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ASYMPTOTICS FOR CHRISTOFFEL FUNCTIONS ASSOCIATED TO
CONTINUUM SCHRÖDINGER OPERATORS

BENJAMIN EICHINGER

Abstract. We prove asymptotics of the Christoffel function, λL(ξ), of a continuum
Schrödinger operator for points in the interior of the essential spectrum under some mild
conditions on the spectral measure. It is shown that LλL(ξ) has a limit and that this limit
is given by the Radon–Nikodym derivative of the spectral measure with respect to the
Martin measure. Combining this with a recently developed local criterion for universality
limits at scale λL(ξ), we compute universality limits for continuum Schrödinger operators
at scale L and obtain clock spacing of the eigenvalues of the finite range truncations.

1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to derive asymptotics for Christoffel functions of continuum
Schrödinger operators. It is natural for this topic to work in the half-line setting, so our
Schrödinger operators are unbounded self-adjoint operators, HV , on L2((0,∞)), corre-
sponding formally to the differential expression

− d2

dx2
+ V.

We always assume that the potential V is real-valued and uniformly locally integrable, i.e.

sup
x≥0

∫ x+1

x
|V (t)|dt < ∞. (1.1)

In particular, 0 is a regular endpoint and +∞ is a limit point endpoint in the sense of
Weyl. We set a Neumann boundary condition at 0, so the domain of HV is

D(HV ) =
{

f ∈ L2((0,∞)) | f, f ′ ∈ ACloc([0,∞)),−f ′′ + V f ∈ L2((0,∞)), f ′(0) = 0
}

where ACloc([0,∞)) denotes the set of functions which are absolutely continuous on all
bounded intervals.

For any z ∈ C the Neumann solution, v(x, z), is the solution of the initial value problem

−∂2
xv(x, z) + V (x)v(x, z) = zv(x, z), v(0, z) = 1, ∂xv(0, z) = 0. (1.2)

The Christoffel function is defined by

λL(z) =

(∫ L

0
|v(x, z)|2dx

)−1

, z ∈ C, L ≥ 0. (1.3)
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As a function of L, it measures the growth rate of eigensolutions, which is known to be
an important quantity in spectral theory. For instance growth rates of eigensolutions are
used in subordinacy theory developed by Gilbert and Pearson [20], or by Last and Simon
[24], to describe the absolutely continuous spectrum of HV . In our main result, Theorem
1.1 below, we will prove asymptotics for λL(ξ) as L → ∞ and as a consequence obtain
universality limits for Christoffel–Darboux kernels of continuum Schrödinger operators and
clock spacing of the eigenvalues of finite range truncations of HV . Asymptotics of λL as
well as universality limits and zero spacing of eigenvalues has received much attention in
the recent years, see [4, 6, 9, 13, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, 32] for a partial list of references.

In order to formulate Theorem 1.1 we need to recall the construction of a maximal
spectral measure using Weyl theory and the concept of the Martin function from potential
theory.

Since ∞ is a limit point endpoint, there is (up to a scalar multiple unique) ψ(x, z)
satisfying

−∂2
xψ(x, z) + V (x)ψ(x, z) = zψ(x, z) (1.4)

and ψ ∈ L2((0,∞)), which is called the Weyl solution at ∞. On the upper half-plane C+,
the Weyl m-function is defined by

m(z) = − ψ(0, z)

∂xψ(0, z)
. (1.5)

The function m is a Herglotz function, i.e., it maps C+ analytically into itself. It is a
general fact, that Herglotz functions admit an integral representation. That is, there exist
a ≥ 0, b ∈ R and a positive Borel measure µ, with

∫

dµ(ξ)

1 + ξ2
< ∞

such that

m(z) = az + b+

∫

R

(

1

ξ − z
− ξ

1 + ξ2

)

dµ(ξ).

From the perspective of operator theory, the measure µ represents a maximal spectral
measure of HV . Let dµ = fµdx+ dµs be the Lebesgue decomposition of µ with respect to
the Lebesgue measure.

In [12] a theory of Stahl–Totik regularity was developed for continuum Schrödinger
operators. To introduce this theory we will use some standard objects from potential
theory which can be found in [2, 34]. Let E = σess(HV ) and Ω = C \ E. For potentials V
satisfying (1.1), E is bounded from below but not from above. Therefore, one can show
that the cone of positive harmonic functions in Ω which vanish quasi-everywhere (q.e.) on
E is one-dimensional. Elements of this cone are called Martin functions of Ω at ∞. For
an excellent survey on the Martin theory for Denjoy domains we refer to [17]. In [12] it is
shown that for any such Martin function

lim
z→−∞

M(z)√−z > 0.
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Existence of the limit follows by standard arguments for positive harmonic functions. The
important point of the above statement is that the limit is positive. It allows to normalize
at ∞ and we obtain a unique Martin function, ME(z), such that the limit above is equal
to 1. Due to [12, Theorem 1.1] there exists aE ∈ R such that the Martin function has the
asymptotic behavior

ME(z) = Re

(√
−z +

aE

2
√−z

)

+ o

(

1
√

|z|

)

,

as z → ∞, arg z ∈ [δ, 2π− δ], for any δ > 0. This higher asymptotic expansion is then used
to characterize regularity in the sense of Stahl and Totik. A potential V satisfying (1.1) is
called Stahl–Totik regular if

lim
L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0
V (s)ds = aE. (1.6)

The Martin function can be extended to a subharmonic function on C and thus its distri-
butional Laplacian defines a positive measure. We call

ρE =
1

2π
∆ME

the Martin measure of the domain C \ E. It plays the role of the equilibrium measure from
the theory of orthogonal polynomials for compactly supported measures. Again we write
its Lebesgue decomposition dρE(ξ) = fE(ξ)dξ + dρE,s(ξ).

Assuming regularity, we are able to characterize the asymptotic behavior of λL at interior
points of σess(HV ).

Theorem 1.1. Let V be a Stahl–Totik regular potential such that E = σess(HV ) is Dirichlet
regular and µ the corresponding spectral measure. Let I ⊂ int(E) be a closed interval such
that µ is absolutely continuous in a neighborhood of I and its density fµ is positive and
continuous at every point of I. Then we have

lim
L→∞

LλL(ξ) =
fµ(ξ)

fE(ξ)
, (1.7)

uniformly for ξ ∈ I.

Stahl–Totik regularity is a quite general property. For sufficiently nice sets E, regularity
follows from

fµ > 0 Lebesgue a.e. on E. (1.8)

To be precise, by the Widom criterion [12, Theorem 1.8] V is regular if the harmonic
measure of C \ E is absolutely continuous with respect to µ. Thus, if E is such that the
harmonic measure is mutually absolutely continuous with the Lebesgue measure restricted
to E, (1.8) implies Stahl–Totik regularity. By [42], mutual absolute continuity of the
harmonic and the Lebesgue measure holds for regular Parreau–Widom sets. These sets are
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well studied in inverse spectral theory [7, 14, 41]. Every set which is homogeneous in the
sense of Carleson, i.e., sets E for which there exists τ > 0 so that

|E ∩ [ξ0 − ε, ξ0 + ε]| ≥ τε, ∀ξ0 ∈ E,∀ε ∈ (0, 1].

is a regular Parreau-Widom set [23]. In particular, for finite gap sets or for spectra of
Schrödinger operators with periodic potentials (1.8) implies that V is Stahl-Totik regular.

Christoffel functions are well studied in the setting of orthogonal polynomials. In this
case, the Christoffel function is defined similar to (1.3), but the Neumann solution at
L is substituted by the orthonormal polynomial of degree n. For compactly supported
measures, typical results show that under certain assumptions

lim
n→∞

nλn(ξ) =
fµ(ξ)

fE(ξ)
, (1.9)

where λn(ξ) is the Christoffel function associated to the orthonormal polynomials and
fE(ξ) denotes the density of the equilibrium measure. A fundamental result of Máté–
Nevai–Totik [31] shows (1.9) for the case E = [−2, 2]. More precisely, it is shown that (1.9)
holds provided that µ is Stahl–Totik regular on [−2, 2], fµ(ξ) > 0, log fµ is integrable in a
neighborhood of ξ, and ξ is a Lebesgue point of both the measure µ and the Szegő function
associated to fµ. This has been extended by Totik to arbitrary compact sets by using the
polynomial preimage method [43].

Our approach is inspired by a method used by Simon and we obtain a full analog for
continuum Schrödinger operators of all results in [40]. Let us mention that the assumptions
in [40] or in Theorem 1.1 are stronger than the ones in [31]. However, the conclusion is also
stronger, since uniformity in (1.7) require continuity of fµ, see also [44]. It as an interesting
question if our method could also be used to prove (1.7) under Lebesgue point and local
Szegő conditions as used by Máté–Nevai–Totik.

