arXiv:2303.06104v1 [math-ph] 10 Mar 2023

WEIGHTED CLR TYPE BOUNDS IN TWO DIMENSIONS

RUPERT L. FRANK, ARI LAPTEV, AND LARRY READ

Abstract. We derive weighted versions of the Cwikel–Lieb–Rozenblum inequality for the Schrödinger operator in two dimensions with a nontrivial Aharonov–Bohm magnetic field. Our bounds capture the optimal dependence on the flux and we identify a class of long-range potentials that saturate our bounds in the strong coupling limit. We also extend our analysis to the two-dimensional Schrödinger operator acting on antisymmetric functions and obtain similar results.

1. Introduction and main results

The celebrated Cwikel–Lieb–Rozenblum (CLR) inequality states that the number Np´Δ ´ V q of negative eigenvalues, including multiplicity, of a Schrödinger operator ´Δ ´ V in L^2pR^d q in dimension d ě 3 is bounded by

Np´Δ ´ V q À_d ż R^d

V pxq^{d{2}_` dx (1)

where the implied constant is independent of V . Here and throughout we take a_˘ :“ maxp0, ˘aq and use a subscript on À to specify the variables on which the implied constant depends. The inequality is due to M. Cwikel [7], E. Lieb [22] and G. Rozenblum [25]. For further proofs and background we direct the reader to [11]. The bound is saturated in the strong coupling limit, that is where V is replaced with λV and λ Ñ 8, since by Weyl’s asymptotics,

lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´d{2}Np´Δ ´ λV q “ ω_d p2πq^d ż R^d

V pxq^{d{2}_` dx, (2)

where ω_d is the volume of the unit ball in R^d . One of the uses of (1) is to extend this asymptotic behavior, which is originally established for instance for continuous V of compact support, to all V with V_` P L^{d{2}pR^d q. Concerning the repulsive part one only needs to assume V_´ P L^1_{loc}pR^d q [9].

Building on earlier work for radial potentials by V. Glaser, H. Grosse and A. Martin [12], the CLR inequality was generalised by Y. Egorov and V. Kondratiev in [8] to include the weighted bounds

Np´Δ ´ V q À_{d,α} ż R^d

V pxq^{pd`αq{2}

` |x|^α dx, (3)

Date: March 6, 2023.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35P15; Secondary: 81Q10. 1

which hold in dimensions d ě 3 for any α ą 0. In [5], M. Birman and M. Solomyak showed that the strong L^p norm appearing on the right in (3) can be replaced by a weak norm, namely

Np´Δ ´ V q À_{d,α} sup_{tą0} t^{pd`αq{2} ż |x|V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^d

, (4)

which is valid, again, in dimensions d ě 3 with α ą 0. Note that the bounds (3) and (4) are homogeneous with respect to V of degree pd ` αq{2 ą d{2, in contrast to the homogeneity d{2 of (1). The latter homogeneity is consistent with (2). Nevertheless, as shown by M. Birman and M. Solomyak [2], the asymptotic order of growth pd ` αq{2 in (4) can be saturated in the strong coupling limit for a class of potentials with particular long range behaviour. Namely, if V_` P L^{d{2}_{loc} pR^d q satisfies

V pxq “ |x|^{´2}| ln |x||^{´1{p} p1 ` op1qq as |x| Ñ 8 (5)

for some p ą d{2, then one can show that

lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p}Np´Δ ´ λV q exists and is finite,

while for α ą 0 with p “ pd ` αq{2,

lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p} sup_{tą0} t^{pd`αq{2} ż λ|x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^d

“ sup_{tą0} t^p ż |x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^d

P p0, 8q.

All the results discussed so far are restricted to the case of dimensions d ě 3 and most of their direct analogues in dimensions d “ 2 fail. For instance, none of the direct analogues of (1), (3) and (4) hold. Moreover, there are examples of V P L^1pR^2 q with V ě 0 for which either the limit on the left side of (2) is infinite or it is finite but different from the right side, see [4]. Recently, there has been a lot of activity in proving bounds on Np´Δ ´ V q in d “ 2 and in giving necessary and sufficient conditions for either the bound lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´1}Np´Δ ´ λV q ă 8 or the validity of (2). A sample of references for this development is [15, 24, 26, 13, 18, 19]. An earlier fundamental paper is due to M. Solomyak [27]; see also [10].

In this paper we are concerned with bounds on the number of negative eigenvalues of two-dimensional Schrödinger operators in the presence of an Aharonov–Bohm magnetic field. We will see that when this field is nontrivial, one obtains inequalities that are analogous to those discussed above for Schrödinger operators in dimensions d ě 3 and see that the difficulties of the two-dimensional case mostly disappear. We will also consider the case of the non-magnetic Schrödinger operator restricted to antisymmetric functions and see that this case is similar to that of an Aharonov–Bohm magnetic field.

