz

|z − u|d+α
2

≤ 3Perα(D)

2
C

(3)
d,αC

(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) (6R2)
α/2((3R2)

d −Rd
1)ωd

e−λDT

λD
fD(x),

where Perα(D) =
∫
D
∫
Dc

dzdu

|z−u|d+
α
2

is the fractional perimeter of D (see, e.g., [28]), and we used

that jm,α(|z − u|) ≤ j0,α(|z − u|) = C
(3)
d,α|z − u|−d−α by (2.2), see [51, Lem. 2]. Hence fD(x) ≥

C
(4)
d,m,α,R1,R2

Px(τD > T ), where

C
(4)
d,m,α,R1,R2

=
2λDeλDT

3C
(3)
d,α Perα(D)C

(2)
d,m,α,R1,R2

‖fD‖L∞(D) (6R2)α/2((3R2)d −Rd
1)ωd

.
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Note that D is a C1,1 bounded set with scaling radius R3 = (3R2 + R)/2. Fix x ∈ D. Then

there exists a point x̄ ∈ D and a ball BR3(x̄) such that x ∈ BR3(x̄) and δD(x) = R3 − |x − x̄|. By

Proposition 3.2 and the fact that BR3(x̄) ⊂ D, we know that there exists a constant C
(5)
d,m,α,R1,R2

such that

P
x(τD > T ) ≥ P

x(τBR3
(x̄) > T ) = P

x−x̄(τR3 > T ) ≥ C
(5)
d,m,α,R1,R2

e−λDT
( δD(x)α/2√

T ∧Rα/2
3

∧ 1
)
,

and then

fD(x) ≥ C
(6)
d,m,α,R1,R2

( δD(x)α/2√
T ∧Rα/2

3

∧ 1
)
,

where C
(6)
d,m,α,R1,R2

= C
(5)
d,m,α,R1,R2

C
(5)
d,m,α,R1,R2

e−λDT . Applying this to (3.9) we have

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ C

(7)
d,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ

( δD(x)α/2√
T ∧Rα/2

3

∧ 1
)
jm,α (|x|)

∫

A(x)

( δD(u)α/2√
T ∧Rα/2

3

∧ 1
)
du,

where

C
(7)
d,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ =

C
(1)
d,m,αR

dωd

(λ+ λD)2d+1
e−(λ+λD)T (C

(6)
d,m,α,R1,R2,R

)2.

Recall that minR1≤|x|≤R2
δD(x) = (C

(8)
R1,R2,R

)
2
α > 0 by definition of D. Moreover, u ∈ A(x) implies

R < R1 + R ≤ |u| ≤ R2 + 2R < 3R2, and hence minu∈A(x) δD(u) ≥ minR1+R≤|u|≤2R+R2
δD(u) =

(C
(9)
R1,R2,R

)α/2 > 0. Finally, recall also that |A(x)| ≥ ωd
2 d(R1 +R)d−1R to conclude that

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ Cd,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ jm,α(|x|),

where

Cd,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ = C
(7)
d,m,α,R1,R2,R,λ

( C
(8)
R1,R2,R√
T ∧Rα/2

3

∧ 1
)( C

(9)
R1,R2,R√
T ∧Rα/2

3

∧ 1
)dRωd

2
(R1 +R)d−1.

�

To extend the lower bound up to the boundary of BR, we need the following result.

Proposition 3.4. The following properties hold:

(1) There exist R
(0)
d,m,α,R,λ > R and Cd,m,α,R,λ > 0 such that for every R ≤ |x| ≤ R

(0)
d,m,α,R,λ

E
x[1− e−λTR ] ≤ Cd,m,α,R,λ(|x| −R)α/2.

(2) There exists R̃d,m,α,R,λ > R such that for every R ≤ |x| ≤ R̃d,m,α,R,λ

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ 1

2
.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3

P
x(TR = ∞) ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(
1 ∧ (|x| −R)α/2

Rα/2

)
, (3.11)

hence there exists R
(0)
d,m,α,R,λ > R such that, for R < |x| < R

(0)
d,m,α,R,λ,

P
x(TR = ∞) ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(R(0)
d,m,α,R,λ

R
− 1
)α/2

<
1

3
,
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so that

P
x(TR <∞) ≥ 1− C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(R(0)
d,m,α,R,λ

R
− 1
)α/2

:= C
(2)
d,m,α,R >

2

3
.

Notice that

E
x[e−λTR ] = E

x[e−λTR ;TR <∞] = E
x[e−λTR |TR <∞]Px(TR <∞).

Denote P̃x(·) = Px( · |TR <∞). We have

1− Ẽ
x[e−λTR ] =

∫ ∞

0
P̃
x(1− e−λTR > s)ds =

∫ 1

0
P̃
x(1− e−λTR > s)ds.

Writing s = 1− e−λt we obtain

1− Ẽ
x[e−λTR ] =

∫ ∞

0
λe−λtP̃x(1− e−λTR > 1− e−λt)dt =

∫ ∞

0
λe−λtP̃x(TR > t)dt

=
λ

Px(TR <∞)

∫ ∞

0
e−λtPx(TR > t, TR <∞)dt

≤ λ

C
(2)
d,m,α,R

∫ ∞

0
e−λtPx(TR > t)dt.

Using Proposition 3.3 gives

P
x(TR > t) ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,R

(
1 ∧ (|x| −R)α/2√

t ∧Rα/2

)
, t > 0.

so that, setting C
(3)
d,m,α,R = C

(1)
d,m,α,R/C

(2)
d,m,α,R, we get

1− Ẽ
x[e−λTR ]

≤ λC
(3)
d,m,α,R

∫ ∞

0
e−λt

(
1 ∧ (|x| −R)α/2√

t ∧Rα/2

)
dt

= λC
(3)
d,m,α,R

(∫ (|x|−R)α

0
e−λtdt+ (|x| −R)α/2

(∫ Rα

(|x|−R)α

e−λt√
t
dt+

∫ ∞

Rα

e−λt

Rα/2
dt
))

= λC
(3)
d,m,α,R

(
1− e−λ(|x|−R)α

λ
+

(|x| −R)α/2

λRα/2
e−λR

α
+

∫ Rα

(|x|−R)α
e−λt

(|x| −R)α/2√
t

dt

)
.

The last term above can be further estimated as

(|x| −R)α/2
∫ Rα

(|x|−R)α

e−λtdt√
t

= 2(|x| −R)α/2(e−λR
α
Rα/2 − e−λ(|x|−R)α(|x| −R)α/2)

+2(|x| −R)α/2
∫ Rα

(|x|−R)α
λe−λt

√
tdt

≤ 2(|x| −R)α/2(e−λR
α
Rα/2 − e−λ(|x|−R)α(|x| −R)α/2)

+2(|x| −R)α/2Rα/2(e−λ(|x|−R)α − e−λR
α
)

= 2(|x| −R)α/2e−λ(|x|−R)α(Rα/2 − (|x| −R)α/2).
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In sum, we obtain

1− Ẽ
x[e−λTR ] ≤ λC

(3)
d,m,α,R

(
(|x| −R)α +

(|x| −R)α/2

λRα/2
e−λR

α
+ 2(|x| −R)α/2e−λ(|x|−R)αRα/2

)

:= C
(4)
d,m,α,R,λ(|x| −R)α.

We can complete the proof of part (1) by observing that

E
x[1− e−λTR ] = Ẽ

x[1− e−λTR ]Px(TR <∞) + P
x(TR = ∞)

≤ Cd,m,α,R,λ(|x| −R)α, R ≤ |x| ≤ R
(0)
d,m,α,R,λ,

where we made use of (3.11). Part (2) follows from (1) by choosing R < R̃d,m,α,R,λ < R
(0)
d,m,α,R,λ so

that Ex[1− e−λTR ] ≤ 1/2 holds for all R ≤ |x| ≤ R̃d,m,α,R,λ. �

Finally, we can combine Theorem 3.2 with Proposition 3.4 to obtain the following.

