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On the virtual levels of positively projected
massless Coulomb-Dirac operators

Sergey Morozov*Tand David Miiller*

Abstract

Considering different self-adjoint realisations of positively projected
massless Coulomb-Dirac operators we find out, under which conditions
any negative perturbation, however small, leads to emergence of negative
spectrum. We also prove some weighted Lieb-Thirring estimates for nega-
tive eigenvalues of such operators. In the process we find explicit spectral
representations for all self-adjoint realisations of massless Coulomb-Dirac
operators on the half-line.

1 Introduction

In a related paper [II] the authors have obtained estimates of Cwikel-Lieb-
Rozenblum and Lieb-Thirring types on the negative eigenvalues of the perturbed
positively projected two-dimensional massless Coulomb-Dirac operator emerg-
ing in the study of graphene. For the critical value of the coupling constant
the control on the number of eigenvalues failed, which naturally posed a ques-
tion about the existence of a virtual level at zero, i.e. the situation when every
non-trivial negative perturbation leads to emergence of negative spectrum.
Trying to resolve this question we arrived at the study of Coulomb-Dirac
operators on the half-line R associated to the differential expression

_ —_d _k
e ;:(dl’/a dr r). (1.1)

Here v € R is the strength of the Coulomb potential (nuclear charge) and k € R
is a parameter typically arising after the separation of angular motion in several
dimensions (see [I7]). Typically ~ takes integer or half-integer values, but we
will not need this assumption. Throughout the text we use the notation

B:= VK2 —12c R, UiR,.

It turns out that for 3 > 1/2 the operator D*** defined by (ILT)) on C&° (R4, C?)
is essentially self-adjoint in L?(R, C?). Otherwise, there exist a one parameter
VK

family Dg", 6 € [0, ), of self-adjoint extensions of D" differing by boundary
conditions at zero. This is the result of Theorem[Il which is essentially contained
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in [20]. We denote the set of triples (v, s, 0) for which D" is defined in Theorem
@by 9.

In Theorem 2] for every (v, k,0) € 9t we obtain the spectral representation
of Dy", namely we find an explicit unitary operator U™ : L2(R4,C? dr) —
L2(R, C,dz) such that Uy""Dy" (U, " )* is the operator of multiplication by the
independent variable. In particular, for all (v, k,0) € 9 the spectrum of D"
is purely absolutely continuous, simple and coincides with R. The existence
and general form of spectral representations for one-dimensional Dirac systems
is already proved in Theorem 9.7 of [21I], which provides a construction of the
spectral representation with respect to a matrix-valued measure given by an
explicit formula. Proving that this measure is of rank one and is mutually ab-
solutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure requires considerable
work. Our proof of Theorem[2]is not based on a direct application of this general
result, since such an application seems to be more involved then our approach
tailored specifically to D,™. A related result for Coulomb-Dirac operators with
positive mass can be found in [I§].

Then we study the negative spectrum of perturbations of Dy restricted
to its positive spectral subspace. Denoting for any self-adjoint operator A and
Borel subset Z of R the corresponding spectral projector by Pr(A) we define
Py = Po,oo)(Dy™). In Py L*(Ry,C?) we consider the operator

Dy (V) 1= PYE (DY = V)PYL (1.2)
with V being an operator of multiplication by a measurable Hermitian 2 x 2-
matrix-function. For 2 x 2 matrices their norms || - |c2xz, absolute values | - |
and positive parts (-)+ are defined in the spectral sense. We are, in particular,
interested in the role which the choice of a self-adjoint realisation plays for the
existence of a virtual level.

In Theorem [B we obtain three types of results concerning virtual levels: The
parameter set 90 is a disjoint union of My, My and My such that

I. For (v,k,0) € M the operator D~ (0) has a virtual level at zero, i.e.
there exists a measurable function A" : Ry — C? vanishing almost
nowhere such that for any V satisfying

/OOO (A" (r), V(r) A" (1)) codr > 0 (1.3)

and any o > 0 the operator D, («V') has non-empty negative spectrum.
Condition (L3)) is satisfied for Al v > 0 which are positive definite on
some sets of positive Lebesgue measure.

IL. For (v, ,0) € M1 and g > 1 there exist weight functions Wy : Ry — Ry
such that the inequality

rank P(_q,0)(Dy'he (V) < /O Vi (7)]| ae Wre () dr (1.4)

holds. Consequently, for any V for which the right hand side of (T4 is
finite, the operator Dy’J (V) has no negative spectrum provided |af is
small enough.



II. For (v,k,0) € My and V. € L>(Ry, C?*?) the estimate

rank P 0) (D5, (V)

<R[V 0o (125 00) 1 e+ 20V coen) )
0
(1.5)

holds with a finite constant K***. Again, as soon as the right hand side of
(L3 is finite, the operator D (aV) has no negative spectrum provided
|| is small enough.

The questions of existence of a virtual level at zero are already studied for
different self-adjoint operators, see e.g. [15] [19].

In Theorem M we obtain estimates of Lieb-Thirring type (see [I0] for the
original result and [9] [6] for reviews of further developments):

a) For most (v, k,0) € M we can prove for any v > 0

6,00

o0
1
tr (D" (V)] < K””"’"’/ [Vi(r) ||Cj§2wg“ dr (1.6)
0
with an appropriate weight function W,"" > 0 and K**7 € R;. In many
cases we have W, = 1.

b) In the special case 8 € (0,1/2), 8 = 0 we need to assume v > 243 and
replace (6] with

(D5 ()7
00 o 1.7
<t [Tt teas [T neinae), 7

where K%7 is a finite constant.

The ranges of applicability of the above results are represented in the fol-
lowing table:

|BeiRy B=0=r B=0#r Be(0,1/2) 5>1/2

0=0 Tal Tal IITa Ib —

0=m/2 Ial Tal Ial IIal IIal

6ec(0,m)\ {5} Ial Ial IIIa IIa —
Table 1

Here the Roman numbers indicate the applicable part of Theorem [3 the
letters the part of Theorem Hl and “1” indicates that (LLG) holds with W,"" =
1. In the cases marked with “—" there exists no self-adjoint realisation, see
Theorem [Il Note that in the case “Ial” inequality (6 is a form of the Hardy-
Lieb-Thirring inequality (see [3, [, [7]).

At last, in Theorem [Bl we apply our results to the two-dimensional massless
Coulomb-Dirac operator answering the question stated at the beginning of the
introduction. A further application to three-dimensional massless Coulomb-
Dirac operators can be obtained analogously.

In the following section we explicitly formulate our main results. Their proofs
constitute the rest of the article.
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2 Main results

2.1 Self-adjoint realisations of Coulomb-Dirac operators
on the half-line

First we introduce a family of self-adjoint operators in L?(R,, C?) corresponding
to the differential expression ([I]). We start from the symmetric operator D*>"
defined on C5°(R4, C?). Then the action of the adjoint operator (D*"*)* is also
given by (CI)), but on the “maximal” domain

D((D"")*) ={f € L*(R4,C?) : f € ACioc(R4,C?), d"" f € L>(Ry,C?)}.

In the following theorem we characterise all self-adjoint extensions of D**. We
will make use of the functions U/ and ¥p;" : Ry — C? introduced in (3.I) and

B.2).
Theorem 1.
1. For p €[0,1/2) and k # 0 every self-adjoint extension of D¥'* coincides
with D" with some 0 € [0,7), where Dy" is the restriction of (D¥%)* to
the set of functions f € ’D((D"*“)*) satisfying the boundary condition

. 0 -1 U,k . VK
rligkl0< (1 0 ) f(r),cos 0 W (r) +sinf Wy (r)>(C2 =0. (2.1)

2. For 8 > 1/2 the operator D¥'* is essentially self-adjoint. We denote its
closure by D;/'{Q Every f € ’D(D;/KQ) satisfies 2.01) with 0 := /2.