Limits of Christoffel functions for continuum Schrödinger operators were first studied by
Maltsev in [28]. At that time the notion of regularity for continuum Schrödinger operators

was not available and Maltsev proved (1.7) for potentials V = V̊ + Ṽ , where V̊ is a periodic

continuous potential, Ṽ is so that σess(V ) = σess(V̊ ) and Ṽ is Césaro decaying, i.e.,

lim
L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0
|Ṽ (x)|dx = 0. (1.10)

Thus, our result generalize [28] in several directions. First of all, if E is the spectrum of a
continuum Schrödinger operator, then generically there is no periodic potential so that that
the essential spectrum of the associated operator is E. Moreover, even if E is the spectrum
of a periodic Schrödinger operator, a regular potential does not necessarily satisfy (1.10).

A counterexample can be found even in the simplest case E = [0,∞) with V̊ ≡ 0. It is

shown in [12, Example 1.13] that the potential defined piecewise by V (x) = (−1)⌊2n(x−n)⌋

on x ∈ [n − 1, n) for integer n is regular with σess(LV ) = [0,∞), but (1.10) does not hold.
On the other hand, since periodic potentials are regular, it follows from (1.6) and (1.10)
that the potentials considered in [28] are Stahl–Totik regular.
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We turn to applications of our main theorem. The Christoffel-Darboux kernel is defined
by

KL(z,w) =

∫ L

0
v(x, z)v(x,w)dx.

For ξ ∈ R, bulk universality limits are double scaling limits of the type

lim
L→∞

KL

(

ξ + z
τL(ξ) , ξ + w

τL(ξ)

)

KL(ξ, ξ)
=

sin(ηπ(z − w))

ηπ(z − w)
.

Universality limits were often studied at explicit polynomial scales. Recent results suggest
that universality limits at such scales is a combination of two different phenomena. One
is universality at scale λL(ξ), studied in great generality in [13]; the other is the explicit
asymptotics of λL(ξ) now provided by Theorem 1.1. Thus, we can combine Theorem 1.1
with the results from [13] to obtain universality limits at scale L.

Theorem 1.2. With the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 we have

lim
L→∞

KL

(

ξ + z
L , ξ + w

L

)

KL(ξ, ξ)
=

sin(πfE(ξ)(z − w))

πfE(ξ)(z − w)
, (1.11)

uniformly for ξ ∈ I.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.2 we will obtain asymptotic equal eigenvalue spacing of
the eigenvalues of the finite range truncations. It is a common scheme already observed
by Wigner for random matrix ensembles that the global asymptotic distribution of the
eigenvalues depends on the particular model, however the local microscopic scale exhibits
universal behavior.

For any L > 0, let νL denote the zero counting measure for ∂Lv(L, ·) divided by L

νL =
1

L

∑

ξ: ∂Lv(L,ξ)=0

δξ .

The measure νL is intimately related to the eigenvalues of the finite range truncation of
HV . Namely, if HL

V denotes the restriction of HV onto (0, L) with Neumann boundary
condition at L, then HL

V has purely discrete spectrum given by the zeros of ∂Lv(L, ·).
The global distribution is given by the Martin measure ρE. That is, regularity of V

implies that νL has a weak-∗ limit and that this limit is given by ρE. However, it follows
from the Freud–Levin theorem [16, 25] that (1.11) implies equal eigenvalue spacing at scale
1/L.

For L > 0 and ξ ∈ I, we denote by ξL
j (ξ) for j ∈ Z the zeros of ∂Lv(L, ·) counted from

ξ, i.e.,
· · · < ξL

−2(ξ) < ξL
−1(ξ) < ξ ≤ ξL

0 (ξ) < ξL
1 (ξ) < . . .

with no zeros of ∂Lv(L, ·) between ξL
j and ξL

j+1.

Theorem 1.3. With the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 we have that the zeros of ∂Lv(L, ·)
admit uniform clock behavior on I, i.e., for fixed j ∈ Z

lim
L→∞

LfE(ξ)
(

ξL
j+1(ξ) − ξL

j (ξ)
)

= 1 (1.12)
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uniformly for ξ ∈ I.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall concepts from the
theory of Stahl–Totik regularity for continuum Schrödinger operators and prove that the
additional assumption of Dirichlet regularity of E leads to uniformity in the asymptotic
estimates. This is crucial to control the exponential growth of the Neumann solution close
to E. In Section 3 we recall aspects of the spectral theory for continuum Schrödinger
operators and show how this can be viewed as a special case of the general theory of
canonical systems. In particular, we show that the Christoffel function can also be defined
through an extremal problem. In Section 4 we prove asymptotics of the Christoffel function
for finite gap potentials. Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of the main theorems. We also
provide an appendix in which we recall some parts from the theory of canonical systems.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Milivoje Lukić and Brian Simanek for helpful
discussions.

2. Stahl-Totik regularity

From the discrete setting it is known that in order to show (1.9), in addition to local
properties of the measure, some additional global assumption is needed [43]. A common
sufficient assumption is to assume that the measure is regular in the sense of Stahl and
Totik. In [12] a corresponding theory was developed for continuum Schrödinger operators
with uniformly locally integrable potential. In the following, we show that an additional
uniformity is obtained in the estimates under the additional assumption that the underlying
spectrum is regular for the Dirichlet problem.

For z ∈ C the Dirichlet solution, u(x, z) is the solution of (1.2) with initial condition
u(0, z) = 0, ∂xu(0, z) = 1. Stahl–Totik regularity as defined in the introduction was linked
to exponential growth of the Dirichlet solutions. However, the same proofs also charac-
terize the exponential growth of the Neumann solution. By D′(C) we denote the space
of distributions and recall that subharmonic functions can be viewed as representatives of
real-valued distributions with non-negative Laplacian.

Lemma 2.1. Let V obey (1.1) and v(x, z) denote the Neumann solution. Then:

(a) For any x > 0, the function log|v(x, z)| is a subharmonic function on C.
(b) The family of functions {log|v(x, z)|}x≥1 is precompact in D′(C).

Moreover, if V is Stahl–Totik regular, then:

(i) The functions log|v(x, z)| converge as x → ∞ to ME(z) in the distributional sense as
well as uniformly on compact subsets of C+.

(ii) For all z ∈ C, lim supx→∞
1
x log |v(x, z)| ≤ ME(z).

Proof. (a): By general principles, for any x > 0, v(x, z) is an entire function of z [33], so
log|v(x, z)| is subharmonic.

(b): Is analogous to the proof of [12, Theorem 4.3]: it is a consequence of locally uniform
upper bounds which follow from general principles, and a pointwise lower bound which
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follows from boundedness of the diagonal Green function for the Schrödinger operator
with Neumann boundary conditions.

(i): If V is Stahl–Totik regular and u(x, z) denotes the Dirichlet solution, then by [12,
Theorem 1.5] for any z ∈ C \ R,

lim
x→∞

1

x
log|u(x, z)| = ME(z).

In words, u(x, z) grows exponentially with rate ME(z) > 0. Moreover, the Weyl solution
ψ(x, z) decays, limx→∞ ψ(x, z) = 0. The Neumann solution v(x, z) is a linear combination
of u(x, z) and ψ(x, z) and it is not a multiple of ψ(x, z) (since z is not real, it is not an
eigenvalue of the self-adjoint operator). Thus, v(x, z) also obeys

lim
x→∞

1

x
log|v(x, z)| = ME(z), ∀z ∈ C \ R.

This implies that ME is the only possible subsequential limit of 1
x log|v(x, z)| in D′(C). By

precompactness of the family, this implies convergence to ME in the topology of D′(C).
(ii): Follows from convergence in D′ together with the principle of descents for subhar-

monic functions. �

We will show that for Dirichlet regular sets (ii) holds uniformly on compact subsets of C.
This will follow from showing that (ii) holds not only pointwise but in the following stronger
sense: Given a sequence (zn)n∈N such that limn→∞ zn = z∞ ∈ C and and increasing
sequence (xn)n∈N, limn→∞ xn = ∞, then

lim sup
n→∞

1

xn
log |u(xn, zn)| ≤ ME(z∞).

If then in addition ME is continuous (or merely lower semicontinuous), this implies that
(ii) holds uniformly on compact subsets of C. Since for Dirichlet regular sets E, ME is
continuous [12, Theorem 2.1] this will prove the above claim.

We will need a version of principle of descents for Green potentials. Let Ω ⊂ C be a
Greenian domain and denote its Green function by GΩ(z,w), cf. [2, Section 4]. Let ν be
a measure supported in Ω and define the Green potential of ν by

ΦG
ν (z) =

∫

GΩ(z, t)dν(t)

provided that there exists z0 ∈ Ω such that ΦG
ν (z0) < ∞. It defines a superharmonic

function in Ω. By [2, Lemma 4.2.2] this holds in particular, if ν is supported on a compact
subset of Ω.

