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ON THE DISCRETE SPECTRUM OF A PSEUDO-RELATIVISTIC
TWO-BODY PAIR OPERATOR

SEMJON VUGALTER AND TIMO WEIDL

ABSTRACT. We prove Cwikel-Lieb-Rosenbljum and Lieb-Thirring type
bounds on the discrete spectrum of a two-body pair operatbcalcu-
late spectral asymptotics for the eigenvalue moments anbbtal spec-
tral density in the pseudo-relativistic limit.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the problem. In this paper we consider the behaviour of
two particles with the masses, andm_ in the absence of external fields.
The non-relativistic Hamiltonian of such a system is givgn b

1 1
1 _ A+——A_— + _ L2R2d
(1) g N T g AT Ve —aT) on R,

wherezt, 2z~ € R? denote the spatial coordinates andl’ stands for the
interaction between the particles. Due to translationadriiance, this oper-
ator is unitary equivalent to the direct integ;fﬁ, h(P)dP, where

M p?

h(P) = —2m+m_Ay - V(y)+ Wa

p = |P]|,

acts onL?(R%). The parameted/ = m, + m_ is the total mass of the
system and® € R? is the total momentum. The spectrum[df (1) is the union
of the spectra of the pair operatdr6P) for all P € R?. Notice thath(P)
depends orP only by a shift of%, and the spectra of ali(P) coincide
modulo the respective shift. In other words, the fundangmtaperties
of the pair operator do not depend on the choice of the ineystem of
coordinates.

On the other hand, if we consider the pseudo-relativistimhtanian

(B SV
\/—A+ +m?2 + \/—A_ +m2 —V(zt —a7),
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the corresponding decomposition into a direct integﬂgélhrel(P)dP gives
rise to the pair operators

(2)
hra(P) =\l P — iV, 2+ p2 M2\ [l P+ iV, 2 4+ p2 M2~V (y),

whereu. = miM~1. Obviously these operators show a much more in-
volved dependence on the total momentée R?. This implies a non-
trivial behaviour of the spectra df,.;(P) in P. For example, if—V is

a smooth, compactly supported attractive well, the esslespiectrum of
h.i(P) coincides with the intervdl(p? + M?)'/2 0o) and the discrete spec-
trum is finite. However, the distribution of the negativeezigalues of

(3) @Gre(P) = hea(P) — /P2 + M2, p=|P|,

depends orP. Even if the attractive force- V' is too weak to induce nega-
tive bound states for smail eigenvalues will appear asgrows and their
total number tends to infinity gs— oo. Our paper is devoted to the study
of this phenomenom.

More precisely, we shall study the following quantitiesrsEifor given
P we chose the system of coordinates such that (p,0,...,0) and we
stretch the spatial variables by the factot. Obviouslyp=q,.(P) is uni-
tary equivalent to the operator

(4) Q(iV,y) = Hy(iV) = V,(y),
whereV,(y) = V(yp~!) and

Hy(§) = T4 (&) + T-(§) = V1 + M?p~2

for

To(€) = /(0 F )2 + CJ2 + pd 022,

with ¢ € R?, ¢ = (n,¢) for & = n € Rand(&y,...,&) = ¢ € R,

u+ > 0, p > 0. Throughout this paper we focus on the case of higher
dimensions! > 3. We will discuss the behaviour of the total number of
negative eigenvalues (including multipliciti§is)

Np(V) = 17 X(~00,0)(@p(1V, 9))
and the sum of the absolute values of the negative eigergfalue

Sp(V) = tr (Qp(iV, y))-

! By X(0,00) W€ denote the characteristic function of the negative sessia
2 For realr we put2z_ = |z| — .
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of the operatoiQ),(iV,y). In particular, we shall compare these spectral
guantities with their classical counterparts

(5) 5, =5,(V) = (2n) / / dsdy,
6) 5, =5,(V) = (2m) / / (QulE,y))_dedy.

1.2. The classical picture. Already the initial analysis of the phase space
averages[(5) andl](6) shows somewhat unexpected result¥. Pul. It is
not difficult to see, thaE, is finite if and only if V € L2(R?) N L4(R?),
while 3, is finite if and only if V € L&+ (R?) N L (RY). However,
within these classes of potentials the quantitigsand ¥, show various
asymptotical orders ip asp — oco. Indeed, we hae

(7 E(V)= %Tﬁjﬂfv dy if VelL%T LY
@) %,(V)= w&izgj_o DV i VeLTs nLt
asp — oo[] On the other hand, consider the model potentials
9 Vo(y) = min{1, vly|~*}.

If &1 <9 < dthenVy e L N L (L2 N L4)\L"" and it holds

d—1
(10) =,(Vy) = c1(d, 6, p)p’ o M= (1 + 0(1)), —— <0< d,
b 2

asp — oo, see also[(T04). Similarly, #! < 6 < d + 1 then we have

a+1

Vye LI N LA c (Let N LAY\ L2 and
(11)
0—1,0 3 rd+1—20 d+1
ZP(‘/@> :C2(d797,u:|:)p v’ M (1+0(1)), ? <0< d-'-l,

asp — oo, cf. ([LOT). Obviously formulad(ILO) an@ {11) differ frof (7)
and (8) not only in the leading order of but also in the character of the
dependence of the asymptotic constantd’or-or the benefit of the reader
we attach the calculation of these formulae in Appendix I.

To discuss the difference in character [@f ([4)-(8) (It is useful
to consider the massless limit case. Put

(12) Qp(&,y) = H(E) =V, (y),

3 Belowwy is the volume of thel-dimensional unit ball.
4 We point out that the powers &f in (E), (B) are typical for the phase space behaviour
of Schrédinger operators in the spatial dimengion 1.
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where
H(E) = lim Hy(€) = les — &l +le- =&l =2, ex = (#p14,0,...0)

Let=,(V) andx, (V) be the analogs of|(5) ang (6), if we repla@gby Q,.
ThenZ,(V) and, (V) are finite, if and only if € L= NLéorV e
L% N LA+, respectively. For these classes of potentials the asyiopto
(7)) and [B) can be carried over to the cdge= 0 as well. For potential$](9),
corresponding to the casgs](10) pr] (11), the quanttjg$;) and X, (Vp)
are infinite for allp > 0.

1.3. Estimates on the counting function. In section 3 we start the spec-
tral analysis of the operatoig (4) and develop Cwikel-LiRasenbljum type
bounds on the counting functia¥,(1'). The strong inhomogeneity of the
symbol prevents us from using ready standard versions dt€wiequality
[C, BKS]. Instead we apply a modification WL, W2], where tistimate
follows the phase space distribution as close as possikele & compli-
cated symbols. In particular, we show thatfor M > 0

3) N(vV) < e(? (0 +pM ) VI +IVIE) . d=3,
d+1 d—1
) N(V) < e(pF VI +IVIE) . d>4

15) N,(v) < c(p M Vg, H VL), d>3

whereZ! < 6 < d in ([3)f], whenever the respective r.h.s. is finite. The
leading terms in the bounds {14) afnd|(15) reduplicate theecbasymptotic
order inp in ([4) and [IP).

The appearance of some mass dependende]in (13) is natocs,sie
expects that the massless operaiplhas generically infinite negative spec-
trum ford = 3 and allp > 0. Indeed, the massless kinetic enefg¢) van-
ishes on the interval between ande_, the first coordinate of the momen-
tum will not contribute in this region and we experience picadly ad — 1
dimensional kinetic behaviour. Hence, to establjsh (1B}ife- 3 we have
to deal with problems resembling spectral estimates fordimzensional
Schrédinger operators. In the massless case virtual bdatesswill pre-
vent any estimates oN,(V'). The inclusion of a finite mass supresses this
effect to some extend, but leads with our method of proof ¢odtiditional
factor (1 + InpM~1) in (L3) compared td[7).

If the potentiall” has a repulsive tail at infinity, the bound]13) can be
complemented by the estimate

N, <c(V)p*, p>M >0, d=3.

> Here||-|, ,, stands for the “weak” norm of the Lorentz spacdg.
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This is carried out in Theorefr} 7 in Appendix Il. Moreover, daining the
techniques of Appendix Il and inequalityy {13) it is possibbeshow that
N = o(p*InpM~—') asp — oo for arbitraryV' € L'(R?) N L3(R3). Nev-
ertheless it remains an open problem, up to what extend thegitbmic
increase irp can be removed fronf (JL3) in general.

1.4. Estimates on the eigenvalue momentsn section 4 we integrate the
estimates[(43)F(15) according to the Lieb-Aizenman tr[8k][to obtain
Lieb-Thirring type bounds on the sums of the negative eigkras and find
thatforp > M >0

(16) S,(V) < e(p(L+lnpM ) [Vl +p7 V), d=3,
d—1 a4l _
an s, (v) < e(p VI G +p IVISL), dz 4,

(18) S,(V) < (M Vg, +p VG ), d =3,

wheretl < ¢ < din (I8). The bounds[(]16) anf{17) are immediate
consequences of (JL3) arfd](14), respectively. The estifi§jearries again
an additional logarithmic factor. Since eigenvalue morad&eathave usually
more regular than counting functions, the question on tkerese of this
term stands even more pressing in this situation. The demvaf (I3)
from ([I5) is somehow more involved, because bounds withrtareorms
cannot be handled in the same way ag in|[AL].

