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Abstract

We prove upper and lower bounds for the number of eigenvalues of semi-bounded
Schrödinger operators in all spatial dimensions. As a corollary, we obtain two-sided
estimates for the sum of the negative eigenvalues of atomic Hamiltonians with Kato
potentials. Instead of being in terms of the potential itself, as in the usual Lieb-
Thirring result, the bounds are in terms of the landscape function, also known as
the torsion function, which is a solution of p´∆`V `MquM “ 1 in R

d; here M P R

is chosen so that the operator is positive. We further prove that the infimum of
pu´1

M
´ Mq is a lower bound for the ground state energy E0 and derive a simple

iteration scheme converging to E0.

1 Introduction

The Lieb-Thirring (LT) inequalities

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď Lγ,d

ż

Rd

V´pxqγ` d
2 dx

are bounds on the moments of the negative eigenvalues of atomic Hamiltonians in terms
of the negative part of the potential V “ V` ´ V´. In the context of the stability of
matter for which it was originally developed [1], only an upper bound was needed and
much of the vast amount of subsequent work extending and refining the estimates, see
for example [2, 3], has similarly focussed on upper bounds. Among the few results about
lower bounds, we mention [4, 5, 6] in special cases as well as [7, 8] for somewhat different
estimates.

In this work, we give a simple proof of a two-sided estimate on the number of eigen-
values and their moments. The upper and lower bounds are matching in the sense that
they differ only by a scaling and a multiplicative constant, but we are not able to con-
jecture the sharp values. The main difference with the LT inequality is that the bounds
are not in terms of the potential V , but rather in terms of what we shall refer to as the
effective potential 1

uM
where uM is a solution of

p´∆ ` V ` M ¨ 1quM “ 1. (1.1)
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Unlike in [9] where the potential V is assumed (among other hypotheses) to be a non-
negative function, our assumption here is that the corresponding Schrödinger operator
is semi-bounded below,

E0 “ inf specp´∆ ` V q ą ´8.

The constant in (1.1) is then M ą ´E0. Among the auxiliary results of this paper,
we will in particular show the existence of a weak solution uM in the whole space, see
also [10].

The equation (1.1) has been extensively studied without the potential term, i.e. for
´∆uM “ 1, and its solution is known as the torsion function. It has been used to
establish optimal Sobolev constant, estimate the ground state energy of the Laplacian
and to obtain pointwise estimates for the eigenfunctions (and more general solutions) of
elliptic operators [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. Following this line of work, the more
general case with a potential term was considered only recently [19].

The connection of the torsion function with the phenomenon of localization for ran-
dom Schrödinger operators was discovered in [20] in the case M “ 0. In this context, it is
mostly called the landscape function and it has been observed to yield excellent estimates
on the density of states throughout the spectrum [21, 22, 23, 24] and to predict both
the localization centres and exponential decay of localized eigenfunctions [25, 26, 27],
see also [28]. As pointed out in [29] (or also implicitly in [30, page 2903]) the predicting
power of the landscape function for the localization of eigenfunctions relies solely on
the fact that the resolvent of the Schrödinger operator is positivity-preserving, a key
property that we will use here as well.

The present work and our previous [9] focus on spectral estimates using the landscape
function in the non-random case. In this context, the effective potential plays the role
of a smoothing of the original potential at the right scale: It allows in particular for
Cwikel-Lieb-Rozenblum (CLR)-type bounds [31, 32, 33] in cases where a strict CLR
bound in terms of V fails. Specifically, the eigenvalue counting function can be estimated
in terms of the volume of the sublevel sets of the effective potential. In this context,
we mention [10, 34] for a magnetic version of the landscape function as well as the
closely related approaches via Brownian motion [30], regularizing kernel [35], respectively
maximal functions [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42].

We shall see here that the key property for the effective potential to be useful in
estimating the eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator is that uM satisfies a Harnack in-
equality, see (2.3) below. While we are not aware of the most general assumptions under
which this holds, the results of [43, 44] yield that it does for atomic potentials, namely
for negative V ’s that are also in the Kato class (4.1), which are our main motivation
here.

We state our main results in details in Section 2. In Section 3 we prove an abstract
two-sided CLR-type bound conditional on the existence of a landscape function in the
whole space and on a Harnack inequality. We then prove the validity of these assumptions
in the case of Kato-class potentials in Section 4. In this case, the bounds can in fact be
notably improved. In Section 5, we concentrate on the relationship between the infimum
of the effective potential and the bottom of the spectrum: In particular, we propose an
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iterative scheme which we converges to the ground state energy. Section 6 serves as
both illustration of the results and analysis of their sharpness: On the one hand, in the
case of the shallow square well in one dimension, we show how well the bottom of the
effective potential approximates the ground state energy, and on the other hand we prove
that our bounds match the asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues at the bottom of
the essential spectrum, in the examples of attractive radial potentials with a power law
singularities. The proof of the two-sided Lieb-Thirring inequalities in terms of 1

uM
´ M

is provided in Section 7.

2 Results

One of the central objects of interest in this paper is the eigenvalue counting function for
the Schrödinger operator ´∆`V on L2pRdq, which is the rank of the spectral projection
associated with p´8, µs, namely

N V pµq “ dimRan
`
1p´8,µsp´∆ ` V q

˘
. (2.1)

While most of the existing results in the literature are bounds on N V in terms of certain
integrals of V , we aim here for estimates in terms of the effective potential, 1

uM
where uM

is, formally, the solution of (1.1). To start with, we shall assume its existence, namely
that there is a uM P H1

loc
pRdq such that

ż

Rd

`
∇uM pyq ¨ ∇ϕpyq ` pV pyq ` MquM pyqϕpyq

˘
dy “

ż

Rd

ϕpyqdy (2.2)

for all ϕ P C8
c pRdq. Our first bounds will be in terms of the volume VMpµq of the sublevel

sets of the effective potential

VM pµq “
ż

txPRd :
1

uM
ďµu

dx.

For the bound to hold, we assume what we shall refer to as a Harnack-Moser inequality,
namely that there is CHM ą 0 such that

sup
Q

uM ď CHM

ˆ
inf
Q

uM ` ℓpQq2
˙

(2.3)

for all cubes Q Ď R
d with sidelength ℓpQq (for exact definitions, see Section 3).

Theorem 2.1. Let V P L1
loc

pRdq be such that

E0 “ inf specp´∆ ` V q ą ´8.

Let M ą ´E0 and let the solution uM of (2.2) be positive, such that uM P H1
loc

pRdq X
L8
loc

pRdq and 1

uM
P L8

loc
pRdq. If (2.3) holds, then there exist constants c0,d, C0,d ą 0

depending only on d,CHM such that

pc0,dµqd{2VM pc0,dµq ď N V `M pµq ď pC0,dµqd{2VMpC0,dµq, (2.4)

for all µ P R.
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Note that the constants c0,d, C0,d depend on M only via CHM .
This bound in terms of the volume of the sublevel sets implies the following Lieb-

Thirring bounds (see [45] for a study on how shifting affects the Lieb-Thirring inequalities
in a similar setting).

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 and if E0 ă 0, then

cγ,d

ż

Rd

ˆ
|E0| ` δ ´ 1

c0,duM pxq

˙γ` d
2

`
dx ď trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q (2.5)

for all γ ą 0, and if γ ě 1,

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď Cγ,d

ż

Rd

ˆ
|E0| ` 2δ ´ 1

C0,duM pxq

˙γ` d
2

`
dx. (2.6)

Here, δ “ M ´ |E0| and

cγ,d “
c
d{2
0,dγ

d
2

` γ
min

"
1,

δ

|E0|

* d
2

, Cγ,d “
C

d
2

0,dγ

d
2

` γ

ˆ
1 ` |E0|

δ

˙ d
2

,

where c0,d, C0,d are the constants of Theorem 2.1 for the potential V ` M .