Corollary 3.3. Let R2 > R. Then there exists a constant Cd,m,α,R2,R,λ such that

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ Cd,m,α,R2,R,λjm,α(|x|), R ≤ |x| < R2.

Proof. Let R̃d,m,α,R,λ be defined as in Proposition 3.4. Then we have

E
x[e−λTR ] ≥ 1

2
=

jm,α(|x|)
2jm,α(|x|)

≥ jm,α(|x|)
2jm,α(R)

, R ≤ |x| < R̃d,m,α,R,λ.

Combining this estimate with Theorem 3.2 for R1 = R̃d,m,α,R,λ the result follows. �

To obtain an upper bound for the same quantities we can make use of [36, Th. 3.3], particularized

to the massless and massive relativistic stable processes.

Theorem 3.3. Let λ,R > 0. There exists a constant Cd,m,α,R,λ > 0 such that

E
x[e−λTR ] ≤ Cd,m,α,R,λ jm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ R.

Proof. By [36, Th. 3.3] it follows that there exist constants R
(1)
d,α,m,λ,R > R and C

(1)
d,α,m,λ,R > 0 such

that

E
x[e−λTR ] ≤ C

(1)
d,α,m,λ,R jm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ R

(1)
d,α,m,λ,R.

Let R
(2)
d,α,m,λ,R = R

(1)
d,α,m,λ,R + 1 and notice that jm,α(|x|) ≥ jm,α(R

(2)
d,α,m,λ,R) whenever R ≤ |x| ≤

R
(2)
d,α,m,λ,R. Hence for every R ≤ |x| ≤ R

(2)
d,α,m,λ,R we get

E
x[e−λTR ] ≤ 1 ≤ jm,α(|x|)

jm,α(R
(2)
d,α,m,λ,R)

.

Setting Cd,m,α,R,λ = max

{
C

(1)
d,α,m,λ,R,

1

jm,α(R
(2)
d,α,m,λ,R)

}
completes the proof. �

Remark 3.4.

(1) A similar upper estimate follows by using the Ikeda-Watanabe formula. In this approach

we can derive a bound which is uniform with respect to α ∈ [α0, 2] for a suitable α0 > 0.

(2) Above we obtained a global upper and a local lower bound for Ex[e−λTR ]. A global lower

bound for Ex[e−λTR ] outside the well will be obtained as a consequence of the estimates of

the ground states.
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4. Basic qualitative properties of ground states

4.1. Martingale representation of ground states

For our purposes below it will be useful to consider a variant of the Feynman-Kac representation

(2.4) with general stopping times. In order to obtain this, the following martingale property will be

important. Define the random process (Mx
t )t≥0,

Mx
t = eλ0te−

∫ t
0 V (Xr+x)drϕ0(Xt + x), x ∈ R

d. (4.1)

Note that by the eigenvalue equation E[Mx
t ] = ϕ0(x), for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ Rd. Let (FX

t )t≥0 be the

natural filtration of the Lévy process (Xt)t≥0. A version of the following result dates back at least

to Carmona’s work (see [45, Sect. 4.6.3] for a detailed discussion and references), but since it is of

fundamental interest in this paper, we provide a proof for a self-contained presentation.

Lemma 4.1. (Mx
t )t≥0 is a martingale with respect to (FX

t )t≥0.

Proof. We have

E[|Mx
t |] = E[Mx

t ] ≤ eλ0t‖ϕ0‖∞E

[
e−

∫ t
0
V (Xr+x)dr

]
≤ e(v−|λ0|)t‖ϕ0‖∞ <∞, t ≥ 0.

Let 0 ≤ s ≤ t. By the Markov property of (Xt)t≥0 we have that

E[Mx
t |FX

s ] = eλ0te−
∫ s
0
V (Xr+x)dr

E[e−
∫ t
s
V (Xr+x)drϕ0(Xt + x)|FX

s ]

= eλ0se−
∫ s
0 V (Xr+x)dr

E
Xs [eλ0(t−s)e−

∫ t−s
0 V (Xr+x)drϕ0(Xt−s + x)]

= eλ0se−
∫ s
0
V (Xr+x)drϕ0(Xs + x) =Mx

s .

Hence the lemma follows. �

This martingale property easily leads to the following Feynman-Kac type formula for the stopped

process.

Proposition 4.1. Let τ be a P-almost surely finite stopping time with respect to the filtration

(FX
t )t≥0. Then

ϕ0(x) = E
x
[
e−

∫ τ
0 (V (Xs)−λ0)dsϕ0(Xτ )

]
.

Proof. Since ϕ0 is strictly positive, clearlyMx
t is almost surely non-negative. Thus by the Feynman-

Kac formula

E[(Mx
t )

+] = E[Mx
t ] = ϕ0(x) ≤ ‖ϕ0‖∞ .

The martingale convergence theorem (see, e.g., [48, Th. 2.10]) implies that (Mx
t )t≥0 has a final

element Mx
∞ with E[|Mx

∞|] < ∞, and the optional stopping theorem (see, e.g., [48, Th. 3.2]) then

gives

ϕ0(x) = E[Mx
0 ] = E[Mx

τ ] = E
x
[
e−

∫ τ
0 (V (Xs)−λ0)dsϕ0(Xτ )

]
.

�
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4.2. Symmetry properties

Next we discuss some shape properties of ground states, specifically, symmetry and monotonicity,

which will be essential ingredients in the study of their local behaviour. First we show radial

symmetry of the ground states for rotationally symmetric potential wells. This result can also been

obtained by purely analytic methods, see [4, Prop. 4.3].

Theorem 4.1. Let K = Ba with a given a > 0 and suppose that Hm,α has a ground state ϕ0. Then

ϕ0 is rotationally symmetric.

Proof. First observe that if another function ϕ̃0 existed satisfying (2.4), ‖ϕ̃0‖2 = 1 and ϕ̃0 > 0, then

by the uniqueness of the ground state we would have ϕ̃0 ≡ ϕ0 almost surely.

Fix a rotation R ∈ SO(d) and consider ϕ̃0(x) = ϕ0(Rx). Clearly, since R is an isometry, it is

immediate that ‖ϕ̃0‖2 = 1, ϕ̃0 > 0, and ϕ̃0(x) = E[e−
∫ t
0
(V (Xs+Rx)−λ0)dsϕ0(Xt + Rx)] by (2.4). By

rotational invariance of (Xt)t≥0 we may furthermore write

ϕ̃0(x) = E
[
e−

∫ t
0 (V (RXs+Rx)−λ0)dsϕ0(RXt + Rx)

]
= E

[
e−

∫ t
0 (V (Xs+x)−λ0)dsϕ̃0(Xt + x)

]
,

where we used the fact that also V is rotationally invariant and K = Ba. Then by the observation

above, ϕ̃0 ≡ ϕ0 almost surely. Since R ∈ SO(d) is arbitrary, the claim follows. �

We can also prove a reduced symmetry of ϕ0 for cases when K is not spherically symmetric.

Theorem 4.2. Let K be reflection symmetric with respect to a hyperplane H such that 0 ∈ H, and

let S : Rd → Rd, x 7→ Sx, be such that Sx is the reflection of x with respect to H. Suppose that v is

chosen such that Hm,α has a ground state ϕ0. Then ϕ0(Sx) = ϕ0(x), for all x ∈ Rd.

Proof. We can argue similarly to Theorem 4.1. Consider ϕ̃0(x) = ϕ0(Sx). By the isometry property

of S we have again ‖ϕ̃0‖2 = 1, ϕ̃0 > 0, and ϕ̃0(x) = E[e−
∫ t
0 (V (Xs+Sx)−λ0)dsϕ0(Xt + Sx)] by (2.4).

