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SHARP WEYL LAWS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS
RUPERT L. FRANK AND JULIEN SABIN

ABSTRACT. We consider the Laplace—Beltrami operator on a three-dimensional Riemannian
manifold perturbed by a potential from the Kato class and study whether various forms of
Weyl’s law remain valid under this perturbation. We show that a pointwise Weyl law
holds, modified by an additional term, for any Kato class potential with the standard sharp
remainder term. The additional term is always of lower order than the leading term, but it
may or may not be of lower order than the sharp remainder term. In particular, we provide
examples of singular potentials for which this additional term violates the sharp pointwise
Weyl law of the standard Laplace-Beltrami operator. For the proof we extend the method
of Avakumovié to the case of Schrodinger operators with singular potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper we investigate the question to what extent the Weyl law in its various forms
for the Laplace—Beltrami operator on a compact manifold remains valid when a singular
potential is added.

To be more precise, let (M, g) be a three-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with-
out boundary. We comment on the three-dimensionality assumption in Remark below.
Our results are valid under not very restrictive regularity assumptions on M, namely C*-
smoothness, as discussed in Remark [4.6] but they are also new in the C'™° setting.

We denote by —A, the (nonnegative) Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g). Its spectrum
is discrete and we denote by 1(—A, < t)(z,y) the integral kernel of its spectral projection
1(—A, < t) corresponding to eigenvalues < t. Moreover,

N(t,—Ay) =Trl(-A, <t) = /M L1(—A, < t)(z, z) dvog(x)

denotes the number of its eigenvalues < ¢, counting multiplicities.
We are interested in four different forms of Weyl’s law concerning the limit ¢ — oo, namely

t3/2
e integrated Weyl law: N(t,—A,) = =) Vol, (M) + o(t*?)
t3/2
e pointwise Weyl law: 1(-A, < t)(z,z) = ) + o(t*?) uniformly in = € M
t3/2
e sharp integrated Weyl law: N(t,—A,) = 62 Vol (M) + O(t)
3/2
e sharp pointwise Weyl law:  1(—A, < t)(z,z) = =) + O(t) uniformly in z € M.
7r
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Clearly, the pointwise versions imply the integrated versions and the sharp versions imply
the regular versions. The integrated Weyl law was originally proved by Weyl [61] in Euclidean
space and its pointwise version in Euclidean space is due to Carleman [I1],[12]. The extension
of the pointwise Weyl law to manifolds is due to Minakshisundaram and Pleijel [44]. The
sharp pointwise Weyl law for closed manifolds is due to Avakumovi¢ [4], Levitan [40], and
Hoérmander [29]. The adjective ‘sharp’ refers to the fact that there are manifolds, for instance
the round sphere or, more generally, Zoll manifolds, for which the remainder O(t) cannot
be improved. On the other hand, there is a large literature on improved Weyl laws with
o(t) remainders for certain manifolds, both in integrated [19, 37, 28| 60] 26| 32], 5] and in
pointwise [49, 57] form. These improved Weyl laws will not play a major role in this paper
and we only comment on them in Remark below.

Let V : M — R belong to the Kato class, that is, it is measurable and

1. V()
im sup g
e=0zeMm dg(z,y)<e g(I, y)

Under this assumption —A,+V can be defined via a quadratic form as a selfadjoint, bounded

du,(y) = 0.

below operator with discrete spectrum. When V' is smooth, it is well-known [29] that all
four versions of Weyl’s law remain valid when —A is replaced by —A,+ V. Our goal in this
paper is to investigate to what extent this is true for general Kato class V. We will find both
preservation and violation, depending on the specific form of Weyl’s law. Let us summarize
our main results.

Theorem 1.1 (Pointwise Weyl law for Kato class potentials). Let V' : M — R be in the
Kato class. Then, ast — +o0o and uniformly in x € M

t3/2
™

On the other hand, we show that there is no &€ > 0 such that the term o(#*2) in Theorem
[T can be replaced by O(t3=)/2) for all Kato class V and, in particular, we show that the
sharp form of the pointwise Weyl law is not valid for all Kato class potentials. In fact, in
Proposition we will show that the sharp pointwise Weyl law fails for the potential
x(dy(z, 70)) "
dg(z, 20)%"

with n € (0,1), zp € M, v € R\ {0} and x a cut-off function which is = 1 near zero. More

precisely, we will see that there is an explicit singular term in 1(—A,+V < t)(z, x) that lives
1/2

Vi(z) =7

at scale t=1/2 around z, and has size t®~"/2. We refer to this proposition and Lemma
for a detailed analysis of this example.
Next, we show that the sharp pointwise Weyl law remains valid for V satisfying a mild

additional regularity condition.

Theorem 1.2 (Sharp pointwise Weyl law). Assume that V : M — R satisfies for some
g >0,

V(y)l
sup/ YW 4 ) < o0 (1.2)
€M Jdg4(y,x)<e’ dg(yax)2 !



SHARP WEYL LAWS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS 3

Then, as t — +o0o and uniformly in x € M,

t3/2
U2, 4V < 0)(r,7) = £ +O(1).

Note that the condition in this theorem is, in particular, satisfied if V' € L4(M) for some
q > 3. For comparison, for any ¢ < 3 there is an i € (0,1) such that (I.I) belongs to L%, so
q = 3 is the threshold for the validity of the sharp pointwise Weyl law on the L9 scale.

Finally, we discuss the integrated forms of Weyl’s law. Clearly, Theorem [I.1] yields this in
the form of an o(+*?) remainder. Remarkably, however, despite the possible failure of the
sharp pointwise Weyl law, the integrated form remains valid in the strong form for arbitrary
Kato class potentials. This was recently shown by Huang and Sogge [30]. Here we give an
independent proof of their result and extend it to potentials V' that are sums of Kato class
and L3/%(M) functions. Note that the Kato class and L3/%(M) share the same critical scaling
behavior and that neither one is contained in the other one.

Theorem 1.3 (Sharp integrated Weyl law). Assume that V : M — R is the sum of a
function in the Kato class and a function in L3/?(M). Then, ast — +o0,

3/2

N@—Aﬁwﬂz%§+0®. (1.3)

This concludes the summary of our main results. Let us now comment on the motivation
for these results and on their method of proofs.

Potentials with singularities appear naturally in physics, most notably the Coulomb case
|z| 7! in three dimensions. Spectral asymptotics in this case, both in integrated [31], 52}, 53, 58]
and in pointwise form [20, 21], have been extensively studied. As we will explain below,
however, our asymptotic regime is different and we find phenomena of another nature.

Our motivation to consider Kato class potentials is two-fold. First, it is natural to in-
vestigate the validity of Weyl’s law under rather minimal assumptions on the potential V'
for which the Schrédinger operator —A, 4+ V' can be defined as selfadjoint, bounded below
operator. Both membership to the Kato class and to L32(M) are almost optimal conditions
in this respect. For instance, singularities of the type |z|=? for 8 < 2 are allowed for both
classes. Note that the exponent 5 = 2 is critical with respect to the scaling of the Laplacian
and if, in this case, the coefficient of the singularity is too large negative, then the corre-
sponding quadratic form is not bounded from below. We mention in passing (see Remark
[A.T) that neither the Kato class is contained in L%2, nor the other way around.

Second, the property that makes the Kato class more natural for our analysis than L3/? is
its important property that all eigenfunctions of —A, + V' with Kato class V' are bounded.
In fact, this class is almost sharp with respect to this property, in the sense that the fact
that e *(=2s%Y) maps L? to L™ essentially implies that V' belongs to the Kato class [I]. In
contrast, eigenfunctions for potentials in L2 need not be bounded. Since boundedness of
eigenfunctions is an obvious requirement for a pointwise Weyl law to hold, the Kato class
appears naturally in this context.

When comparing our results with other results about Weyl’s law with singular potentials,
it is important to distinguish between the ‘large eigenvalue regime’ —A, +V < ¢, t = 400,



4 R. L. FRANK AND J. SABIN

which we consider here, and the ‘semiclassical regime’ —h?A, +V < 0, h — 0. The large
eigenvalue regime corresponds to a semiclassical regime —h2A,—1+h%V < 0, h = t~1/2 with
a small parameter in front of the nonconstant part of the potential. Effects of singularities
have been studied in details in the semiclassical regime but, as far as we know, their study
in the large eigenvalue regime has only begun very recently in [8, [30].

The analysis in the semiclassical regime is, in part, motivated by that of the Schrodinger
operator —A — Z43¢(Z'3z) in L*(R?) with a potential satisfying o(y) ~ |y~ as y — 0,
which appears in atomic phyiscs in connection with Thomas—Fermi theory. Via rescaling we

—1/3 1t is well known that

see that it corresponds to the semiclassical regime with h = Z
the singularity of ¢ has an effect, called the Scott correction, on the semiclassical expansion
of the Riesz means of order one (meaning that instead of counting eigenvalues, we sum the
negative eigenvalues). On the other hand, this effect does not appear when looking at the
number of eigenvalues less than a fixed energy level E < 0 [27]. This phenomenon was
thoroughly studied in [56] where it was shown, in particular, that singularities |z|~° with
B < 2 do not affect the local eigenvalue counting function to order O(h~4*1). We emphasize
that the results [27], [56] involve (at least locally) integrated Weyl laws and that it is not clear
to us whether these methods can make assertions about pointwise Weyl laws. Moreover,
the specific powerlike form of the singularity seems to be important, whereas Kato class
potentials can have much more complicated singularities. Violations of the main term in the
Weyl law in the semi-classical regime have also been studied, see for instance 38, [7].

Let us return to the large eigenvalue regime studied in this paper. One of our key findings,
which is behind Theorems [1.1] and[L.3], is that there is an additional term in the pointwise
Weyl law. Theorem [Tl says that this term is o(t*2) for all Kato class potentials, Theorem
says that it is O(t) under the additional assumption (I.2]) and Theorem [[.3] says that it
is O(t) when integrated over M for all Kato class potentials. On the other hand, for the
potential (IT)) we show that this term contributes a constant times t©~7/2 at the singularity.

We have not seen this additional term discussed in the literature before. This term is
neither of semiclassical origin nor of spectral origin, in contrast to the term giving rise to
the Scott correction [31], 52, 53], for instance.

Besides drawing attention to this additional term in the pointwise Weyl law, a goal of
this paper is to advertise the method that we use to prove such results. It is the method
of Avakumovié¢ [4], which was developed in the 1950’s but seems to have been forgotten in
the last decades. As we will demonstrate, this method, which was originally developed for
the case V = 0, is a powerful tool (at least in three dimensions) to get very precise results
on Weyl laws and is well suited to extensions to singular potentials V. For comparison, it is
not clear to us how to adapt the approaches of the related works [56}, [30] to obtain pointwise
Weyl laws. In particular, we hope that our result can be used as a benchmark for the proof
of pointwise Weyl laws with singular potentials by other methods, in the sense that such
other methods must reveal the additional terms violating the standard Weyl law that we
uncover in case of a strong enough singularity.

In the remaining part of this introduction we now discuss Avakumovié¢’s method and our
new additional ingredients.
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Avakumovi¢’s method relies on two ingredients, namely Tauberian theorems and para-
metrix estimates. The Tauberian theorems used by Avakumovi¢ concern a higher order
Stieltjes transform instead of the Fourier transform, as in the work of Levitan [40] and then
in many works following [29]. Consequently, one will seek a parametrix for the resolvent
(or its powers) for spectral parameters far away from the spectrum and not for the wave
propagator.

In connection with the parametrix estimates, two of Avakumovié¢’s fundamental insights
are the following. First, an exponentially small remainder in these estimates is acceptable
in the Tauberian theorems. This observation immediately leads to the remainder bound
O(tWN=1/2 dist(z,0Q)~!) in the case of an open set 2 C RY with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions; see [3]. The second key insight is that some error terms which are not exponentially
small are themselves (higher order) Stieltjes transforms and therefore acceptable in a suffi-
ciently precise version of the Tauberian theorems.

Our main task is to prove corresponding parametrix estimates in the case where V is
added. In fact, we will use the same parametrix for the Green’s function as Avakumovic¢
does, so the task will be to bound the effect of V' on the difference between the true Green’s
function and the parametrix. Several terms in this difference can be estimated by modifying
Avakumovi¢’s arguments. In fact, in the case of bounded potentials V', this has already been
done by Bojani¢ in [10]. When V' is unbounded, however, there are other terms which are
not as small as the previous ones and which need to be treated separately. These are the
terms that lead to the ‘additional term’ in the pointwise Weyl law, mentioned above, and
that may lead to a violation of the sharp pointwise Weyl law.

This analysis eventually leads to the decomposition

3200 (¢ Vit g
(=A, +V + N (z,2) = 8mf / ! ttl;R (t:2) 4y

+ exponentially small as A — +o00. (1.4)

The term RY (¢, z) here is of size O(t) and can be dealt with as in Avakumovi¢’s paper. The
important new contribution is the term 27} (¢, ), which is defined through an explicit,
absolutely convergent power series and encompasses the singular contributions coming from
V. This is the term that ultimately give rise to violations of the sharp pointwise Weyl law.
A careful analysis of the structural properties of this term eventually leads to the various
versions of Weyl’s law in Theorems [T} and [L3L

One can get from the decomposition (L4]) to a corresponding decomposition of the spectral
density by a Tauberian theorem for a higher order Stieltjes transform. Note that

_ CI(-Ay+V < t)(x,2) t3/2/ 67r
—A )2 ) g ’ dt .
The Tauberian theorem gives
21
1(—A, +V <t)(,2) = — — =1y (t, ) *2 + O(t). (1.5)

672 2
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Due to the presence of the term t3/27) (¢, ), we need a more precise Tauberian theorem than
Avakumovié¢. Fortunately for us, however, such a theorem can be established using techniques
that Avakumovi¢ introduced in a different context in [2], relying on the Tauberian theorem of
Ingham [33] and Karamata [34]. Since we have not been able to find the relevant Tauberian
theorem in the literature, we have decided to add a complete proof in Sections 2 and Bl

The precise statement of the decomposition in (IL4]) appears in Proposition Bl and its
proof takes up all of Section We think it is worthwhile to precede this proof by our
interpretation of Avakumovié¢’s result for V' = 0 in Section [l One difference is that we find
it more convenient to work with (—A, + A\)7?(z, z) than with Avakumovié’s

1
. B 1 T o n-—1 - -
512%(( A+ )7 (z,y) }}Lﬂo<( A+ (@) XvolgM))'

The derivation of Theorems [L.1] and [[3] from decomposition (L), as well as the
counterexamples to the strong pointwise Weyl law appear in Section

In a final Section [7] we sketch an application of these ideas to the case of subsets of
Euclidean space and in an appendix we recall relevant results about the Kato class.

Acknowledgements: Partial support through US National Science Foundation grant DMS-
1363432 (R.L.F.) and ANR DYRAQ ANR-17-CE40-001 (J. S.) are acknowledged.