Lemma 2.2. Let Ω be a Greenian domain and let νn, ν∞ be finite measures with support
in a common compact subset of Ω and limn→∞ νn = ν∞ in the weak-∗ sense. Let zn ∈ Ω
with limn→∞ zn = z∞ ∈ Ω. Then

lim inf
n→∞

ΦG
νn

(zn) ≥ ΦG
ν∞

(z∞).
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Proof. By assumption there exists a compact set K ⊂ Ω such that suppνn ∪ suppν∞ ∪
{zn}n∈N ∪ {z∞} ⊂ K. For M > 0 define

GM
Ω (z, t) = min{M,GΩ(z, t)}.

The claim will follow from uniform continuity of GM
Ω on K × K. By [2, Theorem 4.1.9.]

GΩ(z, t) is continuous on K ×K in the extended sense (i.e. with the value +∞ allowed).
Thus it follows that GM

Ω (z, t) is continuous on K×K and GM
Ω (z, t) ≤ M . We conclude that

GM
Ω (z, t) is continuous in the standard sense and since K is compact uniform continuity

follows. Since ν∞ is a finite measure and νn → ν∞ we have sup νn(K) < ∞. Now it follows
from the monotone convergence theorem that

ΦG
ν∞

(z∞) = lim
M→∞

∫

GM
Ω (z∞, t)dν∞(t)

= lim
M→∞

lim
n→∞

∫

GM
Ω (zn, t)dνn(t)

≤ lim
M→∞

lim inf
n→∞

∫

GΩ(zn, t)dνn(t)

= lim inf
n→∞

ΦG
νn

(zn).

�

Following the proof of [5, Theorem 2.7.4.1] we obtain:

Theorem 2.3. Let (un)n∈N and u∞ be superharmonic functions in C such that limn→∞ un =
u∞ in D′(C). Let zn ∈ C with limn→∞ zn = z∞ ∈ C. Then

lim inf
n→∞ un(zn) ≥ u∞(z∞).

Proof. Fix R > 0 such that zn, z∞ ∈ BR(0). By [5, Theorem 2.7.1.1] the un are uniformly
bounded from below on B2R(0) and thus we can assume that the un and u∞ are non-
negative there.

For a non-negative superharmonic function u in a domain Ω and E ⊂ Ω let R̂E
u denote

the regularized reduced function [2, Section 5.3]1. View un, u as non-negative superhar-

monic functions in B2R(0). Set K = BR(0) and

vn = R̂K
un
, v = R̂K

u .

Since K ⊂ B2R(0) is compact we see that vn and v are Green potentials [2, Theorem
5.3.5], i.e., vn = ΦG

νn
, v = ΦG

ν for some measures νn, ν and the Green function of the
domain B2R(0). By [2, Theorem 5.3.4] vn, v are harmonic outside of K and it follows that
νn, ν are supported on K. Due to [5, Theorem 2.7.2.2], vn → v in D′(B2R(0)) and thus

1In [5, Theorem 2.7.2.1] the regularized reduction was introduced in a different way, but it follows from
its characteristic properties that these two notions, up to switching from super- to subharmonic functions,
coincide.
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since by [2, Theorem 4.3.8] νn, ν are the Riesz measures of vn and v we conclude that
νn → ν in C(K)∗. Therefore, we obtain from Lemma 2.2 that

lim inf
n→∞

ΦG
νn

(zn) ≥ ΦG
ν (z).

Since vn = un and v = u on BR(0) the claim follows. �

We immediately get the following:

Theorem 2.4. If V is Stahl–Totik regular then for any zn → z and xn → ∞ we have

lim sup
n→∞

1

xn
log |v(xn, zn)| ≤ ME(z). (2.1)

In particular, if E is Dirichlet regular, uniformly on compact subsets of C we have

lim sup
x→∞

1

x
log |v(x, z)| ≤ ME(z).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 regularity implies that for any xn → ∞ the family
of subharmonic functions ( 1

xn
log |v(xn, zn)|) converges to ME(z) in D′(C) and is bounded

from above on compact subsets of C. Thus, the first claim follows from Theorem 2.3
applied to (− 1

xn
log |v(xn, zn)|). If E is Dirichlet regular, ME is continuous on C. The

second statement then follows from (2.1) and lower semi-continuity of ME. �

We need to control the Neumann solution for large real energies. We only need bounds
for real spectral parameter ξ, but ξ can be negative. We will always assume that Im

√
z ≥ 0

for z ∈ C. The Neumann and Dirichlet solutions for V = 0 are the functions

c(x, z) = cos(
√
zx), s(x, z) =







sin(
√

zx)√
z

z 6= 0

x z = 0
.

By standard arguments, for general V ∈ L1([0, x]), the initial value problem (1.2) is rewrit-
ten as integral equations, and by Volterra-type arguments, convergent series representations
are then found for the fundamental solutions. With the notation ∆n(x) = {t ∈ R

n | x ≥
t1 ≥ t2 ≥ · · · ≥ tn ≥ 0}, the series representation for the Neumann solution is

v(x, z) = c(x, z) +
∞
∑

n=1

∫

∆n(x)
s(x− t1, z)





n−1
∏

j=1

V (tj)s(tj − tj+1, z)



 V (tn)c(tn, z)d
nt,

(2.2)

see [33] or [12, Section 3].

Lemma 2.5. Let x > 0. For ξ ≥ 1 we have

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ e

∫ x

0
|V (t)|dt
√

ξ . (2.3)

For ξ < 1 we have

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ e(1+Im
√

ξ)x+
∫ x

0
|V (t)|dt. (2.4)
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Proof. For ξ ≥ 1 we use the estimates |c(x, ξ)| ≤ 1 and |s(x, ξ)| ≤ √
ξ

−1
to get from (2.2)

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ 1 +
∞
∑

n=1

∫

∆n(x)

∏n
j=1 |V (tj)|dnt
√
ξ

n = 1 +
∞
∑

n=1

(
∫ x

0 |V (t)|dt)n

√
ξ

n
n!

= e

∫ x

0
|V (t)|dt
√

ξ

Similarly, for ξ < 1 we use |s(x, ξ)| = |
∫ x

0 c(t, ξ)dt| ≤ xeIm
√

ξx ≤ e(1+Im
√

ξ)x and |c(x, ξ)| ≤
eIm

√
ξx ≤ e(1+Im

√
ξ)x and get

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ e(1+Im
√

ξ)xe
∫ x

0
|V (t)|dt.

�

Combining these estimates for large real energies and Theorem 2.4 on compact subsets
of C, we get an uniform growth estimate for the Neumann solutions for ξ ∈ R which are
close to E. To this end let us introduce for 0 < δ < 1 the extension

Eδ = {ξ ∈ R : dist(ξ,E) < δ} ∪ [1/ξ,∞). (2.5)

Having in mind that ∞ is a boundary point of Ω it is natural to also add a half line. Note
that this makes Eδ a finite gap set, which will be crucial in Section 5.

Theorem 2.6. Let V be Stahl–Totik regular such that E = σess(V ) is Dirichlet regular.
Then for any ε > 0 sufficiently small there exists 0 < δ < 1 and C > 0 such that for any
ξ ∈ Eδ and x > 0 we have

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ Ceεx.

Proof. Let c1 = supx≥1

∫ x+1
x |V (t)|dt and fix 0 < ε < 2c1. We have

∫ x
0 |V (t)|dt ≤ c1(x+1) ≤

2c1x for x ≥ 1. Setting δ1 =
(

ε
2c1

)2
we obtain the estimate for ξ ≥ 1/δ1 from (2.3).

Let K = [inf E − 1, 1/δ1]. Since ME is uniformly continuous on K and vanishes on E, we
find δ2 > 0 such that for ξ ∈ K with dist(ξ,E) ≤ δ2, ME(ξ) < ε

2 . Thus, by Theorem 2.4
there exists L0 > 0 such that for x ≥ L0 and ξ ∈ K with dist(ξ,E) < δ2

1

x
log |v(x, ξ)| ≤ ε.

For x ≤ L0 we use (2.4) to get a uniform bound for |v(x, ξ)|. The claim follows with
δ = min{δ1, δ2}. �

3. Christoffel Darboux kernel, Christoffel function and Fourier

transform

In this section we recall aspects of the spectral theory of continuum Schrödinger operators
on the half-line. By relating it to the rich theory of canonical systems developed by Krein
and de Branges, we will characterize the Christoffel-Darboux kernel as a reproducing kernel
of a certain Hilbert space of entire functions. This viewpoint will also give an expression
of λL(z) in terms of an extremal problem. The connection between canonical systems and
continuum Schrödinger operators has been extensively discussed by Remling in [35, 36].
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For a given potential V : [0,∞) → R, V ∈ L1
loc, let HV be the associated Schrödinger

operator on the half-line, where we again assume a Neumann boundary condition at 0 and
that V is so that ∞ is a limit point endpoint. If we consider the truncation to [0, L] then
we assume in addition a Neumann boundary condition at L

f ′(L) = 0

and denote the corresponding operator by HL
V .

