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A NON-DEGENERACY THEOREM FOR INTERACTING ELECTRONS IN ONE DIMENSION

THIAGO CARVALHO CORSO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we show that the ground-state of many-body Schrédinger operators for electrons in
one dimension is non-degenerate. More precisely, we consider Schrédinger operators of the form

N N
Hn(o,w) =-A+ Z w(xi, xj) + Z o(x;) actingon AN L2([0,1]),

i#j j=1
where the external and interaction potentials v and w belong to a large class of distributions. In this setting, we
show that the ground-state of the system with Fermi statistics and local boundary conditions is non-degenerate
and does not vanish on a set of positive measure. In the case of periodic and anti-periodic (or more general
non-local) boundary conditions, we show that the same result holds whenever the number of particles is odd
and even, respectively. This non-degeneracy result seems to be new even for regular potentials v and w. As
an immediate application of this result, we prove eigenvalue inequalities and the strong unique continuation
property for eigenfunctions of the single-particle one-dimensional operators h(v) = —A + v. In addition, we
prove strict inequalities between the lowest eigenvalues of different self-adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w).
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1. INTRODUCTION

The primary goal of this paper is to study the spectral properties of Schréodinger operators of the form

N N
Hyn(v,w) = -A+ Z w(x;, x;) + Z o(xj)

i#) j=1
acting on the space of antisymmetric wave-functions ANL?(I), where I = (0,1) (or R), and v and w
belongs to suitable class of distributions. Such operators are used to describe interacting electrons living in
one-dimensional space and are therefore ubiquitous in quantum mechanics.

In the mathematical literature, Schrodinger operators with distributional potentials have been extensively
studied. Early contributions include [ , , , , ], while more recent works
can be found in [ , , , , ]. In particular, special attention has been devoted to
the case of one-dimensional Sturm-Liouville operators [ , R R , , R

, ]. However, most (if not all) of these works focus on the case of what could be called "single-
particle electronic systems”, i.e., where H = —A + V acts on L2(Q) for some Q C R4 instead of the
antisymmetric L?-space. Of course, the spectral properties of the many-particle non-interacting Hamiltonian
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Hy/(0,0) acting on ANL?(I) are determined be the spectral properties of the single-particle operator
h(v) = —A + v acting on L?(I). Unfortunately, this is no longer true for interacting systems, which is
arguably the most interesting case in applications.

In fact, our main motivation for studying the interacting operator Hy (v, w) stems from recent advances
[ , ] towards establishing a mathematically rigorous formulation of Kohn-Sham Density
Functional Theory (DFT), a highly successful and widely used approach to study the electronic structure of
materials. More precisely, the class of distributional potentials studied here appeared in recent developments
[ ] concerning the v-representability problem, which, roughly speaking, consists in characterizing
the set of all possible single-particle ground state densities of operators of the form Hy (v, w) for a given
class of potentials v. While a detailed discussion on the foundation of DFT and the v-representability
problem goes beyond the scope of the current paper, we emphasize that the results obtained here will be
used to provide a completely rigorous formulation of Kohn-Sham DFT for electrons in one-dimension in a
follow-up article.

In this work, we focus instead on the ground-state properties of Hy (v, w). More precisely, our main
contributions can be stated as follows:

(i) We prove that the ground-state of self-adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w) with local boundary condi-
tions (BCs) is non-degenerate and almost everywhere non-vanishing. In particular, this applies to
the Dirichlet and Neumann realizations of Hy (v, w).

(if) In the case of non-local boundary conditions such as periodic and anti-periodic BCs, we prove that
the ground-state is non-degenerate and almost everywhere non-vanshing whenever the number of
particles N is odd and even, respectively.

(iii) As an application of these non-degeneracy results, we obtain eigenvalue inequalities and prove
the strong unique continuation property for eigenfunctions of the one-dimensional single-particle
operator h(v) = —A + 0.

(iv) In addition, we obtain strict inequalities between the lowest eigenvalues (or ground-state energies)
of different self-adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w).

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state our main results precisely. We then outline the key steps in the proofs and how
these steps are organized throughout the paper.

2.1. Notation. We start with some notation. Throughout this paper, we let I = (0, 1) be the open unit
interval and set Iy := (0,1)" for any N € N.

We denote by H!(I) the Sobolev space of functions f € L?(I) with weak derivative d, f € L?(I). More
generally, for 1 < p < oo and open Q c R?, we denote by W' (Q) the usual Sobolev spaces of functions
in LP(Q) with weak gradient in L?(Q), and by W~4(Q), where 1/q + 1/p = 1, the dual space of W?(Q).
In addition, we denote by H'/2(aQ) the standard 1/2-Sobolev (or Besov) space along the boundary 9Q.

For a given closed subspace L ¢ H'/2(9Q), we denote by H} (Q) the Sobolev spaces of functions with
traceon L, i.e.,

H}(Q) = {f e H(Q) : yf e L},
where y : H'(Q) — H'2(aQ) is the Dirichlet (boundary) trace operator.
Next, we define V as the following space of generalized external potentials:
YV :={oeH (I):0(p) € R for any real-valued ¢ € H'(I)}.
Similarly, we define W as the following space of generalized interaction potentials:
W = {we W (L) : forsome g >2 and w(p) € R for any real-valued ¢ € W (L,)}.

For N € N, we denote by Hy the usual space of electronic wave-functions, i.e., the antisymmetric
N-fold tensor product

N
Hy = A L(1).
Forve V,we W, ,and L C Hl/z(aIN) as above, we denote by HIE](U, w) the N-particle Hamiltonian

N N
HII;,(U, w)=-A+ Z w(xi, x;) + Z v(x;) acting on Hy with boundary conditions in L.
i#j Jj=1
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More precisely, H{Q(v, w) is the unique self-adjoint operator associated to the sesquilinear form

Apw(¥, @) = / VY (x1, . xn) » VO(x1, ..oy 3 )dx1...dxn + 0 (pwo) + W(p2w0) (2.1)
In

with form domain
Q% = Hy NH] (In),

where py ¢ is the overlapping single-particle density

pra(x) =N W (x, X2, ..., XN )P (x, X2, ..., xN)dXo...dxN, (2.2)

In-1
and py y.¢ is the overlapping pair density

pewa(x,y) = N(N-1) W (x, Y, X35 ..., XN)DP(x, Y, X3, ..., xN ) dx3...dxN . (2.3)
In-2
2.2. Main results. As a first result, we show that the ground-state of self-adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w)
with local boundary conditions is non-degenerate. Precisely, let I' € 9Q and define

H (Iy;T) = {¥ € H! (Iy) : (y¥)]r = 0}
Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.1 (Non-degeneracy theorem with local BCs). Letv € V,w € W, N € N andT C 9Q. Then the
operator Hy (v, w; T') defined as the self-adjoint realization of (2.1) with form domain H!(Ix;T) N Hy has a
unique ground-state ¥ and ¥ # 0 almost everywhere.

Remark 2.2 (Unique continuation). The fact that ¥ does not vanish on a set of positive Lebesgue measure
is known as the strong unique continuation property or principle (UCP). While the UCP is known to hold
for distributional solutions of the Schrédinger equation with a large class of multiplicative potentials,
see, e.g. [ , , , , , ], the author is not aware of similar results for many-
body Schrodinger operators with distributional potentials. In fact, many of the difficulties encountered
throughout our proofs can be traced back to this lack of unique continuation results. Interestingly though,
Theorem 2.1 allow us to establish a unique continuation result for the single-particle operator h(v) = —A+v;
see Theorem 2.6.

The next result shows that Theorem 2.1 can be extended to the case of periodic and anti-periodic
boundary conditions. In this case, however, we need an additional assumption on the number of particles
N € N. To state this result precisely, let us define, for any @ € R \ {0} the space

He (In) = {¥ € H'(IN) : (r D) iy ety = 20D ncix iy wayy =0 forany 1<k <N}
We say that these spaces have non-local boundary conditions as the boundary values along any face of oy

depend on the values along the opposite facel. Note that a = 1 corresponds to periodic BCs and a = —1 to
antiperiodic BCs. For such spaces, the following result holds.

Theorem 2.3 (Non-degeneracy theorem with non-local BCs). Let a € R\ {0} and suppose that
a(-)N"t > 0. (2.4)

Then the self-adjoint realization Hy, (v, w) of (2.1) with form domain H. (In) N Hy has a unique ground state
Y and ¥ # 0 almost everywhere.

Remark 2.4 (On the condition on the number of particles). Theorem 2.3 shows that periodic systems are
non-degenerate for an odd number of particles, while anti-periodic systems are non-degenerate for an
even number of particles. This result is optimal in the sense that there are explicit examples where the
ground-state is non-degenerate if and only if condition (2.4) holds. For instance, the simplest example is
the free periodic and anti-periodic Laplacians, where the ground-state is non-degenerate if and only if
N is odd respectively even. Moreover, one can also construct examples of periodic systems where the
ground-state is non-degenerate for any given number of particles N; thus an improvement of the form
"the system is at least two-fold degenerate for even/odd number of particles” is also not possible.

Remark 2.5 (Further extensions). Theorem 2.1 can also be extended in the following directions:

1We exclude the case a = 0 for two reasons. First, this case corresponds to local boundary conditions and are therefore covered
by Theorem 2.1. Second, the notation Hé (In) is reserved to the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions along the whole boundary.
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(1) (Real line) Theorem 2.1 can be extended to the whole real line I = R (or half-line). In this case,
the existence of a ground-state is not guaranteed and the statement should be changed to "if a
ground-state exists" then all of the conclusions of Theorem 2.1 holds.

(2) (Many-body interactions) We can allow a larger class of distributional interaction potentials w.
In fact, Theorem 2.1 holds for M-body interactions wys with arbitrary M € N, provided that wy
lies in suitable dual Sobolev spaces (see Section 4.3). Notably, the case of two-body 3D Coulomb
interactions, which could be seen as a "six-body" interaction of the form

1
3 -2
we (X1, X2, X3, Y1, Y2, Y3) = (Z(xj - yj)z) ,
=1

is also admissible. In particular, one can show that the ground-state of the 3D many-particle
system with Coulomb interaction, restricted to maximally antisymmetric wave-functions, i.e.,
wave-functions that are antisymmetric with respect to the exchange of all possible one-dimensional
coordinates, is also non-degenerate.