The Harnack-Moser inequality (2.3) controls the oscillations of uM at all scales and is
the natural choice in the present context. It originates in the PDE literature in slightly
different settings. On finite domains with V ” 0 this inequality holds always true for
nonnegative solutions of (2.2), see [46, Theorem 3.3]). On the other hand, for Kato-
class potentials (see [44, Theorem 2.5]) it is known that nonnegative solutions of the
homogeneous equation p´∆ ` V qu “ 0 satisfy a Harnack inequality for balls with small
radius, namely supBpx,rq u ď CH infBpx,rq u. The key difficulty to overcome here is the

lack of compactness as we are working in R
d and need the inequality to hold for arbitrary

large cubes.
The assumptions of the above theorem, and in particular (2.3) can be verified for the

physically relevant potentials in the Kato-class Kd (see Section 4 for a precise definition).
This includes all bounded potentials as well as power laws singularities |x|´ρ for ρ P
r0,mintd, 2uq. A ‘crystal’ of Coulomb singularities is allowed too.

Proposition 2.3. Let V be such that V` P Kloc
d , V´ P Kd. Then E0 “ inf specp´∆ `

V q ą ´8. For all M ą ´E0 there exists a positive solution uM of (2.2) such that
uM P L8pRdq X C0pRdq X H1

loc
pRdq and 1

uM
P L8

loc
pRdq. If, additionally, V` P Kd, then

u´1

M P L8pRdq and uM satisfies (2.3). In fact,

0 ă AM “ supRd uM

infRd uM
ă 8.

The fact that, with a Kato condition, the operator ´∆ ` V is bounded from below is
well-known, see [47, Theorem A.2.7.]). Note that the very last claim of the theorem is
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a global Harnack inequality which implies (2.3), although for a potentially suboptimal
constant since CHM ď AM .

The bound (2.4), while very general indeed, is not optimal as the spectral parameter
is shifted by M . In other words, a sharp estimate would use 1

uM
´ M instead of 1

uM
as

the effective potential. The following theorem realizes this improvement for Kato-class
potentials. Specifically, we consider the unshifted counting function N V pµq and show
(i) that a lower bound in terms of coarsed-grained volume of the sublevel sets of 1

uM
´M

always holds, (ii) that the coarse-graining can be removed if 1

uM
´ M satisfies a scale-

invariant Harnack inequality and (iii) that a CLR-type upper bound, with V replaced
by 1

uM
´ M , holds in dimensions 3 and higher.

Theorem 2.4. Let V P Kd and M ą ´E0. Let uM be the function given by Proposi-
tion 2.3.

i) Let µ ă 0. For any c ą 1, let

ncpµq “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

#
Q P QpCc|µ|q´1{2 : sup

Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
ď cµ

+ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ , Cc “ c ´ 1

2dp5AM q2 , (2.7)

where Qℓ is a partition of Rd into cubes of side length ℓ, see Section 3. Then

N V pµq ě ncpµq. (2.8)

ii) Let c ą 1. Assume there exists rCH ą 0 such that for all ℓ ą 0 and all Q P Qℓ with
supQp 1

uM
´ Mq ď ´ c

Ccℓ2
,

sup
Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
ď rCH inf

Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
. (2.9)

Then

N V pµq ě pCc|µ|qd{2
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
x P R

d :
1

uM pxq ´ M ď cµ

rCH

*ˇ̌
ˇ̌ (2.10)

for all µ ă 0.

iii) Let d ě 3. There exist a constant CCLR ą 0 depending only on d such that

N V pµq ď CCLRA
d
M

ż

Rd

ˆ
pµ ` εq ´

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙˙d{2

`
dx, (2.11)

for all µ P R and all ε ą 0.

Here again, these bounds yield upper and lower Lieb-Thirring inequalities. The
difference with the bounds of Corollary 2.2 cannot be understated: Here, the effective
potential appears as it really should, without an additional scaling and shift.
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Corollary 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4(ii), respectively (iii),

kγ,d

ż

Rd

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙γ` d
2

´
dx ď trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q (2.12)

for all γ ą 0, and if γ ě 1,

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď Lγ,dA
2γ`d
M

ż

Rd

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙γ` d
2

´
dx, (2.13)

where Lγ,d are the standard Lieb-Thirring constants and kγ,d “ C
d
2

c
γ

γ` d
2

´ rCH

c

¯γ` d
2

.

While the above results are valid throughout the spectrum, their sharpness comes
into focus at two critical points: the bottom of the essential spectrum and the bottom of
the spectrum. The first proposition below shows that the infimum of 1

uM
´M is a lower

bound for the ground state energy E0, see also [28] for nonnegative potentials as well as
the previous work [13]. This is turn allows us to set up an iterative procedure converging
to E0. Finally, we show that the CLR bound using 1

uM
´M yields the exact asymptotics

of the negative eigenvalues accumulating at 0´ for ‘atomic’ potentials V pxq “ ´|x|´ρ.

Proposition 2.6. Let V P Kd and M ą ´E0. Let uM be the function given by Propo-
sition 2.3. We have

E0 ě inf
Rd

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
. (2.14)

It may seem that the proposition is relatively useless without a priori information on
the ground state energy. This is erroneous as the result can be bootstrapped to provide
a convergent sequence converging to E0. As we shall see in Section 6, the approximation
may already be very good even after one iteration, even if M ´ E0 is very large.

Corollary 2.7. Let V P Kd and let

F : p´E0,8q Ñ p´E0,8q, M ÞÑ M ´ inf
Rd

1

uM
,

Let M0 P p´E0,8q and define recursively Mn`1 “ F pMnq for n P N. Then Mn`1 ď Mn

and Mn Ñ ´E0 as n Ñ 8. Moreover,

lim
MÑp´E0q`

}uM}L8pRdq “ 8. (2.15)

We remark that (2.15) is in stark contrast to the random case. A shifted landscape
function was considered in [48] in the case of a random potential. There, it is shown
that the limit M Ñ ´E`

0
can be taken after averaging over the random potential. In

the present case where no averaging is available, we will see explicitly in Section 6 in the
case of a radial potential well that uM blows up at every single point in the same limit.

Finally, we turn to the asymptotics of the eigenvalue counting function as µ Ñ 0´.
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Proposition 2.8. Let ρd “ mintd, 2u. For ρ P p0, ρdq the potential V pxq “ ´|x|´ρ is in
the Kato class Kd. Let M ą ´E0 and let uM be the function given by Proposition 2.3.
Then as µ Ñ 0´

N V pµq “ p1 ` op1qq
„

p2
?
πqdΓ

ˆ
d

2
` 1

˙´1 ż

Rd

ˆ
µ ´

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙˙d{2

`
dx (2.16)

“ p1 ` op1qqN
1

uM
´M pµq. (2.17)

The first equality above shows the exactness of the CLR asymptotics when using
the landscape function 1

uM
´ M , with the same constant as with the original potential

V . In the second equality, we point out that N
1

uM
´M

is the counting function for the
operator ´∆ ` p 1

uM
´ Mq: This is non-trivial since ´∆ ` V is unitarily equivalent to

´ 1

u2

M

∇¨u2M∇`p 1

uM
´Mq, namely for a modified kinetic energy. This proves a conjecture

of [22, Equation p1.5q] in this particular case.
To conclude this section, we point out that our proofs allow us to treat magnetic

Schrödinger operators with suitably well-behaved magnetic fields.