1.5. Spectral asymptotics and coherent statesln section 5 we state in
Theoremg]5 anf] 6 the main asymptotic results of this papea.finst step
we obtain the formula

(19) Sp(V) = (1 +0(1))X,(V) as p— o0,

if for d = 3 the potentiallV has uniformly bounded, continuous second
derivatives and” € L?(R3)NL*(R?) for somed < 2;orif V € L= (RY)N
LIY(RY) for d > 4. This result, which is obtained by means of coherent
states, corresponds essentially to the case of the phaseapanptoticg[8)
and relates to the bounds1€),](17). In section 5 we providenecessary
background information on Berezin-Lieb inequalities. &ttsons 6 and 7
we implement these methods for the specific symbol at hand pféof of
Theoren{}p is finally given in section 8. We point out that outtmes do
not avail for spectral asymptotics in the casé (11).

While the coherent state method works well for traces of egrfunc-
tions of the operator, such &5(1’), the application to counting functions
is more subtle. Essentially one has to differentiate thengsgtic formula
(I9), what requires special attention. In section 9 we aeaihe extend,

that we can give asymptotics of the local spectral densitgsuine that
5



UV >0,UYV e LN L™ for somed < % and that’ andV possess
uniformly bounded second derivatives. RUty; p) = U(p~'y). Then

. _d+1 . W d—1

lim p T Uly; p)xo(Q,(iV,y)) = ﬁ/U(x)Vd2 (x)dx.
P—00 255 d

The functionU has to decay at infinity and one cannot put= 1 and

deduce an asymptotic fa¥, (1) itself. However, it is clear that

.. _d+1 Wd d—1
h[gggfp = N, (V) > 23d2+1ﬂ-d/v > dx.

This sharp lower bound complements the estimates from affidjeand

(L4). We follow an approach similar tpJELSS]. Our methodsidoprovide
sharp asymptotics in the setting pf](10).

1.6. Acknowledgements. The authors acknowledge the financial support
from the Swedish Institute, the DAAD and the EU Network on Quan
Mechanics. We wish also to express our gratidute to H. Siegefior the
numerous fruitful discussions on this material. The firghau acknowl-
edges the kind support of ESI Vienna.

2. NOTATION

Let LP(R%) be the space of-integrable functions with respect to the
Lebesgue measure= dx onR? equipped with the standard notfj| Lr(RA)"
We shall omit the spaces from our notation where possible.

If fis a real-valued function oR? and measurable with respect to the
Lebesgue measure then put

(20) fe(@) = (If(@)]+ f(x))/2,
(21) vi(s) = v({lf(x)>s}), s>0,
(22) ) = it s t>0

Note that[ | f|%dv = [(f*)%dt and that| f,(z)| > |f2(z)| for a.e.z € R?
implies f;(t) > f5(t) forall t > 0. We say thayf € L (R?) if

g1 s
/1l = sup ™ f*(t)
>0

is finite. Beside the quasi-norip||, ,, we shall also use the asymptotical
functionals

6,(f) = liminft™"" f3(t),
Ag(f) = limsupt™® fi(t),

t—o00

which are continuous oh¢, (R4).



The functiony,,; will denote the characteristic function of the et If
M = (—o0,t) C R we write in shorthand; = x(_ . Letw, stand for
the volume of the unit ball ifR?.

Finally, by c or ¢, we denote various constants where we do not keep
track of their exact values. In particular, the same notidn different
equations does not imply that these constants coincide.

3. UNIFORM ESTIMATES ON THENUMBER OF NEGATIVE
EIGENVALUES: CWIKEL'S INEQUALITY REVISED

3.1. Statement of the result. In this section we discuss a priori bounds on
the counting function of the discrete spectrum of the operat

Qp(iva y) = Hp(iv) - Vp(y)
Our goal is to find estimates, which reproduce the behavibtimephase

space
=, =Z,( (2m)~ / / dédy
»<0

in general, and the asymptotics®f for p — oo in particular, as closely as
possible. In particular, we shall obtain the following twatements.

Theorem 1. Assumethat’ > 0,V € LT (Rd)ﬁLd(Rd) andp > M > 0.
Then there exists a finite constant ¢(d), which is independent om M
andV/, such that

(23) N ¢ (" O+mMW){wm+ww@L d=3,
(M)Nxm < ( VI, + VI, d24

Remarkl. Note that ford = 3 in contrast to the asymptotical behaviour of
the phase space volum®, = p? V||, asp — oo for V € L' (R?) N
L3(R?), the bound [(23) contains an additional logarithmic factdihis
underlines, that formulg {P3) has in fact a two-dimensiararacter, see
[W2].

Remark2. We point out, that in the cas®/ = 0 in the dimension/ = 3
one expects infinite many negative eigenvalues for any riviatattractive
potentiall” > 0. In contrast to that in higher dimensions the bound (24)
holds true in the massless case as well.

Theorem 2. Assume thatl > 3,V > 0andV € L (R%) N L4(R?) for
1 < § < £. Then there exist finite constantg6) andc,(¢) independent
onp, M andV, such that

(25) Ny(V) < e (0)p M=V |19 L+ ea(0) V]|
7



forall0 < M <p.

Remark3. The corresponding asymptotics shows that for largiee r.h.s.
of (£9) is of the same order ip as=,(V), if the potentiallV" satisfies
59(V) = AQ(V) =v > 0.

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof lnédren L
and Theorenp]2.

3.2. A modification of Cwikel's inequality. Let Q4 5 be an operator of
the type

Qap = B(1V)— A(z)

on L*(R%), whereA = o*> and B = b=2 with a,b > 0. Assume that the
operator

E.p = a(z)b(iV)

is compact inZ?(R%) and let{s,(E, ;) }.>1 be the non-increasing sequence
of the singular values (approximation numbers)<f,. According to the
Birman-Schwinger principle[JB[]S] the total multiplicityf ahe negative
spectrum ofy) 4 5 equals to the number of singular valug$ £, ;) exceed-
ing one, that is

NA,B =tr XO(QA,B) = card {n . Sn(E&b) > 1}.

Hence, spectral estimates on the operafpis; can be found in terms of
estimates on the sequente,(E,;)},>1. In particular, ifa andb satisfy
a € L"(R?) andb € L’ (R?) for some2 < r < oo, then according to [C]
E,p € Soo(L*(R%)) and

(26)  su(Eap) < csa(r, dyn=1/r lall.- o], forall neN.

The bound[(26) is of particular interestift) = |¢|~%/" € LT (R%), since
then the factora|;, is proportional to the volume of the portion of the
classical phase space given by

{(2,€) € R* x RYa(z)b(&) > 1}.

For functionsb(§) which are not “optimal” members of the weak class
L’ (R%), the right hand side of (26) does not capture the respectiase
space volumina. We are therefore in need for a suitable gbsetion of
(E8), which is applicable to a sufficiently wide class of syiisth and which
reflects the phase space character of the estimate evermtdramogeneous
symbols. Corresponding results can be foundl in|[W1, W2].tReproblem
at hand we shall use the following statement fr¢m|W2].

Consider the functioq(z, &) = a(z)b(€) onRY x R? and assume that

q € L*(R*))+ L (R??). Here L3 (R??) stands for the subspace of bounded
8



functionsq satisfyingq(x,&) — 0 as|z| + |{|] — oo. Let¢* be the non-
increasing rearrangement@fsee [2R) and put

: 1/2
(27) () (f) = (f‘l /0 (q*(t))zdt> :

which is finite for anyt > 0. If v = dzd¢ is the Lebesgue measure on
R?? and the distribution function, is defined according t¢ (P1), then using
integration by parts the quantity {27) can also be rewriggfollows

. . 2 [ vz
@ @0= Wiy [ wn) iz
q*(t
The following proposition holds true:
Proposition 1. ([W2]) Assume thaf(z, &) = a(z)b(§) € L*(R*)+ L (R*).
ThenE,; € So(L*(RY)) and the inequality
(29) sn(Eap) < 5(q) ((2m)"n)
holds true for alln € N.

Remarkd. In conjunction with the Birman-Schwinger principle the ipou
(B9) implies

(30 £ < () ((2)"Na).

3.3. Cwikel’s inequality for the operator H,(¢) — V,(y). Preliminary
estimates. Now we apply Propositiofj 1 to the particular symbgilr, £) =
ay()by(§) With Ap(z) = ap(z) = Vp(z) > 0 and B,(&) = b,%(¢) =

p
H,(&). We start with some basic observations. Obviously it holds

Vg, (s) = v{(z,€) € R* x RYg,(z,£) > s} =E,(s?V), s>0.