(3) (Elliptic operators) Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 also hold with the Laplacian replaced by more general
elliptic operators

N
L= ) o, (al- y (x)aquf), with a;;(x) € L™ (Iy: R).
ij=1
The only condition needed for our proof is that weak subsolutions L,u < 0 satisfy the strong
maximum principle.
(4) (More general boundary conditions) We can further extend Theorem 2.1 to a larger class of self-
adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w). Roughly speaking, the maximal class of spaces for which our proof
works is given by all H} (Iy) where the restricted space

{\I’|5N ¥ e Hi(IN) NHy} where Sy ={(x1,...,xn) €IN X1 < X9... < XN}

is invariant under taking the real and positive part, see Theorem 5.6. In particular, Theorem 2.3 still
holds with the following mixed space of non-local and local boundary conditions

H, (InsT) = H, (In) N H' (In3 T), (2.5)
for @ € R\ {0} satisfying (2.4).

Interestingly, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 can be applied to obtain information on the whole spectrum of single-
particle operators. More precisely, let v € V, L C C? be a (closed) subspace, and denote by hy (v) = —Ap +0
the self-adjoint operator associated to the form

a, (Y, ¢) = '/I|V¢(x)|2dx +o(|y|*) with form domain Hi([) ={y e H'(I) : (¢(0),¢(1)) € L}. (2.6)

Then by applying Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 to self-adjoint realizations of the non-interacting operator Hy (v, 0),
we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.6 (Single-particle operators). Letv € V and L = {B = (Bo, p1) € C? : By — afp; = 0} for some
a € R\ {0}. Then hy(v) has discrete spectrum, all eigenfunctions are almost everywhere non-vanishing, and
the eigenvalues { A }ren ordered in non-decreasing order and counting multiplicity satisfy

Ask—1 < Aok, ifa >0,
{Azk < Agkr1,  ifa <0, foranyk € N. (2.7)

Moreover, in the case where L is one of the following sets
{oyxC, Cx{o}, {00} or C% (2.8)

the same holds but all the eigenvalues are simple.

Remark (Self-adjont realizations). We remark that all local self-adjoint realizations of (2.6) on C.”(I) are
of the form hy (v) for some closed subspace L C C? (see Propostion 3.9). Hence, Theorem 2.6 provides
information on the spectrum of all self-adjoint extensions of k1, (v) in C;°(I) whose form domain is closed
under complex conjugation.
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Remark (Sturm-Liouville theory). The result from Theorem 2.6 in the case of local boundary conditions (2.8)
is, at least for regular potentials v, well-known in the theory of Sturm-Liouville operators, see, e.g., [ R
Theorem 1.9.2]. Nevertheless, the approach presented here seems to be completely different from previous
proofs and has the important advantage that it works in the interacting case.

Next, we present a monotonicity result for the ground-state energy of Hy (v, w). This result shows that
the ground-state energy is strictly monotone with respect to enlarging the Dirichlet set of the form domain
of Hy (v, w). Precisely, let us denote by I'y the symmetrization of the set T’ C dly, i.e.,

In = Ugepyo(I) where o(x1,...xN) = (X5(1)s - Xo(N) )

and Py is the set of permutations of {1, ..., N}. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.7 (Monotonicity with respect to the Dirichlet set). LetT C T” C dly be such that I} \ Ty has
non-empty (relative) interior in dly. Let A1 (T') and A1(T") be respectively the lowest eigenvalues of Hx (v, w; T')
and Hx (v, w;T7). Then

A(T) < 4(T).

Moreover, if o € R\ {0} satisfies (2.4) and A;(T) and A1(T") denote respectively the lowest eigenvalues of the
self-adjoint realizations with form domain H,(In;T) NHy and H (In;T’) N Hy, then the same result holds.

Remark (Strict inequality). The important point in Theorem 2.7 is the strict inequality, since the weaker
inequality < trivially follows from the variational principle.

Remark (Topological assumption). Our main tool to establish Theorem 2.7 is a weak unique continuation
result along the boundary, namely Theorem 6.1. As this result applies only to relatively open subsets of
the boundary, the assumption that I}, \ I'v has non-empty interior is crucial for our proof. Lifting this
assumption seems like a challenging problem.

2.3. Outline of the proofs. We now discuss the key steps and main challenges in the proofs of our main
results.

The proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 is carried out in Section 5 and relies on two main steps. The first step
consists in proving a Perron-Frobenius (PF) theorem for Schrédinger operators of the form —A + V for a
large class of distributional potentials V (see Theorem 5.3). In other words, we show that the ground-state
of such operators is non-degenerate and strictly positive almost everywhere. This step relies on well-
known semigroup techniques and a perturbative argument borrowed from Reed and Simon [ ][Section
XII.12] (see also [ , , ] for similar arguments). Combining this result with a density result
for dual Sobolev spaces (Lemma 3.11), we can then establish a PF theorem for Schrédinger operators of
the form Hy (v, w) = —=A + 3;0; + 2. ;,; Wi ; under a suitable positivity assumption on their form domain.
Unfortunately, these results only apply to the operator without Fermi statistics, i.e., without antisymmetry
restrictions on the wave-function. Indeed, whenever antisymmetry is present the wave-function must
have both positive and negative values and can not be almost everywhere strictly positive. In particular, as
warned in [ , page 207], PF results cannot be applied to electronic systems.

It turns out, however, that this is not entirely true for the case of systems with antisymmetry with respect
to exchange of one-dimensional coordinates. Indeed, in the second and key step of our proof, we show
that the operator Hy (v, w), acting on antisymmetric functions in Iy, is unitarily equivalent to a reduced
Schrédinger operator acting on functions on the simplex Sy = {(x1, ..., xy) € (0, )N : x; < x3... < xn},
but without symmetry constraints. This reduction is based on the rather simple but surprisingly useful
observation that the box Iy can be tilled by reflections of the simplex Sy. This reduction then allow us to
apply the aforementioned PF theorem to establish the non-degeneracy and the strong unique continuation
property of the ground-state for the electronic Hamiltonian Hy (v, w). At this step, condition (2.4) can be
shown to be equivalent to positivity of the form domain of the reduced operator and is therefore crucial
for our proof. This step is carried out in Section 5.2.

In Section 5.4 we present the proof of Theorem 2.6. This result is an immediate application of Theorems 2.1
and 2.3, and a technical lemma that connects the boundary conditions of the non-interacting operator
Hpy (v, 0) to the boundary conditions of the single-particle operator h(v) = —A +v.

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is inspired by ideas from previous works on similar eigenvalue inequalities
[ , , , ]. More precisely, the core idea of the proof is to apply the beautiful domain
extension argument of Filonov [ ] to establish a unique continuation result along the boundary (cf.
Theorem 6.1). Here, however, we face two fundamental problems when trying to apply this argument.
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First, it relies on unique continuation results which are not available in the case of distributional potentials.
Second, and perhaps more critical, is the fact that the non-local boundary conditions are such that, roughly
speaking, the faces of Iy are "glued" to each other, and therefore, no extension argument is possible.

The first problem can be overcome by using the unique continuation property of the ground-state
guaranteed by the PF theorem. Note that this property is only proven for the ground-state, which explains
why we can only obtain inequalities for the lowest eigenvalue of Hy (v, w). To deal with the second
difficulty, we rely on a distributional definition of the Neumann trace (or normal derivative). While this
definition is the same as in previous works, e.g., [ ] where the Laplacian with non-local (Robin)
boundary conditions is considered, we emphasize that the situation here is more delicate for two reasons.
First, the non-local boundary conditions here are imposed directly in the form domain of the operator, as
opposed to adding a non-local form along the boundary as done in [ ]. Second, an eigenfunction ¥ of
Hpy (v, w) has, in general, no more regularity than H!. In particular, its Laplacian has no more regularity
than H™!, and therefore, the usual definition of the weak Neumann trace, which requires AY to be at least
in H® for s > —1/2, see [ , (3.17)], is not meaningful.

Fortunately, we can still show that, despite this lack of regularity, a meaningful sense can be given to
the Neumann trace of eigenfunctions along any open subset of the boundary where they vanish,; this result
crucially relies on the locality of the operator Hy (v, w), a property that indirectly underlies many of the
arguments used here. We then obtain an explicitly formula for this weak Neumann trace that could be
new and of independent interest; see Lemma 6.4. By combining this formula with a positivity property
of the boundary conditions, which is inherited by the ground-state (see Theorem 5.6), we can show that
the Neumann trace of the ground-state vanishes whenever its Dirichlet trace vanishes. This allows us to
extend the form domain of Hy (v, w) and carry out the extension argument of Filonov to complete the
proof of the unique continuation along the boundary in Theorem 6.1. Theorem 2.7 then follows from
standard arguments.

3. BACKGROUND ON SOBOLEV SPACES

In this section we present some well-known results about Sobolev spaces that will be useful throughout
our proofs.

3.1. Definitions and basic properties. Let us start by recalling the precise definition of Sobolev spaces and
setting-up some notation.

Throughout this section Q ¢ R? will be a bounded, open, and connected subset of R? with Lipschitz
boundary. This means that, for any x € 99, there exists a neighborhood x € U ¢ R¢ such that, up to a
rigid motion (i.e., translation and rotation), U N 9 is the graph of a Lipschitz function. On such domains,
the Sobolev spaces can be defined as follows.

Definition 3.1 (Sobolev spaces). For 1 < p < oo, we denote by W?(Q), the space of (complex-valued)
functions f € L?(Q) with weak gradient Vf € L?(Q; C") endowed with the norm

AT, = AT, + IV AU, (31)
Moreover, we denote by W(l)’p (Q) the closure of the space C2°(Q) with respect to the W*-norm.

Definition 3.2 (Dual Sobolev spaces). For 1 < p < oo, we denote by W~1?(Q), the dual space of W:4(Q),
where g is the Holder conjugate of p (i.e., 1/p + 1/g = 1). More precisely,

W (Q) := {T: WH(Q) — C linear and continuous}

endowed with the norm

()
ITll-1p =  sup .
ewmio) 1l

Similarly, we denote by W, Lp (Q) respectively ng’p (Q) the dual spaces of W(l)’q(Q) respectively Wi’q(Q).

Remark 3.3 (Notation). For p = 2, we use the standard notation H!(Q) instead of W%%(Q). Moreover,
whenever clear from the context, we shall omit the domain Q and simply write H!, Wb?, W(l)’p and so on.