2. A TAUBERIAN THEOREM FOR THE LAPLACE TRANSFORM

In this and in the next section we give a proof of the Tauberian theorem that is required
for the proof of our main result. The proof of this theorem, which concerns the Stieltjes
transform, relies on another Tauberian theorem, namely one for the Laplace transform. The
latter, which is due to Ingham [33, Thm. III] and Karamata [35], Satz II] (see also [34]) is the
topic of this section. For our application we need a nonasymptotic version of this theorem.

We denote by BVj,.[0,00) the set of functions on [0,00) whose total variation on any
compact subinterval of [0, 00) is finite. Let A € BVj..[0,00) be such that A(u) = O(e™") as
u — +oo for all @ > 0. Under these assumptions, the Laplace transform

£(s) = /0 e d A () (2.1)

is well-defined and analytic on Res > 0. Here, dA denotes the Lebesgue—Stieljes measure
on [0, 00) associated to A in such a way that dA([0,t)) = A(t—) — A(0). This is equivalent
to the definition of the Lebesgue—Stieljes measure [13, Chap. 4] when A is extended by A(0)
on (—o0,0). We will often assume that A(0) = 0 and we emphasize that this does not imply
an assumption on A(0,).

The crucial assumption on f is that @ has a continuous extension to s = it for
t € [-T,T] for some a € C (which of course implies that a = f(0)), and that A has some
generalized monotonicity property.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.1. Let A € BVjoc[0,00) with A(0) = 0 and A(u) = O(e®") as u — +oo for
all o > 0. Assume that there are ¢,§ > 0 such that for allu+0 > v > u > 0 we have
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A(v) — A(u) = —c and assume that there are a € C and T > 0 such that ¢(s) := @, with
f from (ZJ)), can be continuously extended to s = it fort € [=T,T]. Then, for all w > 0
and with an absolute constant C,

Aw)l < C <|a\ + /_Z (it dt + (1 + 5%) c) |

As we already mentioned, this theorem is due to Ingham [33, Thm. III] and Karamata [35,
Satz II] (see also [34]). A slightly weaker form that, however, is not sufficient for our purposes,
appears in [59, Sec. 22.37]. In these works the result is only stated in an asymptotic form,
whereas we need a nonasymptotic form. Such a version is probably well-known to experts
and it is stated in [25, Hilfss. 6] without proof and with reference to the unpublished work
[45], to which we do not have access. We also note that in [4, Sec. 1.6] Avakumovi¢ sketches
how this result under the additional assumption A(w) = O(y/w) can be deduced from known
results. While the required nonasymptotic forms of these known results are probably also
known to experts, we have not been able to find an appropriate reference. In view of this
situation we believe it is useful to include a self-contained and complete proof of Theorem 2.11

Remark 2.2. Avakumovi¢ [4] uses the following consequence of Theorem 2.1k Let A €
BVioc[0,00) with A(0) = 0 and A(u) = O(e*) for all &« > 0. Assume that there is a
¢ > 0 such that for all 0 <u < v <u+ 1 we have A(v) — A(u) > —c and assume that

5 /0 e A ) du = o(s)

can be extended analytically to |s| < e for some € > 0. Then for all w > 0,

Aw) < C ( / // il + (1+2) )

where C' is an absolute constant. Indeed, since p(s) = fa(s)/s, where fa is the Laplace
transform of A, this follows from Corollary 2Tl with a =0, T'=¢/2 and § = 1.

The proof of Theorem 2] uses the Jackson kernel, whose properties are summarized in
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. For any n € [—1,1], define
(n) = =T =2[n)*+ 5 = ))® if In| < 1/2,
s =)’ if1/2 < |n| < 1.
Then for all y € R,

K(y) = /_ 115(77)@—2'”@/ dn = (Sin;§i4>)4

and, in particular, K > 0 almost everywhere and K, |y|K, y*K € L'(R).

Proof of Theorem [2.1. We follow closely the proof of [35 Satz I1]. First, we extend A by zero
on (—00,0). The property A(v) — A(u) > —c then holds for all v < v < u+ 6.
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Step 1. As a preliminary step we note that by iterating the assumption on A, we obtain
forall u <w

A(v) — A(u) = —c (1 + 2 = “) . (2.2)
Step 2. We now show that
> 87 4 M
/ TK(T(v—u))A(u) du| < ?|a\ + 3 / lp(it)|dt =: ©. (2.3)
0 -7

For all s € C with Res > 0, we have by integration by parts

@ = /000 e A(u) du
and therefore N
o(s) = @ - /0 (A(u) — a)e™* du.

Now let v € R, 0 > 0 and ¢t € [T, T]. We multiply the previous formula at s = o + it by
((t/T)e™" and integrate over t € [T, T]. By Fubini, it follows that

[ et ietmeae= [T TR0 w) (4 - )

Since (s) is continuous up to Re s = 0, we can take the limit 0 — 0 of the left side. On the
right side, we write

Alu) —a = (A(u)+c(1+%)) — (a+c<1—i—%>>.

For the second parenthesis on the right side we can apply dominated convergence, using the
fact that (1+ |y|)K(y) € L'. For the first parenthesis we apply monotone convergence, using
(2.2), A(0) =0 and K > 0. In this way, we obtain in the limit ¢ — 0

/ o(it)e(t/T)e™ dt = /000 TK(T(v—u))(A(u) —a) du.

=T

Using
00 Tv 871
| @@ wan= [ K@< [ K@=
0 —00 R

and 0 < £(n) < 4/3, we deduce (2.3).
Step 3. Let us introduce

B(u) := —inf {A(u") : 0< v <u}.
Since A(0) = 0 we have B > 0 and, clearly,
A(u) = —B(u) forallu>0. (2.4)
For later purposes, we note that the assumption on A implies

Bw)—B(u)<c¢ foral0<u<v<u+d,
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and therefore, by iteration,

v—Uu

J

B(v) — B(u) < ¢ (1 + ) forall 0 <u < w. (2.5)

Step 4. We now prove an upper bound on A in terms of B, namely,

M,y 3
< i — = .
A(v)\B(v)+c<1+ 5T) +47r@ forallv >0, (2.6)

with My = [“yK(y)dy/ J;° K(y) dy. Indeed, by [23) and ([22), we have for any v > 0,

0> /Ov TK(T(v—u))A(u) du + /OO TK(T(v—u))A(u) du

WV

_B(v) /0 CTR(T(w = u)) du+ A(v) / T TR (T(0 - u)) du
. c/Oo TK(T(v—u)) (1 + ?) du

> /OOO K(y)vdy (B(v) CA(w) —c (1 + %)) ,

which is the same as (2.0]).
Step 5. Next, we prove that B is bounded, namely,

1
Bv) <M 1+ — 2.
(v) <@+c< +5T>) (2.7)
for an absolute constant M. Indeed, by (2.3), (2.2)), (2.6) and (2.5) we have for any v > 0,

-0 < /0” TK(T(v—T"—u))A(u)du+ /00 TK(T(v—T""—u))A(u) du

(2

< A(v) / TE(T(w—T"" — u)) du+ c/

—0o0 — 00

TK(T(v—T" —u)) (1 + 2 S “) du

+/OOTK(T(U—T_1 —u))B(u) du

+ <c (1 + %) + w—le) /OO TK(T(v—T""—u))du

(%

< A(v) / TK(T(v—T""—u))du+ c/

—00 —00

(%

TK(T(v—T7" —u)) (1 + ﬂ) du

+ B(v) /UOO TK(T(v—T""—u))du+ c/UOO TK(T(v—T""—u)) (1 + u) du

+ <c (1 + %) + w—le) /OO TK(T(v—T""—u))du.

(2
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This implies, with some absolute constant Ms,

A(v) / TE(T(v— T — u)) du

— 00

> —B(v) /UOOTK(T(U—T_I —u)) du — My <®+c (1+%)) ;

which is the same as

Aw) /_O:K(y)dy > _B(v) /_:K(y)dy—Mg (@+c (1+ %)) |

Since B is nondecreasing, this implies

—B(v)/_TK(y)dy> —B(v)/_:K(y)dy—% (@+C(1+%)),

which is the same as (7)) with M = M,/ [1, K(y) dy.
Step 6. The bound in the theorem now follows from (2.3)), (2.6) and (Z.7). O

3. A TAUBERIAN THEOREM FOR THE STIELTJES TRANSFORM

In this section we will deduce a Tauberian theorem for the Stieltjes transform from the
one for the Laplace transform proved in the previous section. The Stieltjes transform or,
more precisely, a higher order version of it arises naturally in our context through powers of
the resolvent of elliptic operators.

Theorem 3.1. Let §,ty > 0. Let By, By, By : [0,00) — R be such that By is bounded, By is
nondecreasing and right-continuous, and assume that

o [Ba(t)] o - 2 2
Cp, = igg) it —Cp, = ogugiuw min{u(By(v") — By(u)),0}
are finite. Assume also that u — u®Bo(u?), u — Bo(u?) are right-continuous and belong to

BVic[0, 00). Assume that there are Coy > 0, A > 0 and g € (0,n) such that for all A > A,

[eS) 3/2 —e0VA
0 (t+ )3 A

Then By(t)t3? 4+ By(t) + By(t) = O(t) as t — +o0o. More precisely, one has for all t > 0,

|Bo(t) t*% + Bi(t) + Ba(t)| < Beg ' (t +¢57)
where, for some universal constant C,
B<Ce (1 + aox/Kew/M) (| Bol| 20 A¥? + | B1(0)| + Ch,to(1 4+ 6 'y ) + Cp,A)
+ CepA (50\/K eV 4 652A_1> Co
+C (e0+67") (Chy + |Bollr= (6 + £5') + Cp, (1 + In(1 + dep))) -
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This theorem generalizes [59, Thm. 22.38|, whose proof seems to be influenced by Avaku-
movi¢’s work [2]. In fact, [59, Thm. 22.38] corresponds to the special case where By is a
negative constant, where By = 0 and where A vanishes near the origin. For our application
it will be crucial that By is not required to be constant.

We will typically apply this theorem in the situation where A = O} /e2, § = 5" and ty = 0.
In this case the bound on B simplifies to

B < C <<1 —+ Clzem/2> (||BOHL°° —|—€g|Bl(0)‘ +EQCB2 —|—€000) —|—80030) . (31)

Proof. To enhance the readability of the proof, we present here only the proof of the qual-
itative assertion O(t) in the theorem, without keeping track of the precise dependence of
the constants. The details of these more precise bounds are deferred to Appendix Bl We
abbreviate
A(t) := By(t) 132 + By(t) + Ba(t) .
Step 1. We show that, for all t > 0,
|A(t)] < C(1+ %), (3.2)

see (B.I) for a quantitative version. The bounds on By and By imply that

> By(t)t3/2 —1)2 /OO By (1) “2 -1
- < <
/0 i o [ ERGa <o,

so, in view of the exponential decay of the Stieltjes transform of A, we deduce that
> Bi(t) — Bi(0) 1 -
7 @t < CNT2 4N,
/0 (t+ A)3 ( )
By the monotonicity of By, we deduce that for all A > 0,

(B1(A\) — B1(0))/(8)\?) < /:O W dt <C\ V24072,

which gives |B;(t)| < C(1 + #¥?2) and therefore also (3.2).
Step 2. We claim that

s / e A(u*)du s analytic in {Res > 0} U {|s| < g0} . (3.3)
0

This qualitative assertion is supplemented in Appendix [Bl by the quantitative bounds (B.5))
for s =0 > 0 and (B.6]) for |s|] < go/2.
In order to prove (B.3) we use the representation formula (recall the Yukawa potential)

6—8\5:1/de)\‘
T Jo A+t

This implies that for all s, > 0,
—svt 00 13/2
eV [T XAV (3.4)
Vit o (E+A)?
with
B §sinz — ZCOS z

K(z) = ———— for all z € C. (3.5)

T 23
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Using (3.4]) we can write

o 1 [®esVE 1 [ = A
—su A 2 _ A — _ 3/2 / B .
/0 e A(u?) du = o M- (t)dt = ; /0 A2 k(sV/N) G dt dX

The fact that  is entire and satisfies the bound

|K(2)| < Cel! for all z € C, (3.6)

together with the assumed exponential decay for the Stieltjes transform implies (3.3)).
Step 3. In order to apply Theorem 2.1l we would like to deal with functions vanishing
near the origin and we define, with a parameter uy > 0 to be specified later,

go(u) = A((u —ug)?) — A(0) if u > ug,
o if u < wug.

We claim that

s / e " dgo(u) is analytic in {Res > 0} U {|s| <o} (3.7)
0

/ e "dgo(u)
0

for all t > 0. These qualitative assertions are supplemented by the quantitative bounds (B.1)
for s =0 > 0 and (B.9) for |s| < eo/2.

To prove (B.1) and ([B.8) we define g(u) := A(u?) — A(0). Then, using g(0) = 0, we see
that

and
< Ce ™ (1 +¢7%) (3.8)

/OOO e~dg(u) = s /0 " emsug(u) du = s /0 T e A?) du— A(®0).

According to (3.3)) this is analytic in {Res > 0} U{|s| < g¢}. Moreover, from (3:2) we obtain
the rough bound, for all £ > 0,
/ e "dg(u)
0

In terms of the function gy, we have

/ e *dgo(u) :/ e *"dg(u — ugp) :/ e~ st gg(y) = 6_8“0/ e *"dg(u) .
0

uQ 0 0

<O +t73)

Therefore the analyticity properties and the bound of the corresponding integral with g

imply (B7) and ([B8).

Step 4. We apply Theorem 2] to the function

h(w) ::/[0 | dgo(w) _

w?

Note that, since gg vanishes for u < wug, the function h is well-defined, belongs to h €
BVioc|0, 00) and satisfies h(0) = 0. Moreover, its Laplace transform

Fo)i= [ e mantu)
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is well-defined for Res > 0 by (BEI) and satisfies

w=[" [ [ e anwasis. (3.9)

Therefore, in view of ([3.7), f is analytic in {Res > 0}U{|s| < go}. This qualitative assertion
is supplemented with the quantitative bounds (B.9) on f(0) and (B.10) on (f(s) — f(0))/s
for |s| < eo/2.

Step 5. We claim that the function ¢ satisfies the almost monotonicity property h(v) —
h(u) > —c for u+ 6 > v > u > 0. The proof is not complicated, but somewhat lengthy and
we defer it to Appendix Bl see (B.12)).