The behaviour of the quantify, is analysed in Appendix |. We establish
there that according t¢ (P8) anld (100) for> M the two-sided bound

(31) VQp(S) = VQp,l (S) _I_ Vq;>,2(8) + V‘Ip,fi(s)
holds true, where
g1

(32) (s5) = & Vid

Vg, (8) = —— T
o stM Q1(p,s)

p% d—1

(33) Vayo(8) = Sd_I/ V= dux,

Q2(p,s)

(34) Vaps(8) = S_Zd/ Vida,
QS(p7S)



and

(35) N(p,s) = {2|V(x) <s*M°p7'},
(36) Do(p,s) = {zfs"M?*p™ < V(z) < s°p},
(37) Y(p,s) = {z|V(x) > sp}.
Moreover, note that fron{ (1) anfl {35)), [36) one concludes
d+1
p d —2d d
Vg, (8) > 03,27/ Vex + c3.3s / Védx, s>0.
! SME o, (5,0 (.5 U (p,5)

Since we assumg > M, the boundy,, (s) > c345~ % V]|, holds true.
Hence, for the inversg; of v, we have

(38) @i(t) > east™2 |V, >0

3.4. PotentialsV € L*z" (RY) N LY(R%). For this class of potential§ (31)
and (35) imply

Vg, (8) < €36 max {s —dp =n

IVILT. s IV}

or

(39)  ¢p(t) < carmax {t 1At ||V||”d2 N ||VH”2}-
Assume now that > 4. Then @) [(Z7) and (30) imply

(40) 1< ess(N,(V) @1t [V s+ esg(Ny (V)7 V][

The analogous bound for the cage= 3 requires some more attention.
For this we insert each of the three summand (B2)-(34) ih {8t the
integral in [2B) and obtain

1 o0 R o0
7/ SU1,q,(8)ds < 03.10t_1M_1pg/ di%(m)/ s 2ds
t S R3 M=14/pV (x)

(41) < eyt 'p? IVl

1 00 R M~1y/pV(z)
;/ SV q,(s)ds < 03,12t_1p2/ da?V(x)/ s tds
a(t R3

() p~1V(x)
(42) < 313 ||V||L1 f_po lan_l,
as well as

1 o R o
7/ sU3.q,(s)ds < 03_1425_1/ deg(x)/ s °ds
t gz R? 0

P P

< C3.15£_1(Q;(7'))_4 ||V||?£3 .
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By (B8) the last bound implies

1 [ .

(43) 7/ 81/37qp(8)d8 S C3.16t_1/3 HVHLg .
t Ja(d)

If we insert {3P)-[4B) into[(28) and (BO) we arrive at

(44)
1 < cyppmax {(N,(V) [V p® (L+InpM ™) (N,(V) V2 [V| s -

The relations[(40) and (#4) imply Theordin 1.

3.5. Potentials V € Lf (R?) N L4(RY), 52 < 0 < 4. First observe, that
(B3) implies

(45) Vag,(5) < caass 2|V [7a, s> 0.

Furthermore, by[(32) and (B3) we have

Vlvq;) (S> + V27‘1p (8)

p%"'1 d p% d—1
(46) < C3.19/Rdmm deVE(x)’FVT(x) dx.

Assume now|V ||, < v, thatisV*(t) < vt~ for all ¢ > 0. Passing from
integration in space to integration of rearrangements ) into

d+1

) diq a+1
. 2T 4 _a p?T 41, _d
V1g,(8) + 12,g,(5) < C3.20/ mln{demt 29,%@ 2t 20 }dt
0 S S

dyq 4 d+1l d-1 i1
2 d 1—42 p 2 UV 2 1—4—2
3 tc 26 + 03.22(0> tc 20

< ¢321(0)

siM "
with t, = M 20572099 and
Vig,(8) + Vag, (8) < caoa(0)0f MA1720 572010,

Together with [[45) this gives
Vg, (5) < c3.24(6) max {p1+9Md—1—293—29 VI, s ||VHCle} . s> 0,
and

X 1y oo dl g i1 i1
G(t) < c5.25(0) max {p2 W MT V|2, %, [V]E, } . t>0.

From (3D) we conclude Theorejh 2.
11



4. UNIFORM ESTIMATES ON THEEIGENVALUE MOMENTS:
LIEB-THIRRING INEQUALITIES REVISED.

4.1. Statement of the results. Alongside with estimates on the number
of negative eigenvalues we shall make use of estimates anah@ents of
eigenvalues. Given a bound on the counting funcfipl’), estimates on
eigenvalue sums can be deduced from the identity

(47) (V) = / N(V — pu)du.
0
We shall obtain the following estimates.

Theorem 3. Assume that’ > 0,V € L5 (RY) N L+ (RY) and0 < M <
p. Then there exist finite constants= ¢(d) independent o', M and p,
such that

(48) S,(V) < c(p(LtmpMd ) VI +p7 V]G, d=3
- d+1
(49) S,(V) < e(p VI s +p7 IVISEL) . d 24

Remarks. The respective asymptotics in section 4 show that the rdf.s.
(A9) captures the correct asymptotical order of the phaseespverage
¥,(V) asp — oo, while (48) carries an additional logarithmic factor sianil

to ([23).

Theorem 4. Assume thatl > 3,V > 0 andV € LY (R?) N L4(R?) for
4l < 9 < £ +1. Then there exist finite constantg¢) andc,(#) indepen-
dent onp, M andV/, such that

(80)  Sy(V) < (@)’ M Vg, + ea6) VT

forall 0 < M < p.

Remark6. The asymptotics in section 4 show that the r.h.s. of the secon
estimate has the same asymptotical order &s>,(V') for p — oo, if the
potentiall” > 0 satisfiesiy (V') = Ap(V) = v > 0.

4.2. Potentials V € L5 (RY) N L (RY). First putd = 3. Standard
variational arguments and the Aizenman-Lieb integraffdd pf the bound

(B3) give
S,(V) < cuap (1+1an_1)/ olu/]R (V —pu)idx
0 d

+c4.2/ du/ (V—pu)idm,
0 R4

which implies [4B). In higher dimensions a similar integratof (Z24) im-

plies (49).

12



4.3. PotentialsV,. € LY (R?) N L4 (RY) with £ < 6 < £+ 1. Thein-
equality (2b) contains a term with a weak -norm. In contrast to the usual
LP-norms, these weak norms in the bound for the counting fanaannot
be carried over a respective weak norm in the Lieb-Thirrmgguality via
the Aizenman-Lieb trick. In fact, for the proof of our resultelow it shows
to be necessary to refine [25) for potentils= (W — pu).

Using the same notation as in the previous section in ana@@5) we
first find that

(51) tpale) < caas™ [ (W) = puyid,

On the other hand, in analogy to (46) passing to the integrati rearrange-
ments we find

d+1
d—1

X pg""l d p 2 =1
Vapd + Vg2 < Caa min (W —pu)z, == (W —pu),* pdx
01U, Ms S

o fpEtt L aph e
< c4_5/0 min Msd(W —pu)+,F(W —pu),® pdt.

Putiv € L%, and||W||,,, < v, thatisW*(t) < vto fort > 0. Then we
see that

pg-‘rl 00 . d
i (5) 4 1,05) < cush [t~ pua
S te

a+1
2

te i
'Zd_l / (vt_% — pu),? dt,
0

wheret,. = v/ (pu + p~1s?M?)~%. The later integral transforms into

+cCan

Uep%+1 p~1s2 M2 .
VqP,l(S) + l/qp,2(8) < 64'8W / (t+ pu)_e_ltidt
s Jo

6, roo
(52) +C4_9* / (t+ pu)_e_lt% dt.
s
p

2
-1 —1g2 2

Notice that forit! < 6 < ¢ + 1 we have
(53) / (t+ @) t2dt < cgq0min {cﬁ“a—@—l, @g—e} ,
0

(54) / (t + ﬂ)_g_lt%dt S C4.11 min {ﬁ%_e, a%_g} ,

where the minimum is taken for the first elements of the retbpesets if

0 < a < @, and for the second elementdik @ < a. From (52) and (53),
13



(63) we conclude that
d—1
qu,l(s) + qu,2(5) < ey’ <S2Md+1p_€_1u_9_1 + Sl_dpd_euT_e)

— _p d=1_
< C4.13U981 dpd Gu 5 —0

if s2M?p~2 < u, and
d
Vq,,,1(8) 4 I/qu(s) < couat’ <pd+1—9M—18—du5—9 4 p1+9Md—1—2€S—29>

for s2M?p=2 > w. These two bounds in conjunction wifh(51) give

—d d—p 4=l
gl—dpd—0, %516

va,(5) < cnass (W = pu)|fa + coige min {5~ ,
PO 1y 50 +p1+9Md—1—298—29} s> 0.