3 Variational argument: Proof for Theorem 2.1

We follow the strategy of [9] and first estimate N V in terms of some coarse-grained
volume of the sublevel sets of the effective potential. In a second step we will relate this
to the measure of the sublevel set of 1{uM .

We first introduce some notation. A box of sidelength ℓ is a set of the form ˆd
i“1

rai, bis
where bi ´ ai “ ℓ and ai, bi P ℓZ. For any ℓ ą 0, we consider the collection Qℓ of boxes
of sidelength ℓ such that

Ť
QPQℓ

Q “ R
d and Q̊ X Q̊1 “ H whenever Q ‰ Q1. We define

for any µ ą 0

Npµq “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
Q P Qµ´1{2 : inf

Q

1

uM
ď µ

*ˇ̌
ˇ̌

and

npµq “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

#
Q P Qµ´1{2 : sup

Q

1

uM
ď µ

+ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ .

The reason we are considering only cubes with corner on ℓZd is to make it possible to
compare Qℓ with Qnℓ for n P N, the former being a refinement of the later.

For the class of potentials considered here, namely those satisfying the Harnack
condition (2.3), both coarse-grained volumes are directly related to the measure Vpµq of
the sublevel set. The following lemma is essentially the same as [9, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 3.1. Let V satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1. Then

npµq ď µd{2VM pµq ď Npµq ď n
´ Qa

2CHM

U2
µ

¯

for all µ P R. Here CHM is the Harnack-Moser constant of (2.3).
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Proof. The first two inequalities are immediate as, up to null sets, npµq{µd{2 is the
measure of all boxes that are strictly contained in the sublevel set t1{uM ď µu and
Npµq{µd{2 is the measure of all the boxes that intersect the sublevel set.

Let K “ r
?
2CHM s2, then the cubes in QpKµq´1{2 are subcubes of exactly one cube

in Qµ´1{2 since
?
K is an integer. To prove the last inequality, it is sufficient to show

that every cube in Qµ´1{2 which contributes to Npµq admits a subcube in QpKµq´1{2

which contributes to npKµq. If Q P Qµ´1{2 satisfies supQ
1

uM
ď µ then all its subcubes

contribute to npKµq. The only other option for Q to contribute to Npµq is if infQ
1

uM
ď

µ ă supQ
1

uM
. For those, we have in particular supQ uM ě 1

µ
. Now pick a subcube

rQ P QpKµq´1{2 of Q such that sup rQ uM ě 1

µ
. Then by (2.3) we get, as K “ r

?
2CHM s2 ě

2CHM ,

inf
rQ
uM ě 1

CHM
sup

rQ
uM ´ 1

Kµ
ě 1

CHMµ
´ 1

2CHMµ
“ 1

2CHMµ
.

Thus, sup rQ
1

uM
ď 2CHMµ ď Kµ, and so rQ contributes to npKµq.

We now structure the proof of Theorem 2.1 in two lemmas for the upper, respectively
the lower bound.

Lemma 3.2. Let V satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1. Then

N V `M pµq ď NpCµq

for all C ą 4dC2

H

π2 and all µ P R.

Proof. For µ ď 0 we have N V `M pµq “ 0 “ NpCµq. Thus, we will assume for the rest
of the proof that µ ą 0. In order to have that N V pµq ď N it suffices, by the Min-
Max Principle (see [49, Theorem XIII.2]), to exhibit a subspace HN Ď dompH1{2q with
codimension at most N such that

ż

Rd

`
|∇v|2 ` pV ` Mq|v|2

˘
ą µ

ż

Rd

|v|2

for all v P HN . Let F be the collection of boxes such that

F “
"
Q P QpCµq´1{2 : inf

Q

1

uM
ď µ

*
,

where C ą 0 will be chosen later, and let

HN “
"
v P dompH1{2q :

ż

Q

v

uM
“ 0 @Q P F

*
.

The codimension of HN is equal to |F | “ NpCµq.
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We first claim that
ż

Rd

`
|∇ϕ|2 ` pV ` Mq|ϕ|2

˘
“

ż

Rd

u2M

ˆ ˇ̌
ˇ̌∇

ˆ
ϕ

uM

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

` 1

uM

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ϕ

uM

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2 ˙

(3.1)

for all ϕ P H1pRdq X L8pRdq with compact support. As uM P H1
loc

pRdq and 1{uM P
L8
loc

pRdq by assumption, we get that ϕ2{uM P H1pRdq X L8pRdq with compact support
and thus, after a simple approximation argument, we have

ż

Rd

ˆ
∇uM ¨ ∇

ˆ |ϕ|2
uM

˙
` pV ` MquM

|ϕ|2
uM

˙
“

ż

Rd

|ϕ|2
uM

,

since uM solves (2.2). Furthermore, using the product rule for Sobolev functions [50,
Lemma 7.4] yields

∇uM ¨ ∇
ˆ |ϕ|2
uM

˙
“ |∇ϕ|2 ´ u2M

ˇ̌
ˇ̌∇

ˆ
ϕ

uM

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

,

which readily implies (3.1). As C8
c pRdq is dense in the form domain of ´∆ ` V ` M

(see [47, Theorem A.2.8.]) the statement of the lemma follows if we can show that there
exists ε ą 0 such that for all non-zero ϕ P C8

c pRdq X HN ,

ż

Rd

ˆ
u2M

ˇ̌
ˇ̌∇

ˆ
ϕ

uM

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

` |ϕ|2
uM

˙
ą p1 ` εqµ

ż

Rd

|ϕ|2.

The additional ε is needed to ensure that the strict inequality (without ε) holds true on
all of HN . We check this inequality using the partition into boxes. In any box Q R F ,
the bound infQ 1{uM ą µ and the nonnegativity of the first term yield the claim. If
Q P F , we use that ϕ P HN , namely that the integral of ϕ{uM vanishes, together with

Poincaré inequality on Q with optimal constant π2

d
pCµq, see [51], to conclude that

ż

Q

u2M |∇
ˆ

ϕ

uM

˙
|2 ě

ˆ
infQ uM

supQ uM

˙2
π2Cµ

d

ż

Q

|ϕ|2.

However, using the Harnack-Moser inequality (2.3) and the definition of F we obtain

CHM inf
Q

uM ě sup
Q

uM ´ CHM

Cµ
ě

ˆ
1 ´ CHM

C

˙
1

µ
.

Thus, infQ uM ě 1

2CHMµ
for any C ě 2CHM and hence, again by (2.3)

sup
Q

uM ď CHM

ˆ
inf
Q

uM ` pCµq´1

˙
ď 2CHM inf

Q
uM .

This yields
ż

Q

u2M |∇
ˆ

ϕ

uM

˙
|2 ě Cπ2

4dC2
HM

µ

ż

Q

|ϕ|2

and so any choice of C ą 4dC2

HM

π2 will give the desired estimate.
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Lemma 3.3. Let V satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1. Then

npµq ď N V `M pCµq
where C “ 1 ` 2d`2C2

HM and for all µ P R.

Proof. For a lower bound N ď N V pCµq it suffices, again by the Min-Max Principle, to
find a subspace HN Ď dompH1{2q of dimension at least N such that

ż

Rd

`
|∇v|2 ` pV ` Mq|v|2

˘
ď Cµ

ż

Rd

|v|2.

We define

F “
#
Q P Qµ´1{2 : sup

Q

1

uM
ď µ

+
.

Furthermore, for a box Q we pick χQ P C8
c pQq with 0 ď χQ ď 1, }∇χQ}L8pRdq ď rCµ1{2

for some rC ą 4, χQ ” 1 on Q{2. Since the functions χQuM are non-zero and orthogonal
to each other, the space

HN “ spantχQuM : Q P Fu
is of dimension |F | “ npµq.