3. For B € iRy or k = 0 every self-adjoint extension of D¥'* coincides with
Dy with some 0 € [0,m), where D™ is the restriction of (D""*)* to the
set of functions f € ’D((D"*“)*) satisfying the boundary condition

(1 0) e o) -0 e

2.2 Spectral representation of D,

From now on we study the self-adjoint operator D, defined in Theorem [
Using the auxiliary functions and constants introduced in Lemmata [ [I0Q]
and we are able to find an explicit transform which delivers the spectral
representation for D"

Theorem 2. Let A be the operator of multiplication by the independent variable
in L*(R,C,dz). The unitary operator Uy"™ : L*(R4,C? dr) — L*(R,C,dx)
given by

R
= iy o) [ (@150500) " (0) dy (23)
o 1/R
delivers the spectral representation of D", i.e.
Dy — Uy AU (2.9
holds.



2.3 Existence of virtual levels for positively projected
massless Coulomb-Dirac operators on the half-line

Let V' be a measurable Hermitian 2 x 2-matrix-function on R;.. We assume
Hypothesis A. The operator P; ’:OVP; ™ is relatively form bounded with re-
spect to D™ with a form bound less than one in Péj”:o L2(Ry,C?).

Under Hypothesis A the operator (L2) is well defined in the form sense and
self-adjoint by the KLMN theorem (see e.g. Theorem X.17 in [I4]). Hypothesis
A is trivially satisfied for V € L>*(R,).

The main result concerning the existence of a virtual level is the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.

L Let Ay" : Ry — C? be defined by

eifpiv (1) 4 e=i0p—iv( 1), fork=0, vER, 0c[0,):
AV (r):= (;V)v . fork #£0, =0, 0 =mu/2;
0 e‘erfﬁn(ﬁ:f) + eflerﬁn(”jf), for k #£0, peiRy, 0€[0,7);
r=A (7:7ﬁ), for B €(0,1/2), 6 =0.
(2.5)

Let My denote the set of all triples (v,k,0) from the right hand side of
@&35). For any (v,k,0) € My assume that V satisfies

[V [|caxz €LY (R, 7272 ReBdr) and / (AG"(r), [V ()| A" (r)) gadr < oo
0

(2.6)

Then the negative spectrum of Dy (V') is non-empty provided (L3) holds.

II. Let My be the set of (v, k,0) € M such that either § >0 and 0 = w/2, or
B €(0,1/2) and 0 € (0,7) \ {w/2} holds. For all (v,k,0) € M1 and any
q € (1,1 +2B) there exists C;"" > 0 such that (L) holds with

o e J 10U D925 for 1 < [ ot g1/ 2P);
We,q (7") = Cq qul, forr > |C0t 9|1/(2g). (2.7)

Finiteness of the right hand side of ([L4) implies Hypothesis A for V =
V..

1. Let Vi € L®(Ry,C?*2). Let M be the set of (v, k,0) such that k% =
v2#0 and 0 € [0,7) \ {m/2} holds. For all (v,r,0) € M there exists a
finite constant K" independent of 6 such that the estimate (L) holds.

2.4 Lieb-Thirring type estimates on the negative eigen-
values of Dy7 (V)

In Theorem @ we provide estimates on the sums of powers of negative eigenvalues
of Dg:';o (V) via weighted integrals of powers of the perturbation potential V. In
the case of § = 7/2 the result is fully analogous to the classical Lieb-Thirring
estimate.



Theorem 4.

a) Forv,k € R, 0 € [0,7) let W, : Ry — Ry be defined by

for 2 =k2#0 and 0 = 7/2;
, for B €iRy and 0 € [0,7);
fork=0,v€R and 6 € [0, 7);
max {— In(e** %), 1}2, for v2=k?#0 and 0€[0,7)\{7/2};
1/2 ;
max{l, | Cot9|7“_25}a {fm“ p€(0,1/2) and § € (0,m);

Wy " (r):=

for 8=1/2 and 6 = x/2.
(2.8)

Then for any v > 0 there exists K7 > 0 such that ([L6]) holds.

b) For € (0,1/2) and any v > 208 there exists K¥'*7 > 0 such that (1)
holds.

In both cases the finiteness of the right hand sides of ([LL6l) or (L) implies that
V := V. satisfies Hypothesis A.

2.5 Application to two-dimensional projected Coulomb-
Dirac operators

Let us now consider positively projected massless Coulomb-Dirac operators in
two dimensions. Such operators are relevant for description of graphene with
Coulomb impurity [I1]. Every u € L2(R?) can be represented in the polar
coordinates as

1 — im
u(r, ) = Nor Z r 1/2um(r)e ®

mEeZ

2m
r —im
U (1) := 1/27T/0 u(r, )e”"MPdop.

Introducing the unitary angular momentum decomposition

A:L2R%LCY) » D LA(R,,C), (:})»—) o <”%—1/2) (2.9)

iw
#€L+1/2 wezy1)2 N #HL/2

with

we observe (see e.g. [L1]) that for any self-adjoint realisation of —io -V —v/|- |~}
in L2(R?, C?) there exists a map

0:7+1/2—[0,7) with O(k)=7/2 forall k*>v?+1/4 (2.10)
such that the self-adjoint operator in question coincides with
Dy := A*( b ng(';))A, (2.11)
KEZ+1/2

where the components on the right hand side are defined in Theorem [Il On
the other hand, every 6 satisfying (ZI0) gives rise to a self-adjoint realisation
of —ig -V —v|- |7t in L2(R?%, C?) via ZII).



Let Py := A*(D,.cz+1/2 o o)A be the spectral projector onto the positive
spectral subspace of Dy. For measurable Hermitian (2 x 2)-matrix functions @
on R? we are interested in the negative spectrum of

Dy(Q) = Pg(Dg — Q) Py (2.12)

in PyL?*(R? C?). We assume
Hypothesis B. The operator PyQPy is relatively form bounded with respect
to DY with a relative bound less than one in PyL?(R,C?).

Under Hypothesis B the operator (2.12)) is well-defined via its quadratic form
and self-adjoint by KLMN theorem. Hypothesis B is fulfilled for all Q € L>°(R?).

Theorem 5. Let v € R.

1. Suppose that there exists ko € Z + 1/2 such that (1/, HO,G(HO)) e M
as defined in Theorem[3. Then Dy(Q) has non-empty negative spectrum
provided

o 1 o Qll(';@) —ing(-,(p)ein
V.= %/O (iQQI('; Qﬁ)eiikp Q22(', @) ) dSD (213)

satisfies Z8) and [L3) with (v,x,0) := (v, ko, B(kq)).
2. Suppose that for all k € Z + 1/2 the triple (1/, K, 0(nldoes not belong to
My. If there exists a measurable function R : Ry — Ry with
Q < R(|-)I almost everywhere in R (2.14)
(where 1 denotes the 2 x 2 identity matrixz) such that:

(a) For all k € Z+ 1/2 with k* < v* + 1/4 such that (v, s, 0(k)) € My
there exists q € (1,14 28) such that the right hand side of (L4l with
V := RI and W;’; defined in (21) is finite;

(b) For all k € Z+ 1/2 with k* < v* 4+ 1/4 such that (v, k,0(k)) € M
we have R € L>°(Ry) and the right hand side of (L) with V := RI
is finite;

(c) Re€L>®Ry,rdr) + L%(Ry,rdr)

then there exists a. > 0 such that for all o € [0, ac) operator Dy(aQ) has
no negative spectrum. Note that for any Q € C§° (RQ) all the assumptions
are satisfied.