The inversey; of v,, satisfies then the bound

-

=

—~~
~

SN—

VAN
(@)

=~

-

3
BN

8-

S
é

|

]
IS

SN—

il

==

&
_|._
@)

=

-

o
=5
B

—
~
—
&
(4
Iy

iR
-
=
Iy
L
IS

ol
iy
L

i ) [ ot
(@) (1) < cvant™ 8 (W = pu) s + ez min § ——75—,
—1qud—1
U%p“‘%u%_% n U%plgiM%_l
taMa t26
for all ¢ > 0, while for the dimensiod = 3 we obtain
1 1 . U%p%"'%
(p) (1) < camt™o [[(W —pu)i]|fs + capomin § ————
t20 M9

U§pTu%_% U%p%u% tu‘gpe_l
+ 1 1 5 1 (1 + ln+ (79 B )) }
tsMs t2 v M

ast > 0. In view of (30) we conclude, that it holds either in higheme
sions

Ny(W —pu) < caoz||(W — pu)+||de + ¢4.040" min {pd_eu%‘(’,
(55) pd“—@M—lu%—ﬁ + p1+6Md—1—20} Cd> 4
or
NV =) < cans OV = pu s+ caaee? i {M-pt-0ud 74
(56) M u MO f(CVupM T )i d =3,

14



whereC' is some fixed finite positive constant and= f(x) is the inverse
function tox = ,/y/(1+ Iny Cy) onR,.
Inserting [5p) into [(47) we obtain immediately [50) for> 4. To settle
the casel = 3 we first note thatf (z) < cz?(1 + In, v/Cxz)? if cis chosen
1

such thaty/c > (1 + In, t) (1 +1In, ﬁ) for all ¢t > 0. Hence, the
bound (5p) can be developed as follows

(57)

NV )< M A0y 4 f M2 for g < —%)22
—pu) <c
P Py = caar 3= 0ut=0(1 + In (vVCupM~1))? for u > %22

Foré > 2, the following identity holds true

/OO u' (1 + In(av/u))*du

—2

1 1 1 .
(°8) - (9—2+ (9—2)2+2(9—2)3) o

for anya > 0. If we integrate[(37) inu for 2 < § < 3 and take[(38) into
account, we arrive af (b0).

5. ASYMPTOTICS OF THEEIGENVALUE MOMENTS AND THE
COUNTING FUNCTION

5.1. Statement of the main results. We turn now to the calculation of the
asymptotical behaviour &, (V') andN, (V) for certain cases. In particular,
we shall obtain the following two formulae:

Theorem 5. Assume that’ € LY(R?) N L*(R3) for somef) < 2 and that
V" has uniformly bounded, continuous second derivatives=f 3, or that

d+1

Ve L2 (RY) N LY RY) if d > 4. Then the asymptotical formula

B ) 1+ o(1))p“7 wy 441
89)  5,(V) = (1 o)m(v) = £ A [ v Gy

holds true a® — oo.

Remark7. Ford = 3 the assumptions on the potentialin Theoremp
are more restrictive than the natural oliec L? N L*. The additional
logarithmic factor in [[48) prevents one to use this boundlése formula
(B9) to the natural class of potentials. It remains an opeblpm, whether
(B9) holds actually forall’ € L> N L*if d = 3.

15



Theorem 6. Assume that/,V > 0, U,V ¢ LY n L%*! for somef <
% and thatU and V' possess uniformly bounded second derivatives. Put
Uly;p) = U(p~'y). Then

. _d+l . W d—1
(60) lim p~ % tr Uy; p)xo(Qp(iV,y)) = —srme— / U(z)V'T (z)dz.
pP—00 2 7Td

2

We mention the following obvious consequence of Thedriem 6:

Corollary 1. If V' > 0 has uniformly bounded second derivatives &hd
LZ" N L% then
liminfp_%Np(V) > &d/vdzldm
s

— 3d+1
p—00 27

The remaining part of this paper is devoted to the proof oforem[b
and Theorenfi]6. Our approach is based on the methods of colséates.
Therefore we first give a short survey of the necessary gemeaitarial from
this subject.

5.2. Coherent States and Berezin-Lieb Inequalities: Preliminaies. Fix
some spherically symmetric, smooth, non-negative functiovith compact
supportinR?, such thaf| f|| . ze) = 1. Putfc(z) = ¢*/* f(ex) wheree > 0.

For giveny = {y, £} with 3, ¢ € R? we define the coherent states
(61) IS (7) = e T f (x —y).

For any fixedy ande it holds ||TI ey = 1

Let J be a non-negative, locally integrable function®hwith not more
than polynomial growth at infinity. We define the operafdiV) = ®*J®
in the usual way withb being the unitary Fourier transformation. H‘ﬂt:
® f. In view of our choice of coherent states it is associatetl thi¢ symbol
function

(62) j(y) = je(€) = (J(EV)IIS (@), 1L (@) paa, ey = (T % |£IP) (€).
The operator of multiplication by a locally integrable realued function
W onR3 corresponds to the symbol

we(7) = we(y) = (W (@)L (2), I (2) 12 (e am) = (W x f)(y),

Here (-, ) 2(ra,45) IS the scalar product in?(RY) with respect to the vari-
ablex andu x v denotes the convolution

(uxv)(z) = /u(x — 2 )v(2")dz'.

If now W = W; + W,, whereW; is uniformly bounded andii; is form
compact with respect td(:V), the operator suny(:V) + W (z) can be

defined in the form sense. L&t be some non-negative convex function
16




on R, such that)(J(:V) + W (x)) is trace class. Then the Lieb-Berezin
inequality states that[([Be], see al$0]LS])

63 [ 0+ w )y < o) + W)

Moreover, if the average af(.J(£) + W (y)) in R* with respect taly is
finite, theny (j.(iV) + w.(x)) is trace class and

64 rUGY) ) < [ w0+ W)

Let us finally assume that in addition to thisor 11 are twice continuously
differentiable with the following uniform bounds on the matnorms of

the respective Hessians
”J \* *w \“
{ &0, }k,zzl { 0& O, }k,lzl

—x for <0
Mx):”r‘:{o for >0

Y(J) = max

£cRe

and ¢(WW) = max

£cRe

Put

We also recall that _, is the characteristic function of the interaloo, —t).
Under the above conditions we have

Lemma 1. The two-sided bound

(65) / (JO+ W) +r)dy < tr(JGV) + W(a))_,

66)  tr(JGV) £ W), < / (J(€) + W()_dy + O,

holds true, where

=20 OW) [z f () [IVF]

and
O, — / b (V) 4 W ().

Proof. Indeed, by Taylors formula we have

JE—€)=J(E) —& VIO + %

33t
where¢ is some point on the line segment connectingnd¢’. Inserting

this into the integral expression fgr {62), becauseH@ ) = 1 one
L2 (R
17




finds that

€)= 119 ==v1©)- [ €lite 2%+§1/%0§

AR

Since f. is spherically symmetric, the first integral on the r.h.snishes
and

IN

5.(6) = J(©) (D/Wﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ
(67) < IDEVSII2@a -

In a similarly way we get

(68) [we(y) = W ()| < IW)e || f (2)|[72z0)

Now (3), (67) and[(g8) for the optimal choice ofjive the first inequality
of Lemma[]L. On the other hand {67) afd]|(68) imply

J(EV) + W(x) + K > Jo, (iV) + we, ()
and
tr (J(EV) + W(x))- <tr(je,(iV) + we,(z)) - + tr g.(J(@EV) + W(z))

with g,.(z) = min {x, —x} for < 0 andg,(z) = 0 for x > 0. Since

i) = [ o,

the bound[(§4) implies the second statement of the Lemma. O

6. MOMENTS OF NEGATIVEEIGENVALUES. AN ESTIMATE FROM
BELOW.

6.1. Summary. We turn here to the study of the asymptotics of eigenvalue
moments

S(p) =tr (@p(iV,y))-,  Qp(iV,y) = Hy(&) — Vo (y).

Because of the divergence of the second derivativés,¢f) near the points
er = (£p+,0,...,0) € R?asp — oo, a straightforward application of the
bound [6p) in Lemm@ 1 will not lead to the desired results. réfuze we
have to implement a suitable smoothing procedure of the syfirst. In

this section we consider the bound from below.
18



6.2. Basic properties of the symbolH,(¢). Consider the functions

Te(€) = /(0 F p)? + | + pd0M2p-2,

Wlth€ € ]Rdi 5 = (777() for 51 =nc R and(SZa"wgd) = C € Rd_l,
M = my +m_, ur = miM~'. Herem. andp are positive parameters.
We have

Hy(§) = T4 (§) + T-(§) — V1 + M?p~2.

This is a convex non-negative function, which is rotatiasyahmetric with
respect to the-axes. It achieves a unique, non-degenerate minimum at the
point{ = 0 whereH,(0) = 0.

The gradient and the Hessian®f calculate as follows

VTL(€) = ToE) (nF mes ()’
(VVOTy = T (1= (VTL)(VTL)).

Hence,

<2 and

-1 -1
8§k 8§k8£l S T+ (£> + T— (5)

forall¢ e R4, p,M >0andl,k=1,...,d.