For later reference, let us recall the celebrated Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (GNS) inequality. We refer,
e.g., to[ , Theorem 12.83] for a proof of the general 1 < p,q < oo case, and to [ ] for precise
conditions on the validity of GNS for Sobolev spaces of fractional order.
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Lemma 3.4 (GNS interpolation inequality). Let Q ¢ R? be a bounded open and connected domain with
Lipschitz boundary. Then for any f € WP (Q) with2 < p < co we have

Iflle < IFIEPIAIE,  where 6 =

N

(32)

=AW

Ford = 1, the case p = oo is also allowed.

Another fundamental property of Sobolev functions on Lipschitz domains is the existence of a trace
along the boundary. Let us recall this fact here as well. For a proof, see [ , Section 18.4].

Theorem 3.5 (Trace of Sobolev functions). For any open, bounded, and Lipschitz Q ¢ R¢ withd > 2, there
exists a unique continuous trace operator y : H(Q) — H: (2Q) satisfying yf = flaq for f € H(Q) N C(Q).
Moreover, the trace operator is surjective and there exists (infinitely many) right inverses, i.e., continuous maps
J :H2(0Q) — HY(Q) such that yJ f = f for any f € H2(3Q).

Remark 3.6 (Fractional Sobolev space on the boundary). Although the precise definition of H: (0Q) will
not be relevant to us here, let us state it at least once. We say that a function f : 9Q — C belongs to
HY2(0Q) if f is measurable with respect to the ¢~! Hausdorff measure and satisfies

— 2
ey = [ WPt @s [ 2T

= (dx) ! (dy) < oo
QX IQ lx =yl
Alternatively, HY/ 2(9Q) can be defined via localization and the Fourier transform, see [ , Chapter 3].

Remark 3.7 (One dimensional case). For Q = I = (0, 1), any function in H!(I) is continuous up to the
boundary. In this case, we set H'/?(aI) = C? and the trace operator reduces to (yf) = (f(0), f(1)) € C2.

Using the trace operator, we can define the following subspaces of H!(Q).

Definition 3.8 (Trace-restricted Sobolev spaces). For any closed subspace L C H: (0Q), we denote by
Hi(Q) the space of Sobolev functions with trace in L, i.e.,

H(Q) = {f e H'(Q) : yf € L},
where y is the trace operator of Theorem 3.5.

From the continuity of the trace operator, it is easy to see that H; (Q) is a closed subspace of H' ().

Moreover, any right inverse J : H: (0Q) — HY(Q) of the trace operator defines an isomorphism H!(Q) =
Hy(Q) & H'/2(9Q) via the map

G :H'Y(Q) - H)(Q) @ H2(aQ),  G(f) = (f = Jy(), y(f)).

From this decomposition, one can show that any closed subspace of H! (Q) containing C°(Q) is given by
H} (Q) for a unique L C H: (0Q). More precisely, the following holds.

Proposition 3.9 (Characterization of intermediate spaces of H!). Let X c H!(Q) be a closed subspace such
that C¥(Q) C X, then there exists a unique closed subspace L  H'/?(9Q) such that X = H} (Q).

3.2. Representation and density on dual Sobolev spaces. The following lemma gives a simple but useful
representation of the dual Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 3.10 (Representation of dual Sobolev space). Let1 < p < oo, then for any T € WP (Q), there
existsa € C and V € LP(Q; C") such that

I(f) =7 /Q flx)dx+ fQ V(x) - Vf (x)d. (3.3
Proof. First, we note that the map
P WH(Q) - CxLI(Q:CY) i(f) = (/ fFdx, Vf)
Q

is a continuous immersion, i.e., i is continuous, injective and has closed range. Indeed, the continuity is
immediate from the definition of W* and the injectivity follows from the simple fact that

Vf—-Vg=0 implies f —g=constant for any distributions f,g € D’(Q),
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To see that i has closed range, note that if {(/ frs V) dnen is a Cauchy sequence in C x LI(Q; C?), then
by Poincare’s inequality

lin s~ fo = [ o= fodllus =0,

Thus £, is a Cauchy in W4(Q); in particular, the limit of this sequence exists and belongs to f € W4 by

completeness. Hence i(f) = (/f Vf)= Iimn_m(/ Jns V).

Now let T € W™LP(Q). As the inverse of i is continuous from ran(i) to W4 by the closed graph theorem,
the functional T o i~! belongs to the dual of ran(i). Since ran(i) is a closed subspace of C x LI(; C%), by
the Hahn-Banach theorem there exists a continuous extension of T 0 i~! to C x L9(Q; Cd), denoted here
by T’. Thus, by the Riesz representation theorem in L7 spaces (recall that 1 < g < oo since 1 < p < ),
there exists f € C and V € L?(Q; C¢) such that

T'(B,W) =aB + /QV(X) -W(x)dx, foranyf e CandW € LI(Q;R%).

In particular, for (f, W) = ( f f,Vf), equation (3.3) holds and the proof is complete. [ ]

An important consequence of the above representation is the following density result.

Lemma 3.11 (Density of smooth functions). Let T € W™ (Q) with 1 < p < oo, then the space of functions
{g+a:geCX(Q),a € C} C C®(Q) is dense in W™ LP(Q).

Proof. Let (o, V) € CXLP(Q;C?) be given by Lemma 3.10. As C¥(Q) is dense in L (Q) for any 1 < p < oo,
there exists a sequence of vector fields V,, € C°(Q; C%) such that ||V, = V|| — 0 as n — co. In particular,
the sequence g, := ¢ — divV;, € C2(Q) + C satisfies

’T(f) - /Q () f (x)dx

=‘ / V(x) - Vi(x)dx + / div V, (x) f (x)dx
Q Q

<NV =VallrlIfllg  forany f e Wha.

- ‘ /Q V= V) (x) - Vf (x)dx

Hence, g, — T in W7, which completes the proof. [

Remark 3.12 (Dual representation on restricted Sobolev spaces). Since Wi’q(Q) is a closed subspace of

W4(Q), any functional in Wzl’p (Q) can be continuously extended to a functional in W=#(Q) by the
Hahn-Banach theorem. In particular, the representation and density results in Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 hold
for W;l’P(Q) and W(;l’p(Q) as well.

3.3. Regularity of reduced densities. We now present a regularity result for reduced densities of wave-
functions with finite kinetic energy. This result is a simple application of the GNS, Holder’s, and Minkowiski
integral inequalities.

Lemma 3.13 (Regularity of reduced densities). Let ¥,® € H'(Q x Q') where @ ¢ R? and Q' ¢ R are
bounded Lipschitz domains. Let py g denote the overlapping density

prote) = [ Foxuax y)dy (4)

Then we have

-d d \da l<p<2 ifd=1,
lpvolliy < I¥Mm @y " 1N, + 1Rl 11y " 1€, forany (1<p<2 ifd=2, (3-5)
1<p<h. ifd=s,

where the implicit constant depends on p, Q, and Q’, but is independent of ¥ and ®.

Proof. First, observe that

Vapra() = [ TG R) + T 5,00 )dy
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for any smooth ¥, ®. Then we can apply Minkowiski integral inequality, Holder’s inequality, and the GNS

inequality (3.2) to find that
1 1
14 ? 3
dx) < / (/(IVXCD‘I’| + |<I>Vx‘P|)pdx) dy
o \Jao

1Vepwallis = ( i
Q
3 e 1 2-p
2 2 > 2 2p 2p
S/ (/ IVx‘Iflzdx) (/ |<I>|2-ﬂdx) dy+/ (/ |ch1>|2dx) (/ |‘I’|2-de) dy
F\JQ Q r\JQ Q

< /Q IV ¥ g UL 2NN, + 1@l 191211, dy

/ (V¥ + ¥V, D)dy
Q/

-0 0 -0 0
S 1l 1213 NPT, + 1@l N I

where 0 = d (% — PZ;pZ) = g As this holds for any smooth ¥, ®, the result follows by an approximation
argument. The restriction p < 2 for d = 2 is necessary in (3.5) because the GNS inequality (3.2) is not valid
in the end point case (p,d) = (o, 2). On the other hand, the case (p,d) = (0, 1) is allowed in (3.2) and
therefore p = 2 in (3.5) is allowed for d = 1. [

An important feature of inequality (3.5) is that only the dimension of the set Q is relevant for the
regularity of the reduced densities. Moreover, in the case where d’ = 0, i.e., we consider only ¥, ® € HY(Q)
and py ¢ = P®, estimate (3.5) reduces to the standard (Sobolev) regularity expected by the product of two
H! functions in R¥. In particular, it implies that the set H'(Q) for an interval Q = (a,b) C R is an algebra
of functions. This property was crucial in [ , ] but will play no special role here.

4. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH DISTRIBUTIONAL POTENTIALS

In this section, we present the construction of self-adjoint realizations of Hy (v, w) in detail. We also
present some important examples of distributional potentials for which this construction holds. For
convenience of the reader, we recall the basic results on the theory of quadratic forms and self-adjoint
extensions in Appendix A.

4.1. Self-adjoint realizations. The estimate in Lemma 3.13 allows us to define self-adjoint Schrodinger
operators with external and interaction potentials in a large class of distributions. Indeed, from estimate (3.5)
and Young’s inequality, we find that any v € V and w € W satisfy
C

lo(pw,w) +w(paww)l < ellP|Z, + EII‘I’Ilfz, for any ¥ € H'(Iy), (4.1)
and any € > 0 for some constant C = C(v,w) > 0. Hence, from the celebrated KLMN theorem (cf.
Theorem A.5), for any closed subspace L ¢ H'/?(9Q), we can construct a unique self-adjoint operator
associated to the sesquilinear form

apw(¥,P) = / V¥(x) - VO(x)dx + v(pys) + w(powe), for¥,d e H}_(IN) N Hy. (4.2)

In

Precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 4.1 (Schrodinger operators with distributional potentials). Let N € N, v € V, andw € W.
Moreover, let L ¢ H'/?(aly) be a closed subspace and Hi(I N) the trace-restricted Sobolev space introduced in
Definition 3.8. Then the quadratic form in (4.2) is closed, symmetric and semibounded. In particular, there
exists a unique self-adjoint operator HII;,(U, w) associated to this form. Moreover, Hﬁ,(v, w) is semibounded
and has purely discrete spectrum.

Remark 4.2 (Notation). For the rest of the paper, we shall denote by Hy (v, w; T') the self-adjoint realization of
g1y With form domain H! (In; T) N'Hy and by HE; (v; w; T) the realization with form domain H., (In;T)NHy.