Since (Xt)t≥0 is isotropic, we get

ϕ̃0(x) = E
[
e−

∫ t
0
(V (SXs+Sx)−λ0)dsϕ0(SXt + Sx)

]
= E

[
e−

∫ t
0
(V (Xs+x)−λ0)dsϕ̃0(Xt + x)

]
,

where we used the fact that if x ∈ K, then also Sx ∈ K. Arguing as before, we obtain ϕ0(Sx) =

ϕ̃0(x) = ϕ0(x) for all x ∈ Rd. �

Remark 4.1. We note that Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 hold respectively for any rotationally or reflection

symmetric potential V once a ground state exists and is unique. Moreover, they can be seen as

converses to [3, Th. 7.1-7.2], by using the expression

V = − 1

ϕ0
Lm,αϕ0 + λ0,

provided Lm,αϕ0 can be defined pointwise.

We fix K = Ba for some a > 0 and assume that Hm,α has a ground state. Furthermore, we will

make extensive use of the following, for a proof see [4].

Proposition 4.2. There exists a non-increasing function ρ0 : [0,∞) → R such that ϕ0(x) = ρ0(|x|)
for every x ∈ Rd.
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5. Local estimates

5.1. A prime example: Classical Laplacian and Brownian motion

First we present the case of the classical Schrödinger operator with a potential well, for which not

only estimates can be obtained but a full reconstruction of the ground state is possible by using the

martingale (Mt)t≥0 in (4.1). Alternatively this can be done by an explicit solution of the Schrödinger

eigenvalue equation, which in this case is a textbook example, however, our point here is that while

the eigenvalue problem cannot in general be solved for non-local cases, the probabilistic approach is

a useful alternative and this example shows best how this can be done by using occupation times.

Proposition 5.1. Let

H = −1

2

d2

dx2
− v1{|x|≤a}

be given on L2(R). Then the normalized ground state of H is

ϕ0(x) = A0e
−
√

2|λ0||x|1{|x|>a} +B0 cos(
√

2(v − |λ0|) x)1{|x|≤a},

with

A0 =

√ √
2|λ0|

1 + a
√

2|λ0|
ea
√

2|λ0| cos(a
√

2(v − |λ0|)), B0 =

√ √
2|λ0|

1 + a
√

2|λ0|
.

Proof. Consider for any b, c ∈ R with b < 0 < c, the first hitting times

Tb = inf{t > 0 : Bt = b}, Tc = inf{t > 0 : Bt = c}, and Tb,c = Tb ∧ Tc,

for Brownian motion (Bt)t≥0 starting at zero, and recall the general formula by Lévy [42]

E
x[eiuTb,c ] =

e(1+i)x
√
u

e(1+i)c
√
u + e(1+i)b

√
u
+

e−(1+i)x
√
u

e−(1+i)b
√
u + e−(1+i)c

√
u
,

with b < x < c, and

E[e−uTb ] = e−
√
2u|b| and E[e−uTb,c ] =

cosh
(√

2u c+b
2

)

cosh
(√

2u c−b
2

) , u ≥ 0. (5.1)

It is well-known that all these hitting times are almost surely finite stopping times with respect to

the natural filtration. From (2.4) we have

ϕ0(x) = E[e−|λ0|t+vUx
t (a)ϕ0(Bt + x)],

where we denote

Ux
t (a) =

∫ t

0
1{|Bs+x|≤a}ds =

∫ t

0
1{−a−x≤Bs≤a−x}ds.

Then Ux
T−a−x,a−x

(a) = T−a−x,a−x whenever |x| < a, and is zero otherwise. Using Proposition 4.1 we

obtain

ϕ0(x) = E[e
−|λ0|T−a−x,a−x+vUx

T−a−x,a−x
(a)
ϕ0(BT−a−x,a−x + x)].

Now suppose x > a. By path continuity T−a−x,a−x = Ta−x and thus

ϕ0(x) = E[e−|λ0|Ta−xϕ0(BTa−x + x)] = ϕ0(a)E[e
−|λ0|Ta−x] = ϕ0(a)e

−
√

2|λ0|(x−a).
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We obtain similarly for x < −a that T−a−x,a−x = T−a−x and

ϕ0(x) = E[e−|λ0|T−a−xϕ0(BT−a−x + x)] = ϕ0(−a)e−
√

2|λ0|(−x−a) = ϕ0(a)e
√

2|λ0|(x+a)

using ϕ0(−a) = ϕ0(a). When −a < x < a, the two-barrier formula in (5.1) gives

ϕ0(x) = E[e(v−|λ0|)T−a−x,a−xϕ0(BT−a−x,a−x + x)]

= E[e(v−|λ0|)T−a−x,a−xϕ0(BT−a−x,a−x + x)1{T−a−x<Ta−x}]

+E[e(v−|λ0|)T−a−x,a−xϕ0(BT−a−x,a−x + x)1{T−a−x>Ta−x}]

= ϕ0(a)
cos(

√
2(v − |λ0|)x)

cos(
√

2(v − |λ0|)a)
.

The constant ϕ0(a) can be determined by the normalization condition ‖ϕ0‖2 = 1, which then yields

the claimed expression of the ground state. �

Remark 5.1. The argument can also be extended to higher dimensions. For instance, for d ≥ 3,

denote by Br(z) a ball of radius r centered in z, write Br = Br(0), and define the stopping times

Tr = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ B̄r} and τr = inf{t > 0 : Xt /∈ Br}.

Using the Ciesielski-Taylor formulae (see, e.g., [18, eq. (2.15)] and [12, formula 2.0.1])

E
x[e−uτr ] =

(
r

|x|

) d−2
2 I d−2

2
(|x|

√
2u)

I d−2
2
(r
√
2u)

and E
x[e−uTr ] =

(
r

|x|

) d−2
2 K d−2

2
(|x|

√
2u)

K d−2
2
(r
√
2u)

,

and the properties of the Bessel function J(d−2)/2 and modified Bessel functions I(d−2)/2 andK(d−2)/2
in standard notation (for properties of the Bessel functions, we refer to [57]), by a similar argument

as above for the potential well −v1Ba we obtain

ϕ0(x) = A0

(
a

|x|

) d−2
2

K d−2
2

(√
2|λ0| |x|

)
1{|x|>a} +B0

(
a

|x|

)d−2
2

J d−2
2

(√
2(v − |λ0|) |x|

)
1{|x|≤a},

where the constants A0, B0 can be determined from L2-normalization as before. The details are left

to the reader.

5.2. Local behaviour of the ground state

To come to our main point in this section, we need some scaling estimates on the Lévy measure

νm,α of the exterior of a ball.

Lemma 5.1. For every R > 0 there exists a constant Cd,m,α,R > 1 such that
∫

BcCd,m,α,RR

jm,α(|x− y|)dy ≤ 1

2

∫

BcR
jm,α(|x− y|)dy.

Moreover, if m = 0, then Cd,0,α,R does not depend on R.

Proof. Since jm,α is non-increasing, for every θ > 0 the set {jm,α(|x|) ≥ θ} is a ball and then νm,α(dx)

is unimodal. As a consequence of Anderson’s inequality [2, Th. 1] we get
∫
BcR
jm,α(|x − y|)dy ≥
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∫
BcR
jm,α(|y|)dy, for every R > 0 and x ∈ BR. Taking R > 0, x ∈ BR and k > 2, we obtain
∫

BckR
jm,α(|x− y|)dy ≤

∫

Bc
(k−1)R

(x)
jm,α(|x− y|)dy

=

∫

Bc
(k−1)R

jm,α((k − 1)|y|)dy = (k − 1)d
∫

BcR
jm,α ((k − 1)|y|) dy.

First consider m = 0. We have∫

BcR
j0,α((k − 1)|y|)dy =

1

(k − 1)d+α

∫

BcR
j0,α(|y|)dy,

and thus ∫

BckR
j0,α(|x− y|)dy ≤ 1

(k − 1)α

∫

BcR
j0,α (|y|) dy ≤ 1

(k − 1)α

∫

BcR
j0,α (|x− y|) dy.