@ [ 0 H,(€)

6.3. Smoothing of the symbol.Let g be a smooth, spherically symmet-
ric non-negative function oiR? supported within the unit ball, such that
[g(z)dz = 1. If 0 > 0 we putg,(z) = c~%(c7'z), for o = 0 we set
go(z) = 0(- — x) and define

(70) H,,(§) = Hy,(§ = y)9o(e)(y)dy

= | Hyle—o©na(t)ar

It holds
Lemma 2. The functiond4,(¢) and H,, ,(§) satisfy the pointwise estimate
(71) Hy(§) < Hypoll), €€RY

Proof. Note thatH,, is convex and the spherically symmetric weighthas
the total mass. If we represent in[(10) the terid, (£ —y) in a Taylor series
at the point of order one with a positive quadratic form as remainder term

the inequality [7]1) follows immediately. 0
19



Putry = 71(§) = |£ — e+|. Below we chose

0 if ¢¢BYUB-
(72) o) =0,(§) =4 re-© if e BS :
res+&n) if ¢ € BF

where0 < r < min{p,,pu_}/2, BE = {£: 74(§) < r} and

1
(&) = T r22(g)

Lemma 3. One can find an appropriate finite constantvhich is indepen-
dentomp, M,r >0, & € R*andk,l =1, ... d, such that

0H,,
(73) | < -
" dgag| = Ut

Proof. Obviously it holds

OH, dv; OH, (
(75) p /Z 8; 8% (t)dt, v; =& — (i,

and
(76)

0*H, (& / d v, (v) d v Ov; O*Hy(v)
Rl TR +5S 2 )dt.
T {2 e auj 2 36,5 o |/

Since

0o, 2

O 0&,0&

from ([75) and the first estimates in[69),](77) we concldd®.(73

To estimate the second derivatives we note , that By (69)[af)dIte first
part of the integral on the r.h.s. df{76) can be estimatedshy1 + 1),
while the second term itj (J76) does not exceed

(77)

< cgar T,

<cg1 and ‘

C6.4 /(TII(V) + T Hv))g(t)dt.
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Note that7’.(v) > |+ — o,t| and because is bounded and of compact
support we have

ar

d—1 T — d—1
/ g(t)dt < o Tid / dgb/ dosing [ ttdt
ra T (V) ol Jga2 0 0o V1+1t2—2tcosh

d—-1 pZz
< cﬁ_fid /i t72(t 4+ 1 — |t — 1|)dt
r 0

< cgrmin{rit o1}

For0 < 74 < r/2 the functions, can be estimated hy, > ¢~*/3r. Hence,
t)dt
/g( ) < (1 —|—T_1)

and we concludg (T4). ]

6.4. The estimate from below. We are now in the position to obtain the
main result of this section. Put

QP7UT<£7y> = Hp,
Qp,dr(ivvy) = HP,

By Lemma[R we find that
(78) tr (Qp(iV,y)) - > tr (Qpe. (iV, y)) -

Next we apply the first part of Lemnj& 1 with= H,,. andW = V], to
this bound. By [[74) we havé(H,,,. ) < cr~!for0 < r < min{u,,p_},
while 9(V},) < p=39(V'). Then (6b) implies that

(&) = Vuly),
L(1V) = Vp(y).

Q

q

(79) Qo (17, ) > / (Qpor (629) + )b,

wherex < cgg1/H(V)r—1p=3. From (78) and[(79) we finally conclude

Lemma 4. The inequality
(80) S®) = [ (Qualén) + 1)y

holds true for some < c¢\/9(V)r—1p=3, where the constantin the esti-
mate forx can be chosen to be independentionp, M andr, 0 < r <
min{sq, i}
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7. MOMENTS OFNEGATIVE EIGENVALUES: AN ESTIMATE FROM
ABOVE

7.1. Summary. We shall now accompany Lemnja 4 by a corresponding
estimates from above. As in the previous section we smoaisymbol
before applying[(§6) from Lemma 1. But in the absence of aaeghent

of Lemma[R we have to modify the symbol additionally.

7.2. Maodification of the symbol. We puts € (0,1/2), £ = (n,() with
&E=neRand(&, ..., &) = ¢ € RL and set

Gral®) = H, (1= 0n.C).
Gosol) = [ Guslé =~ Nang )iy

(81) = | Goste— oottt
In analogy to [7]2) let the function({) = o, 5(£) be given by
0 if &¢ B ;UB;

(82) o(§) = 0r6(§) = { res-o &0 it ¢ € B ,

res+s(&r) if €€ B:,_é

where0 < r < min{u_,pu}, Byy = {€ 1 |6 —exsl < 1} exs =
(1 —6)"ter and

-1
0(6) = T o

Similar to the proof of Lemmd 3 one can show that the derieatofG,, 5, (€)
satisfy the bounds

aGp,é,U
89) Hsa| <
asz@a -1
(84) ‘0§k0§l < c(l+r7).

The constant in (B3), (84) can be chosen to be independent,ai/, r, £,
k,l,ando € (0,1/2) as well.

Lemma 5. There exists a finite positive consté@nt= C'(u4, ), such that
the bound

(85) G (§) < Hy(8), §ER,

holds true for allr < min{y_, u,,Cé},0<d < 1/2andallp > M > 0.
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Proof. Letr < min{x_, puy }. Since
Gpoo(§) = Hy((1 = 0)n,¢) if &€& Bl;UB,

the bound|[(85) for that case is an obvious consequence obtia¢rhono-
tonicity of H,(n, ¢) in n for fixed p, M and(.

On the other hand, by (69) it hold8H,,/0n| < 2 and|0G,s/0n| < 2.
Hence, if

r <r(0) = (Hpy(exs) — Gpless))/4
we have

(86) min H,(¢') > max G,4(¢").

¢eBE; - ¢reBk;
Forany¢ € B, andt € RY, |¢| < Lit holds

(& —tor5(8)) —exs| 1€ —exs| +0r5(8) <.

The later inequality follows from the fact that+ e~(1—=*)"" < 1 for all
0 < z < 1. Thus, the argumert’ = £ — to,5(&) of G, 5 in (B]) satisfies
¢" € BZ; on the support of;, and we conclude[(85) fronf (B6) and the
normalisation of;.

It remains to estimate(d) from below. Note thaf\/p~' < 1 and0 <
d < 1/2. Then

4r(0) = Hplexs) — Hylex)

5,ui . 8
—H. 0,0
1 — 0 pa<nzpe (151 on »(1,0,0)
) 1
> > O, )6
= 1_5\/M2¢(1+(1—5)_1)2+1 > Cpy, i)

This completes the proof. O

7.3. The estimate from above.We put now
Qp,é,a(€> y) = Gp,é,a(g) - V;D(y)a
Qpoo(iVy) = Gpso(iV) = Vi(y).

From (85) it follows that folr = o, 5

tr(Qp(iV,y)) - < tr(@pso, ;(1V, 1))

if r <min{p_, py, C(uy, p_)d}. Forthe eigenvalue sum on the right hand

side we can apply ($6) in Lemnja 1 and we conclude
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Lemma 6. Assume that < » < min{u_, py, C(py, n_)0} and0 < 6 <
1/2. Then the inequality

€ S0)< [@uansn)-dr+ [ 10X (Qp 07 )

holds true for some < ¢/9(V)r~1p=3, where the constantin the esti-
mate forx can be chosen to be independentlofp, M, r andé.
8. THE PROOF OFTHEOREM{

We are now in the position to complete the proof of form{ild) (30 the
beginning we shall assume théthas uniformly bounded second deriva-
tives and that” € L?(R?) n L4+ (R?) for somef < 4! andd > 3.

8.1. The estimate from above.First note that7, 5 is convex and conse-
quentlyG, 5(&) < G, 5,0, () forall € € R Thus,

/ Qi o(E9))-dy < / (Gral€) — V() _dry
< (197" Qg a)dr = 550V,

Simultaneously we have

tr X-1(@ps.,s(1V,9)) <t xi(Gps(iV) = Vi (y)
< Np((V((X = 0)y, 9, 5) — tp)+)

forall ¢ > 0. Hence, relationd (7)[ (R3) and |24) imply that

(1= 5)S,(V) < 5(V) + csp(1 +In 1) /min{ KV} o+ B2
in the dimensionl = 3, or

(1= 6)8,(V) < 5,(V) + cxsp™™ /mm 5 }d:): 4Oy,

if d > 4, hold true for allp > M with k = ¢\/9(V)r—1p=3. Slncerj( ) <
css ||[Vill et we find that

/mm £ }dx = / min{(V:)%,n(Vj)%}dt
0

A1
< cgo||Villfe kT 0,

and consequently
Su(V) p(1+In ) (V) [Villze V||

[—5 T (1 — 8)p%r8 SET )
24

(88) S5,(V) <



as0 < M <pwith g =2%2>0if d =3 and

)y ([ ) pdglﬁﬁ(v) Hi-i-”e@ ||L+||djz_i1
V)< 22 + L Wr+lipdsr
(89) 5}( ) e Cg.9 (1 5)p3ﬁrﬁ C8.10 (1 5)p

as0 < M <pwithg =% — &> (if d > 4.
Pick nowd(p) = p~“ andr = r(p) = min{u4, p—, C(py, u—)o} with
d

0 < € < 3. Sincex, (V) is of orderp*z" for largep, we claim

limsupp 'S,(V) < lim p~'%,(V).
p—00 p—00

8.2. The estimate from below. On the other hand, fron (BO) and from the
identity H,(¢) = H,,, (€) for ¢ € R4\ (B;" U B;") it follows that

V) = [ (@ +0)-dy
> Yp(V —pr) - / (Qp + r)-dy.

yeBTUB,

Next note that at leagt‘—"] disjoint balls of radius- can be placed into
the domaingr — i, 0] x (—r,r)? and[0, u — r] x (—r,7)?, respectively.