For v € [0,1/2] there exists a distinguished self-adjoint realisation D” of
—io -V —v|-|7!, which coincides with Dy with 8¢(k) := 7/2 for all kK € Z+1/2,
see [12, [11]. We write D¥(Q) for Dy (Q). Theorem [5 implies

Corollary 6. Suppose that V defined in (2I3) satisfies

[Vlc2x2 € LY (R4, (1 +72)dr) and /OOO <<_11) , V(r)<_11) >C2dr > 0.

Then for any a > 0 the negative spectrum of D'/? (aQ) is non-empty.



For v € [0,1/2) an application of Theorem[l part 2 to D¥(Q) gives a weaker
result than that of Theorem 3 in [I1], which gives the following bound on the
amount of negative eigenvalues of D”(Q): There exists CS*® > 0 such that

rank (D(Q))_ < CF™* /R o (Q+(x))” dx. (2.15)

Indeed, even for @Q := R(| . |)]I with radial non-negative R the hypothesis of
Theorem [§ requires R € L (R4, rdr) + L2(R, rdr) and

/ RY(r)r?~'dr < oo for some ¢ € (1,14 2,/1/4 — 12).
0

But then we can write R = Ry + Ry with Ry € L®(Ry,rdr), Ry € L*(R, rdr)
and Ry, Ry > 0. Hence we have

/]R2 tr (Q+(X))2 dx = 4/0 (Rl(r) + Rz(r))QrdT
<SRty [ RIOI s [ B < o,

so (ZI3) implies the statement of Theorem[B] part 2 under weaker assumptions.

3 Proof of Theorem [

The fundamental solution of d”*W¥"* = 0 is a linear combination of W' and
0" with

krP ("), for v? # K% # 0 and k £ —pB;
v Bre (%), for B=—k € Ry;
Vir (r) = ' 3.1
ar (1) (—Ku), for 12 = K2 # 0; (3.1)
rv ji), for k =0
and
Tﬁﬁ(f,;:g)a for 5 € Ry and k # —f;
r? (é)’ for B = —k € Ry;
U (r) == krh (”:V), for f € iRy and k # 0; (3.2)
(7)) =5 (0),  forv?=r"#£0;
Tiy (})7 for k = 0.

Since none of the solutions belongs to L?((1,00)), (1)) is always in the limit
point case at infinity. For 8 > 1/2, ¥[;" does not belong to L?((0,1)) and we
have a limit point case at zero. Otherwise there is a limit circle case at zero.
The rest follows from Theorem 1.5 in [20].

4 Proof of Theorem

We begin by studying the classical solutions of the spectral equation
v f=\f (4.1)
on the half-line R, where A € C\ iRy is the spectral parameter.



Lemma 7. Let M and U be the Kummer functions (see [1], Section 13.2). For
A =1 any classical solution of [@1) is a linear combination of the following two
linearly independent functions on R :

1. Forv? # K2 #0 and 8 # —r,

D1 () 1= rPe (m + B+ i) M (i + 8,2, 2ir) (11)

(v = iB)M (1 +iv + 5,1+ 25, 2ir) (—FUV— 6))
and

B4 (r) 1= rPe (W + 8+ w)Uw + 5,26, 2ir) (li>
(4.2)

+2(15—V)U(1+iu+6,1+2ﬁa2”")< g ))
—k—p
2. for B=—r €Ry,

B (r) = Brfeir <M(5,25a21T) (i) + M1+ 6,1+ 2@217“)(:)1)>,

and

CT)Z”(T) Bt <U(ﬂ, 23, 2ir) (i) + U1+ B,1+283,2ir) (%ﬂ))
(4.3)

3. for > =K% #£0,

DU (r) 1= e (M(l +i,2, 2ir) ((H + i”)r(li) - (VH))
+ (v —1)rM(2 + iv, 3, 2ir) (f,J)

and

OV (r) = e (U(l +iv, 2, 2ir) ((m + iy)r(li) - (VK))
+2(i— v)rU(2 + iy, 3, 2ir) (:)) :

(4.4)

4. for k =0,



It is convenient to replace E)Zk" by another solution:

For0<fg<1/2,

v —228=1ii"AT (B + iv) i 2T'(—28) ik _

" (r) = T(25) ((I)U (r) m‘pM (7")), (4.6)
for B =1/2,

vk 722ﬂ71' iwﬁl’\ : ~
q)Ul (7’) — 11(—3‘(26)(5 +ll/) q)[j (T),

for B €iRy and k # 0,

v, v =227 ig(k — B)ETPT (B +1v) (=, 2U(-28) .« _

" (r) == T (25) ((I)U (r) + m‘pM (7")),

(4.7)

and for v? = k2 #£ 0,

VK N RUK . i i VK
DY (r) == D)@ (r) = (2429 + w1 +iv) + T + 3= ) Oh(r), (48)
where 1 1s the digamma function and y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The
above solutions allow unique analytic continuations from Ry to C \ iR;. For
arbitrary A € C\ iRy any classical solution to [@I) is given by a linear combi-
nation of ® 7 (X-) and G"(N-).

Proof. The validity of Lemma [7] can be checked by a straightforward calcula-
tion using functional relations between Kummer functions and their derivatives,
see e.g. [1], 13.3.13-15, 13.3.22. It is, however, more instructive to provide a
derivation of the solutions, which we will now do for x # 0.

We start by seeking the solutions to (@I]) with A =1 in the form

fr)=1"F(r) (4.9)
obtaining
—v/r—1 —%—@ Fi(r) _0 (4.10)
%Jrﬁ—;” —v/r—1 F(ry) ’
Introducing
PR SR e
Gl o ZFl _ n+ﬂF2 ’ )
o) = ; 2 (4.11)
2 Fj)’ for f=—-k#0

we obtain that (£I0) is equivalent to
Gy = -G, (4.12)

2
qm+£a

2
L)+ (14 %)Gl(r) —0. (4.13)
We can now find two linearly independent solutions of ([@I3) analytic in C\iR .

10



For 8 # 0 making the substitution
Gi(r) = e "w(2ir), z = 2ir (4.14)
we obtain
2w (2) + (28 — 2)w'(2) — (v + Blw(z) =0, z€ C\R_,

which is the Kummer equation with parameters a := iv + 3, b := 28 (see e.g.
], 13.2.1).
For § = 0, the substitution

Gi(r) = re”'"u(2ir), z = 2ir (4.15)
delivers
2" (2) + (2= 2)0'(2) = (1 +iv)v(z) =0, 2z€C\R_,

i.e. the Kummer equation with parameters a := 1+ iv, b := 2.

In both cases the linearly independent solutions of the Kummer equation can
be chosen as the Kummer functions M(a,b, z) and U(a,b,z) (see [I], Section
13.2). Substituting back into (@I4) (or (£13)), @I2) (together with 13.3.15
and 13.3.22 in [I]), [@II)) and (#9), we obtain the two independent solutions of
(@I with A =1 analytic in C\ iR stated in the lemma. O

Lemma 8. The solutions ®;° and ®;" have the following asymptotics at zero:

Hrﬂ(ﬁ:ryﬁ) + O(rlJrﬁ)7 for 2 +# K2 £0 and K # —B;
pro(}) + 0 *8),  for B=—k € Ry;

() = (%) + O(r), for v? = K2 £ 0; (4.16)
rmv (L) +0(r), for k = 0;
rB (LY ) +00P), for B € Ry \ {1/2, —x};
i (—KZI/Q) +O(r'?Inr), for B=1/2# —k;
r7(5) + O F), for B=—k e R\ {1/2};
Oy7(r) = 4 r712(g) + O 2 ), for B=—r=1/2; (4.17)
kP (K:uﬁ) + O(r), for 8 € iR, and k # 0;
nr(7Y) = 5:(7) + O(rinr),  for v? =k £0;
v (}) + O(r), for k = 0.

For 8 €[0,1/2) and k # 0 both @7 and ®}" are real-valued, for § € iR4 or
k = 0 they are complex conjugate of each other.