4.2. From single-particle to many-particle boundary conditions. Formally, the non-interacting operator
Hpy (v, 0) can be written as the sum

jthposition
N —
Hy(0,0) :Zl®...® h(v) ®...® 1,

=1
where 1 is the identity operator and h(v) = —A + v is the single-particle operator acting on L%(I). This
allow us to reduce the study of non-interacting (electronic) operators to the case of single-particle ones.
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However, to make this observation precise, we need to impose appropriate boundary conditions on the
form domains of Hy (v, 0) and h(v). In this section, our goal is to clarify this point.
To this end, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3 (Many-particle form domain). Let @ € R and H. (I) be the space introduced in (3.5). Then for
any N € N, the span of Slater determinants

D= A..Aon, @; € HL(I)
is dense in H, (In) N Hy.
Proof. We first observe that the projection on the antisymmetric space, explictly given by
1 .
@ (Py®)(x) = 17 27; sign(o)®(ox)
cePN

is continuous with respect to the H! topology and maps N-fold tensor products to N-fold Slater determinants.
Therefore, it suffices to show that the space

Y := span{p; ® ... ® o : ¢; € HL(])}

is dense in HY, (Iy). For this, let {¢;} jen be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of the one-dimensional
Laplacian in H}z (I),ie., ¢; satisfies

/8x<pj(x)ax¢(x)dx =1 /(pj(x)lﬁ(x)dx, for any i € HL (I).
i I
Then, it is not hard to see that ¢; € C* (I) and
adxp;j(0) — dxpj(1) = 0.
Consequently, by integration by parts, for any ¥ € H! (Iy) and (ji, ..., jy) € NV we have

N
(%,0), ® . ® 0 = D (35, ¥, ), ® i )12 + (B0, ® i )12
k=1

N
= D A(¥0), @ . @ @i + (X ® . ® 0 iz
k=1

(”ZM

Thus, if ¥ is H'-orthogonal to Y, then ¥ is L*-orthogonal to all {¢;, ® ... ® @ } (j,. . jx)enn - As this set is an
orthogonal basis of L?(Iy), we must have ¥ = 0. Hence, the intersection of H}x (In) with the H!-orthogonal
complement of Y is trivial, which implies that Y is dense in H, (Iy). ]

<‘}, P ®.0 (p]N>

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we have the following relation between the single-particle
operator h,(v) = —A4 + 0 and the N-particle operator H (v, 0) associated to the form

au(2.%) = [ [VECOFdx+o(pe), ¥ € L) O Hy
In

Lemma 4.4 (From single-particle to non-interacting many-particle systems). Leto € V,a € C%, and N € N.

Let {{)j}jen be an orthogonal basis of eigenfunctions of he(v) = —A, + v with corresponding eigenvalues
{A;}jen ordered in non-decreasing order. Then the Slater determinants
{(Yr=v, A Ay o T ={j1, - iN} € NN such that 1< j; < jo... < jn} (4.3)

forms an Hy -orthogonal basis of eigenfunctions of Hy; (v, 0) with eigenvalues A; = Zlk\lzl Aj.. In particular,
the ground-state of Hy;(v,0) is non-degenerate if and only if Ax satisfies the closed shell condition AN < An+1.

Proof. From a long but straightforward calculation we find that
ay(¥7, 01 A . AoN) = (¥, 01 A ... A o)1z, for any {(pJ L CHL(D),
where ¥7 =y, A ... Ay, and Aj = Zszl Aj.. Thus by Lemma 4.3 and approximation we have
ay(¥y, ®) = A;(¥;,®) for any ® € HL (In) N Hy.
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Therefore ¥; is an eigenfunction of Hf; (v, 0) with eigenvalue A;. The fact that the ¥;’s form an Hy-
orthogonal basis follows from the fact that {i/;}jen is an L?-orthogonal basis of L2(I). [

4.3. Examples of distributional potentials. To illustrate how large the class of admissible external and
interaction potentials in Lemma 4.1 is, let us present a few important examples.

(1)
()

(3

(4)

The Dirac’s delta potential 8y, with x, € I belongs to V by the continuous embedding H!(I) c C ().
Note that xq € oI = {0, 1} is also allowed.
The §-interaction potential w = §(x — y), defined via

ws(paw0) = / pawo(x,x)dx.
I

This follows from the fact that the trace operator y : W (I;) — L?(D) sending p; to its restriction
along the diagonal set D = {(x,x) € I, : x € I} is a continuous operator.
Multiplicative potentials v € L!(I) and w € L!(2I), whose actions are defined via

o(p) = /1 o(x)p(x)dx and w(py) = /1 w(x - y)pa(x, y)dxdy,

are also allowed. The first one is clear from Holder’s inequality. For the second one, note that

Flu) = Ll—|up2 (u-zl-z)’ u;v)dv

belongs to L= (I) for any p, € W (I,) with 1 < p < oo. Hence, the map

1
pors [ wix=ppmxydedy = 5 [ wiw

belongs to W~14(1,).
Lemma 4.1 can also be extended to the case of k*"-body distributional potentials for k > 3. To be
precise, for any w, € W™L4(I;) with g > k, one can use Lemma 3.13 and Young’s inequality to
show that the form (¥, ®) — wi(pk.v.0), where

N!

Prwo (X1, ., Xk) = m

/ W (1, .o xN)D(X1, ooy XN ) dXy1...dXN,

IN-k

is A-bounded with relative bound 0. Therefore, any Schrédinger operator of the form

N N
Hy (wq, wa, ..., wy) = —=A + Z Z Wk (Xjy5 Xjys o Xji)s
k=1 j1#...-#jk

with real-valued wy € W™L9%(I;), where qx > k for k > 2 and w; € V, defines a self-adjoint
operator with discrete spectrum. In particular, the case of 3D Coulomb interactions

3

w(x1, ..., Xg) = (Z(xj - xj+3)2)

J=1

is also included for N > 6.

5. NON-DEGENERACY OF THE GROUND-STATE

Our goal in this section is to prove Theorem 2.1.

5.1. Perron-Frobenius theorem. We start with a Perron-Frobenius theorem for the free Laplacian without
particle statistics. To properly state this result, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.1. (Positivity and reality preserving) Let L C H: (0Q) be a closed subspace and H; (Q) the
space introduced in Definition 3.8. Then we say that

V)
(i)

HI{(Q) is reality preserving if Re ¥ € HI{(Q) for any ¥ € Hi(Q)
H} (Q) is positivity preserving if ¥, = max{¥, 0} € H] (Q) for any real-valued ¥ € H; (Q).
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Lemma 5.2 (Perron-Frobenius for the free Laplacian). Let Q C RY be open, connected, and bounded subset
with Lipschitz boundary, and let H] (Q) be positivity and reality preserving. Then the Laplacian —Ay, defined
as the unique self-adjoint operator associated to the quadratic form

ap : Hp (Q) xH; (Q) > C, ay(¥,®) ::/V‘P(x)-V@(x)dx,
Q

has a non-degenerate ground-state and the unique (up to a global phase) normalized ground-state wave-function
is strictly positive everywhere in Q.

Proof. The proof is based on the variational principle and the strong maximum principle. So first, we note
that —A; has discrete spectrum and therefore a ground-state ¥ exists. Next, we claim that the ground-state
can be taken real-valued. To see this, note that ® € H] (Q) for any ® € H] (Q) by the reality preserving
property. In particular

ao (¥, @) = ‘/QV‘I‘(x) - VO(x)dx = ag(®, ¥) = 1(D, ¥) = (¥, d), forany d e Hi(Q),

where 1 > 0 is the ground-state energy. Consequently, ¥ is also a ground-state of —A;, and therefore
2Re¥ = ¥ + ¥ is a ground-state as well.

Thus, assuming that the ground-state is real-valued, we can define ¥, = max{0, ¥} and ¥_ = (-¥),.
Since Hj () is positivity preserving by assumption, both ¥, and ¥_ belong to H; (Q). Moreover, since
they have disjoint support and ¥ = ¥, — ¥_, we have

a0 = [ TGV b= [ T - V(e = 208 = AL

Hence, it follows from the variational principle that
— aO(\II’ lP) — ao(‘ll_H lI’+)
w0y 1912, %15

As a consequence, ¥, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange (eigenfunction) equation
ag(®,¥,) = / Vo(x) - V¥(x) = (D, ¥,), forany ® e CX(Q),
Q

or equivalently, (—A — 1) ¥, = 0 in the distributional sense. From standard elliptic regularity (cf. [ ,
Section 6.3]), it follows that ¥, € C*(Q). As ¥, > 0and A > 0, ¥, is a subsolution of Laplace equation,

-AY, > 0.

Therefore, we can apply the strong maximum principle [ , Theorem 3 in Section 6.4.2] to conclude
that either ¥, (x) > 0 for any x € Q or ¥, = 0. Hence, either ¥, = 0 or ¥_ = 0, which implies ¥(x)
has constant sign everywhere in Q. Thus any real-valued ground-state of —A[ is strictly positive (up to
multiplication by a constant). Therefore, the ground-state is non-degenerate as there cannot be two strictly
positive functions that are mutually orthogonal. [ ]

We can now combine the previous result with the perturbative approach in Reed and Simon [ ,
Section XIIL12] to prove the following Perron-Frobenius theorem for generalized Schrédinger operators.
This result will play a key role throughout this paper.

Theorem 5.3 (Perron-Frobenius for Schrédinger operators with distributional potentials). Let Q ¢ R? and
Hi(Q) be asin Lemma 5.2. Let V : Hi(Q) X HI{(Q) — C be a sesquilinear form and suppose that there exists
a sequence {V, }nen C L7 (Q) of real-valued functions such that

[V(2,0) - [, V(¥ (x)dx

lim ||V = V|l opg-1 = lim su =0.
= 1 g gttt () (0] gz 1215
Then there exists a unique self-adjoint operator H(V) = —Ap + V with quadratic form
ay(¥,0) = / V¥ (x) - VO(x)dx + V(¥,®), ford, ¥ e Hi(Q) (5.1)
Q

Moreover, the ground-state of H(V) is non-degenerate and the unique (up to a global phase) ground-state
wave-function can be chosen strictly positive almost everywhere in Q.
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Proof. We first show that V is symmetric and A-bounded with relative bound 0. For this, note that, for any
€ > 0 there exists n € N such that ||V — V,;||gqi -1 < €. Hence,

’WY@—LW@W@M@w

< ell®llm ¥l + IVallee 1Nl |9l 2, for any ¥, @ € Hj (Q),
and

[V (¥, @) - V(D) :‘(V(‘P,CI))— /Q Vn(xﬁ(x)cp(x)dx)+(V(<1>,qf)— /Q Vn(x)@qf(x)dx)

< 2€]|¥ | |l -

As € > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small, we conclude that V is symmetric and A-bounded with relative
bound 0. Hence, by the KLMN theorem (cf. Theorem A.5), there exists a unique self-adjoint operator
with quadratic form (5.1). Moreover, as the quadratic form domain of H(V) is Hi(Q), which is compactly
embedded in L2(Q), the operator H(V) has compact resolvent and therefore purely discrete spectrum. In
particular, there exists at least one ground-state.