Because of,(n, () > H,(n',¢) for all || < |n| we can conclude that

—r

o e < [ (@ + 1)
r yEBF gefr—p—,1—py]x(—rr)?

< ZP(V—p/{)

and

(90) Sp(V) = (1 - [;} - [é}> Ep(V = pr).

2r 2r

Put nowr = r(p) = p~* with 0 < a < 1. Thenr — 0 and simultaneously
pk = cg119Y2(V)r=1/2p=12 — 0 asp — oo. Thus, it holds

Ep(V = pr) =2 Ep(V = 9)
for arbitrary§ > 0 if p is large enough. Because of the given class of
potentials this means
liminf S,(V) > lim 3,(V — )
p—00

p—o0

Wy dJ2rl
(d +1)2°5 x4 /Rd(v(x) O

SinceV € L“*" we can pass to the lim#t — 0.
25



8.3. The closure of the asymptotical formula. If d > 4, we finally apply
inequality @) in a standard manner to close asymptdi@st(ball poten-

tialsV, € L% N L1, However, ford = 3 the approprlate Lieb-Thirring
inequality [4B) contains the logarithmic factor- In £, which prevents us
from carrying out the same procedure in that case.

9. THE PROOF OFTHEOREM

For the proof of Theorer] 6 we follow the main strategy [of [EJl &6d
apply the boundd (88) (B9)ar{d|90) of the previous secti@more subtle
way. For the shortness of notation we shall write

Y, = U(y; p)xo(@p(iV,y)) = pUpxo(Qp(iV, y)),

where in agreement with our previous notatid{y) = p~'U(yp™1).

9.1. The estimate from above.Let {v,,} be an o.n. system of eigen-
functions corresponding to the negative partpfiV,y). Then for any
€ (0,1) it holds

trp 'Y, = Z/ ) [Pp () [P de

< (tr (Qp(iV,y) — eUp) - —tr (Q(iV,y))-) .
Here we make use of the variational property

tr (Qp(iV,y) — eUy,)— > tr D(eU, — Qp(iV,y))
for any operatof) < D < 1. PutV, = V + €U. Then [88) - [OD) imply that

1
tr p—ly;) < E (ZP(VYE) - ZP(V - p’%) + R(pv € t=t, 67 ‘/7 U)) ’

forall0 < M <pande € (0,1), where

5 IVell5ehs
R(pv €, :uzl:aéa ‘/7 U) = —Zp(‘/E) + C9.1 (1 — 5)]9

P2 za(p)9P (V) |[Vel|%
(1= 0)pPor?

"—Cg.g -+ 09.37'210(‘/ — pli)

with 3 = 4L — ¢ 25(p) =1+ 1In L andzy(p) = 1 ford > 4.
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Pick nowd(p) = p~ andr = r(p) = min{p_, py, C(p—, p14)6(p) }
with 0 < a < 1. Fixe € (0,1). Thenr — 0, px — 0 and the limits

1 d+1
pES,(V) - i / V.E de,
(d+1)2"% 7
_d—1 wd d+1
p 2 2, (V) — /V dzx,
p(V) @5 2%
_d—1 Wy d+1
2 Y. (V — — . V2d
v %V - pe) (d+1)2%7 xd / )

hold true ap — oo. From this we conclude that

-1 d+1
lim sup p~ Tiryr < € wd (/ Ve%dx—/vdﬂdx)

Note that for non-negativl, V € L= and alle € (0,1) we have

o |
A —v¥|<—d+ UV +U)*

where the function on the r.h.s. is integrable. Hence, byegeks’ ma-
jorization theorem we can pass to the limit> +0 and find

w _
limsupp_%Y;, < %/U‘/d;dm
272 rd

p—0o0

9.2. The estimate from below. Reversely, it holds
Y, 2 (b QY. ) — tr (Qi. ) + ) ).
LetV_. =V —eU withe € (0,1). Then
Yy 2~ (V) ~ BV — i) + Blp, s, 6,V,1))
forall0 < M < pande € (0, 1), where

) 5 IV 3

R(p7 €, t+, 67 ‘/7 U) = ]_——(SZP(V) + Coq (1 _ 5)]9

Pz za(p)d* (V) [V][5,
(1 =08)p*r?

with 8 = 4L — £ 25(p) = 1+ In £ andz,(p) = 1 for d > 4. Passing to
p — o0 as above we obtain

1 -1 1 dat1
liminf p~Ftry? > ¥4 </v‘“ dz — /(V_E)Fd;ﬁ)
p—o0 (d+ ]_) 2 ﬂ-d
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and fore — +0 by a majorized convergence argument this turns into

lim inf p~ Y, > L/Uv%dm
272 7d

3d+1
p—0o0 2

10. APPENDIX |: PHASE SPACE ESTIMATES FOR THESYMBOL

Qp(&:y) = Hp(§) — Vi(y).

10.1. Preliminaries. LetV be areal function o?. SetV,(y) = p~ 'V (p~ly)
and

Qp(gay) = Hp(g) - Vp(y)v

where

Hy(§) = T4 (§) + T-(§) = V1 + M?p~2

for

To(€) = /0 F )2 + [CJ2 + 3 M2p2,
with ¢ € R, € = (n, () for& =n € Rand(&, ..., &) = ¢ € RTL

M =my+m_, po = meM™ > 0,p > 0. Below we shall study
properties of the phase space averages

o) 5-5v) = e[ [(@ew)-dey
©  5-50) = e[ [ gy
Set

(93) Ay V) = (2m) / de.

Qp<0

Lemma 7. Assume that = Mp~' < 1. Then for anyy € R? it holds
(94)

Ap(y)

d
2

W WE (W 4 0) (W +20)2 (W2 4 2Wo + 72(1 — 4ji%))
(4m) (W2 + 2Wo + 72) T ’
whereW = W(y) = (V,(y))+ andv = V1 + 72

Proof. Fix some pointy € R¢. SinceH,(¢) > 0 we haveQ,(¢,y) > 0 if

V,(y) < 0, what settles the statement in that case. Assumeinow > 0.
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Puti = (u- — py)/2 andi = n+ . Then@,(&,y) < 0 is equivalent to

I Y ST WA S
2 (ICI2+n2+Z+(u2+Z)TZ) — (7 — pr?)?

1 1
9% < A2—2<\C|2+f72+1+</12+1)72),
whereA =V, + /1 + 72. Thus, in particular, the condition
AZ

1 1
2 A 22 2 2
(96) |C\ +7) <B, B= 5 (u —1—4)7 1

has to be satisfied. The bourid](95) transforms into

2 ~ 2 2 2 ~2_4
©7) [P+ A <ﬁ+L) <B—AZ+ il

A2 —17
subject to the additional conditiof {96). Fbj(y) > 0 we haveA >

V1 + 72 and inequality [(37) describes an ellipsoid with symmetmise
axes of the length

A
\/7 Ty
A2 Iu7-4
ly=--=1; = /B-"4 7
? a \/ F T
It is not difficult to see that; < B for j = 2,...,dand7 < 1, while

I, < BY/?— A’” . Thus the ellipsoid given bﬂp?) is a subset of the sphere
(B8), and the volume of all admissikdas given bywyl; . . .14, what by

A2 T (A2 —1—7%)(A% -1 —4%7?)
A2 1 4(42 - 1)
implies the second statement of the Lemha 7. O

Let us now assume that= Mp~! < 1andm. > 0. Theng? < 1/4 and
by (4) the quantity\,, permitts the following two-sided estimate

(98)
V)Y on O = {ylV(y) <7}
Ap(y; V) = (1)) on  Q={ylr?<V(y) <1}
(y)4 on Q5 ={y|V,(y) >1}
or equivalently,

(99) A,(y; V) <minq7

—
—
—~
=~
—
<
N—
N—
—+ vl
S
-
—~
<
N—
N—
=+
N
——
+
S
<
—~
<
N—
N—
fa



which for fixed i is uniform for all p and M satisfyingr < 1. Hence,
V, € LY2(RY) N L4(RY) is sufficient and necessary for

@00) 20 = [ M Vidy=p' [ 8,0 V)ds

to be finite.