We can then set Cd,0,α = 1 + 21/α to complete the proof.

Next consider m > 0. Using that jm,α(r) ∼ C
(2)
d,m,αr

− d+α+1
2 e−m

1/αr as r → ∞, we have

jm,α((k − 1)|y|) ≤ C
(3)
d,α,RC

(2)
d,m,α(k − 1)−

d+α+1
2 |y|− d+α+1

2
e−m

1/α(k−1)|y|

e−m1/α|y| e−m
1/α|y|

≤ (C
(3)
d,α,R)

2(k − 1)−
d+α+1

2 e−m
1/αkRjm,α(|y|),

with some C
(3)
d,α,R > 1, and hence
∫

BckR
jm,α(|y|)dy ≤ (C

(3)
d,α,R)

2(k − 1)−
d−α−1

2 e−m
1/αkR

∫

BcR
jm,α(|y|)dy

≤ (C
(3)
d,α,R)

2(k − 1)−
d−α−1

2 e−m
1/αkR

∫

BcR
jm,α(|x− y|)dy.

Choosing Cd,m,α,R > 2 such that (C
(3)
d,α,R)

2(Cd,m,α,R − 1)−
d−α−1

2 e−m
1/αCd,m,α,RR ≤ 1

2 and using it

instead of k, the claim follows. �

Combining the last estimate with the Ikeda-Watanabe formula, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 5.2. For every R > 0 there exists a constant Cd,m,α,R > 0 such that

E
x
[
g(τR);R ≤ |XτR | ≤ Cd,m,α,RR

]
≥ 1

2
E
x[g(τR)]

for every non-negative function g and all x ∈ BR.

Proof. First consider g ∈ L∞(Rd) and let Cd,m,α,R > 0 be defined as in Lemma 5.1. By the

Ikeda-Watanabe formula

E
x[g(τR); |XτR | > Cd,m,α,RR] =

∫ ∞

0

∫

BR
g(t)pBR(t, x, y)

∫

BcCd,m,α,RR

jm,α(|y − z|)dzdydt.

Using Lemma 5.1 we thus have

E
x[g(τR); |XτR | > Cd,m,α,RR] ≤

1

2

∫ ∞

0

∫

BR
g(t)pBR(t, x, y)

∫

BcR
jm,α(|y − z|)dzdydt = E

x[g(τR)].

Next suppose that g is unbounded and let gN (t) = g(t) ∧ N for N ∈ N. Then gN ↑ g pointwise,

moreover

E
x[gN (τR);R ≤ |XτR | ≤ Cd,m,α,RR] ≥

1

2
E
x[gN (τR)], N ∈ N.
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As N → ∞, by monotone convergence we then have

E
x[g(τR);R ≤ |XτR | ≤ Cd,m,α,RR] ≥

1

2
E
x[g(τR)].

�

Now we can turn to local estimates of the ground state. Consider the spherical potential well

supported in K = Ba with some a > 0.

Theorem 5.1. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α with V = −v1Ba and denote a = (a, 0, . . . , 0).

Then the estimates

ϕ0(x) ≍ ϕ0(a)

{
Ex[e(v−|λ0|)τa ] if |x| ≤ a

Ex[e−|λ0|Ta ] if |x| ≥ a

hold, where the comparability constant depends on d,m,α, a, v, λ0.

Proof. Note that ϕ0 is rotationally symmetric by Theorem 4.1 and non-increasing by Proposition

4.2. We first prove the bound inside and next outside the well.

Step 1: First consider |x| ≤ a. Using Proposition 4.1 with the almost surely finite stopping time

τa, and that Xτa ∈ Bc
a and ϕ0(Xτa) ≤ ϕ0(a), we have

ϕ0(x) = E
x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τaϕ0(Xτa)

]
≤ ϕ0(a)E

x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa]. (5.2)

On the other hand, using that |Xτa | ≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,aa, where C

(1)
d,m,α,a is defined in Lemma 5.2, we

furthermore obtain

ϕ0(x) ≥ E
x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τaϕ0(Xτa); a ≤ |Xτa | ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,aa

]

≥ ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,aa)E

x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa ; a ≤ |Xτa | ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,aa

]
.

Recall that C
(1)
d,m,α,a > 1. Consider Ta and TM = Ta ∧ M for any positive integer M ∈ N. By

Proposition 4.1 applied to the almost surely finite stopping time TM , note that

ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,aa) = E

C
(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|TMϕ0(XTM

)] ≤ ϕ0(0)E
C

(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|TM ].

By dominated convergence, in the limit M → ∞ we then get

0 < ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,aa) ≤ ϕ0(0)E

C
(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|Ta],

implying C
(2)
d,m,α,a := P

C
(1)
d,m,α,aa(Ta = ∞) < 1. In particular, there exists a constant C

(3)
d,m,α,a > 0

such that PC
(1)
d,m,α,aa(Ta > C

(3)
d,m,α,a) < C

(2)
d,m,α,a. Furthermore, by using Proposition 4.1 again, we get

ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,aa) = E

C
(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|TMϕ0(XTM

)]

≥ E
C

(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTM

)] ≥ E
C

(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTM

);Ta ≤ C
(3)
d,m,α,a].

Since on the set {Ta ≤ C
(3)
d,m,α,a} the random time TM is almost surely constant as M → ∞, in the

limit

ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,aa) ≥ E

C
(1)
d,m,α,aa[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTa);Ta ≤ C

(3)
d,m,α,a] ≥ (1− C

(2)
d,m,α,a)e

−|λ0|C(3)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a) (5.3)

follows, where we also used Proposition 4.2. On the other hand, by Lemma 5.2, we have

E
x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa ; a ≤ |Xτa | ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,aa

]
≥ 1

2
E
x[e(v−|λ0|)τa ]. (5.4)
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Combining (5.3)-(5.4) with the above and choosing C
(4)
d,m,α,a,|λ0| = (1 − C

(2)
d,m,α,a)e

−|λ0|C(3)
d,m,α,a we

obtain

ϕ0(x) ≥
C

(4)
d,m,α,a,|λ0|

2
ϕ0(a)E

x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa],

thus

ϕ0(x) ≍ ϕ0(a)E
x
[
e(v−|λ0|)τa], |x| ≤ a,

where the comparability constant depends on d,m,α, a, |λ0|.

Step 2: Next consider |x| > a, and let Ta and TM be defined as before. By Proposition 4.1 we have

ϕ0(x) = E
x[e−|λ0|TMϕ0(XTM

)] ≥ E
x[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTM

)] ≥ E
x[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTM

);Ta <∞],

due to TM ≤ Ta. Taking the limit M → ∞ and observing that TM is a definite constant if Ta <∞,

we get

ϕ0(x) ≥ E
x[e−|λ0|Taϕ0(XTa);Ta <∞] ≥ ϕ0(a)E

x[e−|λ0|Ta;Ta <∞] = ϕ0(a)E
x[e−|λ0|Ta]. (5.5)

On the other hand,

ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(0)E
x[e−|λ0|TM ] → ϕ0(0)E

x[e−|λ0|Ta],

as M → ∞, by using dominated convergence. By Step 1, Theorem 3.1 and (5.7) we find a constant

C
(5)
d,m,α,a,|λ0| such that

ϕ0(0) ≤ C
(5)
d,m,α,a,|λ0|ϕ0(a)

(
1 +

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

)
=: C

(6)
d,m,α,a,v,|λ0|ϕ0(a).

and thus

ϕ0(x) ≤ C
(6)
d,m,α,a,v,|λ0|ϕ0(a)E

x[e−|λ0|Ta ]. (5.6)

This leads to

ϕ0(x) ≍ ϕ0(a)E
x[e−|λ0|Ta], |x| ≥ a,

where the comparability constants depend on d,m,α, a, v, |λ0 |. �

Remark 5.2.