Step 6. According to Steps 4 and 5, the function h satisfies all the assumptions of Theorem
2.1 and we deduce that h(u) = O(1) as u — +00. Note now that since gy is right-continuous,

* dgo(v) /”” 1, 1
/0 uh(u) du /[O:c] e ) udu = go (x) 290(56)

Hence, go(z) = 2?h(z) — 2 [ uh(u) du = O(2?) as * — +00, meaning that A(u) = O(u) as
u— +oo. A quantltatlve version of this bound, valid for all v > 0 is proved in (B.14). This
completes the proof of Theorem [3.] O

4. THE METHOD OF AVAKUMOVIC

We now apply Theorem [3.1] to prove the sharp Weyl laws in 3D, inspired by the method of
Avakumovi¢. Let (M, g) a three-dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold without
boundary, and let —A, the (non-negative) Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g). For A > 0
and z,y € M with = # y, denote the Green’s function by

G)\(ZIZ', y) = (_Ag + )‘)_I(Ia y)
The key result to obtain a sharp Weyl law is the following Avakumovié¢-type result:

Proposition 4.1. There are constants Cy,Cy,C3 > 0, €9 > 0, and a function R : [0, 00) X
M — R such that for all x € M and for all X > 01/53,
6—60\/X/4

A

O\G(z,x) + dt' O,

7r\/_ t+)\
and for allx € M, R(-,x) is C' on [0, oo) and for allt > 0
|R(t,z)| < Cst.

More precisely, the constants Cy, Cy, Cs and gy can be chosen as

Cy=CM,, C2:M7 ngﬂ’ o = 91/2’
P P C'./\/lp/2

where C' 1s an absolute constant, p is the injectivity radius of M and M, and /\/lp/2 are
explicit constants, defined below, which depend in a scale invariant way on M.
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Corollary 4.2. We have, as A\ — oo, uniformly in x € M,

3/2
More precisely, we have for all x € M and all t > 0,
)\3/2
1(=Ay < MN)(z, ) — =] <SCop~ ' (t+p77),

where Cy depends only on upper bounds on M, s, /\/l;/2 and p*/ Vol, M.

Proof of Corollary[{.3 assuming Proposition [{.1]. Define for all t > 0
Alt,z) = 1(=A, < t)(x,2) — 3%/ (67%) + R(t,z)/2.

Let ), denote the eigenvalues of —A, in nondecreasing order and repeated according to
multiplicities and ¢,, the corresponding normalized eigenfunctions. Then

L(=0, <)(z,2) =Y lpal@)]

and thus

C1L(-A, < t)(x,x) 1 on(z)[2 1
/0 (A+1)3 dt = §;m = _§8AG)\(SL’,LL’).

Next, we have

/OO 13/2 J 3m
— _dt=—"—,
o (A+1)3 8V

so that, by Proposition 1]

> A(t, ) 1 1 1 [ R(t,x) e—e0VA/A
[ aew =l - gl [ aema <a =5
for all A\ > C)/e2. The result then follows from Theorem 1] in the simplified form (3.1])
with By = —(67)7!, Bi(t) = 1(—A, < t)(z,x), By(t) = R(t,z)/2. Note, in particular, that
the almost monotonicity assumption on By in that theorem is satisfied with Cz, = 0 and
any 0 > 0. In order to obtain the claimed bound we apply Theorem [B.I] with the choice
d=¢, !, (The parameters ¢ in Theorem B.Iland in Proposition @I have essentially the same
meaning, up to a multiplicative constant.) We also use the fact that B;(0) =1/ Vol, M. O

4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1l We first recall the construction of a local parametrix for
Gy. Let us denote by p > 0 the injectivity radius of M. Then, for any y € M, the
exponential exp, at y is well-defined on the set {v € T, M, |[v] < p}, and maps it to the set
{r € M, d,(z,y) < p}. As explained in Avakumovié¢ [4], in Minakshisundaram-Pleijel [44],
or in [6, Sec. IILE.3], for any (z,y) € M x M with dy(x,y) < p, the function

O(x,y) = |det T s () €XPy |,

where T is the tangent map, is such that 6(y,y) = 1 and such that the Riemannian volume
in normal coordinates around y is 6(exp,(v),y) dv, where dv is the Lebesgue measure on
T,M. The function Uy := §~/2 is then smooth on V, := {(z,y) € M x M, d,(z,y) < p}.
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In order to quantify the dependence of our error estimates on the geometry of the manifold,
we introduce for € € (0, p]

Uo(l’,y) +62|(_A9)$U0(x7y)‘ /
- and M. = sup Uy(z,y).
(z,y)EVe mln{UO(xa y)27 UO(y7 x>2} (z,y)EVe 0( )

Let x € C°(R) with x = 1 on [—1/2,1/2] and x = 0 outside of (—1,1). We consider x
as fixed and consider L*™ bounds on x, X’ and x” as absolute constants. For € € (0, p] and
x # y, we define

M, =

Tye(z,y) = MU(M y)x(edy(z,y))
N drd,(z,y) ’ g

and note that

C
[ Thellzeers < N (4.1)

Next, let
7)\76('%7 y) = T)\,s(xv y) - G)\(l’, y)

and compute using the expression of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in normal coordinates
[6] Sec. II.G.V]

R)\,E(x> y) = (_Ag + A)x%\,a(% y)

6_\/Xd9(1’7y) _1d A U
= Trd K€ @) (=8)ln(, )
o 2, (et R (e
- m UO(x’y) (6 X (6 dg(.flf’y)) - 25 )\X (5 dg(xuy))) .
This implies
_VA
e 2 dg(SC7y) ) ) ,
|R>\,5(SL’7ZU)| < CME o7 N mll’l{Uo(fI:,y) 7U0(y7$) }]]-(dg(xuy) < 6)
€ dg(l’, y)
and, consequently,
CM. MM
[Bxellzgery + 1 Baellpeery < 2\ and  [[Racllzgore + [ Baellpgerz < i (4.2)

Applying (—A, + A\)~! to the equation defining Ry ., we obtain the integral equation

’7)\,5(1’, y) = / T)\,e(xa Z>R>\,€(zv y) d’Ug(Z) - / 7)\,6(357 Z>R>\,€(zv y) d’Ug(Z).
M M
Formally, this equation can be solved by iteration and one obtains the series representation

Pae(m,y) =3 (1) 19 (2, y)

n>1

with

7,(\@(% y) = / dvg(z1) - - / dvg(zn) The(w, 21) Rac(21, 22) - - - Rac(2n, ).
M M



16 R. L. FRANK AND J. SABIN
We now prove bounds on 7/(\"6) which show, in particular, that the above series converges
provided \e? is large enough. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to the z;-

integration we obtain
V2 (@, )] < I Tellse oz | Roell oz | Bacll7s- (4.3)
Inserting the bounds from ([Il) and (£2]) we find that for all n > 1 and all (z,y) € M x M,

\ _ OMML (AMN\™
h/)\,e (I’y)| = 52)\1/2 2\

This implies that the Neumann series defining v, . converges for Ae? > AM, and for, say,
\e? > 2AM. we have
/
el )l € izt

This implies that 7, ¢, as an operator, maps L' to L>, and hence also L? to L?. To show that
we indeed have G = T) . —7a . (Where now 7, . is defined as the sum of the above convergent
series), we notice that by construction we have (—A, + ), (Thc — Yae)(z,y) = dy, or, as
operators, (—Ay + A)(The — ) f = f for all f € C5°(M). Since there is a unique bounded
operator on L? that satisfies this relation, we indeed have the identity G\ = Th: — Ya-.

In order to prove Proposition [.1] we need to take the structure of 7/(\"2 more precisely into

account and we split

W (@, y) = al(z,y) + b (w, )

with

af\l) (z,9) := / dvg(zn)/ dvg(z-1) - - / dvg(2z1) X
dg(zn,y)<e/2 dg(zn—1,2n)<e/2 dg(z1,22)<e/2

X T)\,E(x7 Zl)R)\,E(Zla 22) e R)\,E(Zm y)

Lemma 4.3. There are A,C > 0 and for everyn > 1 and every e € (0, p) there is a function
g).[O,oo)xM%Rsuch that for all x € M and all A > 0

oo ,.(n)
t,x)
ohal (x, :_/ re (h2) g
hae (7, 7) o (t+N)3

and for allx € M, alln > 1 and all e € (0,p), r {r )(-,x) is C' on [0,00) and for allt >0

AM, 5 € ) o

)] < CMyay 5 (RS

Proof. Due to the localization of the integrals, we have

a)i= [ ) [ dugens) [ e
dg(zn,y)<e/2 dg(zn—1,2n)<e/2 dg(z1,22)<e/2

X Xg:g(xu 21y - - '7Zn7y>
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with

. 6—ﬁ(d9(:c,Z1)+“'+dg(vay))
X)\,e(x’ Zl)"'aznay) = (47T)n+1 X

> U()(.ZL’, Zl)X(g_ldg(xv Zl))AUO(Zlv Z2) e AUO(zna y)
dg(x7 Zl) T dg(znv y)

We now use the representation formula (3.4]) with x defined by ([B.5]) to write

N 1 00 t3/2
8A)<E\7€)(x,zl, ey Zp,T) = _W/o dt ——— CESNE K(VE(dg(x,21) 4+ -+ dy(2,2))) X

Uo(z, 21)x (e dy(x, 21)) AU (21, 22) - - - AUy (2, )
dy(x,21) - dy(zn, x) ’

X (dy(, 21) + - - - + dy(20, )

This yields the formula in the lemma with
r(")(tz)':i/ dv(z)/ dv,(z )/ dv,(z1)
T 2(4m) Y J g er<ere o dy e en)<e)2 n dy(e1,2)<e/2 '
X (dg(z,21) + -+ dg(20, 7)) K(VE(dy(z,21) + - - - + dy(20, 7))
y Uo(, 21)x(e 1dg(z, 21))AUy(21, 20) - - - AUp (2, ) .
dy(z,21) - dy(2n, )

In order to prove the bound in the lemma, we use the bound

lk(r)| < Cr~? for all r >0, (4.4)

and obtain
Ir(t, z)| < L/ dv (zn)/ dvg(zp-1) - / dvg(z)
° 2(4m) 1t S oy<erz dy(on1,om)<e/2 dy(s1oa)<e/2
y |Uo(z, 21)x (e dy (2, 21)) AUy (21, 22) - - - AUp (2, )|
dg(SL’, Zl) e dg(zm ZL’)
Ct

< gy Moo/ / dvg(2n) / dvg(zn1) -+ / dvg(z1)
y 1(dy(z,21) < &)Up(z, 21) 1(dy(21, 22) < £/2)Up(22, 21)* y
dg(.ilf, Zl> dg(Zl, 22)
1(dy(zn, 2) < €/2)Up(z, 2,,)*
dg(2n, x) '
We bound the right side similarly as in (4.3]) using
H (z y < 6/2)Uo(y, z)? < O H]l(dg(x,y) < &/2)Uo(y, %)
z,y) D dy(z,y)

X« X

Le L
We obtain
AMp/Q 52 ) el

|7’£ )( )| C’-/\/lp/?'/\/lpm 2 ( PE



18 R. L. FRANK AND J. SABIN
as claimed. Using that «' is bounded, one can similarly show that rén)(~, z) is C' on [0, 00)
with a bound [8,r (¢, z)| < C,VE(1 + VE)n2(A,e2)" . O

Lemma 4.4. There exists A > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all x € M, all A > 0, all n > 1,
and all € € (0, p) we have

—eVA/4 AM n—1
(n) < / € €

Proof. We first bound the integrand of bf\"e) by absolute values and then bound
1= 1(dy(2n, ) < /2, dg(zn_1,20) <€/2,...,dg(21,2) < e/2) < Zn (2 241) = €/2),

where we put z,,; = z on the right side. In this way we can bound |8,\bf\7f€ (z,z)| by a
sum of n(n + 1) integrals. The factor of n comes from the constraint 1(d,(zy, zx11) = €/2),
k =1,...,n, and the factor n + 1 comes from the product rule when differentiating with
respect to A the product of n 4 1 functions.

The factors without A derivatives can be bounded as before by

Ce—ﬁdgw,y) ]
T £ 5 < N ) ]l ) 9
Tyele )] € O~ Uola )1y, < 2)
e—%ﬁdg(x,y) . 9
Ry c(z,y)] < CM&W min{Up(z,y)?, Up(y, )*} 1(dy(z,y) <€)
Using the explicit expression for 7). and R, . one easily finds that
e_\/ng(xvy)
|8)\T)\,€(xvy)| < CTUO(x7y)]]'(d9(xvy) < 8) )
e~Vrdy(ay) ,
|07 B (2, y)] < CMe————min{Uy(z,y)*, Uo(y, )"} 1(dy(z,y) < ).
e2v/\

We see that the effect of the derivative dy is to multiple the bounds by a factor of d,/v/
and, due to the localization of the integrals, this can be bounded by £/v/A. Moreover, we
see that the difference between the bounds involving R) . and T . (and their derivatives) is

a factor £72 in the former. This shows that, again with the convention z,,; = z,

00" (2, )| < C(n +1) M?WTZ/CZUQ . -~-/dvg(z1)]l(dg(zk,zk+1) > e/2)

—E\fdg(:c,zl)
. b/ 1(d <

X d,(z, 2) oz, 21)L(dy(, 21) < ¢)
—3VAdg(21,22)

) min{Up(21, 22)%, Un (22, 21) 2} (dy (21, 22) < €) - -

dg(zlvz2>

6—%\/ng(znyzn+1)

. 9 ) " |
X dg(zn’ Zn+1) mln{UO(er Zn-i-l) 3 UO(Zn-i-la Zn) } (dg(zm Zn—i—l) < 5)
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For all 1 < £ < n we bound

‘ / doy(z1) - / duy(z0) Kol z1>K1<z1,z2>~-~Kn<zn,y>\
k—1
1/2 1/2
< |1 Kollzzrs (1]ﬁnksug;L;nﬁ@Hg;Li> | Bl 2 ( II nﬁaHLMLl),
j=1

l=k+1

which is proved by factorizing the kernel as
(ot KRL 107 (1 PRI 1)

(suppressing the arguments for simplicity) and applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.
This bound allows us to always put the factor involving the pair (x, z;) (which only has a
single Uj) and the factor involving (2, zx+1) (which has the additional cut-off away from the
diagonal) into L?. Using (&), (£2) together with

o= 3V Ady (2.)

——g;agjij—‘Inin{L%($>y)2>C%(y, 2)}?1(e/2 < dg(z,y) <€)

LL2

yields the bound

(n)
00, )| < O+ DML M. —— (55

e~V <AM€ ) n
The term n(n+1) here can be dropped by increasing the absolute constant A. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition -4l With 7 from Lemma 3 let R.(t,z) = > onsy (1) e "¢, 2).
According to that lemma, if we choose ¢ = gy = p/\/2AM, /5, then the series defining
R.(t,x) converges and for all x € M, R.(-,z) is C' on [0, 00) and for all ¢ > 0,

t
1/2
|R.(t,2)| < C M), Y

We may assume that the absolute constant in the definition of € satisfies A > 2. This implies
that €9 < p/2, since M. > 1, which in turn is a consequence of Uy(z,z) = 1.