Proof. The asymptotics of ®%/* follows from the definitions of Lemma [7 and
13.2.2 of [1].

For 8 € Ry \(N/2) or 8 € iR, and  # 0, the expansion of ®%;" follows from
#2) or (L3) and 13.2.42 in [I]. For 8 € (0,1/2) and 8 € iR, the definitions
[@3) and [&T) are constructed in such a way that the coefficients at 7% in the
asymptotics (£I7) are zero.

11



For 8 € N/2 or § = 0 and k # 0 the expansion of CT)Z“ follows from (Z.2)
or [Z) and 13.2.9 in [1]. In ([J) the linear combination of ®;" and @Y is
chosen in such a way that (£I7) holds true.

Since all the entries of (ILI)) are invariant under complex conjugation, for
A € R the real and imaginary parts of any solution to ([@I]) are again solutions
to ([@J)).

For 8 € [0,1/2) and x # 0, the imaginary parts of @’/ and ®;" are solutions
of @I) with A\ = 1, thus linear combinations of ®};* and ®;". On the other
hand, by (@I6) and (@I7) this imaginary parts are O(r'~#). Hence they must
vanish identically. Analogously, for 8 € iRy or k = 0, the imaginary part of
O + " and the real part of ® — ®;" are solutions of {I) with A =1,
thus linear combinations of ®’* and ®;;". Since this combinations are O(r) by
(@I6) and @IT), they must be identically zero. Thus ®};" = &7 holds. O

Lemma 9. For k 20, v € R and A € C\ (RUIR,) let

() {ngi for £ReA >0, Im\ > 0; (418)
¢, for ImA <0
with
122610 (8 + i) "eF™e(F VI8 §926D(8 4 iy)elmAT(—28)
BT2(28) * reara—-pg+iv)
for B €(0,1/2);
122,6—1 F(ﬁ—f—ly) QQiWVe(lqil)in
v ’ ﬁl—‘2(‘2ﬁ) ' ) . for B > 1/25
C+ =Y ik — )220 (B + iv)el™d (F(ﬂ — jy)etTVFITS N 2T (—253) )
vI'(26) BL(20) L(1—B+iv)/’
. ' for B €iR,;
(1 —iv)D(iv)er™ +1n2 + 2y + (1 +iv) + g + i,
for B =0
(4.19)
and
122°T(B + iv)e™ T (—23) _
F(QB)F(l _ ﬁ + IV) 9 fO’f’ ﬂ € (07 1/2)a
V,K 0’ fO’f’ ﬁ = 1/27 ( )
€= k(s = B)2°PT (B + in)T(=28)e™™” . 4.20
JTEBT(—B+w) 0 JorPeile
242y + (1 +iv) + = +—, for B=0,
2 2v
Then

0F(Ar) + (N RY (), for k #0, Ae C\ (RUIRY);

o (), for k=0, Im X >0, Re) # 0;
o (Ar), for k=0, ImA <0

(4.21)
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is the unique (up to a constant factor) non-trivial solution of (&Il which is
square integrable at infinity.

Proof. According to 13.7.2 and 13.2.4 in [I], the following asymptotics hold true
for large r provided arg A € (—37/2,7/2):

I'(b)et™e(2iAr) @
I'(b—a) ’
T'(b)e? (2iAr)2—°
I(a) ’

for £ReA >0, ImA > 0;
M(a,b,2ixr) = (14+0(r™"))

for Im A\ < 0,

unless a € —Nj or a — b € Ny (which cases are not relevant for our calculation).
By 13.7.3in [1], U(a, b, 2iAr) = (2iAr)~*(1+O0(r~!)) foralla, b € C, A € C\iR
and r > 1. This allows us to compute the asymptotics of ®(X-) and @7 (X ")
with A € C\ (RUiR,) for large positive values of the argument. Since (L))
is in the limit point case at infinity (see the proof of Theorem [IJ), by Theorem
1.4 in [20] for A € C\ (RUiR,) there exists a unique (up to a factor) solution
DLF(A;+) to (@I which is square integrable at infinity. To construct such a
solution it is enough to find a non-trivial linear combination of ®%(X-) and
O (X -) for which the coefficient at the non square integrable asymptotic term
vanishes. The coefficients in the statement of the lemma are chosen to satisfy
this condition. g

We fix a solution to the spectral equation (&) satisfying the boundary
condition ([2.1)) or (22):
Lemma 10. For (v,k,0) € M every solution of ([EI) satisfying the boundary

condition 1)) (for B € Ry and k #0) or Z2) (for B € iRy or k = 0) with
A € C\ iRy is proportional to

@g:g()\; ) = ay (AP (Ar) + by (N @Y (Ar), (4.22)
with
M cos®, for B € Ry and K # 0;
ag™(A) =< Nel?, for B € iR, and Kk # 0; (4.23)
Al for k=0
and
AP siné, for B € Ry;
D sinf —cosf@ln )\, for 8 =0 and Kk # 0;
by " (A) = _B._i0 . ' (4.24)
A Pe™, for p € iRy and k # O;
Ave—if for k =0.

Here the analytic branches of powers and logarithms of A are fized by the con-
vention arg A € (=3m/2,7m/2). For A € R\ {0} both components of ®7y are
real-valued.

Proof. By the last statement of Lemma [7] any solution to ([&J) is a linear com-
bination of ®;"(X-) and @)/ (A-). For § > 1/2 (hence 6 = 7/2), the only
admissible solutions are multiples of ®'(\-). Otherwise, substituting the gen-
eral solution into (21 (or [2:2)), respectively), we conclude the statement of the

lemma from the asymptotics (@18, (£I17) and @I, B2). O
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Lemma 11. For any (v, k,0) € M the operator D,'" has no eigenvalues.

Proof. Assume that A € R\{0} is an eigenvalue of Dy, Then the corresponding
eigenfunction must be a linear combination of ®7*(X-) and ®;"(\-) by Lemma
[[l No such non-trivial linear combination, however, can be square integrable, as
follows from analysis of asymptotics at infinity similar to the one from the proof
of Lemmafll Analogously, for A = 0 any solution of (&) is a linear combination

of 3] and (B2)) which are not square integrable at infinity. O
Lemma 12. Let (v,k,0) € M. For any two solutions f = (?), = (91) of
2 92
&) the function
W (f,g](r) == fi(r)g2(r) — fa(r)gr(r) (4.25)

does not depend on r € Ry. Moreover, the formulae
WIeZr(As), 25 ()] =
"(Nag™(A) —by"(N),  fork#0, Ae C\ (RUIR,);
WY, 5714 b’ (), for k=0, ImA >0, Re ) # 0;
ago(/\), for k=0, ImA <0
(4.26)

and

—2Bk(k+B),  for B € Ry \{-r};

757 fOTﬂ:*K€R+;

WI®L, e =< v, for B=0 and Kk % 0; (4.27)
—2K2vf3, for B € iRy and k # 0;
2i, for k=10

hold with the coefficients defined in Lemmata [9 and [I0.

Proof. The independence of [@23]) from r € Ry follows from (IZ:I]) by a straight-
forward computation. Hence the analyticity of ®};* and ®;;" in C\ iR implies
that the function W@/, ®;"] is constant on C \ iR . Relation ([Z28) follows

by substituting (£21]) and (IIZZI) into ([@25). At last, (£21) follows from (IIQE])

by passing to the limit » — +0 and using Lemma B

Lemma 13. Let (v,x,0) € M. For A € C\ (RUIR,), the Green function
Gy R x (Ry)? — C**2 of D", i.e. the integral kernel of (Dy"™ — NI)~*
given by

v 1 Oop (N a) (5F(Ny)) ", fora <y
G ' A; ’ = VK V,K O o V,K
o Xizy) W [oZ (Ai9); @09 (As 9] {@”"’”()\ )(@OZG()\;y))T, for x> y.
(4.28)
Proof. Fix A € C\ (RUiR,). For f € L>(R;,C?) and z € R4 let
VK (I)V’R()"x) ¥ v,k T
A = ey d
(R 0@ = ez s J, (#6600 S |
@5 () 2

+

W R (M), @ (X )] / (@5 (X59) Fw)dy.
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Since @('5(A; -) € L2((0,2)) and ®%5(); -) € L?((,00)), the integrals on the
right hand side of (29) converge and the map f — (R (\)f)(z) is continuous
on L2(R4,C?). It is easy to observe that for all f € C3°(Ry,C?) the function
Ry (M) f belongs to the domain of D" and satisfies

(D" = XDRy"(N) f = f.