(1) In fact, along the way we also proved that

C
(1)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a)e

−C(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|Ex[e(v−|λ0|)τa ] ≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ C

(3)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a)E

x[e(v−|λ0|)τa ],

for every |x| ≤ a, with constants dependent only on d,m,α, a (and independent of v and

λ0).

(2) We point out that we have shown in particular that

E
x[e(v−|λ0|)τa ] ≤ 2

C
(3)
d,m,α,a,|λ0|

ϕ0(x)

ϕ0(a)
<∞.

However, from (3.8) we know that Ex[eλτa ] is finite if and only if λ < λa. Thus we have also

shown that

v − |λ0| < λa. (5.7)

We note that to prove this only monotonicity of ϕ0 outside the potential well is a required

input, which has been proven in [4] without using (5.7) (which is, on the other hand,
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indispensable to obtain monotonicity inside the well). Thus this argument provides an

alternative, purely probabilistic, proof of [4, Lem. 4.5].

Using the following estimate in conjunction with the estimates in Section 3 we can derive explicit

local estimates for the ground states of the massless and massive relativistic operators.

Corollary 5.1. With the same notations as in Theorem 5.1 we have

ϕ0(x) ≍ ϕ0(a)





1 + v−|λ0|
λa−v+|λ0|

(
a−|x|

a

)α/2
if |x| ≤ a

jm,α(|x|) if |x| ≥ a,

where the comparability constant depends on d,m,α, a, v, |λ0 |.

Proof. For |x| ≤ a the result is immediate by a combination of Theorems 5.1 and 3.1, using (5.7).

For |x| ≥ a we distinguish two cases. First, if m = 0, by [36, Cor. 4.1] there exists Rd,0,α,a such

that

ϕ0(x) ≥ C
(1)
d,0,α|x|−d−α ≥ C

(2)
d,0,αj0,α(|x|), |x| ≥ Rd,0,α,a,

where C
(1)
d,0,α is defined in the quoted result and C

(2)
d,0,α = C

(1)
d,0,α

πd/2|Γ(−α
2 )|

2αΓ( d+α
2 )

. Secondly, when m > 0

we use [36, Cor. 4.3(1)] to find that there exists Rd,m,α,a such that

ϕ0(x) ≥ C
(1)
d,m,α,a|x|−

d+α+1
2 e−m

1/α|x|, |x| ≥ Rd,m,α,a.

Moreover, we know that jm,α(x) ∼ |x|− d+α+1
2 e−m

1/α|x| as |x| → ∞, hence there exists a constant

C
(2)
d,m,α such that ϕ0(x) ≥ C

(2)
d,m,α,ajm,α(|x|) for |x| ≥ Rd,m,α,a. Thus by (5.6)

E
x[e−|λ0|Ta ] ≥ C

(3)
d,m,α,ajm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ Rd,m,α,a.

Combining this with Corollary 3.3 and Theorem 3.3, we obtain

E
x[e−|λ0|Ta ] ≍ jm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ a,

where the comparability constants depend on d, α,m, a, v, |λ0 |. �

Remark 5.3. By Remark 5.2 we have similarly

C
(1)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a)e

−C(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|

(
1 +

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

(
a− |x|
a

)α/2
)

≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ C
(3)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a)

(
1 +

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

(
a− |x|
a

)α/2
)
,

for |x| ≤ a it holds and with constants which depend only on d,m,α, a (and not on v and λ0).

The local estimates on ϕ0 can further be improved to see the behaviour as |x| → a.

Proposition 5.2. There exist ε = εd,m,α,a,v, Cd,m,α,a,v > 0 such that for every x ∈ BR+ε \ BR−ε
∣∣∣∣
ϕ(x)

ϕ(a)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cd,m,α,a,v

∣∣|x| − a
∣∣α/2

holds.



BULK BEHAVIOUR OF GROUND STATES 29

Proof. The estimate is clear once x ∈ ∂Ba. Consider first the case x ∈ Ba. By (5.2) we have

ϕ(x)

ϕ(a)
− 1 ≤ E

x[e(v−|λ0|)τa − 1] ≤ Cd,m,α,a,v(a− |x|)α/2,

where we used Theorem 3.1. Taking x ∈ Bc
a, we have by (5.5),

1− ϕ(x)

ϕ(a)
≤ E

x[1− e−|λ0|Ta].

Choosing R
(0)
d,m,α,a,v as in Proposition 3.4 and defining ε = (R

(0)
d,m,α,a,v −a)∧ a the result follows. �

By using the normalization condition ‖ϕ0‖2 = 1, we are able to provide a two-sided bound on

ϕ0(a).

Proposition 5.3. Denote I =
∫∞
1 rd−1j2m,α

(
r
a

)
dr and by B(x, y) the usual Beta-function. Then

ϕ0(a) ≍
(
addωd

(
1

d
+ 2

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

B
(
d, 1 +

α

2

)
+

(
v − |λ0|

λa − v + |λ0|

)2

B (d, 1 + α) + I
))− 1

2

,

where the comparability constant is the same as in Corollary 5.1.

Proof. We write κ = v−|λ0|
λa−v+|λ0| for a shorthand. Consider |x| ≤ a. By Corollary 5.1 we have

1

Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|
ϕ0(a)

(
1 + κ

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

)
≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|ϕ0(a) (1 + κ)

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

,

which gives

1

Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|
ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(a)

(
1 + κ

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

)
≤ Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|ϕ0(x).

Taking the square on both sides and integrating over Ba we get

1

(Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)
2

∫

Ba
ϕ2
0(x)dx ≤ ϕ2

0(a)

∫

Ba

(
1 + κ

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

)2

dx

≤ (Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)
2

∫

Ba
ϕ2
0(x)dx (5.8)

Consider next |x| > a. Proceeding similarly, we have

1

(Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)
2

∫

Bca
ϕ2
0(x)dx ≤ ϕ2

0(a)

∫

Bca
j2m,α(|x|)dx ≤ (Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)

2

∫

Bca
ϕ2
0(x)dx. (5.9)

Adding up (5.8)-(5.9) and using that ‖ϕ0‖2 = 1, we get

1

(Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)
2
≤ ϕ2

0(a)



∫

Ba

(
1 + κ

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

)2

dx+

∫

Bca
j2m,α(|x|)dx


 ≤ (Cd,m,α,a,v,|λ0|)

2.

Evaluating the integrals and taking the square root we obtain the desired result. �

As a direct consequence, we can rewrite Corollary 5.1 as follows.
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Corollary 5.2. With the same notations as in Theorem 5.1 we have

ϕ0(x) ≍





1 + v−|λ0|
λa−v+|λ0|

(
a−|x|

a

)α/2
if |x| ≤ a

jm,α(|x|) if |x| ≥ a,

where the comparability constant depends on d,m,α, a, v, |λ0 | and is independent of ϕ0.

5.3. Lack of regularity of ϕ0

From a quick asymptotic analysis of the profile functions appearing in the estimates in Corollary

5.1 the difference of the leading terms suggests that, while the regime change around the boundary

of the potential well is continuous, it cannot be smooth beyond a degree. To describe this quan-

titatively, we show next a lack of regularity of the ground state arbitrarily close to the boundary.

For a result on Hölder regularity of solutions of related non-local Schrödinger equations see [41].

Lemma 5.3. Consider the operator Lm,α and the following two cases:

(1) α ∈ (0, 1) and f ∈ Cα+δ
loc (Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd) for some δ ∈ (0, 1 − α)

(2) α ∈ [1, 2) and f ∈ C1,α+δ−1
loc (Rd) ∩ L∞(Rd) for some δ ∈ (0, 2 − α).

In either case above, the function Rd ∋ x 7→ Lm,αf(x) is continuous.

Proof. Note that under the assumptions above, Lm,αf is well-defined pointwise via the integral

representation (2.1). We show the statement for m = 0 only, for m > 0 the proof is similar by using

the asymptotic behaviour of jm,α(r) around zero and at infinity.