This bound on R, and the bound from Lemma 4.4 imply that v, . can be differentiated
with respect to A, that this derivative is given by differentiating its series expansion termwise
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and that for all X > 24'M,,, /&?

> Rg(t, a’:) n n n
MYre(T, ) —I—/O ESYE dt‘ = Z(—l) 1 (7&2(:5,1’) — a&ﬁ(m,z))‘
n=1
o) e
n>1
e—eﬁ/4
< OM. M,
EA
e—a\/X/4

< CM3/2 / 77
p/27 7 p/2 oA

where in the last line we used the fact that M. and M. are nondecreasing in ¢ and the

choice of €. On the other hand, by definition of v, . and a computation of 0)\T) .(z,z) we

have 1
8)\G)\(SL’,LL’) = 8)\T)\’€(LL’, SL’) — 8)\’)/)\’5(56,1’) = —m — 8,\%75(% SL’) .

Combining this identity with the bound on 9y, ., we obtain the bound in the proposition.
O

Remark 4.5. The above proof is specific to three space dimensions because of the particular
form of the resolvent kernel of the Laplacian in three dimensions,

1 6—\/X|{E—y|
(_ARS + )‘) (Ia y) -

T dnfr—y[

In particular, we use in a crucial way that eﬁlr—yl(_ARg + A) 7Yz, y) is independent of A,
so that the terms a™ defined above can be written as exact Stieltjes transforms. This fact
is not true anymore in other dimensions: for instance, in dimension five one has

e~ VAlz—y|
(~gs + X)) = (1+VAlz — )

8m2|x — y|3
and it is not clear how to deal with the term 1 + v/A|z — y| on the right. In the footnote
on p. 328 of [4], Avakumovi¢ mentions that in higher dimensions, one should use the heat
kernel instead of Green’s functions, but without any further details. We were not able to
reconstruct his argument in higher dimensions.

Remark 4.6 (Regularity needed on g). The previous arguments shows that we need uniform
bounds on AUy, so, in particular, the assumption U, € C? suffices. By the definition of U,
this means that the exponential map is C?, and since the exponential map may be seen as a
time-one flow of an ODE whose vector field depends on the Christoffel symbols (that involve
one derivative of g), we see that overall this argument requires g € C*. It is interesting
to compare this regularity with the one found in [I7, 55] for the (weaker) L*> bounds for
eigenfunctions or quasimodes, where they only need essentially C? regularity (which is the
minimal regularity needed for geodesics to exist). The additional two derivatives needed
here can be explained by the choice of the parametrix. For L* bounds of eigenfunctions,
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one may replace the function U, by 1 in the parametrix 7). above, which gives bounds of
the same order for R, . (and hence no information on AUy is indeed). We, however, need
more than mere bounds for R, ., we need that eﬁdg(m’y)R,\@(x,y) is independent of A\ for
dy(z,y) < €/2, which motivates the introduction of Uj in the parametrix.

5. ADDING SINGULAR POTENTIALS

The previous construction is quite robust and allows the inclusion of singular potentials.
Indeed, let V' : M — R belonging to the Kato class defined as the set of all measurable V'
such that

Jim [V =

where
[V (y)l
IVl = sup [ duy(y)
) €M Jdg(z,y)<r dg(.ilf, y) !

Then —A, + V defines a bounded below quadratic form, as we recall below in Appendix [Al
Define for A > —infspec(—A, + V) and z,y € M,

Y (2.y) = (—Ay +V + 1) M (ay).

Proposition 5.1. There are constants Cy,...,Cgs = 1 and for every Kato classV : M — R
there is a constant eg > 0 such that for all e € (0,&0] there are functions RY ,ry. : (0,00) X
M — R with the following properties. For allx € M, all X\ > Cy/£?, and all £ € (0, ]

o 32y (t,x) + RY (t, x) emeVA/A
hG ol dt| < C:
AGA () + W\f / BN S
and for allx € M, all € € (0,e0], all t > 0,
‘R;/(t,l')} < C3p_25ta }T(‘{E(t,l’)} < C4||V||IC(€)-

Moreover, for allx € M, all 0 <t < t', and all € € (0,&),

N
N
VT VE
PV

The function 1y, is explicitly given by G.I1) and (E8). The constant g satisfies

[ro.e(t, @) — o (' 2)| < Cs[V Ik (5.1)

L3 RY (t,2) — () PRV (Y, 2)| < Cs = (5.2)
Cs IVlke <1, Csep <
and the constants C\, ..., Cs depend only on M, and M;/z

Before proving this proposition let us derive the following important consequence which
is the technical main result of this paper.
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Corollary 5.2. Let V : M — R be in the Kato class and let g > 0 be as in Proposition[5.1.

Then, for all € € (0,&0] we have, as X\ — oo, uniformly in z € M,
21
L(-Ay+V <t)(z,2) = 62 3 ro.(t, x) 32+ 091), t— +oo (5.3)
7-(- k)
where the O©) is uniform in x € M (but depends on ). More precisely, we have for all
xr €M and allt > 0,
32 1 1% 3/2 -1 -2
]l(—Ag+V<t)(x,x)—ﬁ+§r0€(t,x)t <Coe ' (t+e77),
7T k2
where Cy depends only on upper bounds on M, and M’p/Q.

Proof of Corollary 5.3 assuming Proposition [5.1l. Define for all t > 0
Alt,z) = 1(=Ag + V < t)(z,2) — 32/ (67°) + 15 (¢, 2) t¥% /2 + RY (t,2) /2.
As in the proof of Corollary 4.2, by the spectral theorem for the operator —A, + V" we find
/°° L(=Ay+V < t)(z,2)
0

dt — —% ARGV (x, 7).

(A+1)3
Continuing to argue as in that proof, we have by Proposition [5.1],
/°° A(t, x) dt' _ _E&Gk(z’z) 1 . 1 /oo 20y (t,2) + RY (t, x)
o (E+A)? 2 167V 2 Jo (t+A)?
e—eVA/4
SG gA

forall A > C4/ 2. The result then follows from Theorem [3.1]in the simplified form B1) with
By = —(6m)~" + 1y (t,x)/2, Bi(t) = 1(=Ay +V < t)(z,x) and By(t) = RY (t,x)/2. Note
that the assumptions on By and By required for Theorem [3.1] are satisfied by the bounds
in Proposition GBIl For instance, the bounds (5.I) and (5.2) imply that u — u?ry,(u?, z)
and u +— RY(u? x) are locally Lipschitz on [0,00), and hence continuous and locally of
bounded variation on [0, 00). Moreover, inequality (5.1I) implies that the almost monotonicity
assumption on By in Theorem B.1]is satisfied for any ¢ > 0 with Cp, < Cs5||V||i)d. We
apply Theorem B.1] for any € € (0,g0] with the choice § = ¢~*. In view of the bounds in
Proposition [5.1] this gives
1 21y 3/2 3 -1 —2
(=8y +V < t)(z,2) - 62t 57’0,5(@5’3)15 < Co (1+Bi(0)) e (t+77),

where Cj depends only on upper bounds on M/, and M; /2- To complete the proof of the
corollary, it suffices to show that

B1(0) =1(-A+V <0)(z,2) < Cey?. (5.4)

Since each negative eigenvalue E,, of —A, + V satisfies —\g < E,, < 0 with )¢ := 20, /&d
(indeed, since the resolvent was shown to exist for all A > /g3, this means in particular
that the spectrum of —A, + V is above —C} /e3), we have

A2 L(—A+V L0)(z,2) < (=Ag + V + X)) 2(z,2) = -G, (z,2).
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On the other hand, Proposition 5.1l implies that

< 312041V + C3p2ept —e0vA0/4 _
4l ||/c 3P "€o dt+6’26 <O\ 1/2
871'\/ t—l- )\0)3 80)\0

with a constant C' depending only on upper bounds on M, and ./\/l’p /2 Multiplying by

A2 and recalling the definition of Ay, we obtain (5.4)). This completes the proof of the
corollary. U

—8)\G§\/0 (SL’, I) NS

5.1. Proof of Proposition [5.1. We will see that the free parametrix 7). is still a good
parametrix for Gy. With 7). and R,. defined in the previous section, depending on a
parameter ¢ € (0, p| to be determined, we set

v o \%
e = TA,E - G)\

and
Ry, = (—Dg+V + X%, =Rye+ V..

We thus have the integral representation

Weler) = [ Do R er) doge) = [ e DB (eup) (o)
M M
and, at least formally, the series representation

n nV
Weolz,y) = (=) 1% (@, y)

n=1
with
n,V
W (@, y) = / dvg(z1) - - / dvg(2n) Tre(x, 21) RY (21, 20) - RY (2, Y) -
M M

When trying to prove pointwise bounds on 7(" by the same method as in the previ-
ous section, one runs into the problem that, while there are sufficiently good bounds on
IVIellpgers, see (B.6) below, the norm [[VT)[[rer2 might be infinite for Kato class po-
tentials. One can, however, obtain integrated bounds since T} . € LZOLi, showing that the
series defining 7y, converges in Ly°L? meaning that vy _ maps L? to L and hence L? to L*.
Again by uniqueness of the resolvent, this shows the identity GY = Th. — 7;\/@ where 7;\/,5 is
defined as the sum of the above convergent series.

The way around the impasse of obtaining a pointwise convergent series is to extract the

most singular term from 7(" )

and VT) ., the quantity 7/(\’5 ) can be written as a sum of 2" terms. The most singular term

. Note that, since RY_ is a sum of two terms, namely, R .

is the one where all factors are VT) ., that is,

oV (@, y) = /M dvg(z) -+ - /M dvg(2n) Toc (2, 2)V (21)Tac(z1, 22) -+ - V(20) Tac (2, 1) -

Before discussing this singular term, let us derive bounds on the difference Vgna,\/) — af\"a’v)

that show, in particular, that the series >, (—1)"*" <7("€V) a&’f;”) converges. We write
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symbolically (identifying the kernels with operators)

n n

’Y&nEV) . Ug\nEV) _ Z T)\,g(VTA7E)k_1R)\7E(RK€)n_k Z(TA,EV)k_lT)\,ER)\,E(Rg\/@)n_k

Moreover, by using the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality in the integral connecting T . and R) .
we find that

H(T)\EV)k IT)\gR)\s(R)\s " kHLooLoo X HTAeVHLooLl ’|T>\€HL°°L2||R>\€||L°°L2HRAsHLooLl : (5’5)
Combining this inequality with the bounds (4.2)), (4.I]) and the obvious bounds
IV ellzgery S CML|Vllkey  and T3 Vzery < CMLV ]|k, (5.6)

we obtain

n . MM, MY

(Similarly as in the previous section, a factor of n can be dropped by enlarging the absolute
constant A.) This is the desired bound on 7/(\?5’ Nz, y) — Uf\"ev)(x, ).

To proceed, we decompose

n, n,V n,V n,V
W (@, y) — o0 (@, y) = ol (@, y) + 605 (@, y) | (5.7)

N% A% . ) . .
where aE\"E ) and b&"a ) are defined in the same way as in the previous sections, namely,

in a(;e’v) all n integrations with respect to the variables zx, k = 1,...,n, are restricted to

dy(2k, zp41) < €/2, with 2,41 = y. The following two lemmas are the analogues of Lemmas

and 4.4

Lemma 5.3. There are A,C > 0 and for everyn > 1 and € € (0, p| there is a function
rﬁ"’” : (0,00) x M — R such that for all x € M

[e'e] (n,V)
c (L, T)
ona\" (z,2) = —/ re (L) dt
e (2, 7) o (A3

and for allxz € M, allt >0, alln > 1 and all € € (0, p|

(n,V) , €t / MP/2 e’ "
[re" (¢ 2)] < CMMME; A MV |k + e ‘

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [4.3] and we only sketch the main steps. De-

composing the integrand similarly as in the proof of the bound on 7(" V) _ Uf\"e and using

the same representation formula as in the proof of Lemma (4.3 we obtain the claimed formula
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with
t3/2 n
= / o) | dvy(eat) - [ ()
T, LX) — v, (20 Vo(2Zn—1 v, (21
2(47) “; dy(oma)<e/2 dy(on 1 o)<e)2 dy(s1oa)<e2
X (dg(,21) + -+ + dg(zn, ) K(VE (dg(, 21) + - - + dy(20, 7))
k—

X Uo(z, z1)x(e~ 'd o(T,21)) < : UO(ZZ,ZZH)) AUy (2, 2k41)

Viz
dg(, 21) N (= dg(2e, 2041) | dg(2k, Zk1)

> ﬁ AUvO(Zma Zm+1) + v(zm>U0(Zm7 Zm+1)
m=k+1 dg(ZmJ Zm—i—l)

Here we use the convention z,,1 = z. Using (£4]) we obtain

"Vt z) / ) | dvy(zas) -+ [ vy (1)

r 7)| < vy (2 Vo (2 vo(2

} 47T 2(4m)n+t Z dg(zn,x)<e/2 I dg(zn—1,2n)<e/2 I ' dg(z1,22)<e/2 ot
" Uo(, 21)1(dg(x, 21) <H|V Uo Z£,Z£+1)) |AUy (21, 2k41)|

dg(x 21) (2¢, 2041) dg(zka Zt1)

dg(zmu zm-l-l)

3 < [] [A0stem zus)l + |v<zm>|Uo<zm,zm+1>) |
m=k-+1
Using the bound (B.5]) we can estimate the k-th summand on the right side by

Uo(z, y)1(dy(,y) < €) kot
H dg(%?/) V) Ll
" ‘ Uo(z,y)L(dy(z,y) <£/2) Moo || Uy, 2)*1(dy (2, y) < £/2)
dy(,y) L L2 (n/2)? dy(z,y) LyeL2
Mo || Uo(y, 2)*1(dy(z,y) < €/2) Up(z,y)1(dy(x,y) < e/2) nh
" (<p/2>2 4,(z,y) s Vi oo)

Using similar bounds as before one sees that this is bounded by a constant times

L My MR M, €2 ok
(ALY )" VE 22 f(A( : +M;||vr|,qa))) |

2
This leads to the claimed bound. O

Lemma 5.4. There are A,C > 0 such that for all z € M, all X > 0, all n > 1, and all
e € (0, p] we have

. —ef/4 / Me n—1
a)\b)\e‘/)( z)| < CMIM. o (A <M5||V||K(e>+g>) -

Proof. We recall that the integrand of 7&7;’ — a&"av) can be written symbolically as a sum

of terms of the form (T).V)*'Ty Ry (RY.)"* for some 1 < k < n, which will be fixed
from now on. When taking the A derivative, by the product rule it can fall on any one of the
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n+ 1 terms. Next, as in the proof of Lemma 4], we first take absolute values of the integral
kernels and then multiply them by 1(d,(z¢, ze+1) = €/2) for some 1 < ¢ < n, which will also
be fixed from now on. Thus, axbf\l’v) (z,z) can be bounded by a sum of n*(n + 1) terms.