To show that the ground-state is non-degenerate and strictly positive almost everywhere, we shall use
the following lemma, which is a reformulation of results extracted from Reed and Simon [ , Theorem
XIII.43 and Theorem XIII.45]. For the proof of this lemma, we refer to their book.

Lemma 5.4 (Perron-Frobenius invariance under strong resolvent convergence via multiplicative potentials).
Let H and H, be self-adjoint operators on L2(Q) and suppose that there exists {Vy, }nen C L¥(Q) such that
Hy + V,, converges in the strong resolvent sense to H. Suppose also that e =" is positivity preserving (i.e., sends
non-negative functions to non-negative functions). Then the following holds: if Hy has a non-degenerate and
almost everywhere strictly positive ground-state, then so does H (provided that a ground-state exists).

We now observe that, by Lemma 5.2, the operator Hy = —Ay has a non-degenerate and strictly positive
ground-state. Moreover, e ‘0 is positivity preserving because, from the standard formula

V|¥| = V¥ g0y — V¥ (y<o), Where 14 is the indicator function on A,

for real-valued ¥, we see that H satisfies the Beurling-Deny criterion (cf. [ , Theorem XIIL.50]):
(|¥], Ho|¥|) = / IVI¥|(x)[*dx = / |V¥(x)|*dx = (¥,H¥), forany ¥ € H! (Q).
Q Q

To conclude, we now note that, since V,, — V in 8(H!; H™!), the operators Hy + V,, converge to H(V) in
the strong (in fact norm) resolvent sense. Indeed, this follows from the resolvent formula

(z=H(V))™" = (z=Ho = Vo)™
=u—Hw»*”@—@+@—Hw»*Wv—nxr4ﬂmr”)j@—Hw»*@

(See [ , Theorem VIIL25.(c)] for the detailed argument.) We can thus apply Lemma 5.4 to complete the
proof. ]

5.2. Unitary reduction to the simplex. Throughout this section, we denote by Sy the open simplex
Sy ={(x1, . xN) EIN:0<x] < X3 <...<xy <1}

The key observation that allow us to apply Theorem 5.3 to the operator H]f](v, w) is that the hypercube
Iy can be decomposed in a disjoint union of reflections of the simplex Sy. To make this precise, let us
introduce some additional notation.

First, we denote by Py the set of all permutations of {1, ..., N}, i.e,

Pn ={o:{1,..,N} = {1,.., N} bijective}.
With some abuse of notation, we also denote by ¢ the linear map of permutation of coordinates
o:RYN S RN o(xq, . xn) = (Xo(1)s - X (N))- (5.2)

Recall that the sign of the permutation o is defined as sgn(o) = deto € {1, 1}. Moreover, we denote by
{F; };‘]:0 the faces of the boundary of the simplex Sy, i..e,

Fj={(x1,...xn) € Sy Xj=Xjs} (5-3)
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FIGURE 1. Simplex Sy in the case N = 2 (left) and N = 3 (right) with edges of 9y (dashed
lines) and interior boundary Ti,; C dSy (in red).

with the convention xy = 0 and xx+; = 1. We can now define the interior part of the boundary of Sy as
Lint = 9Sn \ (Fo U Fx) = {(x1,..,XN) € SN : xj=xj forsomejand 0 <x; <xy <1} (5.4)

For a visual illustration of Sy and the interior boundary Iy, see Figure 1.
Let us also define the pushforward map oy as

os : HY(SN) = HY(o(SN)),  (0:¥)(x1, ., xn) = ¥ (G_l(xl, . xN)) =¥ (x(,fl(l), . x(,q(N)) .
Finally, let us define the reduced trace-restricted space on Sy as
Hj (Sn) = {¥lsy : ¥ € H (In) N Hn}- (5:5)
We then have the following key decomposition of Hy N H; (In).

Lemma 5.5 (Unitary reduction to the simplex). The map T : H}d (Sy) — H}ﬂ (IN) N Hy defined via

D san(a)ox(¥) (56)

T(¥) = ——
N! oePN

is an isometric isomorphism.

Proof. The key observations here are the following:

(i) (Tessellating cover) The sets o(Sy) with o € Py tessellate Iy, i.e.,
Iy C Ugegach(g) and o(Sy)N7(Sy) =0 foranyo # 7€ Py. (5.7)
(ii) (Interior boundary) The interior boundary Ty, defined in (5.4) satisfies Ty = 9Sy N Iy

The fact that 6(Sy) covers Iy is clear. Indeed, for any (xi,...,xN) € Iy there exists 0 € Py such that
0 < Xg(1) £ Xg(2)--- < Xg(n) < 1and therefore (x1,...,xn) € o 1(Sn).
To prove the disjoint property, we first note that, since any ¢ € Py is a homeomorphism in RY,

o(Sy)N7(Sy) =0 ifand onlyif (z7'0a)(Sy) NSy =0.
Hence, it suffices to show (5.7) for o € Py and 7 = I (identity map). For this, we define
m(o) = max{j: o (k) <k foranyk < j}U {0}.

Then, if o # I we must have 0 < m(c) < N. In particular 6™ 1(m(0) + 1) > m(c) +1 = 6~ (m(o) + k)
for some k > 2. Then, on the one hand, any (xi,..,xn) € o(Sn) satisfies x5-1(;) < Xz-1(j41) for any j
and, in particular, X;-1 (m(0)+1) < Xo-1(m(o)+k) = Xm(o)+1- On the other hand, any (xi, ..., xy) € Sy satisfies
xj < Xj41 for any j. Since 0™!(m(0) +1) > m(o) + 1, this implies, in particular, that x,,(¢)+1 < Xo-1(m(c)+1)-
Therefore, we can not have (xy, ..., xy) € Sy N 0(Sn), which completes the proof of (i).

We now turn to (ii). First, it is clear from the definition (5.3) that Fy U Fy C 9JIny and therefore
(Fo U Fy) NIy = 0. Hence, dSy N Iy C Ty On the other hand, if (x1,..,xn5) € Line = Sy \ (Fo U Fn)
we must have 0 < xp < x7... < x§ < 1. As every element in the boundary of Iy must have at least one
coordinate with value 0 or 1, we must have (xy, ..., xy) € Iy and therefore item (ii) holds.
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We now show that T is an isometry from Hj (Sx) to H'(In) N Hy. To this end, first note that, since ¥ is
the restriction of an antisymmetric function, it follows from the definition of Tiy: (see (5.4)) that y¥|r,, = 0.
Consequently, from property (ii), the extension of ¥ to Iy by zero on Iy \ Sy belongs to H!(Iy). Hence
TY¥ € H'(Iy). Moreover, if we denote the permutation of x; and x;41 by g;, then by construction we have

\/% U;N sign(o)(oj 0 0)s(¥) = —\/% Z sgn(o; 0 0)(0j 0 )4 (¥) = —T¥.

* gjocePN

(0j)#(TY) =

Therefore, T¥ € Hy N H!(Iy). Furthermore, since each o(Sy) is disjoint and ¢ an isometry, we have

1 _ -

IT¥IE, )+ VT, ) = 1 > / ¥ (o™ ) + V¥ ) Pdx = ¥ 6,
: O'EPN O—(SN)

and therefore T is an isometry. Moreover, a similar calculation shows that the restriction map ¥ +— T~ !1¥ =

VN!¥|s, is an isometry from H'(Ix) N Hy to H' (Sn;Tint). As T~! maps H] (Iy) N Hy to Hj (Sn) by

definition, it follows that T : H] (Sny) — H] (Iy) N Hy is surjective, which completes the proof. [

As the operator T in (5.6) is an isometry from Hj (Sy) to Hj (In) and from L*(Sy) to L*(Iy), by
Lemma A.8, the form

o0 (¥, @) 1= (T ap,w) (¥, @) = a5, (TY, TP) = / V(T¥)(x) - V(TP)(x)dx + o(pry,10) + W(p2T0,10),

In
- / VI - VO(x)dx + 0(prure) + wlparare), for V. € HL (Sy). (58)
SN

where the density and pair density are defined as in (2.2) and (2.3), is a semibounded closed form on L%(Sy).
Hence, we can define the operator

ﬁﬁ,(v, w) = T*Hy (v, s) (5.9)

as the unique self-adjoint operator associated to the form @, with form domain H] (Sn). Moreover, since
T is an isometric isomorphism between H;j (Sy) and Hi (In) N ‘Hy, the operator Hﬁ,(v, w) is unitarily

equivalent to ﬁﬁ](v, w). In particular, we can now apply Theorem 5.3 to obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.6 (Perron-Frobenius with Fermi statistics). Letv € V,w € W, andL C HY 2(aly) be a closed
subspace such that

H; (Sn) = {¥lsy : ¥ € Hy (In) N Hy}

is reality and positivity preserving. Then the self-adjoint operator Hﬁ](v, w) defined in Lemma 4.1 has a
non-degenerate ground-state and the unique (up to a global phase) ground-state wave-function ¥ satisfies
¥(x) > 0 for a.e. x € SN.

Proof. As T is an isometry, the ground-state of the reduced operator ﬁﬁ](v, w) defined in (5.9) is mapped
to the ground-state of H{;,(v, w) via the map ¥ — TVY. Hence, it suffices to show that H{;,(v, w) has a
non-degenerate and strictly positive ground-state. In particular, it suffices to show that H II;,(Z), w) satisfy
the assumptions from Theorem 5.3.