Now for arbitrary f € L%(R4,C?) let (fn)nen be a sequence of C (R, C?)-

functions converging to f in L%(R, C?). Applying (#29) to f, and passing to

the limit n — oo we observe that R,"(\)fn, — Ry"()\)f pointwise in R.
n—o0

On the other hand, since A belongs to the resolvent set of D",

V,K V,K — L2(R 7C2 V., K —_
RYS(N) fo = (DY = D)~ f, & E55) (pps —am1 .

n—oo
This implies that (Dy™ — X[)~! f = Ry"(\) f = fR+ Gy (N 9) fy)dy. O

Lemma 14. For all (v,k,0) € M with k # 0 the following functions are con-
tinuous and have no zeros (see Lemmatal9, [0 for definitions):

1 an () — B, on (£Ry) + R
2. " ag”(-) — by (+), on (R —iR4) \ {0}.

Proof. By Definitions ([@23]), ([@24) the functions in question are analytic in

C\ iR, . Moreover, according to [@IS), [@206) and [@217) they are proportional
to W[®%F(A;-), gg(X;-)] in the interiors of (£R;) + iRy and (R — iRy ) \
{0}, respectively, with non-vanishing coefficients. But then they cannot vanish
there, since otherwise @y (\; ) would be proportional to ®%();-) and thus an
eigenfunction of the self-adjoint operator D™ with the eigenvalue A ¢ R.

It remains to prove that there are no zeros for A € R\ {0}. Recall that by
our convention from Lemma [I0, for any v € C

V- (A7, for A > 0;
e ™AY, for A <0

holds.
For § > m/2 we have § = 7/2 and the statement follows immediately.
Suppose now that 8 € (0,1/2). In this case it is enough to show that

Im(eF! " DmBR ) £0 and  Im(eF D) £ 0. (4.30)

This relations are implied by ({I19), (£20) and

(122ﬂr(6+iy)eiiwﬂr(_26)) B 22ﬁ*1‘r(ﬂ+iy)‘26i7ﬂ/
TEAL(-B+iw) / 262(28)

which follows from the properties of the gamma function (see 5.5.3 in [I]).
For 8 = 0 it is enough to establish that

Imc} #n(1F1)/2 and Imc”" #7(1F1)/2, (4.31)
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which follows from (@I9), ([E20) and the relations
[(1 — i) (iv)er™ = —ir coth(nv) F in,
Im (1/)(1 +iv)+ 2_1y) = gcoth(m/),

see 5.5.3 and 5.4.18 in [1].
For 8 € iR, the claim follows from
|Ci:{j:| # e(lq:l)ﬂ'i,(i’ and |cli,l<a| 7& e(l:Fl)ﬂ'iﬂ,
implied by (£I9), (Z20) and
e 2 = cernmisSh (T =18)) s ompsinh (n(v +10))
+E sinh (7(v +iB))’ - sinh (7(v —iB))’
see 5.4.3 in [I]. O

Lemma 15. Let I, J be compact subsets of Ry and R\ {0}, respectively. Then
for every x > 0 there exist Cy’{ (I, J;x) € Ry such that

sup GE (N 2,9)|| oz < Cori (I, ;)
(A\y)e(J+i(0,1])x T

holds.

Proof. The functions @4 and ®;;" are analytic in C\ iRy. Hence by E28),
@26), (27), and Lemmata[@ [0 and I for every « > 0 the function Gy"(-; z, -)
allows a unique continuous extension from (J + i(0, 1]) x I to the compact

(J +1]0, 1]) x I. The statement of the lemma follows. O

Lemma 16. Consider the map E;" : R x R2 — C?*2,

By () = 5 (G O+ 105,9) — Gy~ i052,)).
Then
Byt (Na,y) = my " (N @gg () (205N y) " (4.32)
holds with
() =

(¢"F(A —i0) — ¢"F(A +10))
2miW [@5F, %] (¢ (A + i0)ay ™ (X) — by " (V) (= (A — i0)ay " (A) — by™(A))’
(4.33)

for Kk #0 and
my’(\) = (4m) L. (4.34)

For any bounded interval T C R\ {0} the spectral projection on I of Dy" is
given by

Pz(D(?’”)f:/I/Ooo By (A y) f(y) dy dA (4.35)

for every compactly supported f € L?(R,,C?).
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Proof. The representations ([{32) and [€33) follow from Lemma [[3 together

with @26), @22) and ({2I)). By Lemma [II] D;"" has no eigenvalues. Hence
for any compactly supported f € L?(R,,C?) by the Stone’s formula (see e.g.

Theorem 4.3 in [16]) and Lemma [[3 we have

Gy (A +1 G A —ie;-

64)41’0

By Lemma [[8 and dominated convergence we can interchange the limit and the
integration obtaining (£35)). O

Proof of Theorem[2. For n € Nlet &, := (—n,—n~"1)U(n~!,n). For compactly
supported f € L?(Ry,C?) we observe that by Lemma [[I, Fubini’s theorem,

#35) and @.32)

. V,K 2 . VK
||f||EQ(R+,C2) = nh_{{.lo || Pe.,. (D )f|||_2(]R+,(C2) = n11_>120<f, Pe, (Dy"™) [z, c2)

0o 2

V,K

My ()

(@65 C:9) fy) dy

L2(R,C)

holds. Thus Uy"" is well defined by (Z3) and is isometric, i.e. (U, ") U, " =

HLZ (Ry,C2)-
Now for any f € ©(D,") integrating by parts with the help of Theorem [II
we obtain

Uy"Dy"f =L hm<./m;“ / )" Dy f(y)d >
= L;jg}1<(~)\/m5’“(')/lm (@66 C:9) T f(y) dy) = AU ],

hence (2.4).

It remains to prove that U,"" is surjective. We denote by P,"" the orthogonal
projector in L?(R, C) onto the range of Uy"". According to ([L30) the operator

(4.36)

AY® U D(DY") — PYRLA(R, C); 09 =Ag

is well-defined and self-adjoint in P,""L?*(R,C). Since for every g € D(A) and
h e D(A,")

(AR, By ghzmc) = (b Ag)ir,c)

holds, we conclude that Py""®(A) C D((Ay")*) = D(Ay") and AP,"D(A) C
Py L2(R,C), i.e., the range of U™ is a reducing subspace of A. Hence there
exists a measurable 2 C R such that

U L*(Ry, C?) = ran (Lg\o(A)) (4.37)

(combine Corollary 4.6 and Theorem 4.8 in [16]).