By assumption we have uM P H1
loc

pRdq X L8
loc

pRdq and thus χQuM is in H1pRdq X
L8pRdq with compact support. By (3.1) and an approximation argument for χQuM , we
get ż

Rd

`
|∇pχQuM q|2 ` pV ` Mqχ2

Qu
2
M

˘
“

ż

Rd

`
χ2
QuM ` |∇χQ|2u2M

˘
, (3.2)

and hence, since Q P F ,
ż

Rd

`
|∇pχQuM q|2 ` pV ` Mqχ2

Qu
2
M

˘
ď

˜
sup
Q

1

uM

¸ ż

Q

χ2
Qu

2
M ` rC2µ

ż

Q

u2M

ď µ

ˆż

Q

χ2
Qu

2
M ` rC2

ż

Q

u2M

˙
. (3.3)

We are left to replace the integrand of the second term by pχQuM q2. As Q P F we have
infQ uM ě 1{µ and hence, by the Harnack-Moser inequality (2.3) we get

sup
Q

uM ď CHM

ˆ
inf
Q

uM ` 1

µ

˙
ď 2CHM inf

Q
uM .

We conclude thatż

Q

u2M ď |Q| sup
Q

u2M ď |Q| p2CHM q2 inf
Q{2

u2M ď 2d`2C2
HM

ż

Q{2
u2M ď 2d`2C2

HM

ż

Rd

χ2
Qu

2
M ,

where the last inequality follows from the properties of χQ. This yields

npµq ď N V `M pp1 ` rC2d`2C2
HM qµq.

As µ ÞÑ N V `Mpµq is right-continuous and any rC ą 4 is admissible, we obtain the
claim.
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4 Kato-class potentials

We now turn to the case of potentials V that are in the Kato-class Kd. We say that a
measurable function V : Rd Ñ R is in the Kato-class Kd if

lim
εÑ0`

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,εq
|x ´ y|´pd´2q|V pyq|dy “ 0, d ě 3,

lim
εÑ0`

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,εq
lnp|x ´ y|´1q|V pyq|dy “ 0, d “ 2, (4.1)

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,1q
|V pyq|dy ă 8, d “ 1.

We equip the sets Kd with the following norms:

}V }Kd
“

$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,1q
|x ´ y|´pd´2q|V pyq|dy, d ě 3,

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,1{2q
lnp|x ´ y|´1q|V pyq|dy, d “ 2,

sup
xPRd

ż

Bpx,1q
|V pyq|dy, d “ 1.

Furthermore, we say V P Kloc
d if 1Bp0,RqV P Kd for all R ą 0.

We start by recalling some properties about the Green’s function of ´∆ ` V in this
particular case.

Theorem 4.1. [47, Theorem B.7.2.] Suppose V` P Kloc
d , V´ P Kd. Let 0 ă α ă d{2 and

Repzq ă inf specp´∆ ` V q or z R specp´∆ ` V q, α integral. Then p´∆ ` V ´ zq´α is
an integral operator with integral kernel Gpαqpx, y; zq obeying

1. Gpαqp¨, ¨, zq is continuous away from x “ y and bounded uniformly in each region
tpx, yq P R

d ˆ R
d : |x ´ y| ě au for a ą 0.

2. We have
|Gpαqpx, y; zq| ď C|x ´ y|´d`2α. (4.2)

3. For |x ´ y| sufficiently small and |x| ă R

|Gpαqpx, y; zq| ě rCR|x ´ y|´d`2α. (4.3)

If V P Kd, rCR can be chosen independent of R.

4. For |x ´ y| ě 1
|Gpαqpx, y; zq| ď Cδ,α,z expp´δ|x ´ y|q (4.4)

for some δ ą 0 and if Repzq ă inf specp´∆`V q, for all δ with 1

2
δ2 ă inf specp´∆`

V q ´ Repzq.

This allows us to prove next that the Green’s function is nonnegative.
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Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.3 we have for d ě 3 that Gp1qpx, y;´Mq ě
0 and for all f P L2pRdq we have that f ě 0 implies p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1f ě 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1 we know that Gp1qp¨, ¨;´Mq is continuous away from the diago-
nal. Hence, it is enough to prove that p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1 maps nonnegative L2 functions
to nonnegative L2 functions (otherwise consider a positive bump function localize where
the Green’s function is negative to get a contradiction).

We note that for all t ą 0 we have that p´∆` tq´1 maps nonnegative L2 functions to
nonnegative L2 functions, which can easily be seen from the fact that the corresponding
explicit integral kernel is positive. As V´ is form bounded by the Laplacian with relative

bound zero (see [47, Proposition A.2.3]) and Dpp´∆q1{2qXDpV 1{2
` q is dense in L2pRdq (as

C8
c pRdq is contained in this intersection), we get by [52, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2] applied

to V` and V´ that p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1 maps nonnegative L2 functions to nonnegative L2

functions.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. We start with the case d ě 3. In the end we will use Hadamard’s
method of descent to obtain all the properties for d P t1, 2u from the case d “ 3.

By assumption inf specp´∆`V `Mq ą 0 and thus, the Green’s function GM px, yq :“
Gp1qpx, y;´Mq satisfies the properties of Theorem 4.1. We define

uM pxq “
ż

Rd

GM px, yqdy

and will check that this function satisfies indeed all the properties of Proposition 2.3.
The boundedness of uM follows immediately from (4.2) and (4.4). In order to check

that uM is a weak solution of (1.1) we follow the proof of [9, Proposition 3.3] and set
uM,L to be the solutions of

p´∆ ` V ` MquM,L “ 1Bp0,Lq. (4.5)

Since 1Bp0,Lq is in L2pRdq, Theorem 4.1 immediately implies that

uM,Lpxq “
ż

Rd

GM px, yq1Bp0,Lqpyqdy.

Hence, by dominated convergence we have limLÑ8 uM,Lpxq “ uM pxq. As uM,L is a
weak solution of (4.5), one readily checks that uM is a solution of (2.2). The fact that
1{uM P L8

loc
pRdq. This follows from the lower bound (4.3) together with the fact that

the Green’s function GM is nonnegative by Lemma 4.2. As 1{uM P L8
loc

pRdq we get
V ` M ` 1{uM P Kloc

d . The function uM is nonnegative and is a distributional solution
of p´∆`V `M ` 1{uM quM “ 0. Thus, [43, Theorem 1.5] yields that uM is continuous.
Finally, uM P H1

loc
pRdq follows from a Caccioppoli-type inequality (see [44, Lemma 1.1]).

The cases d P t1, 2u will now be covered by Hadamard’s method of descent. Let’s
start with d “ 2. We define rV py1, y2, y3q “ V py1, y2q and check that rV satisfies the
conditions of Proposition 2.3 for d “ 3. Once we have done that, we can use the same
proof as in [9, page 10] to conclude. Similarly, one deals with the case d “ 1.
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We first check that if ´∆Rd ` V ě M , then we also have ´∆R3 ` rV ě M . To see
this for d “ 2, we take a Fourier transform in the variables and note that ´∆R3 ` rV is
unitarily equivalent to the direct integral

ż ‘

R

pp2 ` p´∆R2 ` V qqdp.

Thus, by [49, Theorem XIII.85] we have specp´∆R3 ` rV q “ rmin specp´∆R2 ` V q,8q
and hence, establishes our first property.

We are left to show that for d P t1, 2u if V P Kd (respectively Kloc
d ), then rV P K3

(respectively Kloc
3 ). Let d “ 2, x P R

3 and 0 ă ε ď 1. We compute

ż

Bpx,εq

|rV pyq
|x ´ y|dy ď 2

ż

Bpp0,0q,εq
|V pz1 ` x1, z2 ` x2q|

˜
π

2
` ln

˜
εa

z2
1

` z2
2

¸

`

¸
dz2dz3

ď pπ ` 2q
ż

Bppx1,x2q,εq

|V pz1, z2q|
|px1, x2q ´ pz1, z1q|dz1dz2.