Each of the terms T ., Ry ., O\Ry. and 0,7\, can be bounded as in the proof of Lemma
[4.4] and we see again that the effect of the A derivative can be bounded by multiplying the
bound without this derivative by a factor of £/v/A. Our task is thus to bound

£
= () | dogeat) oo [ ) Ly zer) > 22
\/X dg(zn,x)<e dg(zn—1,2n)<e dg(z1,22)<e

k—2 _\/ng(2m727n+1)
X L(dy(z,21) < ¢) (H -

m=0

dQ(ZTM Zm-l-l)

e—\/xdg(Zkflyzk) Ma 6—%\Ad9(zk,zk+1)
X —UO(Zk—th>
dy(zk-1, 2)

Uo(2m, Zm+1)|v(zm+1)|>

U 2
g2 dg(zkazk-i-l) ol2k+1, 7)

n M 6—2\/_dg(z 1Zmla1) e—\/ng(zm/ Zml 1)
< 1 < Uo (241, 2m)* + |V (20| ) Uo(Zm 2mr41) | 5

m/=k+1 (Zml’ Zm/"rl) dg(zm/, Zm/+1

with the convention zy = z = z,,1. As in ([B.5]) we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in
the z; variable and obtain

© | e e < v
— 7Ux,y]ld z,y) <e)V(y
A | ’ -
e—\/ng(Z‘,y) M€ e—%\/ng(m,y) 9
X ﬁUo(g:,y)]l(azg(g:,y)<5) > | " a. g Uo(y, ) L(dy(z, y) < &)
o(z,y L2 € g\T, Y Ly L2
n—k
1(d,(z,y) < M. 1
9 H (A(z,9) 5>( e e BV U (g, 2)2 4 |V (@) | U, )™ <~"fy>)
dg(x>y) € LeLy
with
( \/_g(zy) \/_g(zy)
Voo (/2 < dy(ey) <VO|| /| Vol )L dy ) < )V (0) |
LI} g
ifl<k—2,
I Uy )12 < dyy) < 2)|| || S U, )y, y) < )|
@) o\Z, Yy X g\ T, Y L1 dg(x,y) 0 Y g\ T, Y L L2
itl=k—-1,
ef%ﬁdg(z,y) 2 ef%ﬁdg(z’y) 2
F =S|l amr b a2 < dfw) <o) /| SO o1 <o),
itl==Fk,
—ﬂ<e/2;d(g;;y><e> (SRt .2 4+ V(o) o) |
/|| M) (e ems R Uiy, 2)2 4 |V ()| Ul e N )|
1f€//<:+1.
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Using similar bounds as before we obtain the upper bound

£ , 1 1 MM , M\
Cﬁf (AMEHVHIC(E)) W 2 )\1/4 (A (Me’|v’|/€(€)+g2—>\))

with
(|| e~ vRdg(z.)
D )1 (6/2 < dylo) < V)| S MV )
x Hy
if0<k—2,
e~ VAdg (@) -
Ty Uo(r,y)1(e/2 < dy(a,y) < 5)HL§°L§ JATHA
o= k-1,
r_ o~ 5V Adg(z,y) B
F = “amy—Uoly, 2)*L(e/2 < dy(x,y) < 5)HL;;°L3 J(MIAYY)
o=k,
% (%6_%ﬁdg(x’y)[]o(y> )2+ |V(x)|Uy(x, y)e—\/xdg(fv,y)> H
» L}
/ (MUV i) + 25)
fl=k+1.
Since F' < Ce™*VM4, we obtain the claimed bound. 0

} } . v
This concludes our discussion of the terms af\"a

(51). We now focus on the term af\" Y)(x,x). Using the representation formula (B2 with

&
the function x from ([B.5) we can write

)(x, x) and bg\v;\/) (x,z) in the decomposition

0 253/2 r("’v) (t 1.)
8 (TL,V) — _/ 0,e ) dt
AT\ e (I,ZL’) ) (t n )\)3

with

KV (4 ) = %Tl)m / dvy () / dvy(2n 1) - - / dvy(1)

x k(VE(dy(,21) + -+ + dg(2n, 7)) (dg(z,21) + -+ - + dy(20, 7))
Uo(z, z1)x(e” " dy(x, 21)) Uo(21, 22)x(e " dy (21, 29)) Uo(zn, ) x (™ dy(2n, 7))

% d,(z, 21) Vi) dy(z1, 22) dy (2, )

.. V(Zn)

(5.8)

To bound r((]fgv), we use the Rodnianski-Schlag bound (A.I). A small variation of this
argument, combined with the bound

|k(r)| < C  forallr>0, (5.9)

gives
i (8, 2)] < CME (AMLV )" (5.10)
Note that this shows that %/ ZT(()?V) is O(t%/2), while the other term r™") was shown before

to be O(t). What makes the term 2"

. ) well-behaved is the following bound on its variation.
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Lemma 5.5. There are constant C' and A such that for all0 <t <t', allz € M, alln > 1,
and all € € (0, p]

. . VTV
0 0) = 20 0] < O MU(AMV )

and

220 1, 2) = () (¢ )
\/17 — \/% 62 M /2 52 n-l
<C Vi M2 Mé ; (A (MQHVHIC(a) + ;2 )) :

The proof of this lemma relies on the following property of the function x from (3.5).

Lemma 5.6. There is a C' > 0 such that for all v > u > 0 and all r > 0 we have
C(v—u)

|k(rv) — K(ru)| < ”

Proof of Lemma[5.0. By the mean value theorem, we have
k(rv) — k(ru) = &' ()r(v — u)
for some ru < € < rv. Using |#/(t)] < Cmin{1,¢72} for all t > 0, we obtain
1K' (€)] < Cmin{1, (ru)?}.
Since min{1, (ru)~2} < (ru)~!, we obtain the inequality in the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[23. We bound

n mn, / 1
200 = )| < g [ ot [ ) / dvy(21)

< RV 20) - gz ) = VP (g, 20) + o+ dy 2, 2))| %
X (dyfa,21) + -+ dyza, ) X

Uo(21, z2)x(e 7 dy (21, 22))
dg(21, 22)

Uo(, 21)x (e dy(, 21))
dy(z, 21)

By Lemma we have

V(1)

VU — Vi
The first bound in the lemma now follows from the Rodnianski-Schlag bound (A.l). The
second bound in the lemma is simpler to prove. We begin similarly as before, using Lemma

R(VEHdy(@, 21) + -+ dy (20, 2))) = KV (dg @, 21) + -+ dy (20, 2)))| < C

(.6l This leads to a similar expression as the one we estimated in the proof of Lemma [5.3],
but with an additional factor ¢! ¥£=t (dy(z,21) + - - - dy(zn, ¥)) under the integral. Because

Vit
of the restriction in the domain of integration, this factor is bounded by t_l%(l +n/2)e,
we arrive at the second bound in the lemma. U

Finally, we are ready to give the
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Proof of Proposition[5.1. We denote by A the maximum of the constants with this name
appearing in Lemma [5.3] Lemma 5.4l and Lemma By increasing A even further, we may
assume that A > 1. We set g1 := p/ \/m and let e5 > 0 be maximal with the property
that [[Vke,) < 1/(4AM] 5). In the following we assume that 0 < & < g := min{e, &2}

We note that ¢ < e < p/2 and therefore M. < ;/2 and M. < M,/,. Then, by Lemma
.3, the series
RY(t,x) = (=)™ V(¢ x)
n=1
converges and satisfies
et

Moreover, also the series

ro(tx) =Y (1) g (¢t ) (5.11)

n=1

converges and satisfies, by (5.10),
ot 2)| < C (M) [IVIkee
as well as, by Lemma [0 if 0 < ¢ < t/,

VP = Vi
Vit

[roc(t, ) = (t,2)| < C (M52 IVl

and
=/t 2
L3P RY (t, ) — (t')*RY(t,z)| < C \FT\[ MM =
p
Provided that A > 4AM, ),/ ¢?, we obtain from Lemma [5.4]
© RY(t,z) + 32y (t, x)
oy (¢, +/€’ L dt
AfY}\,E( SL’) 0 (t+)\)3
= 30 (008 2) = v0l(a2) = Dnafl () ) '
n=1

= Do (@, x)

n>1

e—aﬁ/4
EA
Combining this bound with the identity
1
8TV

we obtain the bound in the proposition. O

8>\Gf\/(at, x) = 8ATX€(:B, x) — 8,\7}\f€(1’, x)=— - 0,\7;:6(:& x),
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6. CONSEQUENCES AND DISCUSSION OF COROLLARY

In this section we show that the main results stated in the introduction are consequences
of Corollary B2

6.1. Pointwise Weyl laws. We begin with the proof of the pointwise Weyl law for Kato
class potentials.

Proof of Theorem[1.1. By Corollary and Proposition [5.1] we have for all € € (0, &)

321 1
lim sup ¢ /2 sup L(-Ay+V < t)(z,2) — —| < 5 limsup sup }r(‘)/e(t,x)‘ < OV ke,
t—o0 zEM o 2 4500 weM '

with C independent of . By definition of the Kato class, this implies the theorem by letting
e — 0. U

We next state and prove a pointwise spectral cluster bound, valid for Kato class potentials.
This bound appears in [§] under the additional assumption that V' € L3/2(M).

Theorem 6.1 (Spectral cluster bounds). Let V' : M — R be in the Kato class. Then,
uniformly in x € M and t,T > 0,

ﬁ(t<—A¢+V<(¢i+¢Tﬁ)@wﬂ<6Mﬂm9+t+TWW+U.
Proof. According to Corollary [5.2] we have, uniformly in z € M and for a fixed € € (0, &¢)
1(t< =2, +V < (VE+ VTP (@,2)
_1 (—Ag +V < (VE+ ﬁ)Q) (z,2) =1 (A, + V < 1) (z,2)

WV L (0 (Vi VIR ) (Vi + VY Lt ) + Ot +T)

672
_ %rga((ﬂ + VTR 2) ((VE+ V)P = #72) + % (P((VE+ VT2 2) = (1 2)) £
+OMNT+ T2 +t+T).

According to Proposition b1l we have, uniformly in = € M,

(VE+ VT 2) (VE+ VT)P = £2) = OUVT + 1)

and
ro(VE+ VT 2) — 1y (t,2) = Ot 2T?)

Inserting this into the above bound, we obtain the assertion of the theorem. 0

Next, we prove the sharp pointwise version of Weyl’s law under an additional regularity
assumption.

Proof of Theorem[1.2. According to Corollary it suffices to prove that

sup }r(‘{e(t,:ﬂ)‘ <Ot
zeM

We shall show that this holds for a certain choice of the parameter € in the definition of rf .
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Applying the bound (£4)) in the definition (5.8)) we obtain
Ct1/?
‘réa ) (t,x ‘ < W/dvg(zn)---/dvg(zl)
> UO(:C721)‘X(€_ dg(x721))‘|v( )| (217Z2)‘X(8 'd (Z17Z2>>| |V(Zn)|U (Zm )|X(€ 'd (Zn7 ))‘
dy(z, 21) g(21, 22)

dy(zp, )
< Ct Y2 AN M. )"“/ dvg(zn /dvg Zn_1) /dvg 21)
Hofrim) <) M) <) o) <
dg(x’zl) |‘/( 1)| dg(Zl,Zg) |‘/( n)| (Zn7 ) .

X

We write 2y = 2,41 = = and

n

d ( ’ )1/n
H d Zk, H g\ 2ty 2141

el U8 e

so by Holder’s inequality, the above n-fold integral is bounded by

- d (Z£7Z£+1 n+1
dv,(zp ---/dv (z1) =5 1(d
zl_[ (/ 9 9 T, d )t D)/ H

(Zkazk+1
1(dy(z,y) <) "
< g
h Qgﬁ/ o) dy(z, y) D/ V()

< (s [ o<y ) (sp [ 220 < D)

zeM (1g(1% y)

1/(n+1)
o(Zms Zmi1) < )|[V(21)]-- IV(Zn)|>

Thus, we have shown that

00| < o2 (sup [ o) BEDZ D)) (AMVIea)

We now choose ¢ < € to have the supremum on the right finite and € > 0 so small that
1V ke < 1/(2AMY) to have exponential decay in n. By (G.11]) we obtain, after summation
over n,

Wt 1 1/2 su . 1(dy(r,y) <e¢)
)| < oyt (sup [an M0 Z D).

zeM dg z,y
This proves the theorem.

O

By Hoélder’s inequality the assumption in Theorem [[.2]is satisfied if V' € L9 for some ¢ > 3
Thus, we obtain

Corollary 6.2. Assume that V € LY(M) for some q > 3. Then, uniformly in x € M

t3/2

— +0().

L=2,+V < t)(z.2) =
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6.2. Violation of the sharp pointwise Weyl law. While Corollary [6.21 shows that under
the assumption V' € L for some g > 3 the pointwise Weyl law holds with the same remainder
bound O(t) as in the case without V', we now show that there are potentials V' € L4(M) for
some 3/2 < ¢ < 3 for which this remainder estimate is violated. These examples also show
that for Kato class potentials the remainder o(¢3/?) in Theorem [[.I] cannot be improved to
O(t3/27¢) for some ¢ > 0 valid for all Kato class V.

Note that if V' € L7 for some g > 3/2, then V is in the Kato class, so Corollary is
applicable. Therefore our strategy to proving a violation of the O(t) bound will be to show

that the bound r{ (¢, z) = O(t'/?) can be violated. Recall that r{. is defined in (5.II) as

an infinite sum of terms réﬁ’v). As a first step towards showing the violation of an O(t~1/2)

bound on ry_, we show that such a violation can come from at most a finite number of terms

n,V
)

Lemma 6.3. Let V € LY(M) for some q > 3/2 and set

q
N, =1 .
! +{2q—3J

> gt =0,

n=Ny

V)

Then, uniformly in x € M,

provided ¢ in the definition of 7"(()7,157 is chosen small enough.

As a consequence, there is only a finite number of additional terms in the corrected Weyl
law (5.3]). This number of terms grows as the singularity of the potential gets worse. Note
that if ¢ > 3, then N, = 1 and the statement of the lemma is a consequence of the proof of
Theorem [I.2]

Proof. During the proof of Theorem we have shown the bound

]l n
| < e (amtsup [ o) HEEDE D))

zeM dg(z, y) 0/

We bound
2 1/q
[ e S Sy < i ([ ant) FEED )

Under the assumption (n + 1)¢’/n < 3, which is the same as n > N, we have

1(dy(2,) < ) . az
/dvg(y) d,(, y) 07 I < sup Up(z,y) /z< [z a7

dg(y,x)<e

<Cdg?,—(n-‘rl)ql/" sup Uo(l'ay) -
dg(y,z)<e

Note that the constant C’ here can be chosen independently of n. Thus,

dg (y,$)<€

Té@V)(t’@‘gCt_uzg_lM; (Aj\/lfeHVHLq(Cw)l/q/&?’/q'_1 sup Uo(x,y)_z/q) |
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Note that 3/¢’ — 1 = 2 — 3/q > 0. Therefore, by choosing & small enough, the bound is
exponentially decaying in n and we obtain the assertion in the lemma. U

The following example shows that the additional terms 7.’ can cause a violation of the

sharp pointwise Weyl law.