10.2. PotentlaIsVJr € Lz (RY) N L4R?). For this class of potentials by

(B9) the functlorp Ap( -) has an integrable majorant, and by Lebesgues
limit theorem it holds

(101)

. e T d—1 . Wq d—1
Jim p™ =, = lim [ p= Ay (py)dy = 723d;17rd/(‘/+(y)) > dy.

10.3. Potentials V, € L (R%) N L4 (RY). We find that the integrand
onther.h.s. of

PES(V)=p T /O Ep(V = sp)ds = /0 /de%/\p(py; V —t)d’ydt

is for fixed i bounded by a uniform multiple of

d—1

max{(V(y) — )", (V(y) - )1},

which is integrable of), co) x R? for V, € L= (RY) N L+ (RY). Thus,

lim p_%Zp(V) = / dt/ hm D 51Ap(py;V—t)) dy
R

= H;dﬂ'd/ dt/]R;d 2 dy
d+1
_ T
(102) - e L W

10.4. PotentialsV, € LY (Rd)de(Rd) with 41 < 6 < 4. For potentials
V whereV/, is “strictly between’L 2" (Rd)de(Rd) andL2 (RY)N LA (RY)
the phase space volume shows a different behaviopr Lret us study the
model potential

(103) V(y) = min{1, v|y|~**},
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where&l < ¢ < 4. ThenV =V, € L% (R?) and||V ||, = ¢(0,d)v. The
preliminary estimate (98) shows that

—_ 1—d
- p ] 0 dy
pdvd<|y|<pvd
d—1 (d—1)(d—¥6) _dd 1)d
2 26 26
+v 7 p . oo 2 Yl Y
pvd§|y‘§p dyd M~ d
d d  d?
1-5+ -1
—|—U2p 2720 M 0 o 2 ‘y‘ 29dy

— p0+1UOMd—1—26(1_|_0(1))

asp — oo. After one has established the orde&fin p, the same estimate
now shows that

== (4o) [ Ay 0<e<

ly|>pl+e d

asp — oo. Hence, for;! < ¢ < £ it holds

5 = o) [ Ay
ly|>pltte
Wy d2g(2W—|—7‘2ﬂ)%
_ G+0ﬂ»———/) e d
ly|>plte

(4m) QW +7r2)%

whereji = 1-44* € (0,1] andW (y) = p~' min {1,vp%\y\‘%} asp — 0.
This implies

'3 _d A
od ot 5 2 (2—%|$| 0 +N>
5, = (1+o(1) = S0 =) el &
: (47T)dM lz|>pc \ D v %
<2v”2|x|_5 +1
or
- 299”3 0 rd—1—20 AN, O0+1
Sp = o T NT , U, )P p oo
(104) = (1+ <1>>(47T)d M L(d,0, ) as p—
with
00 AL d g1
by — [
0 (t+1) =z
d d—1 d d+1 1
= B = — — Fil=—0 — = 1— [
1% 9 9,9 9 2471 2 97 9 727 ml

where, I is Gauss” hypergeometric functiof ([PBM] 2.2.6.24 p.308is
result can be generalised to all potentiglsvith V., € L2 n L9 for d;?l <
0 < 2andAg(V,) = 6y(Vi) = c(0, d)v.
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10.5. Potentials V. € LY (R?) N LY(R?) with 41 < 0 < <2 A similar
calculation can be carried out for the averdfyeV) if the potential [(A3a3)
satlsf|e§; <f<s + 1 and is therefore “strictly” betweeh“* N L and

Lt Ld. First, from (98) one concludes in general that

(105) S, = [ [ A - sodyas
0 R4

(106) = [ eV
Rd
for sufficient largep, where

0,(y: V) = (V) + m xau0, () + 7 (V) xa, ()

with y being the characteristic functions of (unions of) the retipe sets
Q; defined in [9B). For the potentidd(y) = min{1,v|y|~7} at hand this
gives the preliminary estimate

o f—1pd+1-20 6
X, xXp M v

Moreover, the integration irj (IP6) and therefore[in {105) ba reduced to
ly| > p*t4,0 < c < % without changing the asymptotical behaviour of the
integrals. Hence, it <6 < 4+1,¢ = (1+0(1))22 (47) ~wy asp — oo
anda = 1 + cdf~!, we have

d
> (Vo = 9)2(2(V, — 8)1 + 721) Edyds
X, = ¢
ly|>pite

as p — oo.

d+1

QVp—s)s+78) 7
d g d g
sy / / (Zr7o — i(2(§7’_5—3)+—|—72u)27’d Ydrds
(%7’_% _ 8) dt+1

d
— ¢9wd9d€/ / t—Si (t—S)_,_—l—T,LL)%t 1dtd3.
(2(t—s)4 +72)%

The later integral can be simplified as follows

vpfa t d 2 2~ d
S, = ¢bwh’pT 9/ dtt‘9‘1/ (2( x+7ﬁ22dx
0 0

204 712) 2
vp~ @ 2t~ d N
= ¢2” 5 huwh’r d+1pd_6/ dtt_e_l/ 7UQ<U+'Z+>12 du
0 0 (u+1)=

_dt3 _ _
— ¢2€ 5 edeGTd+1 2€pd 0 %

20M —2p2—a w @ ~
uz(u + f1)
—0—1
0 0
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Fora < 2 andd > 4! we finally claim
29_%9w§
(4m)?
whereK (d, 0, 1) denotes the finite positive constant

UeMd+1_29p0_1K(d, ‘9’ Ia)’

(107) %, =(1+0(1))

d
2

00 w % ~
K(d,6, i) = / dww ! / wlet i)y,
0 o (u+1)=

In fact, this asymptotics holds true for &l € L N L4, 4 <9 < 441,
with AQ(V+) = 59(V+) = 6(9, d)l)

11. APPENDIX II: AN ESTIMATE N, (V) < ¢(V)p? IN THE DIMENSION
d=3.

11.1. Statement of the result. In this appendix we show, that for certain
short-range potentials with some repulsive tail at infitity counting func-
tion N, (V) in the dimensioni = 3 is bounded by a multiple gf*>. This
complements the estimatg [13). As above we concentrateeonabe of
positive massesy > 0.

Theorem 7. Assume thatd = 3, m4 > 0 and that the bounded potentigl
satisfies the condition

(108) V(z) < —a(l+Jz| =), xR’ |z[>b,
for appropriate positive finite constanisb and~. Then
(109) N,(V) <COb+1)°p%  p>M,

whereC = C(a, v, ||V||, ) does not depend gnandb.

11.2. A localization estimate in spatial coordinates.Consider the oper-
ator

T=v-A+1 on L*R?.

Let(-,-) and||-|| be the scalar product and the normVif(R?). For positive
bandy setq, ,(z) = (1 + |z| — b)™?/2, x € R3. The proof of Theorerf] 7 is
based on the following improved localization estimate:

Lemma 8. For any given positive numbeérone can find spherically sym-
metric functionsy;, x» € C?*(R?), which are monotone w.r.t. the radial
variable and satisfy
(110)
xi(z)=1 if |z|<b, xi(x)=0 if |z[|>b+1, ¥ +xi=1,
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such that for any > 0 and~ > 0 the estimate
2

(111)  |(Tuw) = Y (Tuxs,uxy)| < ellwxall? + € uxas, o
j=1
holds true for allu € C5°(R?) with some appropriate finite constant=
(v, €).
Proof. For givenb > 0 we can obviously chose spherically symmetric cut-

off functionsx, x» € C%(R?), which are monotone in the radial variable
and satisfy[(170) as well as

(112) x1(z)xa(z) >0 for b<|z|<b+1.

According to formula (3.8) in[[LY] the localization error ¢ie operatofl’
is given as follows
2

(113) (Tu,u) — Z(Tuxj, uy;) = (Lu, u),

j=1
wherelL is an integral operator with the kernel

(=) 2 (g () — Xj(y))%

L =
(@) Gl — P
Here K, stands for the modified Bessel function and satisfies theatgi
(114) | Ky (|z = y])| < oz — y| 2

for appropriatev, x > 0.