To this end, we first use Lemma 3.11 to obtain a sequence of bounded (actually smooth) functions
vy € L*(I) and w,, € L*(I;) such that lim,_,.||v, — v||g-1 — 0 and lim,_,c ||wW, — W||yy-1» = 0. Then, by
estimate (3.5) we have

lon(py0) + wn(p2w.0) —v(pyo) — wipayo)l

e < lim Jlop = of| 12 + [[ Wy = |1, = 0.
"7 g peH! (IN)\ {0} 1] e (D] neseol M n »

AsT: Hi (Sy) — Hi(IN) N Hy is continuous, the forms T*v,, and T*w,,, defined as
(T*0n) (¥, ®) = vn(prere) and  (T*wy) (¥, ®) = wa(pore,10),
also converge to the forms T#v and T*w (defined analogously) in the H!-form norm, i.e.,
lim sup [(T*v, + T*w, — T*0 — T*w) (¥, ®)| _

"y el (Sn)\ {0} 1 [ [ @]

0. (5.10)
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Moreover, it follows from the definition of T and the tessellating property (5.7) that, for any V € L*(Iy),

(T*V)(¥,®) = V(TY, T®) = / V(x)TY(x)TO(x)dx = L Z / V(x)¥ (o~ 1x)®(r x)dx,

In NI . Jo(snne(sn)
1
-= % /

V(ox)¥(x)®(x)dx = / V(x)¥(x)®(x)dx.

cePy YN SN

In particular, this implies that the pull-back of any form on Iy generated by a bounded multiplicative
potential is a form in Sy generated by a bounded multiplicative potential. As the forms v, and w,, are

generated by the multiplicative potentials

N
Va(x1, o xN) = Z vp(xj) and Wp(xy,..,xn) = Z Wy (X5, Xj),
j=1 i#]
the forms T# (v, + wy,) are also generated by multiplicative potentials. Thus, by estimate (5.10), we have
found a sequence of multiplicative potentials approximating T*v+T*w. We can therefore apply Theorem 5.3
to complete the proof. [ ]

5.3. Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3. We now prove the following result, which together with Theorem 5.6
completes the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3.

Lemma 5.7 (Positivity preserving spaces). Let N € N andT' C dly, then the space

{¥lsy : ¥ € H'(In;T) NHy} € H(Sn) (5.11)
is reality and positivity preserving. Moreover, if a € R \ {0} satisfies (2.4), then the space

{¥lsy : ¥ € HL(In;T) N Hy} € H'(Sn) (5.12)
is also reality and positivity preserving.

Proof. That both spaces are reality preserving is clear since H, (In; ') with @ € R and Hy are both reality
preserving. For the positivity preserving part, we first deal with the space in (5.11).

In this case, the proof follows from two observations. First, by antisymmetry, the boundary trace
of any function ¥ in H'(Iy;T) N Hy must actually vanish on the (possibly larger) symmetrized set
I'n = Ugepyo(T). In particular, the restriction ¥|s,, vanishes on the intersection I'y N dSy. The second
observation is that (y¥), = y(¥,) because this holds for continuous functions and taking the positive part
is (e.g., by [ , Theorem 1]) a continuous operation in H'. Therefore, (‘¥|s,, )+ € H! (Sn; Ty N dly). In
particular, the boundary trace of the extension T(¥,|s,,) vanishes on the symmetrized set I'y and therefore

on T. Thus T(¥,|s,) belongs to H' (Ix;T) N Hy and satisfies T(¥y|sy ) sy = \/%‘I’Jrls,\,. This shows that

¥, belongs to the space in (5.11) and therefore this space is positivity preserving.
For the second statement, it suffices to show that

Y = {¥s, : ¥ € HL(In) N Hn}

is positivity preserving. Indeed, if Y is positivity preserving, then the result follows because the intersection
of two positivity preserving spaces is positivity preserving, and

{¥lsy : ¥ € HL,(In;T) N Hy} = Y N H' (Sn; Ty N ASN).
To prove that Y is positivity preserving, we first claim that
Y = {¥ € H'(Sn;Tine) - ¥(0,x") —a(-1)N'¥(x",1) =0 forae x’ € Sy_1}. (5.13)

Assuming this claim for the moment, the result follows from the following observation. Since a(-1)N=! > 0
and ¥(0,x") = (-1)N"1a¥(x’,1) for (a.e.) x’ € Sy_1, we have

¥(0,x"), = max{¥(0,x"),0} = max{a(-1)N1¥(x",1),0} = (-1)N a¥(x’, 1),

and therefore Y is positivity preserving.
To prove the claim, we first note that, by the definition of H}, (Iy) and antisymmetry, any ¥ € H. (Iy) N
Hy satisfies

¥(0,x1, ... xn-1) = a¥ (1, x1, .., xn—1) = —a¥(x1, 1, X2, .., XN—1) = (—1)N_1a‘1‘(x1, v XN-1, 1)
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for any x” = (x1,...,xN—1) € In_1; therefore the inclusion C in (5.13) holds. To prove the opposite inclusion,
we observe that for any ¥ € H!(S; Iint) satistying ¥(0,x") = (-1)N"'a¥(x’, 1) for a.e. x' € Sy_;, we
have

(T¥)(0,0x") = sign(o)¥(0,x”) = sign(o)(~1)V la¥(x’, 1) = (-1)N 1a(T¥)(0x", 1)
= a(T¥)(1,0x") (5.14)

for any o € Pn_; and a.e. x” € Sy_1. As {0(Sn-1)}oepy_, cOVers Iy_q up to finitely many hyperplanes
of dimension N — 2, equation (5.14) holds for almost every x’ € Iy_;. Thus T¥ € H), (Iy) and satisfies
(TY)|sy = ﬁ‘l’ which proves the inclusion O in (5.13) and completes the proof. [

5.4. Proof of Theorem 2.6. We now prove Theorem 2.6.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let « € R\ {0} and v € V, then by Lemma 4.4, the eigenfunctions of the operator
HZ;(0,0) are given by linear combination of Slater determinants of the eigenfunctions of hy (0) = —A4 +0.
In particular, if we denote by {¢/;} jen and {A;}jen the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of k4 (v) ordered in
non-decreasing order, then Hy (v, 0) has a non-degenerate ground-state if and only if Ay < An41. Thus by
Theorem 2.3, we have Ay < Anyq for any N € N satisfying (2.4), in particular, for N = 2k —1if ¢ > 0 and
N = 2k for a < 0. This proves (2.7). The cases of local (or separable) boundary conditions in (2.8) follows
from the same argument.

To see that the eigenfunctions are almost everywhere non-vanishing, let E := {i/; = 0} and pick N > j
satisfying (2.4). Then the unique ground-state of H (v, 0) is given by

1
W(x1, ..., = — /s Y).. .
(o) = Z@ sg0(0)Y1 (X (1)) (o)) YN (o)
In particular, for x € EN we have x,(;) € E for any ¢ € Py, and therefore ¥ vanishes on the set EN. By
the strong UCP in Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, this implies that |[EN| = |E|N = 0, which completes the proof. m

6. EIGENVALUE INEQUALITIES

In this section, our goal is to prove Theorem 2.7.

6.1. Unique continuation along the boundary. The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.7 is the
following (weak) unique continuation result along the boundary.

Theorem 6.1 (Weak unique continuation along the boundary). Let ' C 9ly, and let ¥ be the unique
ground-state of the self-adjoint realization of a, ., with form domain H!(In;T) N Hy. Then y'¥ can not vanish
identically on a relatively open set

Ucoaly\In, where I'n=Ugep,o(l).

Moreover, if a € R\ {0} satisfies (2.4), then the same holds for the ground-state of the self-adjoint realization
with form domain H., (In;T) N Hy.

Proof of Theorem 6.1 in the case of local BCs. To simplify the notation, we set
Is = Tine U (In N 3SN),

where T}y is the interior boundary of the simplex Sy (see (5.4)). Then, we recall that the ground-state of
Hy (o, w;T) is given by TY, where T is given by (5.6) and ¥ is the ground-state of the reduced operator
Hy (0, w;T) defined via (5.8) with form domain (5.11). Hence, it suffices to show that ¥ can not vanish on a
relatively open subset of Sy \ Ts. To prove this, we shall assume that ¥ vanishes on a relatively open set
U c dSn \ Iy and argue by contradiction.

First, since U C dSy is relatively open, we can find an open ball B ¢ RY such that BN dSy is contained
in the intersection of U with the interior of one of the exterior faces of Sy. So without loss of generality, let
us assume that BN dSy C U N Fy, where we recall that Fy = {(x1, ..., xy) € dSn : x; = 0}. Next, we define
Q := Sy U B. Then note that Sy ¢ Q ¢ RN, Iy ¢ 9Q, and Q is an open bounded and connected subset of
RN with Lipschitz boundary (see Figure 2). In particular, the restriction map

R:H'(Q;Ts) —» H'(SN;Ts), @+ RO = ds,,,
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is continuous. We can thus define the extended self-adjoint operator Hp via the sesquilinear form

Ay wa(¥,®) = / V¥(x) - VO(x)dx + ay 1, (RY, RD)
Q\Sn

= / V¥(x) - VO(x)dx + (T*0) (RY, R®) + (T*w)(RY,RD), W¥,d e H!(Q;T). (6.1)
Q
Since (yq’) lanasy = 0, the extension by zero of ¥ to Q, denoted also by ¥, belongs to H' (Q; Ts) and satisfies
T (T, @) = / VT - Vodx + (T* (0 + w)) (RE, RD) = @, ., (¥, RD) = A(F, RD) = A(F, B),
Q

where A is the ground-state energy of Hy (v, w;T). In particular, ¥ is an eigenfunction of Hg.

Next, notice that the pullback R*V of any bounded multiplicative function V € L®(Sy) is simply the
extension of V by zero to Q, so in particular, a bounded function in L*(Q). Consequently, the pullback
via R of any sequence of bounded functions in Sy approximating the quadratic form T#(v + w) in H! (as
in (5.10)) yields a sequence of bounded functions approximating R*T* (v + w). In particular, the operator
Hg, defined via (6.1) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 5.3, and therefore, has a unique and a.e. strictly
positive ground-state ¥g.

This now yields a contradiction for the following reason. As we have shown that ¥ is an eigenfunction
of Hg, it must be either orthogonal or proportional to ¥g. However, ¥ cannot be orthogonal to ¥q, as they
are both non-negative (up to a global phase), and ¥ cannot be parallel to ¥q as the former vanishes on
Q \ Sy while the later is (a.e.) strictly positive in Q. This completes the proof. [ ]

A ___

FiGURE 2. Example of extended set Q in the case N = 2 (left) and N = 3 (right) with
interior boundary Iiy (in red), exterior boundary 0Q \ Iiy (in blue), and BN dSy € Fn
(in yellow).