For d “ 1 we define rV py1, y2q “ V py1q. We compute for x P R
2 and 0 ă ε ď 1

ż

Bpx,εq
|rV pyq| lnp|x ´ y|´1qdy ď

ż

Bp0,εq
|V px1 ` y1q|

ˆż
1

´1

| lnp|y2|q|dy2
˙
dy1

ď 2 sup
x1PR

ż

Bpx1,εq
|V py1q|dy1.

Let d “ 2, let rV py1, y2, y3q “ V py1, y2q and let ruM be the solution of

p´∆R3 ` rV ` MqruM “ 1

which we obtained in the case d “ 3. One readily checks that ĆvM,Lpx, tq “ ĆuM,Lpx, t`αq
is a weak solution of p´∆ ` rV ` MqĆvM,L “ 1Bpp0,0,αq,Lq. Thus, we have

ĆuM,Lpx, t ` αq “
ż

R3

GM ppx, tq, yq1Bpp0,0,αq,Lqpyqdy.

By dominated convergence we get

ĂuM px, t ` αq “ lim
LÑ8

ĆuM,Lpx, t ` αq “
ż

R3

GM ppx, tq, yqdy “ ĂuM px, tq.

We define uM pxq “ ĂuM px, 0q. One readily checks that uM inherits all the desired prop-
erties from ĂuM . The same strategy works for d “ 1.

Finally, we consider the case where V` P Kd. In this case the lower bound (4.3) holds
true for all x and hence infRd uM ą 0. This implies in turn that 0 ă AM ă 8 since we
have already established that supRd uM ă 8.
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Next we turn to the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. (i) We adapt the proof in Lemma 3.3 to the potential 1

uM
´ M

and define

F “
#
Q P Q|Ccµ|´1{2 : sup

Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
ď cµ

+

Similarly, we pick a bump function χQ as before, but with }∇χQ}L8pRdq ď 5|Ccµ|1{2 and
we let

H “ span tχQuM : Q P Fu ,

for which dimpHq “ |F | “ ncpµq holds. With this, (3.2,3.3) become

ż

Rd

`
|∇pχQuM q|2 ` V pχQuM q2

˘
“

ż

Q

|∇χQ|2u2M `
ż

Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
pχQuM q2

ď 52Cc|µ|
ż

Q

u2M ` cµ

ż

Rd

pχQuM q2.

Here, we use
ż

Q

u2M ď |Q| sup
Q

u2M ď |Q|A2
M inf

Rd
u2M ď |Q|A2

M inf
Q{2

u2M ď 2dpAM q2
ż

Q

pχQuM q2

to conclude that
ż

Rd

`
|∇pχQuM q|2 ` V pχQuM q2

˘
ď

´
c ´ 2dp5AM q2Cc

¯
µ

ż

Rd

pχQuM q2.

Recalling that Cc “ c´1

2dp5AM q2 we obtain that N V pµq ě |F | “ ncpµq.
(ii) With the additional assumption (2.9), we have that

ncpµq ě
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
Q P QpCc|µ|q´1{2 : inf

Q

ˆ
1

uM
´ M

˙
ď cµ

rCH

*ˇ̌
ˇ̌ .

Just as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, this is now lower bounded by the measure of the
sublevel set.

(iii) Let µ P R and ε ą 0. For every v in the form domain of ´∆`V we have by (3.1)

ż

Rd

`
|∇vpxq|2 ` pV pxq ´ µ ´ εq|vpxq|2

˘
dx

“
ż

Rd

˜ˇ̌
ˇ̌∇

ˆ
vpxq
uM pxq

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

`
ˆ

1

uM pxq ´ M ´ µ ´ ε

˙ ˇ̌
ˇ̌ vpxq
uM pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2
¸
uM pxq2dx

ě
ˆ
inf
Rd

uM

˙2 ż

Rd

˜ˇ̌
ˇ̌∇

ˆ
vpxq
uM pxq

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

´ A2
M

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M ´ µ ´ ε

˙

´

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ vpxq
uM pxq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2
¸
dx.
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If the integral on the RHS of (2.11) is infinite, then there is nothing to prove. Otherwise,
we know from the standard CLR bound [33] that

N :“ N´A2

M
p1{uM´M´µ´εq´ p0q ď CCLRA

d
M

ż

Rd

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M ´ µ ´ ε

˙d{2

´
dx (4.6)

and therefore, there exist linearly independent ϕ1, . . . , ϕN P L2pRdq such that for 0 ‰
w P tf P H1pRdq | @j P t1, . . . , Nu : xf, ϕjyL2pRdq “ 0u we have

ż

Rd

ˆ
|∇wpxq|2 ´ A2

M

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M ´ µ ´ ε

˙

´
|wpxq|2

˙
dx ą 0.

Next, we define the codimension N space

K “
!
v P dompp´∆ ` V q1{2q | @j P t1, . . . , Nu : xv, ϕjuMyL2pRdq “ 0

)
.

For all 0 ‰ v P K X C8
c pRdq we have by the above that

ż

Rd

`
|∇vpxq|2 ` pV pxq ´ µ ´ εq|vpxq|2

˘
dx ą 0.

As K X C8
c pRdq is dense K, we conclude that

ż

Rd

`
|∇vpxq|2 ` V pxq|vpxq|2

˘
dx ą µ

ż

Rd

|vpxq|2d

for all non-zero v P K. Thus, by the min-max principle we get that N V pµq ď N . The
claim follows from (4.6).

5 The ground state energy

In this Section we will establish the relationship between the bottom of the spectrum
of E0 “ inf specp´∆ ` V q and the infimum of the shifted landscape function. We
follow [28, Lemma 5], where a similar result is proved for the torsion function in the case
of nonnegative potentials.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Let ´∆L denote the Dirichlet Laplacian on Bp0, Lq and let
HL be the operator ´∆L ` V ` M on L2pBp0, Lqq. Note that σL :“ inf specpHLq ě
inf specp´∆ ` V ` Mq ą 0. Thus

vL “ H´1

L 1Bp0,Lq

is well-defined. We remark that vL is nonnegative (integration by parts yields that
the Dirichlet Laplacian satisfies the Beurling-Deny condition [49, Theorem XIII.50] and
hence et∆L is positivity-preserving for t ą 0 which implies via functional calculus that
H´1

L is positivity-preserving [49, Theorem XIII.44]).
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Kato-class potentials are infinitesimally form-bounded by the Dirichlet Laplacian
(use [43, Theorem 4.7] to get that V is is infinitesimally form-bounded by ´∆ on R

d,
which implies that the same holds true on the ball) and as the Dirichlet Laplacian has
compact resolvent ([49, Theorem XIII.73 and its corollary]), so doesHL (by [49, Theorem
XIII.68]). In particular, σL is an eigenvalue. Let ϕL be an eigenfunction of HL with
eigenvalue σL. We can choose ϕL ą 0 (see [50, Theorem 11.8]). Furthermore, as ϕL is
square-integrable and Bp0, Lq has finite Lebesgue measure, we get that ϕL is integrable
too. Thus, we get

ż

Bp0,Lq
ϕL “

ż

Bp0,Lq
ϕLpHLvLq “ σL

ż

Bp0,Lq
ϕLvL ď σL}vL}L8pRdq

ż

Bp0,Lq
ϕL.

This implies

1 ď σL}vL}L8pRdq.