We shall now estimate the quadratic form on the r.h.s. [ of](1Ese-
cause of symmetry it suffices to estimate the respectivgrake over the
region|z| < |y| only. Leto € (0,1/2) be a positive number, which will be
specified later. Put

bs=b+1—-90

and define

O1 = {(z.y)l |z| <[yl < bs},

Oy = {(z,9)| x| < bas, |yl = bs},

Os = {(z.9)] |zl < [yl. |2l > bas, (x,y) & O1UOa}.
Then
(115) (Lu,u)r2msy = 2Re(1y + I + I3),
where

I = / / Lo guty)utr)dedy, k=123

34



To estimate/; we notice that
(116)  |xj(z) — x;(v)| < min {1, ez —y|} for all z,y € R®.
From (11}) and[(116) we conclude
|L(z,9)| < criolr — y| ?min{l, |z —y|~?} for all (z,y) € O,.
Hence, it holds

1, < 2 // )+ )L )y

< s / () Pda / & — |2 min{L, | — y|2}dy.
2] <bs R3
This gives
117) 4] < i / (@) P < e 5(8) [0 | Zages,
|z|<bs

In the last step we used that(z) > c116(0) > 0 for all |x| < bs, what on
its turn follows from [11R) and the radial monotonicity of.
We study now the integrdl, and observe that

(118) |L(z,y)| < c11.76 2 =Y for (z,y) € O,.
In view of
u(y)u(@)] < 47 Hu(@)]? +aluy))?, & >0,
we find from [IIB) that for any given > 0 ande; > 0 the bound
L] < 011,85_261_1/ dx|u($)\2/ e~Fle=vl gy
ly|>bs

|z|<bas

2
(119) +011,92 dy|u(y)| / o 5le=yl g
lz—y|>6

0% J\y1p, €5 IWI=020)
holds true. By [TT2) and by the radial monotonicityxgfandy., we have
x1(x) > c11.10(6) > 0 for || < bas,
X2(y) > c11.11(6) >0 for  |y| > b5 > 0.
Moreover, it holds
e~ lvl=b) < c11.12(7,0)Sy6(y)s |yl > bs.
Hence, the inequality (T19) implies
(120) || < cinas(0, &) luxallagsy + crnaa(v, 8)er [luxesoll 7o s -
Estimating/; we recall that

(121) x1(x) =0 and x(x)=1 foral |z|>b+1.
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Sincey, x2 € C*(R?), for any givene, > 0 we can find an appropriate
d = d(e2) € (0,1/2) such that

(122) VX1 (@) + [Vxe(@)]? < e, bos < 2| b+ L
With this value ofs the relations[(121) and (122) imply

2
(123) Z(Xg(x) —x;(¥))* < €2 min {452, |z — y|2} ;o bas <l <yl
j=1

Moreover, from [118),[(121) andl (123) we conclude that
|L(z,y)| < ezc11.15| — y| 2 min {452|x — |2, 1} min {e‘“(‘y|_b_1), 1}

for bys < |z| < |yl andL(z,y) = 0forb+ 1 < |z| < |y| . Therefore it
holds

L < 2 //( (W@ )P )y

< 62011.16/ \u(x)|2d$/ |z — y\_z min{452|x — y\_z, 1}dy
|| <b+1 R3

lu(y)Pdy [ min{4é*lz —y|~> 1}
+€2€11,17/ dl’
lyl2bes €YY Jps |z — y?

Sincee‘g(w“b‘l) < 011.18(775)§'y,b(y) for |y| > bos andy € (O, 1/2), we
conclude that

(124)  |I3] < ecinao(y, O)(luxallrams) + luxesy ol zgs):

We proceed now as follows. For given> 0 chosee, > 0 such that
the total constant in front of the bracket {n (124) for givesnd~ does not
exceede/4. Fix the corresponding(e;) > 0 for (L22) and subsequently
(L29) to be satisfied. Finally, fix > 0 such that the total constant in front
of the term||uX2g%b||iQ(R3) in (L20) for givenb, v andd(e2) does not exceed
¢/4. Then [TIB) together witf (I]L6), as well &S [11[), [120) fr}y yield
(TT3). O

Remark8. Lett,. = t..(P) be the regularized kinetic part of the operator
(@) on L*(R?), that is

(125)
trel = \/|/~L+P —iV]2+m2 + \/\M_P+iV\2 +m? — W

whereM > 0, uy = myM~' > 0,andP € R3, p = |P|. As an immediate

consequence of (1JL0) in Lemrpja 8 we find that for arbitrarytp@si and
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~ it holds
(126)

2
(trelu, U) - Z(trelqua uXJ)
j=1

< c(v, € 1, M) luxa|l” + € fluxas

The constant(v, ¢, 11;, M) can be chosen to be independent/oandb.

11.3. Alocal estimate in momentum space Let

(6, P) =\l P — €2+ m% + /I P+ €2 +m3 — Vi £ 012

be the symbol of the operatdr (125) wheveé > 0, yuy = me M=t > 0
and P, ¢ € R3. Puté = (n,¢) withn € R and( € R?. We recall that
P =(p,0,0)andp; + u_ = 1.

Lemma 9. Assume that > v > M and that{ = (5, {) satisfies
(127) &€ € W(v,p) = {&|(In] = 3p)} U{EI(IC]* = vp)}.
Then
(128) tra(&, P) > 2713712,
Proof. Assume firsin| > 3p > 3v > 3M. Then
(129)  tyu(&, P) > /4p* + M? — \/p* + M? > 3(vV5 +v2) v
If instead|¢|*> > vp from v > M it follows that

trel(&up) \/p2+|C‘2+M2_\/p2+M2
271 (0? + [P+ M2~
271 + vp~t + 1/2p_2)_1/2.

Sincep > v we conclude, (¢, P) > 271371/2y. Together with [[T29) this
completes the proof. O

(AVAR VAR VS

11.4. The proof of Theorem[7. Let

QTel(P) = trel(P) - V(?/)? P = (pv 070)7

be the operatof|3) fai = 3. Obviously the total multiplicity of the neg-
ative eigenvalues of this operator coincides wif{(V). To verify (I09) it
suffices to construct a subspagen L*(R?) of finite dimensiondim G' <
Cb%p? such that

(130) (qrel(P)u, u)L2(R3) >0 for all we G(J)',

whereGy is ag,.(P)-form dense subset ¢f+ = L?(R?) © G.
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For givenb construct the cut-off functiong, x» from Lemma[B. Set
n = (nl, n27n3> for n; € N, andx = (1’1733'27373) with T; € R,7=1,23.
Letd = b+ 1. We define

b"% H?.’Zl sinﬁnj (% -+ QZ—?) for \x3| < bl, J=12.3,
up(x) = J '
0 otherwise

Let G = G(ry, 7.) be the linear span of all,, where
ny < nb'p, ng gz < T bp'?,
and the positive real numbers 7, will be specified below. We put
G =G(m,7) = {uju=ax, @€ G}
Obviously we have
dim G = dim G < 77202

To verify (I3]) we first notice, that from the boundednesd/of{108)
and (I2p) it follows that

(131)  (gra(P)u, w)r2(es) > (trar(P)uxa, uxa) 2es) — € uxa |2 es)

for all u € C§°(R?). For fixedy; the constant = ¢(a, v, ||V~ ) does not
depend om, i oru. LetW (v, p) be the set defined iff (TR7) of Lemrija 9 for
the choicer = 223'/2¢. Below we shall show, that for appropriate constants
71 = 71(¢) andr, = 7, (¢), which do not depend op the bound

(132) @il vy = 27 10X 2y w LG, 7o),
holds true. From[(132) an{l (I28) we conclude that

(trel(P)UXhUXl)LQ(RS) > (trel(gaP)W(@;W(&))B(W(u,p))
o~ —112
> Ae [uxallze v )
~ 2
> Clluxallpags)

whereu L G(ry,7,) andu € C5°(R3). Together with[(T30) and (IB1) the
later bound settles the proof.

In the remaining part of this section we establigh [132). sider some
function uLG. Thenuy; LG and consequentlyy, = Z?zl o, Where

o; = Znerj ¢, and
T, = {njn; >nbp},
Yo = {nl(ni <7mb'p)} N {nl(ny > 7.0'p"*)},

Yy = {n|(m <7p)}N{nl(ny < 76"} N {n|(ny > 70'p"?)}.
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PutiV = R*\ W (v, p). Since

3
luxiall 2y < Z 1651 2

for (L32) it suffices to show that
(133) H6jHL2(W) < 6~ HWHL%RS) , J=12.3.

We shall verify [I3B) forj = 1. The proof for the caseg = 2,3 is
similar. Obviously we havé, =} _, c,i, where

/ ™

=} 2 3 H 6z7r(nJ 7T7’L] Sln(&]b TJ) .
v 52 _ m*n?
A2

Since

16502, < / GRS
|€1]<3p

after integration i = (&2, £3) and using the notation = £, we find that
(134)

2 /
16| < T |Cn1in2.n3) C(nl ma ) [P 71 )
PR fi<a mnil 2 — et

n27 n3 € N+ T] Ap'2 4b'2

ny,ny > mb'p

Let us assume that? > 7272, Then we haveSb—,; > 9p? > n? and

. ;721 > 9p? > n* in the denominator in the previous sum and thus
dn 8b*  8v?
(135) / 202 2n2| = 12p2  12p72 - Gp.
m<3p \n? — | |(0? — 1 1

Applying Schwarz inequality in the summations ovgrandn; together

with (L3%) to (I3}) we obtain
. 384b'p _
||O'j||i2(W) < 7 ( Z ny 2) Z |Cn|2.

1 >mb'p neNd
Sincey”, ».y, 11> < 2(nblp) andy>, e leal® = 1aX1[|7 gs) @ choice

of 7 = 236384 72 > 72 - =2 will yield (I33) for j = 1.
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