Our goal is to show that € is a Lebesgue null set. If this is not the case,
then there exists § > 0 so that QN ([—0~1, —6]U[6,67']) is of positive Lebesgue
measure. Since @'y (-;1) is analytic in C\ iR, and real-valued on R\ {0}, the

set
Zo:={A e R\ {0} : (Bg5)1(X1) =0}
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where the first component of ®;y vanishes is Lebesgue null, and thus at least
one of the sets

Ei = {A e R\ {0} : £(®gp)1(N1) >0} nQn ([—671, =0 U[6,671]) (4.38)

has positive Lebesgue measure. Without restriction suppose that =4 is not null.
A simple calculation gives

R

Uy")"g = L -lim L BEE )9 mpT () (4.39)

for any g € L*(R,C). Choosing g := 1=, and using my"(-) > 0 we obtain

(U™ ) 1=,),(1) > 0. (4.40)

By dominated convergence (£.39)) implies that the map r — ((L{g ")z, ), (r)
continuous at r = 1, thus by {@40) we get (Uy,")*1=, # 0in L? (R+, This is,

%).
however, not possible, since by {38) 1=, € (Uy’ "”L2 (R+, C?) ) = ker ((Uy"")*).
The contradiction implies that  is null thus the right hand side of (IBZ)
coincides with L?(R, C). O

5 Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[3, part 1. We use ¢p, := Uy )*((-) " L1 /n2,1/n) () for n eN
big enough as a test function. Theorem 2] implies that ¢, € Py’ L D(Dy") C
P;’;©(|Dg”’”|1/2) and
<|Dg’ﬁ|1/2<ﬁm |D5’R|1/2<Pn>L2(R+,c2)
1/n (5.1)
= <u‘;jﬁg0n, (Z/lg’“Dg’”(ug’“)*)ug’“@nhg(]&@) = /1/ ) A71 d\ =Inn.

We also have by (4.39)

1/n l/n m
(on, Von) 2w, c2) —/ / / Ny
1/n2? J1/n? 1%

x (@ SS(A ),V ()@ (7)) gedpdA dr.
(5.2)

Recalling Lemma [I0] together with (£16) and (4I7) and taking into account
the boundedness of ®;" and ®,;* on [1,00) for all A\,r € R4 (see Lemma [7]
together with 13.7.2 and 13.7.3 in [I]) we obtain the decomposition

O (A7) = Ag"(r) + By (A ),
where Ap" is defined in (23] and

By ™ (As7)]] g < CPFAFITREP (5.3)
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with some finite C** > 0. Thus writing V' = |V|"/?(sign V)|V |"/? and using
the Cauchy inequality we can estimate

‘@S’S(A;r),V(r)fbg’;’”(u;r» 2
<Aun( ‘Aun > 2+(CV7K)2()\2+:u’2)HV(T)H(C2><2T272REﬁ?

where the right hand side is integrable in r over R by (2.6). Hence the order
of integrations in (B.2]) can be interchanged by Fubini’s theorem. By Schwarz
inequality and (B3]) we have

Re/o (@ (Xs1), VI(n) @4y (17)) o dr
= Re ([V['/2(A7" + By™ (X)), (sign V)[V[V2 (AF™ + By (1;-)))
= 5/0 <A;’K(7’),V(T)A;’“(T»Czdr

<fo (A" (1) (r)!Az’“<r>>Czdr+1)
fo <AV'€ (T)A;’K(T)>C2d7" 2

(RO ) [V a2
0
(5.4)

L2(R,C?)

Inserting (&) into (B.2]) we arrive at

1 o0 vk vk 1/n mU,I{(A) 2
(onVonomeen 25 [ (450 V045" ) ar( [ 3

1/n?
2f0°° <A"”r ‘V(r)|Ag’”(T)>C2dr "
- S (A7), VI AT () cadr #1)ie

1/n 1/n /TR
/ ||V ||(C2x2r2 2ReBdT</ )‘\/ mgn d>\> </ mef()\)dA)a
1/n2 1/n?

(5.5)

which is positive for n big enough due to 26) and (L3). It follows from (33]),
(@34), E27) and Lemmata [0 and [0} that there exists " > 0 such that for
(l/, K, 9) e M

mg,n()\) > hl/,n)\—Q Re
holds for all A > 0. This implies

n U,k 1 , fi (S T;
/1/ PP e e (5.6)
1/n? A ———, for B €(0,1/2).

B

Now (B.1)), (£.5) and (5.6) imply that the quadratic form of Dyl (V) computed
on ¢, becomes negative for n big enough. The existence of negative spectrum
of D% (V) follows by the minimax principle. O
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For E € (0,00] let Py := Py g)(Dy™) be the spectral projector of Dy’
corresponding to the interval [0, E). Under Hypothesis A the quadratic form

W = ID5 12 Lo, ooy — (VY2 (Sign VIV )2, 02y (5.7)
is closed and bounded from below on Py";® (| Dy"[/2). We define
Dyp(V) = Fp(Dg" = V)Fg

as the self-adjoint operator in Py"zL?(Ry,C?) corresponding to dy%5 (V).
For 7 > 0 Hypothesis A implies that the Birman-Schwinger operator

By (V1) = (Dy"Pyp + 1) "V 2P gV (D Py + 71 T 2Py (5.8)
is bounded in L%(R4, C?).
We will use the following version of the Birman-Schwinger principle:

Lemma 17. The equality

rank P_ o _7y(Dg'5(V)) = rank Py o0y (By 5 (V7)) (5.9)
holds for any T > 0 with Bg,E(V, 7) defined in (B.8).
Proof. For any ¢ € P;’g©(|Dg’”|1/2), 7 > 0 we have
O W] + Tllellta e, o)

= (D" Pyy + )20, (1 - By (1)) (D" Pyg + TH)1/2(‘0>L2(R+,C2)'

The identity (59) follows by the minimax principle. (|
Lemma 18. For g > 1 and 7 > 0 the estimate

rank P(_oo 7 (Dy (V)

> e VK —q q/2 I/}'i (510)
<)o e N+ 1)~V (1)@l 5 (s )| dA dr

holds. 1If the integral on the right hand side of (BIQ) is finite with E := oo,
then Hypothesis A is satisfied for V := V.

Proof. For ¢ > 1 let &7 be the gth Schatten-von-Neumann class of compact
operators. Then for any self-adjoint, non-negative operators A and B with
A1B7 € &2 we have AB € 6% and ||AB||62q < [|A9B9||%. (see Appendix B in
[10]). Hence by (.39)

VA By B,

< IV Y05 + )R s
- Hv—g/Q(ueu’ﬁ) Lio,my()(- + 7 7‘1/2"62 (5.11)

[ee) E
:/O i miy " (N + 7)YV (1)@ (A )| ad dr
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Estimating the right hand side of (B3] from above by
105" By + 7)1 2 Py Vi (D " Py + 1) T2 By
_||V1/2 URPE+ H 1/2Pun

and applying (B.I1]) we conclude (E10).
If the integral on the right hand side of (BI0) is finite with F := oo, then

(EI0) implies that P,° V4 Pyl is a form compact perturbation of D™ in
Py L* (R4, C?). Hypothesis A follows with standard arguments. O

Blles

Bl

Proof of Theorem[3, part 11. Applying Lemma [I§ and passing to 7 — +0 in

(BEI0) we obtain

rank P(_oo,0) (Dgre (V)
< [ WO e [ 3 s s Enar,

In the case 8 € (0,1/2) and 6 € (0,7) \ {w/2}, we rescale the variable
p = | cot 8|1/ 2A\ and observe

(5.12)

/0 )\7(1 H(I)gg )‘ r ch (513)
|cot9|(q‘2ﬂ—1>/(25> /oo Cerses H ) B ,
- )| @25 (| cot 9] 71/ B . H .
sin® 0 o H my" (1) 0,6(|C0 | ;) e
(5.14)
where
iy (u) := sin® 0] cot 0|~ m}y" (| cot 9|71/(2ﬂ)ﬂ)
satisfies
48 for p > 1;
mYr /'[/ ) Orﬂ/ )
Sl s et 5.15
() {1, o (5.15)

with some C** > 0 independent from 6 (see [@33)), [@.23), @.24), (£I]) and
(@30)). By Lemma [I0 we get

o5 002, < 2050 @) 2, + 2sinton a2, (510

By Lemmata [7] and § for 3 > 0 there exist finite constants C};* and C7" such
that for any = € R4

1 2 7 forz <1 2 1 z~28 for x
125 @), <CIVV’R{L orz>1° 197" @lle, gan{l, for o

=WV OA

1
.
17)

Substituting (B.I6) into (5I3) and using the estimates (517) and (E15) we
obtain (L4).
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For 8 > 0 and 0 = 7/2, starting from (5IZ), rescaling A =: p/r and using
Lemma [[0] and (@33) we conclude

vank P_ao o) (D} (V)
<m¥(1) / |0 () | / VI e i,

where the u-integral is finite by (G.I7]). O

We now turn to the case of f = 0, in which the integral on the right hand
side of (B.10) does not converge for E = oco. To remedy this problem, we use

Lemma 19. Let |V, ||loo := [V ||l (r, c2x2) be finite. Then for any T > 0 we
have

rank Poo, ) (Dy5 (V) < 1ank Pao, ) (D55, (2V5)).