Note that p´∆ ` V ` MqpuM ´ vLq “ 0 on Bp0, Lq and uM ´ vL “ u ą 0 on BBp0, Lq.
Thus, by the weak maximum principle (see [53, Theorem 8.1]) we have uM ą vL on
Bp0, Lq and therefore,

1 ď σL}uM}L8pRdq. (5.1)

Note that dompH1{2
L q Ď dompH1{2

K q Ď dompp´∆ ` V `Mq1{2q for all K ě L ě 0. Thus,
L ÞÑ σL is a decreasing function and so

lim
LÑ8

σL ě inf specp´∆ ` V ` Mq.

Since C8
c pRdq is dense in the form domain of ´∆ ` V ` M (see [54, Theorem 8.2.1],

there is a sequence pξnqnPN Ď C8
c pRdq, normalized in L2pRdq, such that

lim
nÑ8

xξn,HξnyL2pRdq “ inf specp´∆ ` V ` Mq.

Now, for every n there exists Ln such that ξn P dompH1{2
Ln

q and so xξn,HξnyL2pRdq ě σLn .
It follows that

lim
LÑ8

σL “ inf specp´∆ ` V ` Mq.

Taking the limit L Ñ 8 in (5.1) yields (2.14).

We note that for nonnegative potentials, one can use the same proof as in [13,
Theorem 1], respectively [28, Lemma 5] to get the upper bound

E0 ď p4 ` d logp2qq inf
Rd

1

uM
´ M.

Under additional assumption on the heat kernel of ´∆ ` V the dimensional constant
can be further improved [19, Theorem 1.5].

The difference between the bottom of the spectrum of ´∆ ` V and the infimum of
1{uM ´ M may a priori be large. However, the bound just proven allows us to set up
the iteration procedure described in Corollary 2.7 which we now show to converges to
the bottom of the spectrum.
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Proof of Corollary 2.7. By (2.14) we have that the function

F : p´E0,8q Ñ p´E0,8q

M ÞÑ M ´ inf
Rd

1

uM

is well defined. Furthermore, uM is positive and bounded above and so

F pMq “ M ´ inf
Rd

1

uM
ă M.

This readily implies that the sequence tMnun is convergent with M8 “ limnÑ8 Mn ě
´E0. We claim that F is continuous, which implies that F pM8q “ M8. If M8 ą ´E0,
then it is in the domain of F and so F pM8q ă M8, which is a contradiction. The
continuity of F follows from uM`δ ď uM for all δ ě 0 (see [52, Lemma 2.1]) and the
fact that limδÑ0` uM`δpxq “ uM pxq for all x P R

d (using [52, Theorem 1.3] and the
continuity of the shifted landscape functions).

Finally,

´E0 ă Mn ´ inf
Rd

1

uMn

ă Mn

for all n. Since Mn Ñ ´E0, we immediately conclude that limnÑ8 infRd
1

uMn
“ 0, which

implies (2.15).

6 Examples

Since the constants that appear in the previous sections all depend on either Harnack
constants CHM or AM , it is a priori unclear how sharp the estimates in terms of the
landscape function really are. In this section, we provide a partial answer to that question
by considering special cases. First of all, we show that for radially symmetric potentials
of the form ´|v|´ρ (in particular the Coulomb potential) whose eigenvalues accumulate
at the bottom of the essential spectrum µ “ 0, the sharp constant in the bound (2.11)
can be computed so that it becomes asymptotically exact. Secondly, we turn to the
other end of the discrete spectrum and analyze the first few eigenvalues appearing in
case of the spherical well potential ´ε1RdzBp0,δq for ε ! 1: The landscape function is
explicit and its minimum approximates the ground state energy to order ε.

6.1 Asymptotics at the bottom of the essential spectrum

The asymptotic for power law potentials is known and we first recall a general result [55]
in d ě 3; the result extends to lower dimensions with appropriate assumptions. For other
variants see also [49, Theorem XIII.82] or (with an oscillatory prefactor) [56, Theorem
3.1, Theorem 3.2].
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Theorem 6.1. Let d ě 3. Let 1 ă R ă 8 and V : Rd Ñ R such that V is C1 for
|x| ě R with lim|x|Ñ8 V pxq “ 0. There exists q : R Ñ p´8, 0s such that

V pxq “ qp|x|q ` Op|x|´2q as |x| Ñ 8. (6.1)

Moreover, q is C5 for r ě R and

M1r
´1 ď |qpkqprq{qpk´1qprq| ď M2r

´1 pk ď 5q (6.2)

for all r ě R and for some 0 ă M1,M2 ă 8. Finally, we assume that there exists α ą 0
such that d ` α ě 2 and such that

ż

|x|ďR

|V pxq|pd`αq{2dx ă 8. (6.3)

Then, as µ Ñ 0´

N V pµq “ p1 ` op1qq
„

p2
?
πqdΓ

ˆ
d

2
` 1

˙´1 ż

Rd

pµ ´ V pxqqd{2
` dx. (6.4)

Proof of Proposition 2.8. Our goal is to establish pointwise estimates for uM that match
the assumptions (6.1,6.2). In particular, we will construct a radial function q such that
|uM pxq ´ qp|x|q| ď CM{p1 ` |x|2q.

By standard elliptic theory, we know that uM P C8pRdzt0uq. The strategy is to
compute successive approximations of uM in terms of powers of the potential. We first
note that

p´∆ ` V ` MqpuM ´ 1

M
` V

M2
q “ ´∆V

M2
` V 2

M2
,

where ∆V decays fast, while V 2 does not. This formula suggests the correct expansion
away from the origin where the potential is singular. Let N P N be such that Nρ ă 2 ď
pN ` 1qρ. Then

p´∆ ` V ` Mq
ˆ
uM ´

Nÿ

j“0

p´V qj
M j`1

˙
“ ´

Nÿ

j“0

∆

ˆp´V qj
M j`1

˙
` p´1qN`1 V

N`1

MN`1
, (6.5)

since pV ` Mq řN
j“0

p´V qj
Mj`1 q is telescopic. By assumption, the r.h.s. decays as Op1{|x|2q.

Although the resolvent is a bounded operator from L8pRdq to itself, this is not quite
sufficient to conclude, both because of the singularity at the origin and the insufficient
decay at infinity. We shall therefore introduce cutoffs in neighbourhoods of the origin
and of infinity.

We choose a radial function χ P C8
c pRdq with 0 ď χ ď 1, χpxq ” 1 for 1{2 ď |x| ď 3{2

and χpxq ” 0 for |x| P r0, 1{4s Y r2,8q. Let x0 P R
dzt0u and let

χ̃pxq “ χp|x0|´1xq.
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With this, we define

ĂuM “ p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1χ̃.

Let moreover

uM,L “ p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1
1Bp0,Lq.