Let us start by considering HL
V . It is well known that the spectrum is purely discrete and

simple. Let v(x, z) and u(x, z) denote the Neumann and Dirichlet solution, respectively.
Define the measure

µL =
∑

ξ: ∂Lv(L,ξ)=0

δξ

‖v(·, ξ)‖L2
dx

((0,L))

,

where δξ denotes the Dirac measure. Note that this is not the same measure as νL defined
in the introduction. The operator U : L2

dx((0, L)) → L2
dµL

(R)

(Uf)(z) =

∫ L

0
f(x)v(x, z)dx (3.1)

is unitary and

UHL
V U

∗ = Sz,

where Sz denotes the operator of multiplication with the independent variable in L2
dµL

(R).
The adjoint of U is given by

(U∗F )(x) =

∫

v(x, ξ)F (ξ)dµL(ξ).

Although in the above discussion U(L2
dx((0, L))) was considered as L2

dµL
(R), (3.1) allows

to interpret for f ∈ L2
dx((0, L)), F (z) = (Uf)(z) as a function on C. This leads to the

theory of de Branges spaces. Define the transfer matrix

T (x, z) =

(

v(x, z) −u(x, z)
−∂xv(x, z) ∂xu(x, z)

)

and note that it solves the differential equation

j∂xT (x, z) =

(

−z
(

1 0
0 0

)

+

(

V (x) 0
0 −1

))

T (x, z), j =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

. (3.2)

Such a system is called a canonical system with coefficient functions A(x) =

(

1 0
0 0

)

and

B(x) =

(

V (x) 0
0 −1

)

; see Appendix A. It follows from (A.3) that

EL(z) = v(L, z) + i∂Lv(L, z)

is a Hermite-Biehler function. This means that E is entire, has no zeros in C+ and satisfies
|E(z)| ≥ |E(z)| there. To a Hermite-Biehler function we can associate a Hilbert space of
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entire functions B(E) with scalar product

〈F,G〉B(E) =
1

π

∫

F (x)G(x)
dx

|E(x)|2 ; (3.3)

see Appendix A.

Theorem 3.1. [35, Theorem 3.1] The Hilbert space B(EL) and L2
dµL

(R) are identical.

More precisely, if F ∈ B(EL), then the restriciton of F to R belongs to L2
dµL

(R) and

F 7→ F |R is unitary.

For an entire function F we denote F#(z) = F (z). The Hilbert spaces B(EL) are
reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces and the kernel is given by

KL(z,w) =
EL(w)EL(z) − E#

L (w)E#
L (z)

2i(w − z)
=
v(L,w)v′(L, z) − v′(L,w)v(L, z)

w − z
. (3.4)

On the other hand, using (A.4), it follows that

KL(z,w) =

∫ L

0
v(x, z)v(x,w)dx. (3.5)

Using the terminology common in the orthognal polynomials literature, we call KL(z,w)
the Christoffel-Darboux kernel. In the setting of orthogonal polynomials, the equivalence of
(3.4) and (3.5) is called the Christoffel-Darboux formula. Evaluating (3.4) on the diagonal
for ξ ∈ R gives

KL(ξ, ξ) = (∂Lv)(L, ξ)(∂ξv)(L, ξ) − v(L, ξ)(∂ξ∂Lv)(L, ξ). (3.6)

It is a remarkable property that as sets B(EL) do not depend on the potential, see [35,
Theorem 4.1]. That is, for any V ∈ L1([0, L]),

B(EL) = SL :=

{

∫ L

0
f(x) cos(

√
zx)dx : f ∈ L2((0, L))

}

(3.7)

where this is understood as set equality. Of course the topology depends on the potential
through (3.3). Recall that c(x, z) = cos(

√
zx) is the Neumann solution for V = 0. Using

the variable k2 = z it will be convenient to also consider the set

SL =

{

∫ L

0
f(x) cos(kx)dx : f ∈ L2((0, L))

}

. (3.8)

It is mentioned in [29, page 101] and it follows from the Paley-Wiener theorem that

SL =
{

g ∈ L2
dk(R) : g is entire, even and of exponential type at most L

}

.

From (3.7) it follows directly that B(EL1) ⊂ B(EL2) for L1 ≤ L2 and in fact this inclusion
is isometric. But even more is true:



ASYMPTOTICS FOR CHRISTOFFEL FUNCTIONS 13

Theorem 3.2. [35, Theorem 3.2] Suppose 0 < L1 ≤ L2. Then B(EL1) is isometrically
contained in B(EL2). Moreover, if µ denotes the spectral measure for the half-line problem,
then for every L > 0, B(EL) is isometrically contained in L2

dµ(R) in the sense that for

F ∈ B(EL), F |R ∈ L2
dµ and ‖F‖B(EL) = ‖F |R‖L2

dµ
.

In the following, we will drop the restriction map and interpret F either as function in
L2

dµ or as an entire function in B(EL) depending on the context. This shouldn’t lead to
any confusion.

Using that B(EL) is isometrically contained in L2
dµ(R) and the equality (3.7) we can

define the Christoffel function:

Definition 3.3. For L > 0 and z ∈ C we define the Christoffel function associated to V
by

λL(z) = inf{‖F‖2
L2

dµ
: F ∈ SL, F (z) = 1}.

Since B(EL) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space it follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz
inequality that the infimum is in fact a minimum and that the extremizer is given by

QL(z, z0) =
KL(z, z0)

KL(z0, z0)
.

Note that KL(z0, z0) = ‖KL(·, z0)‖2
B(EL) = ‖KL(·, z0)‖2

L2
dµ

. In particular,

λL(z) =
1

KL(z, z)
.

Combining this with (3.5) shows that this definition of λL(z) coincides with the one given
in (1.3).

4. Asymptotics for finite gap potentials

The goal of this section is to show (1.7) for so-called finite gap potentials. We will need
some preliminary observations:

4.1. The isospectral torus. In this section we assume that E is a finite gap set of the
form

E = [b0,∞) \
g
⋃

j=1

(aj , bj),

where b0 < aj < bj < aj+1 < bj+1, for 0 < j < g − 1. In this setting it is more natural to
consider Schrödinger operators on R. Let V be a continuous and bounded potential on R

and HV acting on its natural domain in L2(R). Clearly HV± with potential V+ = V |[0,∞)

and V− : [0,∞) → R defined by V−(x) := V (−x) have ∞ as an limit point endpoint and
thus we can associate Weyl m-functions m± by (1.5).

Definition 4.1. We say that V is reflectionless on A ⊂ R if for almost every ξ ∈ A

m+(ξ + i0) = −m−(ξ − i0).
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For a given finite gap set E we define the isospectral torus by

T (E) = {V ∈ Cb(R) : σ(HV ) = E and V is reflectionless on E}.
This class has been considered for essentially more general sets [19, 41].

4.2. Abelian integrals. For finite gap potentials many important spectral theoretical ob-
jects can be given explicitly in terms of the Abelian integrals on the associated hyperelliptic

Riemann surface RE associated to
√

(z − b0)
∏

(z − aj)(z − bj), i.e.,

RE = {(z,w) ∈ C
2 : w2 = (z − b0)

g
∏

j=1

(z − aj)(z − bj)} ∪ {∞}.

Typically RE is visualized as two copies of C \ E, corresponding to the two branches of
the square root, glued together along E. For more details see [18]. These representations
and the properties which follow from them allow us to compute the limit of the Christoffel
functions explicitly.

For finite gap sets the Martin function can be given in terms of a Schwarz–Christoffel
mapping. Define

θE(z) =

∫ z

b0

−1

2
√
u− b0

g
∏

j=1

(u− cj)
√

(u− aj)(u− bj)
du,

where cj ∈ (aj , bj) is uniquely determined by

θE(bj) = θE(aj).

The function θE is a conformal mapping of C+ to a comb

ΠE = {ξ + iy : ξ, y > 0} \
g
⋃

j=1

{ηj + iy : 0 < y < hj},

where ηj are called frequencies and hj heights. Note that θE can be extended to R,

θE(z) =
√
z, as z → −∞, θE(b0) = 0

and that θ−1
E

(R+) = E. It follows from these properties that ME(z) = Im θE(z) is the
Martin function of the domain. These type of comb mappings are commonly used in
inverse spectral theory and in uniform approximation problems [1, 30] or [15] for a modern
approach to the subject. Since ME can be extended to a subharmonic function on C, its
distributional Laplacian is a positive measure and we can define ρE = 1

2π∆ME. The Riesz
representation then yields

ME(z) = ME(z∗) +

∫

E

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 − z − z∗
t− z∗

∣

∣

∣

∣

dρE,

where z∗ < b0 is some normalization point. Computing 1
2π∆ME we find that

dρE(ξ) =
1

π
θ′

E
(ξ)dξ =

−1

2π
√
ξ − b0

g
∏

j=1

(ξ − cj)
√

(ξ − aj)(ξ − bj)
dξ. (4.1)
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That is, ρE is purely a.c. and its density is given by

dρE(ξ)

dξ
= fE(ξ) =

−1

2π
√
ξ − b0

g
∏

j=1

(ξ − cj)
√

(ξ − aj)(ξ − bj)
.