Proof. For any ¢ € P;’;Q(|Dg’”|1/2) let ¢ := Py V| ®
(E) implies

V,K < V,K 2 1/2 A
DG,OO(V)[QD] 09 oo( )[90] + 09 oo(V+)[ ] -2 R€<V+/ 2 V+/ (10>L2(]R+,(C2)
VK V,K 1/2 4
> 05, . (V) 18]+ (D 1%¢ —2|v.

; @ =@ — ¢. Then

e on)
(5.18)

<R+ )

Since ||| D" |1/%¢ .

(R+ c2)
on the right hand side of (E:BI) is non-negative. The statement of the lemma
now follows from the minimax principle. O

> 2|[Vi|loc &Mz (g, c2)» the term in the parenthesis

Proof of Theorem[3, part III. Combining Lemma[[9 with Lemma[I§ (with 7 —
+0, ¢ := 1) we obtain

rank P_ o 0)(Dy'5 (V)

6,00

- AVl v, 2 (5.19)
</O HV+(7’)chxz/0 Al ()| @8 ()| e d dr

Inserting the definitions ([@33)), @22)), @23) and (A24) and performing the

rescaling A =: e'*"% we rewrite the inner integral on the right hand side of

(EI9) as

2[[Vi lloo 1 oun . 5
/ AT my" (V][ @65 (A7) 2 dA
0 (5.20)

e~ tan 6

2/ V4l
:/ " ()| £ (et ) + g (s et 0 || 2, dpe
0
with f% : Ry — C? and ¢g¥" : Rﬁ_ — C? given by

for (@) = @yt (x) — In(z)®3 (2),  ¢""(¢,2) = In(z) @Y (Cx).

LemmaRland boundedness of ®;" on [1, 00) and @’/ on R imply the estimates

1F=Ollee < O e +-), [lg"" (6 ) [ee < G ()
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with finite constants C'7" and C}** independent of ¢. Moreover, [@33) and

(#3T)) imply the bound
my () < O (1 + ()

Applying the above estimates to the right hand side of (5.20) and using the
monotonicity of the logarithm we conclude

2”V+”°O -1 _V,K VK 2
/0 AT my ()\)H‘I)O:e()\;r)nczd)\
2( IV ]] ) 2( tan 6 ) 2|‘V+|‘Doe*tangdﬂ
<2C,i;n(cu,n1n o 20Vl wr) £ C7 In2(cton T)/ g
f + 9 0 (14 n? p)

where the integral can be estimated by 7. Substituting into (5I9) we obtain

@3). O

6 Proof of Theorem [

Lemma 20. For T >0, ¢ > 1, and the combinations of v,k € R and 0 € [0,7)
covered in (2.8)) there exists a constant k" > 0 such that

7_1

Y e
T [ V)| o)

rank P_so, 7 (D5 (V) < -

holds.

Proof. Lemma [I8 implies
rankP( 0o _T)( Dyt (V)

(r)llas

2
(I)un ) H d
Ve ()gg () R

holds for all ¢ > 1. It remains to obtain the estimate

H,/mg” : HLM(RNZ) KWL (r) (6.1)

for all » > 0 with finite k" > 0 and W,"" defined in (2.8).
Case v? = k? # 0 and 0 = 7/2: By (£33) and Lemma[ITl m"/g()\) = m;/g(l)
for all A € Ry and for all » > 0 we have

qfl

1257 = [[@5Cr = || 257 < co.

0 7T/2 HL°° (Ry,C2) — HLw (Ry,C2) — HLw (R, ,C2)

Case k £ 0, f € iRy and 0 € [0,7): A computation based on Formula 5.4.3
in [I] allows us to justify the relations

V,K v,k __ V,K V,K
el =1 and P (c” )yt =1forv=0.

for the coefficients introduced in (@I9), [@20) provided 5 € R;. Hence there
exist p € (1,00) and w € [0, 27) depending only on x and v such that

v,k signv iw v,k —signv iw
XL =p e and ¢ =p e,
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Substituting this into (£33) by (£1]), (@27), (£23) and (£24) we get

u,n()\) 1 p_p71

m, = :

o drr?v||B] p+ p~t — 2cos (w+ 20 + 2|8 In N)
1 p—p ! 1 p+1

< . = . .
S Ank?|By] p+pl =2 4wr2|Br| p—1

Taking into account

1055

o ;r)"LW(R+,C2) = H2Re ((')_ﬂe_ie‘b?\f('r))H

Lo (R4,C?)

S 2||q)Z}IRHL°°(]R+,(C?) <X

we obtain (G.1)).

Case K =0, v € R and 0 € [0,7): Here (GI) follows immediately from

(#34), Lemma [I0 and (Z5).
Case v? = k% # 0 and 0 € [0,7)\{m/2}: The left hand side of (6.)) coincides

with Zy " (et*1 %), where Z;" : R; — R is defined by

e —co ][5 (Cx) — mOR (Co)

Zy"(x) == sup - —— (6.2)
0 CER, |27TI/(C+’,++111<)(C_’ +ln§)|
By Lemma [[4l we can estimate
) . 63)

<
|270 (" + Q) (2" +In¢)| 1+ 1n®¢

with some K" € R;. On the other hand, Lemma [8 and boundedness of ®;;"
and @7 on (1,00) imply

) ) 1+1In®z, for ¢ <
ovF _q PUF < LYF 3
H o (Cx) — (InQ)®Yy (Cx)H@ {1+ln24, for ¢ >

with finite L. Inserting (6.3 and (64) into ([G2)) we obtain (G.1]).
Case 8 € (0,1/2) and 8 € (0,7) or § > 1/2 and § = w/2: For § = 7/2 the

left hand side of (@.I)) is given by m (1)@} [f(r, c2) and the statement

follows. Otherwise, by (£33), (.217) and Lemma [I0 we have

2
V,K VK[, UK 1/(28
|/ (-)@019(-,7«)“LW(R+7C2) = 255 ey ([0 0 CO)(6.5)
where Z" : Ry — R is defined by

e — e SR D) + B (V@) |12,

: cer.  2rWIRR (R CF V(R CF )]
By ([({27) and (£30) we can estimate
le— — 4 4 XVr 6.7)

<
2nW @7, (L F (" CF )| T 1+ ¢

24



with some finite X**. On the other hand, (5I7) implies
[c@p™ (¢ a) & @5 (¢ )

-2 23 . 6.8
<y JC@T %), for<< % (6.:8)
1+¢2, for ¢ >

with finite Y**. Inserting (6.7)) and (G.8)) into (6.6]) we obtain

]