(n,V)
\E

Proposition 6.4. Letn € (0,1), xo € M, vy €R and let V : M — R defined by
X(dyg(2, 20))

Vi) =v"——F—"=, e M.
(SL’) Y dg(l',xo)2_n X
Then
32 1 n+1,.(n,V) 3/2
U2y +V <)ma) = g5 S (I (00 7 4+ 0.
1<n<1/n
Moreover, for all n < 2/n we have
sup [r$%Y) (¢, 2)| < Ct"/2, (6.1)

zeM

and, in geodesic normal coordinates around xq, for ally € Ty, M ~ R3,

lim /2 1y V) = / dzy - / dzn
R3 R3

b0 ~ 2(4n)
y K(lz1] + 21 — 22l + - 4 [2n1 — 2ol + 20]) (21| 4+ |21 — 22] + -+ 1201 — 20| + |20])
|21]|21 — 22| - |21 — zall2all2 + Y277 20 + y[20 ’
(6.2)

where the right side is finite.

After the proof of this proposition we will discuss the singular term for n = 1 in more
detail and show, in particular, that this term is not identically zero for v # 0. This shows
that the sharp pointwise Weyl law can be violated for a Kato class potential. We also note
that as the potential becomes more singular (that is, as 7 decreases to zero), the number of
‘additional’ terms becomes arbitrarily large.

Proof. Since the potential V' belongs to L? for all ¢ < 3/(2 — n), we may apply Lemma
and obtain

sup Y g () = 0.

zeM n=1+4[1/n]

Here we used the fact that 315 ™\, % as ¢ /* 3/(2—n), and therefore N, = 1+ {%%J =

1+ |1/n] for all g below but sufficiently close to 3/(2 — 7).
This, together with Corollary 5.2l implies that
t3/2 1 . v
L8y +V <H)(@2) = o5 — 5 S (=M () B+ 0.
1<n<|1/7)
This proves the first claim in the proposition, except in the case where 1/7 is an integer and
n = 1/n. The fact that this term can also be included in the remainder term follows from
(61D (noting that 1/n < 2/n), which will be proved below.
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From now on, we concentrate on proving (6.1)) and (G2)). It is easy to see that the limit is
independent of . Therefore we may assume in the following that € is so small (depending
on n) and t is so large (depending on y) that all points in the support of the integrand of

the n-fold integral defining réﬁ’v) are contained in B,/ (xg). Consequently we can compute

the integral defining rén’v) (t,y) in geodesic normal coordinates around xy. We identify zg
with the origin, T,,M with R and B, (o) with &. We recall that in these coordinates,
dvg(z) = 0(z,0) dz. We will also identify exp, (y) with y and g,, with the Euclidean metric
to lighten the notation. In particular, we have dy(x,y) = |y| for all y. We also use the

following representation of the Riemannian distance:

dy(2,2") = \/{z — 2,G(2,2)(z — 2)) =: |2 — &|.r, 2,7 €U,
for some smooth family (G(z, 2’)) of positive definite symmetric matrices with

G(z,z2) = (D, expr)Tg(expxo(z))Dz eXPy,

see for instance [I8, Eq. (4.3)]. In particular, the map u — |ul, . is homogeneous of degree
1. Changing variables z; = (y -+ (;)/+/* in the integral defining r™V)(¢,7), we find (with the
convention (y = 0= (,41)

(V) $—nn/2
(e, ) = ,LH/R%dcn/RJdcm /Wdcl

(ﬁ 0(0 ,(y+<’m)/ﬁ)x(|<’m_1 — le/(ff\/f))) XUl sy i vil (EVE)
0((y + Cn1)/VE, (Y + Cn) /VE)V2 0((y + Cu)/VE y/ V)2

n an—o‘gm_Cm-i-l‘( 4z )/\/E( e )/\/Z
K |Cm - <m+1| Zm \ﬂ7 - \ﬂ - _ YT2Zm S(Y+Cmr1
(Z (Y+2zm)/Vt,(y+Cm+1)/ Hm:O |Cm - Cm-H‘(y"‘ZM)/\/z’(y-FCerl)/ﬁ

m=1

< ]j:l _|y+gm|/\/7)

‘y + CmP K

We now let t — oo and use dominated convergence. Note that the integrand in the above
formula tends pointwise to the integrand in (6.2)) since for all y, (, (', (" € R3,

Clrenvawrenve = [Cloo=I¢| ast — 4o,

as well as 6(0,0) = 1 = x(0).
To get the integrable majorant, one can use

(1/0)|z = 2| < dy(z,2") < Clz = 2 forall z,2' el

as well as 1/C' < 0 < C and x < C. The required bound then follows immediately from the
bound |k(r)| < C'(l + |r])~% and the fact that, if n < 2/n,

/ / Zm O|Z -z +1| 2! 2 — — < +o00,
R3 ks (L4200 [2m — 2mr1])? (Ihzo 12m — Zma]) 20 + 4277 |z + y277
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where again zg = 0 = z,,.1. This fact may be proved inductively, using the estimates

< / dz o C
u X )
o Jes T a2+ e — 22l + 2P S (Tt at 227

dz C
S < )
p/ (tatlzl+lz—2)Ple—2Z|lz+ 2P > (L+a+]|2)P

which hold for all 2/ € R?, all @ > 0, and all 3 > 7 for some C' > 0 independent of 2/, a. The
claimed dependence of the right sides on a follows simply by scaling.
This completes the proof of (6.2). The same argument yields the uniform bound (61). O

In the remainder of this subsection, we discuss the limiting profile that arises in the case

n=1in (62). We set
1 r(2l2)
= = d

so that (6.2) reads limy_, 4o t"/ 27“(()715"/) (t,y/vt) =~vZ,(y) and, by Corollary £.2]
$3/2 715(3—77)/2
6r2 2

Note that due to the oscillation of the function s it is not a priori clear whether Z, is

LAy +V < t)(y/Vi,y/Vi) = En(y) + o(t®7/%)

not identically zero. However, physical intuition suggests that places where the potential V'
assumes large positive values repel ‘particles’ and conversely, places where V' is large negative
attract ‘particles’. Thus, we expect the particle density at the singularity, 1(—A, +V <
t)(o, o), to be decreasing in 7 and therefore =,(0) > 0. The following lemma confirms this
and also provides the asymptotic behavior of =, at infinity.

Lemma 6.5. Letn € (0,1). Then
1 2177 cos(mn/2)

=,(0) = — I'(n) >0
and .
li PTNE(y) = =5 .
Jm Y7 =, (y) 57

Numerical integration indicates that Z, is positive and decreasing, but not convex.

Proof. We have

o o0 1 5— 0o .
167 =,(0) = 2_’747T/ dr@ = 25_77/ qp 2T ST 2 / ar
0 0 rd 3—nJo

Here, when integrating by parts we used the fact that lim,_or 2™ (sinr — rcosr) = 0. We
cannot integrate by parts again if we want to have the integral absolutely convergent at

infinity. We write
* sinr e —1
/ dr — =1Im / dr 5 .
0 r<—n 0 r<=—"n

The term 1 was subtracted to make the integral converge at the origin. Thus, we are
integrating the analytic function (e

—1)/e®>M 1082 along the positive real axis. Since the
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integrand is O(|z|™2™") as |z| — oo on the upper half plane and O(|z|7'*") as |z| — 0, we
can move the contour to the positive imaginary axis and obtain

) e —1 00 et -1 )
— = = =i
/0 dr o Z/O dt (e e M(=1+mn).

In the last formula we have used the standard method of analytic continuation of the gamma
function. Using

. ieimm/2
Rl TR P )
-n
we obtain the claimed formula for =, (0).
In order to compute the large y asymptotics we set s := |y| and compute
1
dt

2= — 9N ~
1677 =, (y) =2 27r/0 dTTK(T)/_l (r2 — drst + 4s2)t-1/2

_ 2 wr@r )T — |r — 2s|"
== [ a2y — -2

23—17 [e'e)
= s / dp sin(sp) F(p) ,
0

where

Fo)i=p [ O 0+ 2 =1 2.

Here we integrated by parts once. We shall show that
/ dp sin(sp) F(p) =n2"s™ +o(s7),
0

which implies the asymptotics in the lemma. Integrating by parts once and using the inte-
grability of F on [1,+00) and the Riemann—Lebesgue lemma, we obtain

o , COs S _
[ dosintsn) Plp) = 2 P0) o).
This term is cancelled to leading order by
1 o
/ dp sin(sp) pF(1) = — 2% (1) + SI;S F(1).
0

This leaves us with

| dosintsp) (Pl = pP) = [ dpsin(sp)p [ (‘;p) (7 +2)— 1§ — 2]

:7,217/0 dpsin(sp)p/ (if)); (1+()%9(r))

where
g(p") =727 () (P +2)" = |p = 21" =027 ).
Using the fact that g € C[0,1] one finds after two integrations by part that

/Oldpsin(SP)P/pl dp g(p)) = O(s72).



SHARP WEYL LAWS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS 37

Finally, by an explicit computation,
1 1 /
dp 1
dpsin(sp p/ =+ 0(s7?).
/0 (s7) o ()P s =)

Collecting all these bounds, we obtain the claimed asymptotics of [ dp sin(sp) F(p). O

6.3. Integrated Weyl laws. Next, we show that, while the term r(‘)f . can lead to a violation

of the pointwise sharp Weyl law, the integrated version of the sharp Weyl law remains valid

for Kato class potentials. In fact, it even holds for potentials which are sums of Kato class
and L%?(M) functions.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. We begin with the case where V' belongs to the Kato class (which
was treated by a different method in [30]). Clearly, we have

N(t,—A, + V) = / L(=A, +V < t)(2,2) dz
M

In view of the uniform pointwise asymptotics in Corollary [5.2] it suffices to show that
/ r(‘)/,a(t, z)dr = Ot 1/?) ast — +00.
M
The parameter ¢ which enters the definition of r(‘]/, . is fixed throughout this proof.
From (Z£4) we deduce that for all a,b,z € M and all a > 0,
dy(z,a) +a+dy(b,x)
dg(x,a
dg;((x’bgiz dy(a,z)dy(x,b)
C dx C'e
Sz dg(z.0)<e d(a,z)d,(z, D) gT'
Vi dy(xb)<e I @ )0g\ T t

We do not track the dependence of the constants in this proof on the geometry of M.
Inserting this bound into the definition of (5.I1) we easily obtain that for all n > 1

K(VE(dy(x,a) + a + dy(b, 2)) duvy()

/M ()| de < CTe(AIV )" IV It 2.

Decreasing ¢ if necessary we can assume that A||V|[x) < 1/2 and then we obtain the claimed
bound by summing over n.

Let us now consider the general case where V' = V; 4+ V5 with V] in the Kato class and
Vy € L3¥2(M). We make use of the fact that for any self-adjoint lower A and B one has
N(0,A+ B) < N(0,A) + N(0, B). This implies that for any 6 € (0, 1],

N0, —(140)A, + Vi —t) — N(0, =64, — Vo) < N(0, A, +V — 1)
SN0, —(1—=0)A, + Vi —t) + N(0, =6A, + V3).

By the first part of the proof, we have for any ¢ € (0,1/2],
3/2

NO,—~(1£0)A, +Vi—t) = N((1£6) ", A, + (1 £0)7'V) = g? O 1 1)

(Here we use the fact that the bounds in Corollary and in the first part of the proof hold
for (14 6)7'V instead of V with constants independent of § € (0,1/2].)
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In order to deal with the contribution from V5, we shall use the CLR inequality

N(0,—A, +W) < C / (W(z) — E)*? dx (6.3)
M
with constants C' and FE, depending only on M. This bound is essentially known and we
give some references after the proof. In our case it implies that

N(0,—6A, £V3) = N(0,—A, £67'13) < C / (0~ Wa(z) — E)*? de = O(07%?).
M
Choosing § = t=%/° we get §t%/2 = §73/2 = /10 = O(t). Combining the previous bounds we
obtain the assertion of the theorem. U

Since we have not been able to find the CLR inequality (63) stated explicitly in the
literature, let us briefly comment on its proof. Inequalities of this type go back to Cwikel
[16], Lieb [42, 43] and Rozenblum [47, 48] in the Euclidean case. Further proofs in that case
were given in [22] 41l 14, 23]. The proofs in [47, [41] extend to the case of a manifold. For
instance, [24], which is based on [41] (see also [39, [9]), implies that the Sobolev inequality

/M(\VQU|2+E*\U\2)dvg(SC)25(/MIUIdeg(x))l/3,

which is valid with some positive constants S and E, depending on M, implies ([6.3]) with
C < /eS™32. (Conversely, it is elementary to see that (6.3) implies the Sobolev inequality
with constant S satisfying C' > S~3/2.) Alternatively, one can deduce (6.3)) from [23, Thm. 3.2
and Lem. 3.4]. This needs as an ingredient the bound 1(—A, < E)(x,7) < C'(E + E,)/?
for all E > 0 and x € M, which itself follows from a rough version of the Weyl law for —A,.

Remark 6.6. The argument in the previous proof based on (6.3) shows that if V € L3/2(M)
and N(t,—A,) = t%/2/(672) + o(t), then also N(t,—A, + V) = t32/(67%) + o(t). More
precisely, if | N(t, —A,) — t*/2/(67%)| < r(t) for a nondecreasing function r, then the previous
proof shows that, if V' € L32(M), then

IN(t,—Ag + V) — 32/ (67%)| < r(2t) + C10.

Since the CLR inequality is also valid in any dimension N > 3, the previous argument
extends to this case with the remainder O(t%/1°) replaced by O(tN*/(N+2)) For instance,
when M has nonpositive sectional curvatures, then this bound and Bérard’s theorem yield
N(t,—A, +V) A Y + 0NV /1nt)

—_— p— n

e N (2m)N
for V€ LN/2(M). The same result, but for Kato class V, was shown in [30, Thm. 1.3]. On
the other hand, our argument is not strong enough to reproduce the L3? analogue of the
O(t**) bound for M = (R/Z)? and Kato class V, which is shown in [30, Thm. 1.4].

We expect that N(t,—A,) = t3/2/(67%) + o(t) implies N (¢, —A, + V) = t3/2/(672) + o(t)
for all Kato class V', but we do not know how to prove it.
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7. EUCLIDEAN DOMAINS

In this section we will show that the previous construction extends easily to domains in
R3. Let Q C R?® be an open set. We emphasize that no regularity assumption on 9 and
no finite measure assumption are imposed, except in Corollary [Z.7l Let us denote by —A&
the Dirichlet Laplacian on €. Let V a Kato class potential on 2. The starting point is a
parametrix for the Green’s function

GY(x,y) = (—AF +V + N Ha,y), v £y €.
which will be the Green’s function for same operator on R, thus getting rid of the boundary:
Y (z,y) = (=Aps + V1g + N (z,y), 2 #y € RY.
We begin with an estimate on this Green’s function.