In the case of non-local boundary conditions, the proof is more involved. The reason is that the exterior
faces Fy and Fy of the simplex are not independent but "glued" to each other in the sense that the boundary
conditions along one exterior face must match (up to a constant) the boundary condition along the other
exterior face. Hence, we cannot immediately use the extension argument from the previous proof.

To overcome this issue, the first step is to show that, whenever an eigenfunction vanishes on an open
subset of the boundary, a meaningful sense can be given to its normal derivative along this set. For this, let
us introduce the following definition.

Definition 6.2 (Weak Neumann trace). Let @ € R \ {0} and ¥ € H], (Iy;T) N Hy be an eigenfunction of
H{ (v, w;T') with eigenvalue A. Then for any f € H!/2(3ly), we define the Neumann trace 9, ¥ as

@, 9)(f) = / VEE) - VE() +0(py.ogr) + w(paogr) - ACEF) (6.2

In
for any F € H!(Iy) satisfying yF = f, where y is the standard (Dirichlet) trace and Py : LZ(Iy) — Hy is
the projection on the antisymmetric space,

(PNF)(x) = % Z sgn(o)F(ox).

oePN
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It is not hard to see that 8, ¥(f) is independent of the extension of f. Indeed, if we have two H!-
extensions F and F’, then F — F' € Hj(In), and therefore Py(F — F’) € Hj(Iy) N Hy; in particular,
PN (F — F’) belongs to the form domain HY, (Iy;T) N ‘Hy, and consequently,

/ VI - V(F ~ F)(x) + 0oy (rr)) + W (paog (r-5)) — AL F — F')

In

= / % Z sgn(o)V(os¥)(x) « V(F = F')(x)dx + 0(pw,py (F-F)) + W(p2w.py(F-F)) = A(¥, PN (F = F))
In ' ocePN

= ay(¥, PN (F = F')) = (¥, PN (F - F')) = 0,
where the first equality hold because Py'¥ = ¥ and the second equality because ¥ is an eigenfunction of
H{ (v, w;T') with eigenvalue A. Moreover, the Neumann trace f € H'2(aly) — (9,%)(f) is continuous
since we can pick F = J f for any right inverse J : H/2(aly) — H'(Iy) of the Dirichlet trace operator y.
However, it should be noted that this is a completely adhoc definition of the Neumann trace as, a priori,
there is no connection between 9, ¥ and the normal derivative of ¥ along the boundary.

Fortunately, it turns out that this definition is meaningful along the vanishing set of ¥ on the boundary.
To make this statement precise, we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3 (Interior approximation). Let ¥ € H!(Iy) satisfy (y¥)|u = 0 for some relatively open subset
U c dIy. Let V cC U and define

Ne(x) = n(dv(x)/€), where dy(x) = ;relflllx—yll,

for some n € Lip(R, R) satzsfymgo <n <1,np(x)=1for|x| < 1/2, and n(x) = 0 for |x| > 1. Then the
function ¥. = ¥(1 - n.) € H (In; U) satisfies

lim||¥ - ¥, =1i b4 =0.
el?gll el = Timline? s
Proof. Since ne(x) — 0 as e | 0 for every x € Iy, by dominated convergence we have
1wl = [ WP P 0 as e o
In

Next, notice that the map x +— dy (x) is globally Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant smaller than 1. Thus
from Rademacher’s theorem, the function dy (x) has a bounded weak gradient, and therefore,

90 =¥l <2 [ 1Y P + ¥ UL

1
< / V() Pl () e + = / 1 (x) 2,
In €% Jv.nin

where V¢ := {x : dy(x) < 2¢}. The first term converges to zero again by dominated convergence. For the
second term, we can assume, via a partition of the unity argument, that V. N Iy is the hypergraph of a
Lipschitz function, i.e., up to a rotation and translation, there exists « : RN-1 5 R Lipschitz such that
oIy NV = {(x',x(x")) : x’ € W,} for some open bounded set W, ¢ RN"! and V. NIy = {(x’,xn) : x’ €
We, k(x') <xn <y(x’,e)}, where y(x’,e) — k(x") < €. Since Ve N dly C U for € > 0 small enough, we
have ¥(x’,x(x")) = 0, and therefore

1 1 y(x'.€) y(x'.€)
2 [ rwpe= 5 [ e [T ot =5 [T o wenar
€ Ve € We K(x") € (x") (x')

If we now apply Cauchy-Schwarz, use the change of variables z = (xy — k(x")) /€, and use the estimate

y(x’,€) — k(x") < Ce, we find
y(x',€) _ ,
g / / ( / |0u P (', t)|2dt) "Ne—f(x)dedx'

y(x'.€)
/ / / O ¥ (', )t
€ (x")
K(x’ )+ez )
/ / / |0y P (', 1) |*didzdx’
e (=)

< / |0,y ¥ (X, £)|2dx’ dt.
VeNIn

2

Hence, by dominated convergence, the limit € | 0* goes to zero, which completes the proof. [
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We now show that the Neumann trace is meaningful along any open subset of the boundary where ¥
vanishes. The key to prove this is the locality of the form associated to Hy (v, w).

Lemma 6.4 (Neumann trace formula). Let U C dly be a relatively open subset of Iy and suppose that U
is compactly contained in the interior of a face of dly. Let ¥ be an eigenfunction of H{; (v, w;T') such that
(y¥)|u = 0. Then for any f € CZ(U), we have
\II’
(2:)(f) = ~ lim bt Svw,

m " (6.3)

where the above limit exists and y.¥ denotes the Dirichlet trace of ¥ along the hyperplane parallel and at
distance € of the face containing U.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that U cC Ey := {x = (x;,x’) € Iy : x1 =0, x’ € IN_1}.
Then, we let f € C°(R; R) be a standard mollifier, i.e., 0 < f < 1, supp(f) € [-1,1]] and f = 1ona
neighborhood of 0, and define the function F as

F(xy,x") = p(x) f(x)  for (x1,x") € IN.

Clearly, F is an H!-extension of f, ie., F € H'(Iy) and yF = f.
Next, let V. C 09Iy be such that supp(f) cc V cc U and define 7, as in Lemma 6.3. Then F, :=
(1 - ne)F € Hy(In) and therefore

0 = ay (¥, PnFe) — A(¥, PNFe) = / (1-1e) V¥ « VFdx + 0(py pyr,) + w(pawpyr,) — MY, Fe)  (6.4)
In

- / F()VE(0) - Ve (x)dx, (65)

In
where the first equality follows because ¥ is an eigenfunction of HY; (v, w; I') with eigenvalue A.
The key observation now is the following: since

T (PNFO() = 1 > sgn(o)F(0) (1= 1e(ox) F(ox),

oEPN
and y¥ vanishes on ¢! (U) for any ¢ € Py (by antisymmetry), from Lemma 6.3 we have

lilm||‘I’(l —oufe) — Y|l =0 forany o € Py.
elot

Consequently, by Lemma 3.13,

hlrg} pw.pyF. = pwpyr inH'(I) and lllIOT} P2wPNF. = PawpyF  In WP (D).
€ €

Using these convergence results and dominated convergence for the kinetic term, we see that equation (6.4)
converges to d,¥(f) as € | 0*. In particular,

Y (f) = lllrg} /IN F(x)V¥(x) - Vne(x)dx,

where the limit exists. To compute this limit, let us take
1, forx <1/2,
n(x)=42-2x, forj <x<1,
0, otherwise.

Since supp(F) C [0,1] X V, we have dy(x) = x; for any x = (x1,x") € supp(F). In particular, .(x) =
n(x1/€) for x € supp(F). Moreover, for € > 0 small enough, we have f(x;) = 1 on supp(7¢(x)). Therefore

0 (f) = lim /IN F()VH () - Ve (x)dx

E— .
= lim F(x") 0y, ¥ (1, x7) (—) do;dx’
€l0* Jie/2,e1xv €
. <YE/2\Psf> - <YE\II’f>
= lim

elo* €/2

(6.6)
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To complete the proof, we now write

n

ern ¥ f) = B ) = (6= 279 ¥(f) = D" (k¥ f) = i f) = 27¥e0, )

k=1
Thus, by (6.6), for any § > 0 we can take € > 0 so small that the right hand side is controlled by de. Taking
the limit n — oo and using that y¥ = 0 on U, we conclude that

l€d, ¥ (f) +(ve¥, f)I < de.
Diving this expression by € and taking the limits € | 0% and § | 07 completes the proof. ]
We now show that the ground-state ¥ of Hy, (v, w; T') satisfies 9,'¥ = 0 along any open set U C Sy such

that y¥|y = 0. To prove this, the key observation is that ¥ is non-negative in Sy by the Perron-Frobenius
theorem.

Lemma 6.5 (Vanishing of normal derivative). Let @ € R \ {0} satisfy (2.4) and let ¥ be the ground-
state of Hy, (v, w;T). Suppose that (y¥)|y = 0 for some (relatively) open set U CC intFy \ I'y, where
Fo = {(x1,%2,...,xn) € SN : x1 = 0}. Then

3,¥(f) =0 forany f € H'?(3Q) with supp(f) c U. (6.7)

Proof. Since any function f € H/?(aly) with supp(f) C U can be approximated by functions in C°(U) it
suffices to prove (6.7) for f € C.°(U). To this end, we first claim that

0,¥(f) <0. forany f € C®(U) such that f > 0. (6.8)

Indeed, since ¥ > 0 almost everywhere in Sy (by Theorem 5.6), this claim follows from the formula in
Lemma 6.4.
Next, we recall that, by the definition of H,lx (IN) and antisymmetry, ¥ satisfies
(y¥)(0,x") = (-)Na(y¥)(x’,1) =0 forae x’ € Iy_1.
Therefore y¥ also vanishes on the set U’ := {(x’,1) : (0,x”) € U} C Fn. Consequently, (6.8) also holds for
f € HY/2(aly) with supp(f) € U’. Now let f € C°(U) and define
(DN af(0,x) forx=(x",1) € U,

Feo = {O, for x € dIn \ U’.