To prove (1), we use the integral representation (2.1) and claim that in this case

L0,αf(x) = −C(1)
d,α limε↓0

(∫

ε<|x−y|<1
+

∫

|x−y|>1

)
f(y)− f(x)

|x− y|d+α
dy = −C(1)

d,α

∫

Rd

f(y)− f(x)

|x− y|d+α
dy,

with the constant C
(1)
d,α entering the definition of the massless operator. Indeed, note that the second

integral in the split is independent of ε, while for the first integral we can use the Hölder inequality

giving
∫

ε<|x−y|<1

|f(y)− f(x)|
|x− y|d+α

dy ≤ C(2)

∫

ε<|x−y|<1

1

|x− y|d−δ ≤ dC(2)ωd

∫ 1

0

1

ρ1−δ
dρ =

dC(2)ωd

δ
.

The claimed right hand side follows then by dominated convergence. Next choosing h ∈ Rd, |h| < 1,

we show that limh→0 L0,αf(x+ h) = L0,αf(x). We write

L0,αf(x+ h) = −C(1)
d,α

∫

Rd

f(y)− f(x+ h)

|x+ h− y|d+α
dy = −C(1)

d,α

(∫

B3(x+h)
+

∫

Bc3(x+h)

)
f(y)− f(x+ h)

|x+ h− y|d+α
dy.

To estimate the first integral, note that B3(x+h) ⊆ B4(x) for every h ∈ B1. Let C
(3) be the Hölder

constant associated with B4(x) and observe that

∫

B3(x+h)

|f(y)− f(x+ h)|
|x+ h− y|d+α

dy =

∫

B3

|f(x+ h+ y)− f(x+ h)|
|y|d+α

dy ≤ C(3)

∫

B3

dy

|y|d−δ =
3δC(3)dωd

δ
.
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For the second integral, observe that if y ∈ B2(x), then |x + h − y| ≤ |x − y| + |h| < 3 so that

y ∈ B3(x+ h) for any h ∈ B1. This means that Bc
3(x+ h) ⊆ Bc

2(x) for all h and then
∫

Bc3(x+h)

|f(y)− f(x+ h)|
|x+ h− y|d+α

dy ≤
∫

Bc2(x)

|f(y)− f(x+ h)|
|x+ h− y|d+α

dy

≤ 2 ‖f‖∞
∫

Bc2(x)

dy

(|x− y| − |h|)d+α

≤ 2 ‖f‖∞ dωd

∫ ∞

2

ρd−1

(ρ− 1)d+α
dρ <∞.

Thus again we can use dominated convergence to prove the claim.

Next consider (2). Fix x ∈ Rd and define the function

B1 ∋ h 7→ Dhf(x) := f(x+ h)− 2f(x) + f(x− h).

By Lagrange’s theorem there exist ξ±(h) ∈ [x, x±h], where [x, y] denotes the segment with endpoints

x, y, such that

f(x+ h)− 2f(x) + f(x− h) = 〈∇f(ξ+(h)) −∇f(ξ−(h)), h〉
and thus |Dhf(x)| ≤ |∇f(ξ+(h)) − ∇f(ξ−(h))||h|. Since ξ±(h) ∈ [x, x ± h], in particular ξ±(h) ∈
B1(x), and we can use the Hölder property of the gradient to conclude that

|∇f(ξ+(h)) −∇f(ξ−(h))| ≤ C(1)(x)|ξ+(h) − ξ−(h)||h|α+δ−1 .

Moreover, |ξ+(h) − ξ−(h)| ≤ 2, and thus |Dhf(x)| ≤ 2C(1)(x)|h|α+δ . Using that
∫ 1
0

1
ρ1−δ dρ = 1

δ , by

an application of [3, Prop. 2.6, Rem. 2.4] we then obtain

L0,αf(x) = −
C

(2)
d,α

2

∫

Rd

Dhf(x)

|h|d+α
dh, x ∈ R

d.

Taking k ∈ B1, we show that limk→0 L0,αf(x+ k) = L0,αf(x). Write

L0,αf(x+ k) = −
C

(2)
d,α

2

∫

B3

Dhf(x+ k)

|h|d+α
dh−

C
(2)
d,α

2

∫

Bc3

Dhf(x+ k)

|h|d+α
dh.

In the first integral we have x+ k ± h ∈ B4(x) for every k ∈ B1 and h ∈ B3, hence |Dhf(x+ k)| ≤
8C(3)(x)|h|α+δ , similarly to in the previous case, where C(3)(x) is the Hölder constant of ∇f in

B4(x). Thus we obtain
∫

B3

|Dhf(x+ k)|
|h|d+α

dh ≤ 8C(3)dω3δ

δ

∫

B3

dh

|h|d−δ .

For the second integral, using that f ∈ L∞(Rd) we get
∫

Bc3

|Dhf(x+ k)|
|h|d+α

dh ≤ 4 ‖f‖∞
∫

Bc3

dh

|h|d+α
<∞.

The proof is then completed by dominated convergence. �

Theorem 5.2. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α. The following hold:

(1) If α ∈ (0, 1), then ϕ0 6∈ Cα+δ
loc (Rd) for every δ ∈ (0, 1 − α).

(2) If α ∈ [1, 2), then ϕ0 6∈ C1,α+δ−1
loc (Rd) for every δ ∈ (0, 2 − α).
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Proof. We rewrite the eigenvalue equation like

Lm,αϕ0 = (v1Ba + λ0)ϕ0. (5.10)

Suppose that α ∈ (0, 1) and ϕ0 ∈ Cα+δ
loc (Rd) for some δ ∈ (0, 1 − α). Then by (1) of Lemma 5.3 we

have that the left-hand side of (5.10) is continuous. On the other hand, take e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) and

notice that

lim
ε↓0

(v1Ba((a+ ε)e1) + λ0)ϕ0((a+ ε)e1) = λ0ϕ0(ae1)

lim
ε↓0

(v1Ba((a− ε)e1) + λ0)ϕ0((a− ε)e1) = (v + λ0)ϕ0(ae1),

thus the right-hand side is continuous in ae1 if and only if ϕ0(ae1) = 0, which is in contradiction

with the fact that ϕ0 is positive. In particular, the same argument holds for any point x ∈ ∂Ba,

thus the right-hand side of (5.10) has a jump discontinuity on ∂Ba, which is impossible since the

left-hand side is continuous. The same arguments hold for α ∈ [1, 2) by using part (2) of Lemma

5.3. �

Remark 5.4.

(1) Instead of using Cα+δ
loc (Rd) we also can prove part (1) of Lemma 5.3 with f ∈ Cα+δ(Br(x))

for some x ∈ Rd, implying that Lm,αf is continuous in x. With this localization argument

we obtain for α ∈ (0, 1) that ϕ0 6∈ Cα+δ
loc (Ba+ε \ Ba−ε), for all ε ∈ (0, a) and δ ∈ (0, 1 − α).

In particular, this implies that ϕ0 cannot be C1 on ∂Ba. The same arguments apply to part

(2) of Lemma 5.3 and the case α ≥ 1, implying that ϕ0 cannot be C2 on ∂Ba. We note

that for the classical case the ground state is C1 but fails to be C2 at the boundary of the

potential well.

(2) It is reasonable to expect that ϕ0 has at least a Cα−ε-regularity, for all ε > 0 small enough,

both inside and outside the potential well (away from the boundary). However, this needs

different tools and we do not pursue this point here.

5.4. Moment estimates of the position in the ground state

As an application of the local estimates of ground states we consider now the behaviour of the

following functional. Note that when the ground state is chosen to satisfy ‖ϕ0‖2 = 1, the expression

ϕ2
0(x)dx defines a probability measure on Rd. Let p ≥ 1 and define

Λp(ϕ0) =

(∫

Rd

|x|pϕ2
0(x)dx

)1/p

,

which can then be interpreted as the pth moment of an Rd-valued random variable under this

probability distribution. In the physics literature the ground state expectation for p = 2 is called

the size of the ground state.