_ ¢
Z0"%(x2) < XVPYYR max {1, 72+ 2%%) su }
+ ( ) ( ) <<IP2B 1 + CQ

< XYY" max{1, :Ifw}.
Inserting into (G5) we get (G.1)). O

Proof of Theorem[§] part a). The statement follows from Lemma 20 by the
usual arguments (see e.g. the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [4]): Let v > 0 and
q € (1,14 ~). By the minimax principle we have

tr (Dyh (V)" :/00077'V rank P(_so, ) (Dg5, (V))dr

</ 77 rank P_ o 1 /2 (Dg;;((m —T/2)+))d7 (6.9)
0

R iy ©° B
7 / W (r) / PV (r) = 7/2) 4 [ (7/2) 007

Passing to the new integration variable o := THV+(7’)||(;X2 /2 in the inner inte-
gral we can rewrite the right hand side of ([6.9) as

1 1 o0

2y kP (—/ (1- o)qav_qda) / |Vi(r) ngz W, (r) dr.
q—1Jo 0

Minimising in ¢ € (1,1 + v) we arrive at (LG]). O

Proof of Theorem[§) part b). Let ¢ € (1,1 +~ — 23). Applying Lemma [I8 and

the minimax principle we get by ([@33) and Lemma [I0

tr (D'l (V))z = /O°° 77 rank P oo —n (DG (V))dr

g/ooofyT’Y 1rankP( o0_7—/2)( ((VJr*T/Q) ))

) /000/02|V+<r>llczxzwv g (O (Vi ) goee — %)q(g)kqggﬁ(%)drdr,

(6.10)
with Q% : Ry — R given by
2
* |27 () s
QR (z) = i’ CdA.
0" @) /0 (14X
Employing (5.17) we conclude the existence of H;*" € Ry such that
V,K v,k —2
Qq < Hq (() 7+ 1)'

Substituting into ([G.I0), computing the inner integral and minimising over
g € (1,14~ —2B) we obtain (L1). O
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7 Proof of Theorem

We will need the following lemma to control higher channels in the angular
momentum decomposition.

Lemma 21. Let v € R. For all
K E€Z+1/2 with |k >k, :=min{k € N+1/2: 6% >v2 +1/4}  (7.1)
the estimate
|DZ75] > C¥| DY, (7.2)

holds with

L, (2 1/4) (4n2— %) (2 — 1/4
=1 T (\/1+ (R2 1 1/4)%02 1)>0‘

Proof. The case of v = 0 is trivial. Otherwise we proceed as in the proof
of Lemma 28 in [1I]. The only difference is that we now have relaxed the
assumptions on x and v.

As explained in the original proof, the statement of the lemma holds true
provided for b := 1 — C" we have b < 1 and the inequality

al _(b,s) =1+ b/A+ Kb+ s’b — (4x*0% + 475”4 E20HY2 >0 (7.3)
holds for all s satisfying (ZI) and s € R. Since (Z3]) does not depend on the
signs of k and s, without loss of generality we can assume k, s € R;. Extending
[@3) to x € R, we get for k > 0 satisfying (1)

W (bs) —al (bs) = [ (s e

r+1 (41/2 +b2)%
— _ _ 2 2
= (26 +1)b /K NI PR dse > (26, + 1)b — V42 + b2,

so for all other parameters being fixed, azyf(b, s) is an increasing function of
K 2 K, provided

(26, + 1)b— V42 + 02 > 0,
ie.
b= v|/VE] + Ky

holds. For s > 0 we have

0a¥ (b, s) 202 202
Pcb) Voa(- 2
0s VARZU2 + 40282 + K202 KuV4v? + b2

Thus, provided

b= V2|(VI+m2—1)"? (> |l/|/\//i12,+nl,) (7.4)
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holds, for any s € Ry we have (day, _/0s)(b,s) > 0 and hence for k > &,

al _(b,s) > al _(b,0) =v®+b/d+ K2b— k(402 + b*)'/? (7.5)

holds. The right hand side of (T3 is positive provided b > 0 satisfies
fu(b) == (K2 — 1/4)%0* + 2(k2 + 1/4)v*b + v* — 4%k2 > 0. (7.6)

Here f, is a quadratic function with f,(0) < 0 and f,(1) = (k2 —v2—1/4)?> > 0
Thus f, has a unique zero in (0, 1) which coincides with 1 —C". Hence for b > 0
[CH) is equivalent to b > 1 — C”. Note that this condition is more restrictive

than (Z4)), since
Vel (V1 + k0% = 1) < ol /sy
and by (Z.)
fo(lvl/60) V26,216 + 0 — K2) < VP (1/4+ 17 — K2) <0
holds. g

Proof of Theorem/[3, part 1. For any ¢ € Py ) (ngi‘f’))@(De’('; )) we have
Vi=A" P Gunet € Pooo)(Dg)D(Dy)
KEZ+1/2

(here 4y, is a Kronecker delta) and by (2.9) and (2I1)

(U, Dg(Q)Y) py, ., (Dy)L2(R2,C2) = <1/)7DZ’(';Z)(V)1/)>P[0m)(Dg’(zg))LZ(R+,<c2) (7.7)

holds with V' as defined in ([2I3]). But since all the assumptions of Theorem
B part I are satisfied for DZ’(';%)(V), we can choose ¢ so that (7)) is negative.
Hence by the minimax principle Dy(Q) has non-empty negative spectrum. O

Proof of Theorem [l part 2. Given @ satisfying 2I4) and o € R, we have

Dg(aQ)>D5(aR(| ) ( P Dy, aRH>A (7.8)

KEZ+1/2

It is thus enough to show that every term on the right hand side of (Z.8) has
no negative spectrum for « € [0, a.) with a,. > 0 independent of .
For all k € Z + 1/2 with k? < v + 1/4 assumption (a) or (b) and Theorem
Bl part IT or III, respectively, imply the existence of a, > 0 such that
Z(”)(aR]I) (7.9)
holds for « € [0, a).
Let us now consider « satisfying (T.1]).

Assumption (c) of the theorem means that there exist Ry € L°°(Ry,rdr)
and Ry € L2(R,rdr) such that R = Ry + Ry. We have

Dy” (aRI) =

Dyt (Dg(y (2aRiI) + Dy (2aR0)). (7.10)

1
2
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Theorem 2.5 in [§] implies

a( @ wep)a=cars g a( @ Kion)a

KEZA+1/2 KEZA+1/2
with
2
oER
from which we conclude
|D7r/2| K/(v), forall k € Z +1/2. (7.11)

For all  satisfying (ZIl) by Theorem [Il we have 6(x) = 7/2. Combining this
with (Z2) and (ZII]) we obtain

Dy > UK/ ()

for all x satisfying (ZI)). Since Ry € L°>°(Ry,rdr), there exists g > 0 such that
for all x satisfying ()

Dyt (20R1) > 0 (7.12)

holds for « € [0, avg).
For Ry we use (2] to obtain

rank P(_ o o) (D e(n)(QaRgﬂ)) rank P(_ o o) (|D:/02| —2(C") " aR,l)

< Y rank P ) (D7) — 2(CY) T aRy)

nEL+1/2 (7.13)
= rank P_ o) ((—A)1/2]1 —2(C") raRs(| - |)]I)

= 2rankP(,ooﬁo)((—A)1/2 — Q(CV)_ICYR2(| ‘ |))

Now we invoke the Cwikel-Lieb-Rozenblum inequality for (—A)Y/? in R?: By
Remark 2.5 in [2] (or Example 3.3 in [5]) there exists Corr > 0 such that the
right hand side of (TI3) does not exceed

2CcLr|| Rz (| - )HLz(Rz) = 167T(CV)_2CY2CCLR/O R3(r)rdr =: (a/ay)?

Thus for « € [0, 1) the operator Dg’(';)(2aR2]I) has no negative spectrum. Note
that a; does not depend on k.
Letting

o :=min ({ag, 1} U{ow 1 K € Z+1/2, k> <V? +1/4}) >0

and combining the last result with (Z12) and (ZI0) we observe that (Z.9) holds
for all kK € Z + 1/2 provided « € [0, o). O
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