Lemma 7.1. There exist C > 0 and A > 0 such that for all z # y € RY and for all X > A,

we have
” Ce—%m—m
T <C——.
| )\<$,y>| |LL’—y‘

Proof. Using the resolvent formula, we expand Ty =Ty + > T V) where

(V) VA(lz—z1|+]21 =22+ +]zn—y)
T\" " (x,y) (n n+1/ dzy - - /dzn V(z) - Vizy).

|z — z1|[z1 — 22| - -+ |20 — Y
By the triangle inequality, we have for all zq,..., z,,
o7 =zl +z1—zl+ =) ¢ =yl
and
|z -yl <\56—21\+\Z1—Z2|+"'+|Zn—y|
|z = zillzr — 2| [z =yl |z — z1f|z1 — 22| -+ -2 —
1 1
= -
|21 — 2| |zn —yl |z — 2|z =zl + o+ 2 — Yl
1
|z — 21]|21 = 22| -+ |2n1 — 2l

As a consequence, we deduce that

\/X n
N n n+1 e~z [#
sup |z — yle? | y\|TA( 7V)(:)3,y)| < 7(477)"“ (sup / 7| |V (2)] dz)
Q

TH#Y z€RN r— Z|
< C(n+ DAV iee/vm)"

where in the last line we used Lemma [A.2] dJ

Remark 7.2. By the maximum principle, we know that 0 < GY < T¥ for all A > 0 (pointwise).
Hence, the same proof using the resolvent identity for G} shows that the same bound

G (z,y)| < C—— (7.1)
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holds for A large enough.
We can now estimate the error between G} and TV .

Lemma 7.3. There are C' > 0 and A > 0 such that for all x # y € Q and X\ > A we have
o— P d(x,00)
d(w,00)
Proof. For all z € Q, the function 7} := GY — TV satisfies the equation
{(—A FV 4+ () =0 inQ
Wix, ) =-TV(z,-) on 0.
Let us show that there are C' > 0 and A > 0 such that for all z € 2 and A > A we have

|GX (z,y) = TY (2,y)| < C

9 (@, 20y < ClIX (2, )l om) -
Since ||V (z, )|l @0) = | TY (2, )|/ Lo (a0, this together with Lemma [7.1] gives the result.
To prove the desired bound, let us introduce the function 5 := —G%(V~+Y (z,-)), so that

7=0 on 0f2.

Then, the function ~} (x, ) — 7 satisfies the equation

(A + X (z,)=7) =0 in,

Wix,) == (z,-) on 09,
By the maximum principle, this implies that

19 (2, ) = Al < [ (@) |1 00
and hence
19 (@ M) < X (@, )=o) + [l L)
On the other hand, we have
Fllzoe@) = IGRVAR (2, Iz @) < NGV [0 (@, ) 2=(0)-

Since, again by the maximum principle, 0 < G§ < T pointwise, we deduce using Lemma
[A.2] that
IG3V [z sz S NV [[oomnoe < ClV | ea)y/m)-

For A > 0 large enough so that C|V||;,, /5 < 1, we deduce that

I (@, M=) < (1= ClV liepvm) " I (@, )l e o)
which is the desired result. O

Corollary 7.4. There are C' > 0 and A > 0 such that for all x € Q and all A > A we have

o~ d(x,00)

\% _ \4 < _
‘&\G/\ (z,2) — O\T (x,a:)‘ <C @)
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Proof. We first remark that 0,G} = —(GY)?, where the product on the right side is in the
sense of operators. Thus,

Gl ) = - [ 16X ().
Q
This and the corresponding formula for 7Y gives
O\G (2, 2) — NI (2, 2)| < /Q GX (@, y) = TY (2. 9)|(IGX (2, 9)| + |TX (2, )]) dy.

Using Lemma [1], (1)) and Lemma [7.3] we deduce that

. . e~ Fd@o) =B le—yl
‘&\G/\ (x,2) — O\Ty (x,a:)‘ <C D) /Q P— dy
e-@d(m,am
S N
which is the desired result. U

It will also be useful to have the following uniform bound.

Lemma 7.5. There are C' > 0 and A > 0 such that for all x €  and all A > A we have
C
HGY (z, )] < —=.
36 ()| <
Proof. We have seen that
sup |46 (r,2)| = sup [ GY (5. 9) dy = G [
e zeQ JO
Now using the resolvent identity as operators
GY =GS - G{VGY,
we deduce that
IGY z2-sae < NGSzn-sn + IGSV ez G

As in the proof of Lemma [Z.3 we have |GRV[|pe—r0e < Cf|V[ica)ym < 1 for all large A, so

IGX 2oz < (1= ClIVlepymy) NG L2z
Using again the pointwise inequality 0 < Gg < Tf , we deduce the desired bound. O

One can then use the same strategy as in the previous section to decompose O\TY (, z),
and we obtain

Proposition 7.6. Let V : Q2 — R in the Kato class. Then there is an ey > 0 such that for
all € € (0,g0) one has
21

t
A2 < _UT 1y 32 L e (b
1(—=AR+V < t)(z,z) 62 27‘078@,1’)1‘, +0O (d(:c,&Q))’ t — 400
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where the OF) is uniform in v € Q (but depends on €) and where

n 77/7V
ro(tx) =Y (=1)"rge(t, x)

n=>1

with réﬁ’v)(t,x) defined as in the previous section. More precisely, one has for all x € S,
t >0 ande € (0,e),

t3/2

1
L(—AD +V <t)(z,2) — —5 + =1y .(t, z) 2

-1 -2
62 9 < C})(X (t + « )

where o = min{d(z,0N), e} and where Cy is an absolute constant.

Proof. We only sketch the main steps in the proof. We apply again Theorem [B.Il in the
simplified from B1) with By(t) = —(672)~' + 37y (¢, ) and B (t) = L(—=AR+V < t)(z, x).
Note that no term Cp, arises in this situation because the remainder R) . in the parametrix
for V' = 0 vanishes in a ball of radius £/2. Thus, we have Cp, = 0 and ¢ty = 0. The number
g0 in the theorem is chosen so that ||V||x(,) is smaller than an absolute constant, so that
the series defining r(‘{ _ converges and so that Corollary [74] is applicable for all A > C/e; 2.
This, together with the Rodnianski-Schlag bound (A.Tl), shows that || Byl is bounded by an
absolute constant and that By satisfies the almost monotonicity condition for any § > 0 with
constant C'z, bounded by an absolute constant times §. Next, we have 0 < B;(0) < Cg;*®
with an absolute constant C'. This follows as in the proof of Corollary from Lemma [T.5l
Finally, the decomposition of TV (z, ) leads to an error (eX)~le V4 for A > Ce2 for
any ¢ € (0,20]. On the other hand, Corollary [T leads to an error (d(z, 9Q)A) e~ d@INVA/2
for A > Ceg?. Together, this gives an error (aX)Le™VM* for A > Ce=2 for any ¢ € (0, ).
Thus, we apply Theorem B with eg = a/2, A = Ca™2 and Cy = Ca~!'. With these choices,
the corollary is a consequence of (B3.1). O

Corollary 7.7. Assume that Q) has finite measure and satisfies |[{x € Q: d(z,00) < 0}| <
C6 for all sufficiently small 6 > 0. Let V : Q0 — R be in the Kato class. Then, one has

t3/2
N(t,—Af +V) = o Q| + O(tlogt), t— +oo.

For V' = 0 this corollary is due to Courant [I5]. Still for V' = 0, the error estimate
O(tlogt) was improved by Seeley [51] to the sharp order O(t). We have not tried to adapt
Seeley’s proof to the case V' # 0.

Proof. We write N(t,—Af +V) = [, 1(—=A§ +V < t)(x,x)dr and split the integral into

the region {z € Q: d(x,09Q) > 1/4/t} and its complement.
In the set {z € Q: d(x,00) > 1/v/t} we use the bound of Proposition [.6] together with

dr < C'logt, (7.2)

1(d(z,00) > 1//1)
/Q d(x,00)
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and obtain

/ 1(d(z,00) > 1/VOL(—AL + V < )(x, ) da

t3/2

= 53l{r €9 d@,00) > 1)V} + O(tlogt)
t3/2

= 5391 = 0(™1%) + O(tlogt)
t3/2

To prove (7.2) under the assumptions of the corollary, we write, using the coarea formula
and integration by parts,

/]l(d(x,a(l) > 1//1) "
Q (i(a; €9§2)
= N H*({z € Q: d(x,@Q):s})ﬁ
1V s
:/\[\{er: d(x,00) gs}\d—j— {x € Q: d(z,00) < 1/\/1_5}|\/i_5
1/t S

Since {z € Q: d(z,00) < s}| is < Cs for all sufficiently small s and < || for all s, we

obtain (7.2).
In the set {z € Q: d(z,00) < 1/+/t} we use the uniform bound of Lemma [7.5, which
implies that for all A large enough one has

1
Ty l(A8 +V <)@ 2) < -G (@ 2) <

Taking A\ =t gives for all ¢ large enough,

o

1(—=AD +V < t)(z,z) < Ct*2,

and hence
t3/2
/ 1(d(z,00) < 1/VHL(=AL +V < t) (2, 2)de < C— = Ct.
a Vi
Combining the bounds in the two different sets we obtain the claimed asymptotics. U

APPENDIX A. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH KATO-CLASS POTENTIALS

In this appendix we work in general dimensions N > 1, since this presents no extra effort
and since the results might be useful elsewhere. The Kato class was explicitly introduced
by Kato [36] in the context of selfadjointness of Schrodinger operators (see also [50]), and
developed by Aizenman and Simon [I] as a natural class of potentials to study Schrodinger
semigroups. For a comprehensive review, we refer to [54].
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A.1. Kato class potentials. Let
r~(N=2 if N >3,
wy(r) = log(1/r) if N =2,
1 if N =1,

and set, for any measurable function V : RY — R,

IVl = sup /| V@l vy
y—z|<r

zeRN

We say that V : RY — R belongs to the Kato class if it is measurable and

tng |V [ = 0.

Remark A.1. When N > 2, any potential V € LP(RY) + L>®(RY) for p > N/2 belongs
to the Kato class by the Holder inequality (one can even replace LP(R™) by LP (RY)).
However, the Kato class and L"/? are distinct, and neither one is included in the other. For
instance, x +— 1(|z| < 1)/(Jz|*log|x|) € LY/? but does not belong to the Kato class; and

x> 1(|z] < 2)(|z| — 1)@ for 2/N < a < 1 belongs to the Kato class but not to L/2,

For A\ > 0 let us introduce the Green’s function of the Laplacian,

B 1 e (@—y)
Gl =)= (=D+ N (o) = ooy [ Trpde, oy eRY.

Lemma A.2. Let V a Kato class potential. Then, for all A > 1 we have
IV % Gille < ClV[lipvm)-
The proof is based on the following bounds on the Green’s function G.

Lemma A.3. There is a C > 0 such that for any A\ > 0 and x # y € RY, the function G
satisfies: if |z —y| < 1/VX,

|Ga(z —y)| < Clogm if N =2,
= if N =1,
and if |z —y| = 1/VX,
N—2 e_\/x‘w_y‘ e_\/x‘w_y‘

Gr(z —y)| <O T (VAlz -y

-1 — C
(VANz—y)s |z —y¥?

This lemma is well-known and there are several ways to prove it. One is by writing (|¢|* +
A)~! as a superposition of Gaussians et * and using the Fourier transform of the Gaussian
together with some straightforward estimates. Another way is to recognize G,(r — y) as
an inverse power of |z — y| times a Bessel function of the third kind and using standard
estimates for these.
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Proof of Lemmal[A 2. Let x € RY. Let us split

/ V)IGr(z =) dy:/ IV (y)|Gr(z — y) dy
RY la—y|<1/VA
+Z/ V(y)|Ga(r —y) dy.
i>1 7 k/VA< z—y|<(k+1)/VX

Using the first bounds of Lemma [A 3], we deduce that

G)\(Z)
V()|Ga(z —y) dy < ||V sup :
=Ay<mf vy s w([2)

and since for all |z| < 1/v/\ we have

C if N > 3,
og 1 og

Gi(2) < Clgﬁlwz\ :C(1+lg¢§)<20 if N =2,
wn(lz) | e

Wgc it N =1,

we deduce that
V(y)|Ga(z —y)dy < C[|V]| :
lz—y|<1/VA S
For any k& > 1, split the annulus

M(k,\)
A={zeR" : k/VA<|z| < (k+1)/VA} =An (] B(z,2/V))
j=1
in M(k,\) < CkN=! balls of radius 2/v/A. Thus, we have
M(k,\)
V(©)Gala — ) /’ VyIGala —y) dy
/k/ﬁ<|x—y|<(k+1)/ﬁ Z |z~ v Z;lgj/f
M(k\)
Gi(2)
< V] sup
corm 2 (I = %)

i=1 le—zl<e/ VA WON
zEA

Since r + 1/wy(r) is an increasing function, for all |z — z;| < 2/V/A we have
1 1
< ;
wn(z = 2)  wn(2/VA)

while, since G, is radially decreasing,

M(k,)\)
Sup G < CM(k,\) 22222 Galk/VA)
S eaen(z =zl wn(2/V)
z€A
< OV AN=D/2 ek (N—3)/2

wy (2/V) kY72

< ORI ek,
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Summing over k, this leads to the result. 0

As a consequence of Lemma [A.3 we now prove the following quadratic form estimate,
following [54, Rk. (2), p. 459].

Lemma A.4. Let V in the Kato class. Then, for all u € C(RY) and all X > 1 we have

/ V0ul|? de < ClV llieosvmy (/ |Vul? do + )\/ |u|2dx) :
RN RN RN

Note that, since the Kato class is included in L{ (RY), the left-side of the previous in-

loc

equality is well-defined. Moreover, the inequality shows that the quadratic form u — (u, Vu)
extends continuously from C§°(RY) to H'(RY), and that it is relatively bounded with re-
spect to the quadratic form of —A with relative bound zero (by taking A large enough).
By the KLMN theorem, the quadratic form u — [ (|Vu|? 4+ V|u|?) dz defined on H'(RY)
is thus associated to a unique bounded below self-adjoint operator with domain included in
H(RY). This is the definition of —A + V for V in the Kato class.