In particular, we see that fE(ξ) is real analytic inside any band of E, see also Lemma B.2.
We will also constantly use that θE(ξ) ∈ R for ξ ∈ E.

Let ψ+ denote the Weyl solution at +∞, cf. (1.4). Due to [18, p. 462], ψ+ corresponds to
the restriction of the Baker-Akhiezer function to the upper sheet and thus by [18, Theorem
1.20] it can be represented as

ψ+(x, z) = eiθE(z)xf(x, z),

where f is given in terms of Theta functions on RE. In the following let [a, b] = I ⊂ int(E).
We can extend ψ+(x, z) analytically to I. Moreover, we have

(i) x 7→ f(x, ξ) is almost periodic2,
(ii) ξ 7→ f(x, ξ) is analytic on I and all derivatives are uniformly bounded for x > 0 and

ξ ∈ I.

4.3. Asymptotics of λL(ξ). In the following let [a, b] = I ⊂ int(E). If we write f(ξ) or
m+(ξ), ξ ∈ I, we mean the corresponding limits ξ + iε as ε → 0. All of them can be
analytically extended to I. Moreover, we have Imm+ > 0 there. To avoid confusion, we
mention that for m+, this does not correspond to the extension m(z), which is an extension
through R \ E.

Let

W (f, g)(x) = f(x)g′(x) − f ′(x)g(x)

denote the Wronskian of f and g. For ξ ∈ I, ψ+(x, ξ) and ψ+(x, ξ) both solve (1.4) and
thus their Wronskian is constant. For ξ ∈ I, ∂xψ+(0, ξ) 6= 0, since this would lead to an
eigenvalue and σ(HV ) is purely absolutely continuous there. Recall that m+ is given by

m+(z) = − ψ+(0, z)

∂xψ+(0, z)
.

Thus we see that by constancy of the Wronskian

Wξ(ψ+, ψ+) := W (ψ+(·, ξ), ψ+(·, ξ))(x) = W (ψ+(·, ξ), ψ+(·, ξ))(0)

= −2i|∂xψ+(0, ξ)|2 Imm+(ξ) 6= 0.
(4.2)

It follows now by direct verification of (1.2) that

v(x, ξ) =
ψ+(x, ξ)∂xψ+(0, ξ) − ψ+(x, ξ)∂xψ+(0, ξ)

Wξ(ψ+, ψ+)

defines he Neumann solution for HV .

2this follows from continuity of the Theta function and the linearization of the Abel map in [18, Theorem
1.20]
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Let us set

c(ξ) =
∂xψ+(0, ξ)

Wξ(ψ+, ψ+)

and
h(x, ξ) = c(ξ)ψ+(x, ξ).

It will also be convenient to take off the exponential part and consider

g(x, ξ) = e−iθE(ξ)xh(x, ξ).

Using Wξ(ψ+, ψ+) = −Wξ(ψ+, ψ+) and θE(x) ∈ R, we see that

v(x, ξ) = h(x, ξ) + h(x, ξ) = eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) + e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ).

The Herglotz function m+ can be continuously extended to I. Thus, if dµ(ξ) = fµ(ξ)dξ +
dµs(ξ) denotes the spectral measure of HV , we have

fµ(ξ) =
1

π
Imm+(ξ).

Lemma 4.2. For ξ ∈ I, we have

W (h(·, ξ), h(·, ξ))(x) = −2iθE(ξ)|g(x, ξ)|2 +W (g(·, ξ), g(·, ξ))(x) =
1

2πifµ(ξ)
.

Proof. The first equality follows by direct computation. Using the definition of h and (4.2),
we see that

W (h(·, ξ), h(·, ξ))(x) = W (c(ξ)ψ+(·, ξ), c(ξ)ψ+(·, ξ))(x)

= |c(ξ)|2Wξ(ψ+(·, ξ), ψ+(·, ξ))(x)

=
|∂xψ+(0, ξ)|2

|Wξ(ψ+, ψ+)|2Wξ(ψ+(·, ξ), ψ+(·, ξ))(x) =
1

2πifµ(ξ)
.

�

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section

Theorem 4.3. Let ξ ∈ I = [a, b] ⊂ int(E). Then

Kx(ξ, ξ) = x
fE(ξ)

fµ(ξ)
+O(1)

as x → ∞,where the O(1) is uniform for ξ ∈ I.

Proof. We use the representation

v(x, ξ) = eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) + e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ).

All O notation is related to x → ∞. We have

∂ξv(x, ξ) = iθ′
E
(ξ)x

(

eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) + e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ)
)

+ eiθE(ξ)x∂ξg(x, ξ) − e−iθE(ξ)x∂ξg(x, ξ)

= iθ′
E(ξ)x

(

eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) − e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ)
)

+O(1).
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and

∂xv(x, ξ) = iθE(ξ)eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) − iθE(ξ)e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) + eiθE(ξ)x∂xg(x, ξ) + e−iθE(ξ)x∂xg(x, ξ)

and

∂x∂ξv(x, ξ) = iθ′
E(ξ)x

(

iθE(ξ)eiθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ) + iθE(ξ)e−iθE(ξ)xg(x, ξ)

+eiθE(ξ)x∂xg(x, ξ) − e−iθE(ξ)x∂xg(x, ξ)
)

+O(1).

Thus, having in mind (3.6) we compute

∂ξv(x, ξ)∂xv(x, ξ) − v(x, ξ)∂x∂ξv(x, ξ) = 2iθ′
E(ξ)x

(

−2iθE(ξ)|g|2 +W (g(·, ξ), g(·, ξ))(x)
)

+O(1)

Using Lemma 4.2 and (4.1) we see

2iθ′
E(ξ)x(−2iθE(ξ)|g|2 +W (g(·, ξ), g(·, ξ))(x)) =

2πifE(ξ)

2πifµ(ξ)
x

which finishes the proof by noting the the O(1) is uniform for ξ ∈ I. �

We will use later that this implies in particular for any ε > 0

lim
L→∞

K(1+ε)L(ξ, ξ)

KL(ξ, ξ)
= 1 + ε (4.3)

uniformly for ξ ∈ I.

5. Proofs of the Main theorems

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1,1.2 and 1.3. We will need some prepara-
tory work.

Recall the set

SL =

{

∫ L

0
cos(

√
zt)f(t)dt, f ∈ L2((0, L))

}

and that

λL(ξ) = min

{

‖F‖2
L2

dµ
: F ∈ SL, F (ξ) = 1

}

, (5.1)

with minimizer

QL(z, z0) =
KL(z, z0)

KL(z0, z0)
. (5.2)

Lemma 5.1. Let d0 ∈ R and ξ0 > d0. Then there is c > 0 such that

Fc(z) =
sin(c(

√
z − d0 −

√
ξ0 − d0))√

z − d0 −
√
ξ0 − d0

+
sin(c(

√
z − d0 −

√
ξ0 − d0))√

z − d0 +
√
ξ0 − d0

satisfies

(i) |Fc(ξ)| ≤ Fc(ξ0) for all ξ ≥ d0;
(ii) For any δ > 0 there exists ε > 0 such that for any ξ ∈ [d0,∞) \ (ξ0 − δ, ξ0 + δ) it holds

that |Fc(ξ)| ≤ Fc(ξ0) − ε;
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(iii) Fc ∈ Sc.

Proof. First we find c so that |Fc| has a global maximum at ξ0. Define

G(u) =
sin(u− u0)

u− u0
+

sin(u+ u0)

u+ u0
,

where u0 is the first positive root of tan(2u0) − 2u0. It can be directly verified G is even
and that |G(u)| ≤ G(u0) for all u ∈ R. From this it follows that for given ζ0 > 0, c = u0/ζ0

and

H(ζ) =
sin(c(ζ − ζ0))

ζ − ζ0
+

sin(c(ζ + ζ0))

ζ + ζ0
,

that |H| has a global maximum at ζ0. Since ζ(z) =
√
z − d0 maps [d0,∞) onto [0,∞) the

first claim follows by substitution and setting ζ0 = ζ(ξ0) =
√
ξ0 − d0, c = u0/

√
ξ0 − d0. It

remains to show that F ∈ Sc.
We claim that Fc is the reproducing kernel Kc(z, ξ0) for the constant potential V = d0.