Our results support the heuristics that the different behaviour in dimensions d ě 3 and in d “ 2 comes from a spectral instability of the two-dimensional Laplacian near energy zero and that this instability can be removed by additional repulsion, either in the form of a magnetic field or the presence of symmetries. For other instances of this principle see [17, 20].

To be more specific, let Apxq “ |x|^{´2}px_2, ´x_1q for all x “ px_1, x_2q P R^2 and for Φ P R let D_Φ “ ´i∇ ` ΦA .

We consider the magnetic Schrödinger operators D^2_Φ ´ V in L^2pR^2 q .

As discussed in the next section, under suitable conditions on V this operator can be realized as a self-adjoint operator via the closure of the corresponding quadratic form on C^8_0 pR^2 zt0uq. When Φ P Z, the magnetic potential can be gauged away and the operator is unitarily equivalent to ´Δ ` V . Therefore, in the following we will concentrate on the case Φ P RzZ.

An analogue of the CLR inequality (1) was shown by A. Balinsky, W. Evans and R. Lewis [1], namely,

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q À_Φ ż_8 0 sup_{ωPS} V prωq_`r dr. (6)

More recently it was deduced in [20] that when V_` is radially non-increasing one can replace the supremum over angles in the right side of (6) with an integral, that is,

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q À_Φ ż R^2

V pxq_` dx. (7)

However, it is known [1] that this replacement cannot be made for general V P L^1pR^2 q.

Our main result is the following magnetic version of (3).

Theorem 1. Let Φ P RzZ and α ą 0. Then there is a constant C_{Φ,α} ă 8 such that

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q ď C_{Φ,α} ż R^2

V pxq^{1`α{2}_` |x|^α dx (8)

for all V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q for which the right side is finite. Moreover, the optimal constant in this inequality satisfies C_{Φ,α} „_α dpΦq^{´1´α} (9) with dpΦq :“ min_{kPZ} |Φ ´ k|.

In fact, our proof yields the explicit upper bound

C_{Φ,α} ď

Γpp1 ` αq{2q 4π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´1´α} . (10)

From this bound we immediately obtain the upper bound C_{Φ,α} À_α dpΦq^{´1´α} in (9). In the proof of Theorem 1 we will show that this bound is sharp, thereby obtaining the precise divergence of the constant as the flux Φ approaches an integer value.

We complement Theorem 1 with a variant of this bound with a weak norm.

Corollary 2. Let Φ P RzZ and α ą 0. Then there is a constant C^1_{Φ,α} ă 8 such that

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q ď C^1_{Φ,α} sup_{tą0} t^{1`α{2} ż |x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^2

(11)

for all V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q for which the right side is finite. Moreover, the constant can be chosen to satisfy C^1_{Φ,α} „_α dpΦq^{´1´α} . (12)

Since sup_{tą0} t^{1`α{2} ż |x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^2 ď ż R^2

V pxq^{1`α{2}_` |x|^α dx ,

the bound (8) follows from (11) and for the sharp constants we find

C_{Φ,α} ď C^1_{Φ,α} . (13)

We will argue differently, however, and deduce Corollary 2 from Theorem 1. To do this, we use an interpolation argument in the spirit of one of M. Birman and M. Solomyak [5].

In further likeness to the situation for ´Δ ´ V in dimensions d ě 3, we derive examples of potentials with the same long-range behaviour (5) which saturate the weak inequality (11) in the strong coupling limit. We refer to Section 4 for the details. There we will show, in particular,

C^1_{Φ,α} ě

Γpp1 ` αq{2q 4π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´1´α} , (14)

which should be compared with (10). Of course, these two bounds are consistent with (13).

Next, we describe our results for two-dimensional Schrödinger operators acting on antisymmetric functions. For functions V on R^2 that are symmetric in the sense that V px_1, x_2q “ V px_2, x_1q for almost every x P R^2 we can consider the operator ´Δ ´ V in L^2pR^2 q restricted to antisymmetric functions, that is, in the Hilbert space

L^2_{as}pR^2 q “ tu P L^2pR^2 q : upx_1, x_2q “ ´upx_2, x_1q for almost every x P R^2 u .

We denote the resulting operator by ´ Δ_{as} ´V . Under the assumption that V is radially non-increasing, a corresponding version of the CLR inequality for this operator was found in [20], namely

Np´ Δ_{as} ´V q À ż R^2

V pxq_` dx.

However, this inequality does not hold for general V , as noted in [20, Remark 1].

Our second pair of main results are strong and weak weighted CLR bounds for ´ Δ_{as} ´V , analogous to the bounds we derived for the magnetic operator.

Theorem 3. Let α ą 0, then there is a constant C_α ă 8 such that

Np´ Δ_{as} ´V q ď C_α ż R^2

V pxq^{1`α{2}_` |x|^α dx (15)

for all symmetric V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q for which the right side is finite.