Now,

p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq
ˆ

ĂuM ´
Nÿ

j“0

p´V qjχ̃j

M j`1

˙
“ ´

Nÿ

j“1

∆

ˆp´V qjχ̃j

M j`1

˙
´ p´V qN`1χ̃N`1

MN`1
, (6.6)

which readily implies that

›››› ĂuM ´
Nÿ

j“0

p´V qjχ̃j

M j`1

››››
L8pRdq

ď C

|x0|2 , (6.7)

where C only depend on ρ, d,M, }χ}C2pRdq and }p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1}8,8, but not on x0.
We now need to estimate the difference uM,Lpx0q ´ ĂuM px0q. We have

p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` MqpuM,L ´ ĂuM q “ V pχ̃ ´ 1quM,L ` 1Bp0,Lq ´ χ̃ (6.8)

which is nonnegative whenever L ě 2|x0|. Since p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1 is positivity-
preserving, this implies that uM,L ´ ĂuM ě 0 for L ě 2|x0|. Furthermore, if additionally
|x0| ě 2, then we have

p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` MqpuM,L ´ ĂuM q “ 0

on the annulus Bp0, |x0| ` 1qzBp0, |x0| ´ 1q. Note that uM,L ´ ĂuM is radial and, by the
weak maximum principle, monotone in the radius and so

|uM,Lpx0q ´ ĂuM px0q| ď |Bp0, 1{2q|´1{2}uM,L ´ ĂuM}L2pBpx0,1qq. (6.9)

Hence, we are left to obtain a local L2 estimate in a neighbourhood of x0. For this we will
use yet another cut-off function. Namely, we choose Ξ P C8

c pRq such that 1

e2
ď Ξprq ď 1

for |r| ď 2, Ξprq “ 1 for |r| ď 1 and Ξprq “ e´r for r ą 2. Then we define

Ξεpxq “ Ξpεp|x ´ x0|qq,

where we will choose 0 ă ε ď 1 later to be sufficiently small. We compute

∇Ξεpxq “ Ξ1pε|x ´ x0|qε x ´ x0

|x ´ x0|

and

∆Ξεpxq “ Ξ2pε|x ´ x0|qε2 ` ε
d ´ 1

|x ´ x0|Ξ
1pε|x ´ x0|q.
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Thus, for |x ´ x0| ě 2{ε we have

|∇Ξεpxq| ` |∆Ξεpxq| ď ε

„
1 ` ε

ˆ
1 ` d ´ 1

2

˙
Ξεpxq.

As 1{e2 ď Ξprq ď 1 for |r| ď 2, we get for all x P R
d

|∇Ξεpxq|`|∆Ξεpxq| ď ε

„
e2

`
}Ξ1}L8pr0,2sq ` }Ξ2}L8pr0,2sq

˘
`

ˆ
2 ` d ´ 1

2

˙
Ξεpxq “ CεΞεpxq,

(6.10)
with C independent of ε, x0, x.

With these estimates in hand, we go back to (6.8). We will write } ¨ }p,q for the
operator norm } ¨ }LpLppRdq,LqpRdqq. Furthermore, we will repeatedly use the fact (see [52,

Lemma 2.1]) that for all V ď W ď 0 and all f P L2pRdq,

p´∆ ` W ` Mq´1|f | ď p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1|f |,

where the inequality has to be understood pointwise almost everywhere. This implies in
particular the operator monotonicity of V ÞÑ p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1 in L2pRdq. In turn, the
same holds by density for }p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1}1,2.

Commuting the multiplication operator Ξε through the resolvent yields

ΞεpuM,L ´ ĂuM q “ p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1ΞεpV pχ̃ ´ 1quM,L ` 1Bp0,Lq ´ χ̃q
` p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1 r´2∇ ¨ p∇Ξεq ` p∆Ξεqs puM,L ´ ĂuM q. (6.11)

Using (6.10) we can estimate the last term in L2 by

}p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1 r´2∇ ¨ p∇Ξεq ` p∆Ξεqs puM,L ´ ĂuM q}L2pRdq

ď
“
2}p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1∇}2,2 ` }p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1}2,2

‰
Cε}ΞεpuM,L ´ ĂuM q}L2pRdq.

(6.12)

Since V ď V χ̃ ď 0, and with the fact that V is form bounded by ´∆ with relative
bound zero, we conclude that

}p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1∇}2,2 ď }p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1{2}2,2}p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1{2∇}2,2 ă 8.

Hence, the term of (6.12) in r¨ ¨ ¨ s is bounded and there is 0 ă ε ď 1 such that

}p´∆`V χ̃`Mq´1 r´2∇ ¨ p∇Ξεq ` p∆Ξεqs puM,L´ ĂuM q}L2pRdq ď 1

2
}ΞεpuM,L´ ĂuMq}L2pRdq.

With this, (6.11) yields

}ΞεpuM,L ´ ĂuM q}L2pRdq ď 2}p´∆ ` V χ̃ ` Mq´1ΞεpV pχ̃ ´ 1quM,L ` 1Bp0,Lq ´ χ̃q}L2pRdq

We now split V pχ̃ ´ 1quM,L “ V pχ̃ ´ 1qp1RdzBp0,1q ` 1Bp0,1qquM,L. Using that

|V pχ̃ ´ 1q1RdzBp0,1quM,L ` 1Bp0,Lq ´ χ̃| ď 1RdzBpx0,|x0|{2q,
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the definition of χ̃ and the fact that p´∆`V `Mq´1 is bounded from L1pRdq to L2pRdq
(see [47, Theorem B.2.2.]) we conclude that

}ΞεpuM,L ´ ĂuM q}L2pRdq ď 2}p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1}2,2}Ξε1RdzBpx0,|x0|{2q}L2pRdq

` 2}p´∆ ` V ` Mq´1}1,2}ΞεuM,L}L8pBp0,1qq}V }L1pBp0,1qq

ď Ce´ε|x0|{4,

because of our choice of Ξε, where C does not depend on x0 or L. Using (6.9), the fact
that 1{e2 ď Ξεpxq ď 1 for x P Bpx0, 1q, we finally obtain for |x0| ě 4{ε

|uM,Lpx0q ´ rupx0q| ď Ce´ε|x0|{4,

where ε, C do not depend on L or x0 (but on M). Combining this with (6.7) and noting
that χ̃ “ 1 in a neighbourhood of x0 we get for |x0| sufficiently large (independent of L)

|uM,Lpx0q ´
Nÿ

j“0

p´V px0qqj
M j`1

| ď C

|x0|2 ,

with C independent of L, x0.
As uM,L converges pointwise to uM for L Ñ 8, we conclude that

|uM pxq ´
Nÿ

j“0

p´V pxqqj
M j`1

| ď C

|x|2 ,

for all |x| sufficiently large. Recalling now that ´V pxq “ |x|´ρ, this readily implies that
there exists a polynomial P with real coefficients of degree at most N and P p0q “ 0 “
P 1p0q such that

1

uM pxq ´ M ` V pxq ´ P p|x|´ρq “ Op|x|´2q (6.13)

for |x| Ñ 8. Moreover, the boundedness of 1{uM tells us that 1

uM pxq ´M satisfies (6.3).
Altogether, we obtain first that

N V pµq “ p1 ` op1qq
„

p2
?
πqdΓ

ˆ
d

2
` 1

˙´1 ż

Rd

pµ ´ V pxqqd{2
` dx

as µ Ñ 0´, since V clearly satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. By (6.13), this
further implies that

N V pµq “ p1 ` op1qq
„

p2
?
πqdΓ

ˆ
d

2
` 1

˙´1 ż

Rd

ˆ
µ ´

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙˙d{2

`
dx.

Finally, (6.13) also implies that Theorem 6.1 applies to 1

uM
´ M and therefore that

N V pµq “ p1 ` op1qqN 1{uM ´M pµq,

which concludes the proof.
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In the case of the Coulomb potential, the proof above yields that the effective po-
tential asymptotically equals the original potential itself, namely

1

uM pxq ´ M “ ´ 1

|x| ` Op|x|´2q.

6.2 Ground state energy for the square well

We now turn to V pxq “ ´ε1Bp0,δq for ε, δ ą 0 and focus on the case d “ 1. The ground
state energy of ´∆ ` ε1Rzp´δ,δq is, for ε small enough, given by the smallest positive
solution of the transcendental equation

?
ε ´ x “

?
x tanp

?
xδq.

This can be rewritten as

ε “ F pxq, where F pxq “ x
`
1 ` tanp

?
xδq2

˘
.

The function F has an analytic extension at the origin such that F pxq “ x`x2δ2`Opx3q,
and hence

x “ F´1pεq “ ε ´ δ2ε2 ` Opε3q.