Let m ≥ 0, α ∈ (0, 2), and define

p∗(m,α) :=

{
d+ 2α if m = 0

∞ if m > 0.

Lemma 5.4. The following cases occur:
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(1) If 0 < p < p∗(m,α), then Λp(ϕ0) <∞.

(2) If p ≥ p∗(m,α), then Λp(ϕ0) = ∞.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Corollary 5.1, using that j0,α(r) = Cd,αr
−d−α, and jm,α(r) ≈

r−(d+α+1)/2e−m
1/αr as r → ∞ if m > 0. Indeed, while for m > 0 it is immediate, for m = 0 we have

ρd−1+pj20,α(ρ) = Cd,αρ
−(d+1+2α−p), so that it is integrable at infinity if and only if d+ 2α > p. �

Proposition 5.4. Let 0 < p < p∗(m,α). Then there exist constants C
(1)
d,m,α,a,p, C

(2)
d,m,α,a > 0 such

that

Λp(ϕ0) ≥ C
(1)
d,m,α,a,pϕ

2/p
0 (a)

(
λa

λa − v + |λ0|

)2/p

e−
2
p
C

(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|.

Proof. By Remark 5.3 we get

ϕ2
0(x) ≥ ϕ2

0(a)(C
(3)
d,m,α,a)

2

(
1 + 2

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

(
a− |x|
a

)α/2

+

(
v − |λ0|

λa − v + |λ0|

)2(a− |x|
a

)α
)
e−2C

(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|

≥ ϕ2
0(a)(C

(3)
d,m,α,a)

2

(
λa

λa − v + |λ0|

)2(a− |x|
a

)α

e−2C
(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|, |x| ≤ a,

where the last step follows by the fact that a−|x|
a ≤ 1. Hence

∫

Rd

|x|pϕ2
0(x)dx ≥

∫

Ba
|x|pϕ2

0(x)dx

≥ ϕ2
0(a)(C

(3)
d,m,α,a)

2

(
λa

λa − v + |λ0|

)2

e−2C
(2)
d,m,α,a|λ0|

∫

Ba
|x|p

(
a− |x|
a

)α

dx.

Setting (C
(1)
d,m,α,a,p)

p = (C
(3)
d,m,α,a)

2
∫
Ba |x|

p
(
a−|x|

a

)α
dx, the result follows. �

Proposition 5.5. Let 0 < p < p∗(m,α) and v > λa + δ for some δ > 0. Then there exists a

constant Cd,m,α,δ,a,p > 0 such that

Λp(ϕ0) ≤ Cd,m,α,δ,a,pϕ
2/p
0 (a)

(
λa

λa − v + |λ0|

)2/p

.

Proof. As in Theorem 5.1, observe that for |x| ≥ a we have by Proposition 4.2

ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(0)E
x[e−|λ0|Ta]. (5.11)

Moreover, by Remark 5.3,

ϕ0(0) ≤
C

(1)
d,m,α,aλa

λa − v + |λ0|
ϕ0(a). (5.12)

On the other hand, from v − |λ0| < λa we get |λ0| > v − λa > δ and then

E
x[e−|λ0|Ta ] ≤ E

x[e−δTa ] ≤ C
(2)
d,m,α,δ,ajm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ a, (5.13)

where we used also Theorem 3.3. Combining (5.12)-(5.13) with (5.11), we obtain

ϕ0(x) ≤
C

(3)
d,m,α,δ,aλa

λa − v + |λ0|
ϕ0(a)jm,α(|x|), |x| ≥ a, (5.14)
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where C
(3)
d,m,α,δ,a = C

(1)
d,m,α,aC

(2)
d,m,α,δ,a. For |x| ≤ a we have directly by Remark 5.3

ϕ0(x) ≤ C
(1)
d,m,α,aϕ0(a)

(
1 +

v − |λ0|
λa − v + |λ0|

(
a− |x|
a

)α
2

)
≤

C
(1)
d,m,α,aλa

λa − v + |λ0|
ϕ0(a), (5.15)

where again we used that a−|x|
a ≤ 1. Hence by (5.14)-(5.15) we get

∫

Rd

|x|pϕ2
0(x)dx =

∫

Ba
|x|pϕ2

0(x)dx+

∫

Bca
|x|pϕ2

0(x)dx

≤ Cp
d,m,α,δ,a,p

(
λa

λa − v + |λ0|

)2

ϕ2
0(a),

where

Cp
d,m,α,δ,a,p = max

{
(C

(1)
d,m,α,a)

2

∫

Ba
|x|pdx, (C(3)

d,m,α,δ,a)
2

∫

Bca
|x|pj2m,α(x)dx

}
.

�

Remark 5.5. As discussed in Section 2.2, a ground state exists for all v > 0 when the process

(Xt)t≥0 is recurrent, and it only exists for v > v∗ with a given v∗ = v∗(α,m, a, d) > 0 when the

process is transient. An interesting question is to analyze the blow-up rate of Λp(ϕ0) for some

p as v ↓ v∗. This would require a good control of the v-dependence of λ0 and the comparability

constants, however, both appear to be rather involved. An expression of λ0 = λ0(v) may in principle

be expected to follow from the continuity condition ϕ0(a−) = ϕ0(a+), however, this seems to be

difficult to obtain in any neat explicit form. In fact, even in the classical Schrödinger eigenvalue

problem this is a transcendental equation which can only numerically be solved, and the similar

blow-up problem also becomes untractable in terms of closed form expressions.

5.5. Extension to fully supported decaying potentials

Our technique to derive local estimates on the ground state of a non-local Schrödinger operator

with a compactly supported potential can be extended to potentials supported everywhere on Rd.

This is of interest since apart from decay rates as |x| → ∞ (see [36]), there is no information on the

behaviour of the ground state from small to mid range.

Consider a potential V (x) = −v(|x|) with a continuous non-increasing function v : R+ → R+

such that limr→∞ v(r) = 0. We assume that Hm,α has a ground state ϕ0 with eigenvalue λ0 < 0.

We already know from Remark 4.1 that ϕ0 is radially symmetric, thus we can write ϕ0(x) = ̺0(|x|)
with a suitable ̺0 : R

+ → R+. Also in this case we will suppose the following condition to hold.

Assumption 5.1. The function ̺0 : [0,∞) → R is non-increasing.

A first main result of this section is as follows.

Theorem 5.3. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α with V (x) = −v(|x|), v : R+ → R+ non-

increasing and continuous. Let Assumption 5.1 hold and consider any γ > 0 such that the level set

Kγ = {x ∈ Rd : V (x) < −γ} 6= ∅. Then there exists a constant Cd,m,α,γ,|λ0| such that

Cd,m,α,γ,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ)E
x[e(γ−|λ0|)τrγ ] ≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(xγ)E

x[e(v(0)−|λ0 |)τrγ ], x ∈ Kγ ,

where τrγ = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Kc
γ}, xγ ∈ ∂Kγ is arbitrary and rγ = |xγ |.
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Proof. Take x ∈ Kγ and notice that since v is non-increasing and continuous, Kγ is an open ball

centered at the origin, i.e., there exists rγ > 0 such that Kγ = Brγ . Consider the stopping time

τrγ = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Bc
rγ}.

Since ϕ0 is radially symmetric, it is constant on ∂Brγ . Take any xγ ∈ ∂Brγ . By Proposition 4.1 and

Assumption 5.1 we have

ϕ0(x) = E
x[e

∫ τrγ
0 v(|Xs|)ds−|λ0|τrγϕ0(Xτrγ )] ≤ ϕ0(xγ)E

x[e(v(0)−|λ0 |)τrγ ].