Proof. We prove the estimate for bounded, compactly supported V. Then, replacing V' by
Vo, =1(JV] < n)1(|]z| < n)V and taking the limit n — oo by monotone convergence on the
left side and using ||V, |y < ||V]lke) on the right side leads to the result. Now let v a
Schwartz function. Define for all z € C,

and consider the function
p:SESH <|V|Sv28, (—A+ )\)_1|V|1_5v2(1_5)>
defined on the strip S = {z € C: 0 < Rez < 1}. Due to the bound for all s € S and for all
x € RY,
[V (@) [Pvas (2)] < Louppv (1 + [V [ o) (1 + [0l 7)),
we deduce that |||V ]*vg]|r2 < C, and since ||(—=A + X\)7!|z2 2 < 1, we deduce that ¢ is

well-defined, analytic on the interior of S, continuous and bounded on S. Now for s = it we
have, by Lemma [A 2]

|0 (it)] < (V[ sl oo [ (= A 4+ N)THV 7| oo s poe [0aa—iny || 1
<G # [V I[|z=lvllz2
< C||V||IC(2/\/X)||UH%2’
For s = 1 + it we have, again by Lemma
(L +at)] < Hvaqugan L | (=2 + X)THV I oo sy oo VT 0 it | 12
<G [Vl lo]l72
< C||V||/c(2/\/X)||UH%2-

Using Hadamard’s three line lemma, we deduce that

I(=A+ X2 V[20)7: = 9(1/2)] < CIV kv llvliza-
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As a consequence, for any Schwartz function w,

— 1/2
(V=2 + 2™ 2w,0) < CIVIRE, s el el e

Taking the supremum over all v shows that

— 1/2
VIV (=2 4+ XN wlle < CIVIG . x ol

Choosing w = (—A + \)Y?u, we obtain the result. O

Finally, we recall the useful bound of Rodnianski and Schlag [46, Lemma 2.5] which is
proved for M = R? and € = 400 but carries easily to the more general following situation:

Lemma A.5. Let M a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold and V' a Kato class potential
on M. Then, for alln > 1 and all € > 0 we have

/ [ V()] Zn: dg(, To41) dvg() - - - dvg(an)
M =0

=(%0,Zn+1) H;LZO d9($j7$j+1) _

sup
T0,Tn4+1EM XM

< (n+DIVike, (A1

where M, (zo, Tpi1) = {(21,...,2,) € M™, Vj =0,...,n, dy(z;,z,41) < e} and

v
Ve = Sup/d Viy)l dvg(y).

zeEM Jdg(z,y)<e dg(za y)

A.2. The case of bounded domains or compact manifolds. If we replace RY by an
open set 0 C RY or a compact Riemannian manifold M, one can still define the Kato class
by replacing sup,cgpny by sup,cq or sup,c;s, and in the case of a manifold by additionally
replacing each |z — y| by the Riemannian distance dy(x,y). In both cases, the same strategy
as above shows that V' is infinitesimally form bounded with respect to —AL or —A,, using
in both cases the fact that the Green’s functions (—A§ + )~ (z,y) or (—=A,+ )~ (z,y) can
be controlled by the one on RY. This last point can be proved by the maximum principle
in the case of a Euclidean domain, or using the estimates of Section [£.1] on a Riemannian
manifold. Indeed, it can be shown that the function ) . satisfies

e (@, y)| < CeV o @u)/4

for €2\ > A’, defining

\/ng (ZB,y

B= sup e e, y))|

z,yeM
and estimating B using the integral equation satisfied by 7,.. The smallness comes from
the estimate

—VNdg(z,y)/4 —VXdy(z, )/43

'/Mfy)\ﬁ(x, 2)Rye(2,y) dvg(2)| < CBe (&Y /M =d (%) dvy(z) < Ce 9{®y 5%
The infinitesimal form boundedness also proves that —A + V either on an open set of
finite measure in RY or on a compact manifold has discrete spectrum, since for A > 0 large

e~ VAdg(2,9)/4

enough we have

AV AA+ T =e(-A) +V 4+ A+ (1 =) (-A) + 1> (1 —e)(—A + 1)
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in the sense of quadratic forms, hence the operator
(A +D)V2HAFV F A1) 2
is bounded. Since the operator (—A+1)""/2 is compact, this shows that (—A+V +A+1)71/2
is compact and hence —A + V' has discrete spectrum (and is bounded below).
APPENDIX B. DETAILS IN THE PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]

In this appendix we keep track of the various constants in the proof of Theorem Bl It
will be convenient to abbreviate

Ap = || Byl 2= A*? + | B1(0)] + Cp, (o + A) + CoA.
Step 1. We show that A satisfies the following pointwise bound for all ¢t > 0,
[AW®)] < C (I Boll et + (C, + Co)t + Ao) (B.1)
The starting point of the proof is the bound
[A®)] < [ Boll=t*? + max{| B1(0)1, | Bi(t)[} + Cp, (to + 1) (B.2)

for all t > 0, which follows from the fact that B; is nondecreasing. The claimed inequality
(B.1)) therefore follows if we can show that for all ¢ > 0,

|1B1(t)] < C (|1 Boll~t*? + (Cp, + Co)t + Ap) . (B.3)
Since B; is nondecreasing, we have for all A > 0
> Bi(t) — Bi(0) /OO Bi(t) — B1(0) Bi(A) — Bi(0)
—— 2 dt > —r—— Cdt > . B.4
/0 (t+ )3 A\ (t+ )3 82 (B.4)

On the other hand, using

> | By(t)|t3/? > | By(t
/0 %dtgcuffonw—m and /0 (‘t j%! dt < CCp,(tpA™2+ 2171,

we obtain because of the assumption on A that for all A > A,

® Bi(t)— Bi(0) . [ A(t) — By(t)t** — By(t) — B:(0)
/0 (t+ \)3 it = /0 (t+A)3 v

—e0VA
<C <|Bl(0)|>\‘2 4| Bollzme A2 4 O, (A2 4+ A1) + G & X ) .
Combining this with (B.4]) we obtain for all A > A,
Bi(A\) = Bi1(0) < C (\Bl(o>| + | Boll e A2 + Ci, (to + A) + coxe—eoﬁ) _
This, together with the bound
|B1(A)] < (Bi(A) — Bi(0)) + | B1(0)| < (Bi(max{\, A}) — Bi(0)) + [B1(0)],

yields (B.3)). This completes the proof of (B.I)).
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Step 2. Next, we derive bounds on [}~ e™**A(u?) du both for s = o > 0 and for |s| < o/2.
First, using (B]) we obtain for all o > 0

/ e 7" A(u?) du
0

In order to derive a bound for |s| < £¢/2, we first note that because of (B.1l) we have, for all
A >0,

< C(||Bollp=o™ + (Cp, + Co)o ™ + Aga ™). (B.5)

A
/ [AQ)] dt < C (|| Bol|p= A2 + (Cp, + Co)A ™" + ApA 7).
0

(t+A)3
Combining this estimate with (3.6) we deduce that for all |s| < 0/2,
Alt
/ A2 k(sVA |/ [A( ; dt dX < CVA VN2 4, .
0

On the other hand, using the assumption on A and again (B.6) we deduce that for all

|s| < €0/2,
(e e] A [e.e]

/ A3/2|n(sﬁ)|/ T (¥ dt'd)\ CCO/ A2emo0VALSIVA g\ < O Cp g,
A 0 A

A)?
To summarize, we have for all |s| < g¢/2,

/ e " A(u?) du
0

Step 5. Next, we derive bounds on [;° e~ dgo(u) both for s = ¢ > 0 and for |s| < &o/2.
We first consider the expression with g instead of go. Using |A(0)| < |B1(0)| + Cg,to, we
obtain immediately from (B.H) and (B.6) that for all o > 0

/ e dg(u)| <
0

and for all |s| < go/2

/000 e *"dg(u)

This implies that for all ¢ > 0

<C (\/Kefoﬁ/mo 4Gy 553) . (B.6)

C(||BO||LOOO——3 +(Cp, + Co)o2 + AO)

< C <€0\/K eao‘m/on + C() 662 + |Bl(0)| + Cth()> .

/ e "dgo(u)| < Ce 7" <||BO||LooO'_3 + (Cp, + Co)o ™2 + AO) (B.7)
0
and for all |s| < go/2
/ e_sudgo(u) < C6€0u0/2 (80\/K EEO\EQAQ + CO 852 + |Bl(0)| + Ctho) . (B8)
0

Step 4. Now we prove bounds on f(0) and f’(s) for |s| < g¢/2. According to (8.9), f is the
second antiderivative of s — fooo e ""dgo(u), normalized to vanish at infinity. To estimate
the antiderivative for |s| < €q/2, we choose a path of integration which goes from s to gq/2
and from £¢/2 to 400 in straight lines. To estimate it for o > 0, we simply integrate from
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o to +00 in a straight line. Using the bounds from the previous step we find easily that for
all o > 0,

(@) < Ce™ (| Byl + (Cp, + Co)o ™ + 13" Ao
and for all |s] < gy/2,
F(5)] < Cege®/2 (egV/A e M2 g + Gy + [ By(0)] + Cinylo
+ Ce ="/ (|| By|| ey ® + (C, + Co)eg + ug ' Ao) -
Integrating once more, we obtain from these two bounds that

1£(0)] < Celesowo/? ( oVA VA2 A 4 Coer?® + |B1(0)] + Ctho)

4 Cle—couo/? (||BOHL°°561 + (Cp, + Co) (1 +Ing EOIUO> +(1+ u0€0)U52A0) - (B9)

This is the desired bound on a = f(0). Moreover, if we define ¢(s) = (f(s) — a)/s, then for
all |s| < e0/2,

P < sup /()] < Ceoe® (2R eVM2 A + Co + [B(0)] + Ciyto )

|s’|<eo/2

+ Ce =" (| By|| ey ® + (C, + Co)egt +ug ' Ag) . (B.10)
Thus, setting T' = &¢/2, we obtain

T
|CL| ‘l‘/ | (Zt)| dt 2e€ouo/2 ( 0\/K6€0\/K/2A0 + CO 562 + |Bl(0)| + Cth0>
-7

+ Cem /2 (|| By e + (C, + Co) (14 10y

Step 5. We now show that the bound h(v) — h(u) > —c holds for all 0 < <u+o
with

) ) + (1 + eguo) u52A0) . (B.11)

g0u0

¢ < C(Cgy + || Bollr= (8 + o) + Cp, (1 +In(1 4 dug ") + toug?)) . (B.12)

To prove this, we decompose

go(w) = Bo(w)u® + Bi(u) + Ba(u)

where
~ B D ifu> —~ B —up)?) — B1(0) if u > uy,
Bo(u) = o((u = o)) 1 u uoa’ Bi(u) = 1((u = uo)?) 1(0) 1 U =z Uo ’
By(0) if u < wuo, 0 if u < uyg,
U — UO — u3)BO((u — U0)2) + BQ((U — U0)2> — Bg(O) if u = Up,
330 if u < wy, '
We have, for all 0 < u < v,

dgo(w) d(Boy(w)w?) dB, (w) dBy(w)
h(v) — h(u) = = _ 7 7 B.13
()= k) /(u,v} w? /(u,v} w? +/<u,v1 w? +/(u,v} w? (513

and we discuss separately the three terms on the right side. The function E is non-decreasing
since Bj is non-decreasing and therefore the second term is nonnegative.
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For the first term in (BI3) we have if u < v < u + 6, using the right-continuity of

w 5 w3 By(w?),

/ d(Bo(w)w®) _ Bo(v)v — Bo(u)u + Q/U Bo(w) dw
(.0

w? "

= Bo(o)(w )+ (Bafo) — Baluu+2 [ Bofw)du
> =3||Bo|l10<6 + (Bo(v) — Bo(u))u.

If u < ug, we simply bound
(Bo(v) = Bo(u))u = =2|| By[ et

If u > up we use the assumption on By to deduce that
Bo(v) = Bo(u) > ~Cp, /(u— ),

and hence

(Bo(v) = Bo(u))u = (Bo(v) — Bo(u))(u = uo) + (Bo(v) — Bo(u))us
> —Cg, — 2|| Bo|| L= uo-

To summarize, for all 0 <u < v < u+ 9,

/ d(By(w)w?)
(u]

w2 2 _(CBO + ||BQ||L00(35—|—21L0))

For the third term in (B.I3) we first note that if u < g, then

dB,
/ 2(2w) = —3By(0) (min{v, ug} —u).
(u,min{v,ug}| w

If v < u+ 9, the right side is > —3||Bo|[z~d. Thus, in the following we will bound the
integral under the assumption that u > uy. Since B, is right-continuous, we write

/ d/BZ(w) _ /BZ(U) B /Bz(u) +2/U E(w) dw
(0] b

w? v2 u? w3

We use |u® — (u — ug)?| < Cug(ud + u?) < Cugu? to get
| Ba(u)| < C (uou?|| Bo|| o + Cp, (to + (u — u0)?)) -

Therefore, since ug < u,

Bs(u Cp,t Cp,(u — ug)? Cp,t
200l < € (wal Bl + 252+ C 200 < (ol + 25+ C
u u u ud

and, using

u+6 . 2
/ (w = to)” fO) dwgC(1+ln(1+i)),
u w Uo
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also

v |B, 11 b
/‘ 20 gy < € (ol Bolliw 1n %+ Cingto (5 — =) + Gy (1410 (142
. w3 u u? 0?2 U
< C (uo| BollpeIn (14 dug ') 4+ Cp, (1 +1In (1 + dug') + toug?)) -

To summarize, for all 0 <u < v < u+ 9,

dBa(w ) )
/(uv] 5,(2 ) > —C (|| Bol| > (uo + 6) + Cp, (14 In(1 + dug ") + toug?)) -

Combining our bounds on the three terms in (BI3) gives (B.12).
Step 6. Applying Theorem 2] to h with T = £4/2 and using the bounds (BII]) and
(B12), we find that for all u > 0 we have

Ih(u)| < Ce2esour? (50\/K VA2 AL 4 Cpes? 4 B (0)] + otho)

+ Cem v (| Byll ey + (i + Co) (L Ins 2o ) + (1 + ou0) w2 Ao

+C (140 "¢") (Cp, + | Bol| (6 + uo) + Cp, (14 In(1 + dug ') + toug?))
= 0.
Thus, if £ > wuy,
[A((z = u0)*) — A(0)] = |go()| =
and thus, if u > 0,
|A(u)] < JA(0)] + 20(ug + v1)* < | B1(0)] 4 C,to + 40 (ug + 1) .
Note that with the choice uy = g5 we get
0 < < ((1 + 50\/K650\/K/2) Ao+ Gy 552)
+C(1407"'y") (Cpy + | Bollz (0 +£5") + Cr, (1 +In(1 + deo) + tocg))
and therefore, finally,

< 2012

2?h(z) — 2 /Ox uh(u) du

|A(u)] < Cep <<1 +eoVA ee‘)ﬂﬁ) Ao+ Cy 552) (t+¢2?)

+C (1467"¢y") (Cpy, + | Bollze (0 +¢5") + Cp, (1 +1In(1 + deo) + toeg)) (t+257) -
(B.14)

This proves the bound claimed in Theorem [3.11
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