This implies that as ε Ñ 0`

inf specp´∆ ´ ε1p´δ,δqq “ inf specp´∆ ` ε1Rzp´δ,δqq ´ ε “ ´δ2ε2 ` Opε3q.

Next we compute the shifted landscape function, which is an even solution of

´f2pxq ` cfpxq “ 1

where the constant c depends on M and whether x is inside or outside of the well.
We start with the case M ą ε, in which case

uM pxq “
#

1

M´ε
` a2 coshp

?
M ´ εxq, |x| ă δ,

1

M
` b1e

´
?
M |x| ` b2 coshp

?
Mxq, |x| ą δ.

As uM is bounded, we get b2 “ 0. The other constants are set by the of uM differentia-
bility at |x| “ δ:

a2 “
1

M
´ 1

M´ε

coshp
?
M ´ εδq `

?
M´ε?
M

sinhp
?
M ´ εδq

b1 “ ´
?
M ´ ε?
M

sinhp
?
M ´ εδqe

?
Mδa2.

The maximum of uM is attained at the origin and so

inf
R

1

uM
´ M “ ε

M ´ ε

M

1

coshp
?
M ´ εδq `

?
M´ε?
M

sinhp
?
M ´ εδq

´ ε ` opεq.
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Hence, for any M ą ǫ — in particular arbitrarily large! — the first approximation of
the ground state energy given by Corollary 2.7 is already of order ε.

For M “ ε, the computation in [9, Section 6] yields

inf
R

1

uε
´ ε “ ´δε3{2 ´ δ2ε2

2

1 ` δ
?
ε ` δ2ε

2

.

Hence, for small ε, this yields an approximation of order ε3{2.
Finally if M ă ε, then

uM pxq “
#

1

M´ε
` a cosp

?
ε ´ Mxq, |x| ă δ,

1

M
` be´

?
M |x|, |x| ą δ.

Differentiability yields now

a “
1

M
´ 1

M´ε

cosp
?
ε ´ Mδq ´

?
ε´M?
M

sinp
?
ε ´ Mδq

(6.14)

b “
?
ε ´ M?
M

sinp
?
ε ´ Mδqe

?
Mδa (6.15)

This allows us to exhibit explicitly the blowup of (2.15) in Corollary 2.7. For this we
first note that ε`E0 is the ground state energy of the operator ´∆`ε1p´8,´δqYpδ,8qpxq
and hence

a
´E0 “

a
ε ` E0 tanp

a
ε ` E0δq.

It follows from this and (6.14) that limMÑp´E0q` a “ 8 and the same for b by (6.15).
Hence limMÑp´E0q` uM pxq “ 8, or in other words for the effective potential

lim
MÑp´E0q`

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙
“ E0

for all x P R.

7 Upper and lower Lieb-Thirring bounds

In this section we recall the standard argument for the derivation of the Lieb-Thirring
inequality from estimates on the eigenvalue counting function. First we rewrite the sum
of eigenvalues in terms of an integral.

Lemma 7.1. For any γ ą 0 we have

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q “ γ

ż 8

0

λγ´1N V p´λqdλ. (7.1)
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Proof. If N V p´λq “ 8 for any λ ą 0, then both expression in (7.1) are infinity. On
the other hand, if N V p´λq ă 8 for all λ ą 0, then the negative spectrum consists of
countably many eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. We label them as λ1 ď λ2 ď ... ă 0.
Then we can write

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q “
ÿ

j

|λj |γ .

Since N V is a piecewise constant function, we have for any N P N

γ

ż 8

|λN |
λγ´1N V p´λqdλ “

N´1ÿ

j“1

|λj|γ ` pN ´ 1q|λN |γ ,

and the remainder term vanishes if
ř

j |λj|γ ă 8, concluding the proof.

With this, it now a simple calculation to derive two-sided Lieb-Thirring bounds from
the estimates (2.4).

Proof of Corollary 2.2. Lemma 7.1 and the upper bound (2.4) yield immediately that

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q “ γ

ż |E0|

0

λγ´1N V `δ`|E0|p´λ ` δ ` |E0|qdλ

ď C
d
2

0,dγ

ż |E0|

0

λγ´1p´λ ` δ ` |E0|q d
2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
x P R

d :
1

uM pxq ď C0,dp´λ ` δ ` |E0|q
*ˇ̌

ˇ̌ dλ.

(7.2)

Now since γ ě 1, we use that λγ´1 ď pλ ` δqγ´1. We split the integral in two. On

r0, |E0|
2

s, we use that |E0| ´ λ ` δ ď |E0| ` δ ď |E0|`δ
δ

pλ ` δq, while |E0| ´ λ ` δ ď
|E0|
2

` δ ď λ` δ holds on r |E0|
2
, |E0|s. Writing the condition 1

uM pxq ď C0,dp´λ` δ ` |E0|q
as λ` δ ď |E0| ` 2δ ´ 1

C0,duM pxq and changing variables to s “ λ` δ yields that if γ ě 1,

then

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď C
d
2

0,dγ

ˆ
1 ` |E0|

δ

˙ d
2

ż |E0|`δ

δ

sγ´1` d
2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
x P R

d : |E0| ` 2δ ´ 1

C0,duM pxq ě s

*ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď C
d
2

0,d

γ

γ ` d
2

ˆ
1 ` |E0|

δ

˙ d
2

ż

Rd

ˆ
|E0| ` 2δ ´ 1

C0,duM pxq

˙ d
2

`γ

`
dx

by the layer cake representation.
Similarly, for the lower bound, we start as in (7.2) but with c0,d instead of C0,d. Here,

|E0| ´ λ ` δ ě |E0|
2

` δ ą λ on r0, |E0|
2

s while |E0| ´ λ` δ ě δ ě δ
|E0|λ on r |E0|

2
, |E0|s. We

conclude that for γ ą 0,

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ě min

"
1,

δ

|E0|

* d
2

c
d{2
0,dγ

ż E0

0

λ
d
2

`γ´1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
"
x P R

d : λ ď |E0| ` δ ´ 1

c0,duM pxq

*ˇ̌
ˇ̌ dλ

“ min

"
1,

δ

|E0|

* d
2

cd{2 γ

γ ` d
2

ż

Rd

ˆ
|E0| ` δ ´ 1

c0,duM pxq

˙ d
2

`γ

´
dx.

24



For the last equality we used the bound (2.4) to conclude that the measure vanishes for
all λ ą |E0| since N V p´λq “ 0 for those λ.

Proof of Corollary 2.5. We follow the same strategy as above, using (2.10,2.11) instead
of (2.4). For the lower bound, we immediately have

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q “ γ

ż |E0|

0

λγ´1N V p´λqdλ

ě C
d
2

c γ

ż |E0|

0

λγ´1` d
2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

#
x P R

d : λ ď
rCH

c

ˆ
M ´ 1

uM pxq

˙+ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

“ C
d
2

c
γ

γ ` d
2

ˆ rCH

c

˙γ` d
2

ż

Rd

ˆ
1

uM pxq ´ M

˙γ` d
2

´
dx.

For the upper bound, we follow the proof of Theorem 2.4(iii) to get

N V pµq ď N´A2

M
p1{uM´Mq´ pµ ` εq .

With this,

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď γ

ż |E0|

0

λγ´1N´A2

M p1{uM´Mq´ p´λ ` εq dλ

Since the counting function is càdlàg by definition (2.1), we let ε Ñ 0` and conclude
that

trpp´∆ ` V qγ´q ď trpp´∆ ´ A2
M p1{uM ´ Mq´qγ´q

and we use the standard Lieb-Thirring inequality to conclude.
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