Consider C
(1)
d,m,α,rγ

> 1 defined in Lemma 5.2 and observe that

ϕ0(x) ≥ E
x[e

∫ τrγ
0 v(|Xs|)ds−|λ0|τrγϕ0(Xτrγ ); rγ ≤ Xτrγ ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,rγ

rγ ]

≥ ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,rγ

xγ)E
x[e(γ−|λ0|)τrγ ; rγ ≤ Xτrγ ≤ C

(1)
d,m,α,rγ

rγ ].
(5.16)

Also, notice that by the definition of C
(1)
d,m,α,rγ

,

E
x[e(γ−|λ0|)τrγ ; rγ ≤ Xτrγ ≤ C(1)

m,α,rγrγ ] ≥
1

2
E
x[e(γ−|λ0|)τrγ ]. (5.17)

On the other hand, arguing as in Theorem 5.1, we have

ϕ0(C
(1)
d,m,α,rγ

xγ) ≥ E
C

(1)
d,m,α,axγ [e−|λ0|Trγϕ0(XTrγ

)],

where Trγ = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Kγ} and we used the fact that v(|x|) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Rd. By

Assumption 5.1 we have

ϕ0(C
(1)
m,α,rγxγ) ≥ ϕ0(xγ)E

C
(2)
m,α,axγ [e−|λ0|Trγ ] ≥ C

(2)
d,m,α,rγ ,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ), (5.18)

where

C
(2)
d,m,α,rγ ,|λ0| := C

(3)
d,m,α,rγ ,|λ0|jm,α(C

(1)
d,m,α,rγ

rγ),

C
(3)
d,m,α,rγ ,|λ0| is defined in Corollary 3.3 by choosing R2 > C

(1)
d,m,α,rγ

rγ . Combining (5.17)-(5.18) with

(5.16) the claim follows. �

Remark 5.6. We note that when v(0)−|λ0| ≥ λrγ , the upper bound is trivial as Ex[e(v(0)−|λ0 |)τrγ ] =

∞. Also, if |λ0| ≥ γ, then the lower bound is trivial since Ex[e(γ−|λ0|)τrγ ] ≤ 1 and ϕ0(x) ≥ ϕ0(xγ) by

Assumption 5.1. Furthermore, by a similar argument as in Step 1 of Theorem 5.1, the implication

is that γ−|λ0| < λrγ whenever Kγ 6= ∅. In particular, due to limγ→v(0) λrγ = ∞, there is a constant

γ0 > 0 such that v(0) − |λ0| < λrγ for every γ ∈ (γ0, v(0)).

Exploiting the asymptotic behaviour of the moment generating function involved as above for

the spherical potential well, we have the following result.

Corollary 5.3. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α with V (x) = −v(|x|), v : R+ → R+ non-

increasing and continuous. Let Assumption 5.1 hold, and consider any γ > 0 such that the set

Kγ = {x ∈ Rd : V (x) < −γ} 6= ∅, |λ0| < γ and v(0) − |λ0| < λKγ . Then there exists a constant
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C
(1)
d,m,α,γ,|λ0| such that

C
(1)
d,m,α,γ,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ)

(
1 +

γ − |λ0|
λKγ − γ + |λ0|

(
rγ − |x|
rγ

)α
2

)

≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(xγ)

(
1 +

v(0)− |λ0|
λKγ − v(0) + |λ0|

(
rγ − |x|
rγ

)α
2

)
,

for every x ∈ Kγ , where τrγ = inf{t > 0 : Xt ∈ Kc
γ}, xγ ∈ ∂Kγ is arbitrary, and rγ = |xγ |.

Proof. Starting from (5.3) and recalling thatKγ = Brγ , the upper bound follows from the assumption

that v(0) − |λ0| < λrγ and Theorem 3.1. The lower bound follows from Remark 5.6 guaranteeing

γ − |λ0| < λrγ , and furthermore by an application of Theorem 3.1. �

Theorem 5.4. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α with V (x) = −v(|x|), v : R+ → R+ non-

increasing and continuous, and let Assumption 5.1 hold. Let γ1 ≤ |λ0| and γ2 ∈ (γ0, v(0)), where γ0

is defined as in Remark 5.6, such that γ1 ≤ γ2. Define Kγi = {x ∈ Rd, V (x) < −γi}, i = 1, 2. Then

ϕ0(xγ1)E
x[e−|λ0|Trγ1 ] ≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ Cd,m,α,γ2,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ2)E

x[e(γ1−|λ0|)Trγ1 ], x ∈ Kγ1 ,

where xγi ∈ ∂Kγi and rγi = |xγi |, i = 1, 2.

Proof. By a similar argument as in Theorem 5.3, there exist rγi such that Kγi = Brγi
, i = 1, 2.

Moreover, Kc
γ1 ⊆ Kc

γ2 since v is non-increasing. Let x ∈ Kc
γ1 and observe that, as in Theorem 5.1,

ϕ0(xγ1)E
x[e−|λ0|Trγ1 ] ≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ ϕ0(0)E

x[e(γ1−|λ0|)Trγ1 ],

where xγ1 ∈ ∂Brγ1
. Using that 0 ∈ Kγ2 , by Corollary 5.3 we get

ϕ0(0) ≤ ϕ0(xγ2)

(
1 +

v(0)− |λ0|
λrγ2 − v(0) + |λ0|

)
=: Cd,m,α,γ2,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ2), xγ2 ∈ ∂Brγ2

.

�

Again, by using the asymptotics of the Laplace transform of the hitting times we get the following.

Corollary 5.4. Let ϕ0 be the ground state of Hm,α with V (x) = −v(|x|), v : R+ → R+ non-

increasing and continuous, and let Assumption 5.1 hold. Choose γ1 ≤ |λ0| and γ2 ∈ (γ0, v(0)),

where γ0 is defined in Remark 5.6, such that γ1 ≤ γ2. Define Kγi = {x ∈ Rd, V (x) < −γi}, i = 1, 2.

Then

C
(1)
d,m,α,γ1,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ2)jm,α(|x|) ≤ ϕ0(x) ≤ C

(2)
d,m,α,γ2,γ1,|λ0|ϕ0(xγ2)jm,α(|x|),

where xγi ∈ ∂Kγi and rγi = |xγi |, i = 1, 2.

Proof. The upper bound follows directly by Theorems 5.4 and 3.3. For the lower bound first consider

the potential well Ṽ = −ṽ1Kγ1
, where ṽ is chosen to be large enough to guarantee the existence of

a ground state ϕ̃0. Recall that Kγ1 is an open ball. By Corollary 5.1 we know that

ϕ̃0(x)

ϕ̃0(xγ1)
≥ C

(3)
d,m,α,γ1,|λ0|jm,α(|x|), x ∈ Kc

γ1 .

On the other hand, by Theorem 5.1 we get

E
x[e−|λ0|Trγ1 ] ≥ C

(4)
d,m,α,γ1,|λ0|

ϕ̃0(x)

ϕ̃0(xγ1)
, x ∈ Kc

γ1 .
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Combining the previous estimates with the lower bound in Theorem 5.4, the statement follows. �
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[9] A. Biswas, J. Lőrinczi: Universal constraints on the location of extrema of eigenfunctions of non-local Schrödinger

operators, J. Diff. Equations 267, 267-306, 2019
[10] K. Bogdan et al.: Potential Analysis of Stable Processes and its Extensions, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1980,

Springer, 2009
[11] K. Bogdan, T. Grzywny, M. Ryznar: Barriers, exit time and survival probability for unimodal Lévy processes,
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233, 600-602, 1951
[43] E.H. Lieb, R. Seiringer: The Stability of Matter in Quantum Mechanics, Cambridge University Press, 2010
[44] E.H. Lieb, H.T. Yau: The stability and instability of relativistic matter, Commun. Math. Phys. 118, 177-213,

1988
[45] J. Lőrinczi, F. Hiroshima, V. Betz: Feynman-Kac-Type Theorems and Gibbs Measures on Path Space. With

Applications to Rigorous Quantum Field Theory, de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics 34, Walter de Gruyter,
2011; 2nd rev. exp. ed., vol. 1, 2020
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