In fact, our proof yields the explicit upper bound

C_α ď

Γpp1 ` αq{2q 2π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ζp1 ` αq , (16)

where ζ is the Riemann zeta function.

Corollary 4. Let α ą 0, then there is a constant C^1_α ă 8 such that

Np´ Δ_{as} ´V q ď C^1_α sup_{tą0} t^{1`α{2} ż |x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^2

(17)

for all symmetric V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q for which the right side is finite.

Again, for long-range potentials of the form (5) the bound in the corollary can be saturated in the strong coupling limit and one obtains the lower bound

C^1_α ě

Γpp1 ` αq{2q 2π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ζp1 ` αq .

Our plan for the paper is as follows: In Section 2 we present the proof of Theorems 1 and 3. In Section 3 we derive the weak forms of the inequalities above. Finally, in Section 4 we will show that these bounds are saturated in the strong coupling limit by potentials with long range behaviour (5).

2. Proof of theorems 1 and 3

2.1. The Aharonov–Bohm operator. We begin by showing that the operators D^2_Φ ´ V are well-defined in quadratic form sense when Φ P RzZ and V is such that the right side in either Theorem 1 or Corollary 2 is finite. The main ingredient in this argument is the magnetic Hardy–Sobolev inequality ż R^2

|D_Φu|^2 dx ě S_{Φ,q} ^ż R^2

|u|^q |x|^2 dx ˙_{2{q} for all u P C^8_0 pR^2 zt0uq , (18)

with S_{Φ,q} ą 0 provided that q P r2, 8q. A proof of this inequality can be found in [6, Section 3.1, Step 1] based on the diamagnetic inequality and a special case of the Caffarelli–Kohn–Nirenberg inequality for scalar functions. Alternatively, one can deduce this inequality using the method of [8]. In the special case q “ 2 inequality (18) with sharp constant is due to [21] and reads ż R^2

|D_Φu|^2 dx ě dpΦq^2 ż R^2

|u|^2 |x|^2 dx . (19)

Some results about the sharp constant in (18) for q ą 2 can be found in [6].

Let us show how to use (18) to define the operator D^2_Φ ´ V . We combine (18) with Hölder’s inequality to obtain for u P C^8_c pR^2 zt0uq ż R^2

V |u|^2 dx ď ^ż R^2

V^{1`α{2}

` |x|^α dx

˙_{1{p1`α{2q} ^ż

R^2

|u|^q |x|^2 dx ˙_{2{q}

ď S^{´1}_{Φ,q} ^ż R^2

V^{1`α{2}

` |x|^α dx

˙_{1{p1`α{2q} ż

R^2

|D_Φu|^2 dx , (20)

where q and α are related by 1{p1 ` α{2q ` 2{q “ 1. The assumption q ă 8 is equivalent to α ą 0.

Now given V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q such that the integral in Theorem 1 is finite and given ε ą 0, we decompose V “ V_1 ` V_2 with V_2 P L^8pR^2 q and V_1 ě 0 satisfying ż R^2

V^{1`α{2}

1 |x|^α dx ď ε.

Applying (20) with V_1 we find that V is form-bounded with respect to D^2_Φ relative form bound zero. This allows us to define D^2_Φ ´ V as a selfadjoint, lower semibounded operator in L^2pR^2 q with form core C^8_c pR^2 zt0uq.

Meanwhile, let V P L^1_{loc}pR^2 q be given such that the integral in Corollary 2 is finite and let ε ą 0. We choose q̃ P pq, 8q and define α̃ ą 0 by 1{p1 ` α̃{2q ` 2{q̃ “ 1. We can decompose V “ V_1 ` V_2 with }|x|^2pV_2q_`}_L8_{pR}2_q ď ε and V_1 ě 0 satisfying ż R^2

V^{1`α̃{2}

1 |x|^{α̃} dx ă 8 .

(Indeed, we can simply take V_1 “ |x|^{´2}p|x|^2V ´ εq_` ´ V_´.) Proceeding as before to control the V_1 piece and using (19) to control the V_2 piece, we find again that V is form-bounded with respect to D^2_Φ with relative bound zero and, consequently, that D^2_Φ ´ V is well-defined.

Next, we recall that the operators D^2_Φ ´ V and D^2_{Φ´k} ´ V are unitarily equivalent for k P Z and that the operators D^2_Φ ´ V and D^2_{´Φ} ´ V are antiunitarily equivalent; see, e.g., [6, Subsection 2.1]. Thus, in what follows we can restrict ourselves to the case Φ P p0, 1{2s.

We are now ready to present the proof of the weighted CLR bound for D^2_Φ ´ V .