The Christoffel Darboux formula (3.4) applied to v(x, z) = cos(x
√
z − d0) yields

Kc(z, ξ0) =
−

√
z − d0 cos(c

√
ξ0 − d0) sin(c

√
z − d0) +

√
ξ0 − d0 sin(c

√
ξ0 − d0) cos(c

√
z − d0)

ξ0 − z
.

Using trigonometric identities we get that Kc(z, z0) is given by

1

2

sin(c(
√
z − d0 − √

ξ0 − d0))(
√
z − d0 +

√
ξ0 − d0) + sin(c(

√
z − d0 +

√
ξ0 − d0))(

√
z − d0 − √

ξ0 − d0)

z − d0 − (ξ0 − d0)
.

Thus,
Fc(z) = 2Kc(z, ξ0)

and in particular, Fc ∈ Sc. �

Remark. For later reference we mention that the c is explicitly constructed in the proof.
Let u0 be the first positive solution of 2u = tan(2u), i.e., u0 is a constant not depending
on d0, ξ0. Then c is given by

c =
u0√
ξ0 − d0

In particular, if d0(ε) = min E − ε and ξ0 ∈ int(E), then

lim
ε→0

εc(ε) = 0 (5.3)

and this limit is uniform for ξ0 ∈ [a, b] ⊂ int(E).

Recall the δ-extension (2.5). The following estimate is the crucial bound which allows
to prove (1.7) for regular potentials:

Lemma 5.2. Let V be a Stahl–Totik regular potential such that E = σess(HV ) is Dirichlet
regular, µ the associated spectral measure and QL as in (5.2). Then for any ε > 0 there is
C > 0 and δ > 0 such that for any ξ ∈ Eδ and L > 0

|QL(ξ, ξ0)| ≤ CeεL
√

λL(ξ0).
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Proof. By Theorem 2.6 we find δ > 0 so that for ξ ∈ Eδ and x > 0

|v(x, ξ)| ≤ C̃eεx.

Thus,

∫ L

0
v(x, ξ)2dx ≤ C̃2

∫ L

0
e2εxdx =

C̃2

2ε
(e2εL − 1) ≤ C̃2

2ε
e2εL.

Thus with C2 = C̃2/2ε we have

(

∫ L

0
v(x, ξ)2dx

)1/2

≤ CeεL.

On the other hand, by the reproducing kernel property

|KL(ξ, ξ0)| = |〈KL(·, ξ0),KL(·, ξ)〉| ≤ ‖KL(·, ξ0)‖‖KL(·, ξ)‖ =
√

KL(ξ0, ξ0)
√

KL(ξ, ξ)

Using

KL(ξ, ξ) =

∫ L

0
v(x, ξ)2dx, λL(ξ0) =

1

KL(ξ0, ξ0)

and (5.2) the claim follows. �

We are now ready to prove the main comparising result that allows to lift the results
from Section 4 to arbitrary regular potentials.

Theorem 5.3. Let V, Ṽ be potentials satisfying (1.1) and µ, µ̃ the associated spectral mea-
sures and E = σess(HV ), Ẽ = σess(HṼ ). Suppose that V is a Stahl–Totik regular potential

and E Dirichlet regular. Let I be a closed interval such that I ⊂ int(E) ∩ int(Ẽ), µ and µ̃
are absolutely continuous in a neighborhood of I and its densities fµ, fµ̃ are positive and
continuous at every point of I. For any ε > 0, let δ > 0 be as in Lemma 5.2. If there exists
δ1 > 0 such that

Ẽδ1 ⊂ Eδ (5.4)

then there exist δ2 = δ2(I) > 0, D = D(ε) > 0 and γ = γ(ε, δ2) < 1 such that

λM (ξ0, Ṽ )

λL(ξ0, V )
≤ sup

|ξ−ξ0|<δ2

fµ̃(ξ)

fµ(ξ)
+Dγ4Ne2εL +De2εL2−2N ,

where M = L+ 2Nc and N = N(ε) is sufficiently large.

Remark. Let us comment on the meaning of (5.4). In the proof we will need to estimate
the extremizer for λL(ξ0, V ) on suppµ̃. Close to the spectrum this can be done due to
regularity by Lemma 5.2. However, there may be point masses of µ̃ in the gaps. By
extending Ẽ we ensure that there are only finitely many point masses in R \ Ẽδ1 , since

there can only be finitely many eigenvalues in each gap of Ẽδ1 and Ẽδ1 is a finite gap set.
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Proof. Let QV
L (ξ, ξ0) be the minimizer for V and the point ξ0. Then by Lemma 5.2 for

ξ ∈ Eδ we have

|QV
L (ξ, ξ0)| ≤ CeεL

√

λL(ξ0, V ). (5.5)

Thus by assumption this also holds on Ẽδ1 . Let d0 = min Ẽδ1 , Fc as in Lemma 5.1 and

G(z) =
Fc(z)

Fc(ξ0)
.

Then

(i) G(ξ0) = 1;
(ii) for any r > 0 there is γ < 1 such that for every ξ > d0 with |ξ − ξ0| > r, |G(ξ)| < γ;
(iii) there is C1 > 0 such that for ξ > ξ0 + 1, |G(ξ)| ≤ C1√

ξ−ξ0
.

(iv) G ∈ Sc.

Since Ẽδ1 has only finitely many gaps, there are only finitely many point masses of µ̃ in

R \ Ẽδ1 . Let these points be denoted by ζ1, . . . , ζn. Let P be a polynomial of degree n+ 1
that vanishes at these points and P has a local maximum at ξ0 such that P (ξ0) = 1. Let
N > n+ 1 and define

Q = QV
LG

2NP.

We claim that Q ∈ SL+2Nc. Use k2 = z and define

H(k) = Q(k2).

Since QV
L ∈ SL and F ∈ Sc it follows that H is an even entire function of exponential type

at most L + 2Nc. Thus, by (3.8) it remains to show that H ∈ L2
dk. By (iii) G2NP are

bounded on R+. Moreover, since QV
L ∈ SL, QL(k2) ∈ L2

dk and we conclude that H ∈ L2
dk.

Moreover, we have Q(ξ0) = 1.
Thus, by (5.1) we get

λL+2Nc(ξ0, Ṽ ) ≤ ‖Q‖2
L2

dµ̃
. (5.6)

We will split the integral into several parts. First let δ2 > 0 such that on I0 = (ξ0 − δ2, ξ0 +
δ2), µ, µ̃ are purely absolutely continuous and both are positive there. This can be achieved
since they are continuous at every point of I. Moreover, let δ2 be sufficiently small so that
|G|, |P | ≤ 1 on I0. Then

∫

I0

|Q(ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ) ≤
∫

I0

|QV
L (ξ, ξ0)|2dµ̃(ξ)

≤ sup
t∈I0

fµ̃(t)

fµ(t)

∫

I0

|QV
L (ξ, ξ0)|2dµ(ξ)

≤ sup
t∈I0

fµ̃(t)

fµ(t)
λL(ξ0, V ).

Let us note that on supp(µ̃) we have

|Q(ξ)| ≤ CeεL
√

λL(ξ0)|G(ξ)|2N |P (ξ)|. (5.7)
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For, we have already argued that (5.5) holds on Ẽδ1 . Thus, the only points where (5.7)

may fail are the finite point masses of µ̃ in R \ Ẽδ1 . But this is where P vanishes and thus
we obtain (5.7) on supp(µ̃).

Let I1 = (supp(µ̃) \ I0) ∩ (−∞, ξ0 + 1] and I2 = (supp(µ̃)) ∩ (ξ0 + 1,∞). Then
∫

I1

|Q(ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ) ≤ C2e2εLλL(ξ0, V )

∫

I1

|G(ξ)|4N |P (ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ)

≤ γ4NC2e2εLλL(ξ0, V )

∫

I1

|P (ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ)

= γ4NC2e2εLC1λL(ξ0, V ).

Since
∫

R

dµ̃(ξ)

1 + ξ2
< ∞,

we get for n ≥ 2
∫ ∞

2

dµ(ξ)

ξn
≤ K

2n
, K = 4

∫ ∞

2

dµ(ξ)

ξ2
.

We conclude
∫

I2

|Q(ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ) ≤ C2e2εLλL(ξ0, V )

∫

I2

|G(ξ)|4N |P (ξ)|2dµ̃(ξ)

≤ C2C2e
2εLλL(ξ0, V )

∫

I2

ξ2(n+1)

(ξ − ξ0)2N
dµ̃(ξ) ≤ C3e

2εLλL(ξ0, V )2−2N .