Let Jf and Jf’ be extensions of f and f” in H!(Iy). Then, recalling the proof of Lemma 5.7, we see that
Pn(Jf +Jf’) € HY(In;T) N Hy. Therefore, by the definition of the Neumann trace, we have

WY (f) + ¥ (f) =0, ¥(f +f') = avw (B, PNUf+Tf) = ¥ Pn(Jf +Tf7)) = 0.
Thus if f > 0, then f” > 0 by (2.4), and therefore 9,¥(f) = 3, %(f’) = 0 by (6.8). This concludes the
proof. ]

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 6.1 in the case of non-local BCs. Let U C dIy \ Iy be relatively open. We shall assume
that ¥|y = 0 and obtain a contradiction. To this end, first note that, by the antisymmetry of ¥, the
Dirichlet trace y¥ vanishes on the symmetrized set Uy = U,0(U). Moreover, after possibly shrinking
Un, we can assume that Uy N dSy is compactly contained on the interior of an exterior face of dSy. So
without loss of generality, we assume that U C Fy = {(xy,...,xn) € Sy : x1 = 0}. Hence, if we denote by
¥ = T-1¥ = VN1Y| sy the ground-state of the reduced operator ﬁl‘f](v, w;I'), Lemma 6.5 implies that

0¥ (f) = Guw(C, Jf) = MO, Jf) = aww(TE, TJf) = MTY, TJf) = VN19,¥(f) =0,

for any f € H/?(aSy) such that supp(f) c U, where J : H!Y2(aSn) — H'(Sy) is any right inverse of the
Dirichlet boundary trace on Sy.
We now claim that this is equivalent to

Ty (¥, @) — (¥, ®) =0, forany ® € Qq(W), (6.9)
where

Qu(W) = {® € H' (Sn:;Tn U L) : (y®)(0,x") = (=1)Nla(y®)(x’,1) for (0,x") € Fy \ W},



22 T. CARVALHO CORSO

for any neighborhood W c U C F,. Indeed, if ® € Q,(W), then ® can be written as the sum of a function
in the form domain of the reduced operator Hy, (v, w;T') and a function with trace supported in W c U. To
be precise, for any ® € Q,(W), we can define

1
(DN = (y@) (x', 1), if x = (0,x") for x’ € Sy_1,
o
qu(X) = (Y(D)(x’a 1)’ ifx = (x’, 1) with x’" € SNfl’

0, otherwise,

and note that f € H/?(aSy) because f is locally equal to y® or a rigid motion of y®. Moreover, by
the definition of Q,(W), we have supp(y® — fp) C W. Thus, since Jfp belongs to the form domain
of ﬁ]"f](v, w;T) (namely (5.13) intersected with H!(Sy; Ty N dSn)), we have the desired decomposition
® = (® - Jfp) + ] fo, which proves the claim in (6.9).

Next, notice that (6.9) is equivalent to saying that ¥ is an eigenfunction of the operator associated to
the form a, ,, but with the larger form domain Q,(W). The important observation now is that the trace
of functions in Q, (W) have no restriction inside W. Therefore, we can repeat the extension argument
in the proof of the case of local BCs. More precisely, we extend Sy to Q by adding an open ball whose
intersection with dSy is compactly contained in W. Then ¥ extended by zero is also an eigenfunction of
the extended operator H associated to (6.1) but this time with form domain

Qq = {¥ e H(XTD) : Y|proo =0 and (y@)(0,x") — (-1)Nla(y®)(x’,1) for (0,x") € Fy \ W}.

Thus, recalling assumption (2.4), one can repeat the arguments in the proof of Lemma 5.7 to show that Qg
is positivity and reality preserving. In particular, Theorem 5.3 applies to Hq and therefore its ground-state
¥, is non-degenerate and almost everywhere strictly positive in Q. This in turn implies that ¥, is either
orthogonal or parallel to ¥. However, neither of these options are possible because both functions are
strictly positive in Sy but ¥ vanishes identically in Q \ Sy while ¥ does not. This yields the desired
contradiction and completes the proof. [

6.2. Proof of Theorems 2.7. We can now complete the proof of Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. As mentioned in Remark 2.2, the inequality A;(T') < A;(I") is immediate from
the variational principle. Hence, it suffices to show that equality cannot hold. For this, note that, if
A1(T) = A1(T”), then by the variational principle and the non-degeneracy theorem, the ground-state of
Hf\“](v, w;T') and Hl‘f](v, w; ') are the same. Hence the ground-state ¥ of HJ‘(‘,(U, w;T') vanishes on T’. As ¥
is antisymmetric, it must also vanish in the symmetrized set I'j;. Hence, ¥ vanishes on I'}; \ I'y. As this set
contains a relatively open subset of the boundary by assumption, this is not possible by Theorem 6.1. We
thus have a contradiction, which concludes the proof. ]
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APPENDIX A. QUADRATIC FORMS AND SELF-ADJOINT EXTENSIONS

In this section we recall the basic theory of self-adjoint extensions via quadratic forms. The results
presented here are standard and can be found in several classical references [ R , , 1.
We shall therefore omit the proofs, with an exception for part A.3 for which we have no reference.

A.1. Basic definitions. First, let us recall the definition of sesquilinear forms and self-adjoint operators.

Definition A.1 (Quadratic forms). We say that a : Q X Q — C is a (densely defined) sesquilinear form in a
Hilbert space H if Q is a dense vector subspace of H and a is antilinear in the first argument and linear in
the second one. In this case, we call Q the form domain of a. Moreover, we say that

(i) ais symmetric if a(¥, ) = a(®, ¥) for any ¢, ¥ € Q.
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(ii) a is semi-bounded on H if a(¥,¥) € R and
a(\v,¥) > C||‘I’||§H, for any ¥ € Q and some C € R.
(iii) ais closed in H if for any sequence {¥,},en C Q satisfying
lim ¥, =% in%H and lim a(¥, - ¥, ¥, - ¥,) =0,

n—o0 max{m,n}—oco
it holds that ¥ € Q and lim,,_,e a(¥ — ¥,,, ¥ — ¥,,) = 0.

Remark (Semibounded implies symmetry). By definition any semibounded form satisfies a('¥, ¥) € R for
¥ € Q. In particular, from the polarization identity, any semibounded form is automatically symmetric.

Remark (Closed and semibounded). If a is semibounded on H with lower bound C, then a is closed if and
only if Q is a (complete) Hilbert space with respect to the norm

1¥]lq = a(¥, ¥) + (C+ DII¥I5,. (A1)
Definition A.2 (Self-adjoint). We say that a linear operator A : D(A) ¢ H — ‘H is a semibounded
self-adjoint operator if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) (Densely defined) D(A) c ‘H is dense.
(if) (Symmetric) (¥, A®)qs = (AY, @)y, for any ¥, ® € D(A).
(iii) (Semibounded) there exists C > 0 such that
(¥, A¥)g > C||¥||%,, forany ¥ € D(A).
(iv) (Self-adjoint) D(A*) = D(A), where
D(A") = {¥ € H such that the linear map & € D(A) — (¥, AD)¢; is bounded in H}.

A.2. Quadratic forms and self-adjoint operators. The main result on the theory of self-adjoint extensions
via quadratic forms is the following. For a proof, see [ ]

Theorem A.3 (Equivalence between quadratic forms and self-adjoint operators). Let A be a positive self-
adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H, then the domain D((A + 1)%) C ‘H is dense and the sesquilinear
form

as(¥, @) = ((A+1)2¥, (A+1)20) — (¥, D)

is a densely defined, symmetric, positive, and closed quadratic form on H. Conversely, for any densely defined,
positive, symmetric and closed quadratic form a, there exists a unique self-adjoint positive operator A such
that as = a.

Remark (Associated quadratic form). We call a4 the associated form of A.

Remark (The shifting trick). The above construction works for any semibounded operator H by first
shifting H by a large enough constant such that A = H + C is positive, taking the associated form of A,
and then shifting it back to ag = ag — C(:, -)¢. In particular, Theorem A.3 a one-to-one correspondence
between semibounded self-adjoint operators and semibounded closed forms.

We now state the celebrated KLMN theorem [ , Theorem X.17]. For this, we recall the following
definition.

Definition A.4 (Relatively bounded). Let a be a closed semibounded form on a Hilbert space H with form
domain Q. Then we say that a symmetric sesquilinear form b : Q X Q — C is a-bounded if there exists
¢, C > 0 such that

Ib(¥, ¥)| < ca(¥,¥) +C||¥|%, foranyV¥ e Q. (A.2)

The infimum over all ¢ > 0 for which (A.2) holds is called the a-bound of b. Moreover, if this infimum is
zero, then we say that b is infinitesimally a-bounded.

Theorem A.5 (KLMN). Let a be a closed semibounded form on a Hilbert space H and suppose that b is a
relatively a-bounded with relative bound < 1. Then the form a + b is closed and semibounded, and therefore,
there exists a unique self-adjoint operator associated to this form. Moreover, the norm in (A.1) induced by a+ b
is equivalent to the norm induced by a.

Remark A.6 (Discrete spectrum and form domain). A simple but useful consequence of the KLMN theorem
is that, if the form domain of a is compactly embedded in H, then the self-adjoint operator associated to a+b
has purely discrete spectrum. In particular, this operator has an H-orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions.
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A.3. Pull-back. We now introduce the notion of the pull-back of a form via a linear transformation. We
then collect some elementary properties of the pull-back map.

Definition A.7 (Pull-back). Let T : Q — Q’ be a linear bounded operator between Hilbert spaces Q and Q’.
Then for any quadratic form a with form domain Q’, we define the pull-back of a via T as the form

T*a:0xQ = C (T*a)(¥,®) = a(TY, TD).

It is immediate to verify that the pull-back preserves symmetry. The next lemma gives sufficient
condition on T for the pull-back to also preserve semiboundeness and closedness.

Lemma A.8 (Pull-back properties). Let T : H — H’ be a bounded linear operator such that T(Q") c Q for
some dense subspaces Q C H and Q"  H’. Then the pull-back of any semibounded form in H’ with form
domain Q' is a semibounded form in H with form domain Q. Moreover, if T is bijective and T(Q) = Q’, then
the pull-back of any closed form with form domain Q' is a closed form with form domain Q.

Proof. For the first part note that if a is semibounded in H’ and T bounded from H to H’, then
(T*a)(¥,¥) = a(TY,TY) > CT¥|[3, > min{0, CH|Tll ppe [I¥115-
Thus T#a is semibounded in 9. For the second part, let ¥,, C Q be a sequence such that ¥, — ¥ in  and
¥, = ¥pall7ea = (TFa) (¥, = ¥, ¥, — ¥,)) = 0 as  max{m,n} — oo.

Then, TY, — TY in H’ and a(TY, — TY,, TY, — T¥,,) — 0as m,n — oo. As a is closed, this implies that
TY € Q and a(T¥Y — TY,, TY — T¥,) — 0. Since T is bijective and T(Q) = Q’, we have ¥ = T~!T¥ € O’
and therefore (T#a) is closed. [
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