Combining the integrals over I1, I2, I3 and using (5.6) yields the claim. �

Remark. In the proof we have d0 = min Ẽδ1 and thus d0 depends on ε. By the definition
of G via F in Lemma 5.1 this shows that γ < 1, which is the maximum of G outside of
(ξ0 − δ2, ξ0 − δ2), also depends on ε. However, for fixed δ2 we have

γ1 = sup
ε∈(0,1)

γ(ε, δ2) < 1. (5.8)

This remains true, if ξ0 ∈ [a, b] ⊂ int(E). This will be important in the following.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume that E = σess(µ) and µ is regular and let Er be the extension
as defined above. Clearly Er is a finite gap set and Er decreases monotonically to E. We
conclude from Lemma B.2 that dρEr

is absolutely continuous on I and that the densities
fEr

(ξ) increase with r and are bounded above by fE(ξ). We claim that

lim
r→∞

fEr
(ξ) = fE(ξ) (5.9)

uniformly on I. By monotonicity and boundedness for every ξ, limr→∞ fEr
(ξ) = g(ξ) exists

and since fEr
are in particular continuous the convergence is uniform and g is continuous.

On the other hand, using the upper envelope theorem, we conclude as in [12, Lemma 6.1]
that MEr

→ ME, which implies ρEr
→ ρE in the weak-∗ sense. We conclude that g = fE

on I.
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For fixed r let Vr be a finite gap potential as discussed in Section 4 and µr its spectral
measure. Note that Vr is Stahl-Totik regular. We will apply Theorem 5.3 with µ = µr and
µ̃ = µ. Since E ⊂ Er, (5.4) is satisfied for arbitrary ε > 0. Let ε > 0 be fixed, and δ2,D be
as in Theorem 5.3 and γ1 be defined by (5.8). Then

λM (ξ0, V )

λL(ξ0, Vr)
≤ sup

|ξ−ξ0|<δ1

fµ(t)

fµr(t)
+Dγ4N

1 e2εL +De2εL2−2N ,

where M = L+ 2Nc. Choose η so that max{γ1, 1/
√

2}η ≤ e−1 and N = ηεL. Note that
by the definition of γ1, η does not depend on ε. It follows that

Dγ4N
1 e2εL +De2εL2−2N = O(e−2εL).

Thus,

lim sup
M→∞

λM (ξ0, V )

λL(ξ0, Vr)
≤ sup

|ξ−ξ0|<δ1

fµ(ξ)

fµr (ξ)
.

Since M = L(1 + 2ηεc) we obtain by (4.3)

lim
L→∞

λL(ξ0, Vr)

λ(1+2ηεc)L(ξ0, Vr)
= 1 + 2ηεc.

Therefore,

lim sup
M→∞

λM (ξ0, V )

λM (ξ0, Vr)
≤ sup

|ξ−ζ0|<δ1

fµ(ξ)

fµr(ξ)
(1 + 2ηεc).

Taking first ε → 0 and using that εc(ε) → 0 by (5.3) and then δ1 → 0 we get

lim sup
M→∞

λM (ξ0, V )

λM (ξ0, Vr)
≤ fµ(ξ0)

fµr (ξ0)
. (5.10)

Since on the other hand Er is a finite gap set we have

lim
M→∞

MλM (ξ0, Vr) =
fµr (ξ0)

fEr
(ξ0)

.

Plugging this into (5.10) yields

lim sup
M→∞

MλM (ζ0, V ) ≤ fµ(ξ0)

fEr
(ξ0)

.

By (5.9) sending r → 0 we conclude

lim sup
M→∞

MλM (ζ0, V ) ≤ fµ(ξ0)

fE(ξ0)
. (5.11)

To get the opposite inequality we would like to switch the roles of V and Vr. It can
be seen from the proof of Theorem 5.3 that in this case we can even take δ1 = 0, since
µr only has finitely many point masses outside Er. In Theorem 5.3 we have to estimate
the eigensolutions of HV on Er. This shows that for fixed r > 0, we cannot take ε → 0.
However, for fixed r > 0 we find ε(r) and note that ε(r) → 0 as r → 0.
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Now switching the roles of V and Vr we get

λM (ξ0, Vr)

λL(ξ0, V )
≤ sup

|ξ−ξ0|<δ1

fµr (ξ)

fµ(ξ)
+Dγ4N

1 e2εL +De2εL2−2N ,

where N = ηεL and as before

lim sup
L→∞

λL(ξ0, Vr)

λL(ξ0, V )
≤ fµr (ξ0)

fµ(ξ0)

1

1 + 2ηεc

and

lim sup
L→∞

1

LλL(ζ0, V )
≤ fEr

(ξ0)

fµ(ξ0)

1

1 + 2ηεc
.

But now for fixed r we cannot take ε → 0. However since ε(r) → 0 as r → 0 we get by
(5.9)

lim sup
L→∞

1

LλL(ξ0, V )
≤ fE(ξ0)

fµ(ξ0)

and thus

fµ(ξ0)

fE(ξ0)
≤ lim inf

L→∞
LλL(ξ0, V ). (5.12)

Combing (5.11) and (5.12) and noting that all the arguments are uniform in ξ0 ∈ I yields
the claim. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let m be the Weyl m-function associated to HV . We showed in
Section 3 that HV can be written as a canonical system. Thus, by [13, Theorem 9] it
follows that if for ξ ∈ I the limit

1

π
lim
z→ξ

Imm(z) = fµ(ξ) ∈ (0,∞), (5.13)

exists non-tangentially, then

lim
L→∞

λL(ξ)KL(ξ + λL(ξ)z, ξ + λL(ξ)w) =
sin(πfµ(ξ)(w − z))

πfµ(ξ)(w − z)
, (5.14)

uniformly for ξ ∈ I and z,w in compact subsets of C. It follows from properties of Poisson
integrals [38, Theorem 11.22, Theorem 11.23] that (5.13) holds on I under the assumptions
of Theorem 1.2. From Theorem 1.1 we conclude that

lim
L→∞

LλL(ξ) =
fµ(ξ)

fE(ξ)
.

The claim follows from continuity of the sinc kernel and the fact that (5.14) holds uniformly
for z,w in compact subsets of C. �

We finish this section with the proof of Theorem 1.3. There are several proofs in the
orthogonal polynomials case that show how to conclude from universality clock spacing
for the zeros of orthogonal polynomials, which only use interlacing properties of the zeros
of orthogonal polynomials; cf. [16, 25, 39] The same proof carries over to the setting of
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continuum Schrödinger operators (or even canonical systems) without any change. We
supply the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We start by a well known fact: The function

mL(z) =
v(L, z)

v′(L, z)

is a Herglotz function and since v(L, ·), v′(L, ·) are entire, the measure in its integral repre-
sentation is purely discrete and supported at the zeros of v′(L, z). Since mL is increasing
between poles, the zeros of v(L, z) and v′(L, z) interlace.

By (3.4) and the fact that v(L, ·) and v′(L, ·) cannot vanish simultaneously, we see that
for z 6= w, KL(z,w) = 0 if and only if mL(z) = mL(w) (the value of mL(z) can also be ∞
corresponding to a zero of v′(L, z)). Fix ξ ∈ I and define

f̃L(z) =
KL
(

ξ, ξ + z
LfE(ξ)

)

KL(ξ, ξ)
.

Let · · · < z̃L
−1 < z̃L

0 = 0 < z̃L
1 < . . . denote the zeros of f̃L(z). By (1.11) we see that

z̃L
±1 → ±1 and inductively we get

z̃L
±j → ±j.

Let 0 ≤ zL
0 < z̃L

1 be so that ξ +
zL

0
fE(x0)L is the first pole of mL to the right of ξ. Set

fL(z) =
KL
(

ξ +
zL

0
LfE(ξ) , ξ +

zL
0 +z

LfE(ξ)

)

KL(ξ, ξ)
.

If we denote the zeros of fL by · · · < zL
−1 < zL

0 = 0 < zL
1 < . . . we see as before that

zL
±j → ±j

By our definition of zL
0 , ξL

j = ξ +
zL

0 +zL
j

fE(x0)L are the zeros of v′(L, z), which finishes the proof.

Since the convergence in (1.11) is uniform this shows that (1.12) holds uniformly on I. �

Appendix A. de Branges spaces and canonical systems

It has already been realized in [27] and also in [8, 13] that the theory of canonical systems
is useful for the understanding of universality limits for Christoffel–Darboux kernels. The
inverse theory developed by de Branges is based on a theory of Hilbert spaces of entire
functions [11]. These spaces are called de Branges spaces. We recall some part of the
general theory, to highlight that the objects discussed in Section 3 are only a special case
of this rich theory. We follow the presentation in [37].

For an entire function F we denote F#(z) = F (z). Moreover, let H2 = H2(C+) denote
the standard Hardy space of the upper half-plane.
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Definition A.1. A Hermite–Biehler function is an entire function E with no zeros in C+

satisfying |E(z)| ≥ |E#(z)| for z ∈ C+. Given a Hermite–Biehler function E we define the
de Branges space B(E) as

B(E) =
{

F | F entire, F/E,F#/E ∈ H2
}

.

In the following it will be useful to decompose E into its real and imaginary part. We
define a(z) = 1

2 (E(z) + E#(z)) and c(z) = 1
2i(E

#(z) − E(z)). The notation a and c and
the unexpected minus sign in the definition of c will become clear below.

Example A.2. The motivating example for de Branges was the Hermite-Biehler function
Ea(z) = e−iaz for a > 0, in which case B(Ea) denotes the standard Paley–Wiener space of
entire square-integrable functions of exponential type at most a.

Theorem A.3. [37, Theorem 4.4] Let E be a Hermite–Biehler function. Then B(E)
becomes a Hilbert space when endowed with the scalar product

〈F,G〉B(E) =
1

π

∫ ∞

−∞
F (t)G(t)

dt

|E(t)|2 .

B(E) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel:

KE(z,w) =
E(w)E(z) − E#(w)E#(z)

2i(w − z)
=
a(z, x)c(w, x) − c(z, x)a(w, x)

w − z
.

De Branges spaces arise naturally when discussing canonical systems:

Definition A.4. Consider matrix-valued functions A,B : [0, N) → Mat(2,C) for some
N > 0 or N = ∞ which are locally integrable in the sense that their entries are in
L1([0, x]) for all x < N , and have the property that A(x) ≥ 0, B(x)∗ = B(x) and trA(x)j =
trB(x)j = 0 for Lebesgue-a.e. x ∈ [0, N), with j defined below. A canonical system is a
differential equation of the form

j∂xy(x, z) = (−zA(x) +B(x))y(x, z), j =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

.

A solution T : [0, N) × C → Mat(2,C) which satisfies the initial value problem

j∂xT (x, z) = (−zA(x) +B(x))T (x, z), T (0, z) = I2

is called the transfer matrix of the canonical system. It is a fundamental object in the
theory of canonical systems. Differentiating T (s,w)∗jT (s, z) we see that

T (x,w)∗jT (x, z) − j = (w − z)

∫ x

0
T (s,w)∗A(s)T (s, z)ds. (A.1)

The expression on the left-hand side above is called the j form of T [3, 21]. For fixed x as
a function of z it is entire and satisfies

i (T (x, z)∗jT (x, z) − j) =

{

≥ 0, if z ∈ C+,

= 0, if z ∈ R.
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We say that T is j-expanding in C+ and j-unitary on R. Moreover, from (A.1) it also
follows that for z ∈ C+, T satisfies the j-monotonicity property

i(T ∗(x2, z)jT (x2, z) − T ∗(x1, z)jT (x1, z)) ≥ 0 (A.2)

for x2 ≥ x1. Thus, {T (x, z)}x∈[0,N) forms a j-monotonic family of entire matrix functions.
It can be shown that vice-versa to every such family one can associate a canonical system
[10, Remark 2.3]. The j-form is invariant under multiplying T from the left by some
U ∈ SL(2,R), since such U satisfies U∗jU = j. This gives a certain freedom, which is
called gauge freedom. A common gauge normalization, which was used by Potapov and
de Branges is to assume that for all x ∈ [0, N), T (x, 0) = I, which leads on the level
of canonical systems to B = 0. In this case A is usually denoted by H and called the
Hamiltonian of the system. We call this the Potapov–de Branges gauge. If T is normalized
arbitrarily, then passing to T̃ (x, z) = T (x, 0)−1T (x, z) we obtain a transfer matrix in the
Potapov–de Branges gauge. The corresponding Hamiltonian is given by

H(x) = T (x, 0)∗A(x)T (x, 0).

In particular, any canonical system obtained from a Schrödinger equation as in (3.2) can
be rewritten into the Potapov–de Branges gauge. We found it more convenient to provide
this gauge independent presentation and work directly with (3.2).

Let us write

T (x, z) =

(

a(z, x) b(z, x)
c(z, x) d(z, x).

)

It follows from (A.2) that for fixed x

m(z, x) = −a(z, x)

c(z, x)

is a generalized Herglotz function, i.e., the map z 7→ m(z, x) maps C+ analytically into
C+, where C+ = C+ ∪ R ∪ {∞}; see [37, Lemma 4.15].3

Using this we see that

E(z, x) := a(z, x) − ic(z, x) (A.3)

satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E#(z, x)

E(z, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

a(z, x) + ic(z, x)

a(z, x) − ic(z, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−a(z,x)
c(z,x) − i

−a(z,x)
c(z,x) + i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

and thus E(z, x) is a Hermite–Biehler function. This also explains in hindsight the minus
sign in the definition of c. Dividing by (w − z) in (A.1) the (1,1)-entry gives exactly the

3This definition differs slightly from the definition of Herglotz functions given in the introduction, since
we allow values in C+ rather than in C+. By the maximum principle, an analytic function that attains a
value in R ∪ {∞} must already be constant and therefore the set of generalized Herglotz function consists
of Herglotz functions and constant functions with values in R ∪ {∞}.
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reproducing kernel

KEx(z,w) =
a(z, x)c(w, x) − c(z, x)a(w, x)

w − z
=

(

1
0

)∗ ∫ x

0
T (s,w)∗A(s)T (s, z)ds

(

1
0

)

,

(A.4)

where Ex(z) = E(z, x).

The canonical system is said to be limit point at N if tr
∫N

0 T (s, 0)∗A(s)T (s, 0)ds = ∞.
Due to (A.2), Weyl disks can be introduced in this setting. By a standard abuse of notation,
we will use the same notation for an SL(2,C) matrix and for the Möbius transformation it

generates on the Riemann sphere Ĉ, with the standard projective identification of w ∈ C

with the coset of
(w

1

)

and ∞ with the coset of
(1

0

)

. For any z ∈ C+, the Weyl disks are
defined by

D(x, z) = {w ∈ Ĉ | T (x, z)w ∈ C+}.
Due to (A.2), the Weyl disks are nested, D(x2, z) ⊂ D(x1, z) for x1 ≤ x2. Thus, for each
z ∈ C+, the intersection ∩0≤x<ND(x, z) is a disk or a point. The assumption of being limit
point at N exactly means that this intersection is a point. In this case, the Weyl disks
define an analytic map m : C+ → C+ by

{m(z)} =
⋂

0≤x<N

D(x, z).

Note that since SL(2,R) matrices leave C+ invariant, also D(x, z) and thus m do not
depend on the gauge normalization.

Appendix B. Martin measure

Let E be a semibounded set so that for any Martin function for the domain C \ E and
the point ∞

lim
z→−∞

M(z)√−z > 0.

Sets with this property are called Akhiezer-Levin sets. Let again ME be normalized so that
the limit is equal to 1. Since ME vanishes q.e. on E it can be extended to a subharmonic
function on C. Let ρE be the associated Riesz measure, defined by

ρE :=
1

2π
∆ME.

Since ME is a harmonic function in C+, we find an analytic function, ΘE, with ImΘE = ME

and since ME is positive, ΘE is a Herglotz function. Moreover, it can be shown that also
iΘ′

E
is a Herglotz function and the measure in its integral representation is exactly ρE:

Lemma B.1. [12, Lemma 2.3] The measure ρE is such that
∫

R

dρE(t)

1 + |t| < ∞.
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Moreover, iΘ′
E

is a Herglotz function and we have

iΘ′
E(z) =

∫

R

dρE(t)

t− z
.

Recall that dρE(t) = fEdt+ dρE,s(t) denotes the Lebesgue decomposition of ρE.

Lemma B.2. Let (a, b) = I ⊂ E
◦. Then ρE(ξ)|I is absolutely continuous and fE(ξ) is real

analytic. Moreover, if I ⊂ E1 ⊂ E2 we have

fE2(ξ)|I ≤ fE1(ξ)|I . (B.1)

Proof. Since I only contains Dirichlet regular points by [34, Theorem 4.2.2], for every ξ ∈ I,
lim
z→ξ

ME(z) = 0, by [12, Theorem 2.1]. Since ΘE is a Herglotz function, this implies that

it can be analytically extended through I. Hence, also Θ′
E
(z) has an analytic extension

through I. Since iΘ′
E

is a Herglotz function, this shows that the measure in its integral
representation is purely absolutely continuous and moreover,

1

π
ReΘ′

E
(ξ) = fE(ξ).

Since ME|I = 0, ImΘ′
E
(ξ) = 0 and we conclude that fE is real analytic on I.

If E1 ≤ E2 we have that ME2 ≤ ME1 as follows e.g. from [12, Lemma 2.7]. Since by the
Cauchy Riemann equations we get

πfE(ξ) = lim
y→0

ME(ξ + iy)

y

and we conclude (B.1). �
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