Proof of Theorem 1. Fix α ą 0 and let V_`|x|^2 P L^{1`α{2}pR^2 ; dx{|x|^2q. As explained above, we may assume Φ P p0, 1{2s. Moreover, by the variational principle, we may assume V ě 0. According to (20) the Birman–Schwinger operator V^{1{2}pD^2_Φq^{´1}V^{1{2} is well-defined and bounded. Changing to polar coordinates and logarithmic variables, this operator becomes rV^{1{2}_` p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´1} rV^{1{2}_` in L^2pR ^ S^1q, where

rV pt, θq “ e^{2t}V pe^t cos θ, e^t sin θq .

Applying the Birman–Schwinger principle (see, e.g., [11, Subsection 4.3.3]) and the Lieb–Thirring inequality (see [23] and also [11, Theorem 4.59]) we obtain that for p “ 1 ` α{2 ą 1 NpD^2_Φ ´ V q “ n_`p1, rV^{1{2}p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´1} rV^{1{2}_` q ď Trp rV^{1{2}p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´1} rV^{1{2}q^p ď Trp rV^{p{2}p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´p} rV^{p{2}q.

(21)

To compute the trace we need to find the integral kernel of the operator p´B^2_t` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´p}, which we denote by G_{Φ,p}pt, θ; τ, ϑq. We note that p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q in L^2pR ^ Sq is unitarily equivalent, via a continuous and a discrete Fourier transform, to multiplication by ξ^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2 in L^2pRq ^ ℓ_2pZq. Thus, G_{Φ,p}pt, θ; τ, ϑq “ 1 p2πq^2 ÿ nPZ ż R e^{inpθ´ϑq}e^{iξpt´τ q} pξ^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2q^p dξ .

Given that Φ P p0, 1{2s and p ą 1 the above sum converges. Moreover, g_{Φ,p} :“ G_{Φ,p}pt, θ; t, θq is independent of t and θ and we compute that

g_{Φ,p} “

Γpp ´ 1{2q 4π^{3{2}Γppq ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{1´2p} “

Γpp1 ` αq{2q 4π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´1´α} .

Returning to the estimate in (21) we conclude that Trp rV^{p{2}_` p´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2q^{´p} rV^{p{2}_` q “ g_{Φ,p} ż R ż_π ´π rV pt, θq^p_` dθ dt

“ g_{Φ,p} ż R^2

V pxq^p_`|x|^{2p´2} dx , which completes the proof of (8) with the constant given in (10). This easily implies the upper bound in (9). The lower bound is a consequence of the following remark. □ Remark 5. A standard argument shows that the sharp constants in the CLR-type inequality (8) and in the magnetic Hardy-Sobolev inequality (18) satisfy S_{Φ,q} ě C^{´2{pα`2q}

Φ,α with 2 α ` 2 ` 2 q “ 1 . (22) In particular, (10) implies that

S_{Φ,q} ě ~ Γp1{2 ` 2{pq ´ 2qq 4π^{3{2}Γp1 ` 2{pq ´ 2qq ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´1´4{pq´2q}

¸_{´pq´2q{q}

and the upper bound in (9) implies that S_{Φ,q} Á_q dpΦq^{1`2{q} . (23) Let us show that this bound is optimal, that is, S_{Φ,q} À_q dpΦq^{1`2{q} . (24) In view of (22) this will prove the lower bound in (9) and thereby complete the proof of Theorem 1.

We fix φ P C^8_c pRq and define

upr cos θ, r sin θq “ φppln rq{ℓq e^{inθ} ,

where n P Z is such that dpΦq “ |n ´ Φ|. Then, by (18) after changing to logarithmic coordinates,

ℓ^{´1} ż R |φ^1ptq|^2 dt ` dpΦq^2ℓ ż R |φptq|^2 dt ě S_{Φ,q} ^ ℓ ż R |φptq|^q dt

˙_{2{q} . Choosing ℓ “ dpΦq^{´1} we obtain (24).

2.2. The antisymmetric operator. The same construction and arguments carry over to the antisymmetric operator. In this case, the Hardy–Sobolev inequalities (18) are replaced by the inequalities ż R^2

|∇u|^2 dx ě S_q ^ż R^2

|u|^q |x|^2 dx ˙ 2_q

for all antisymmetric u P C^8_c pR^2 zt0uq (25)

with S_q ą 0 provided that q P r2, 8q. A proof of this inequality can be found in [14]. In the special case q “ 2 we have ż R^2

|∇u|^2 dx ě ż R^2

|u|^2 |x|^2 dx for all antisymmetric u P C^8_c pR^2 zt0uq (26)

with the sharp constant equal to one.

For symmetric V such that either the right side in Theorem 3 or in Corollary 4 is finite we can define the operators ´ Δ_{as} ´V in L^2_{as}pR^2 q similarly as in the Aharonov– Bohm case.

Proof of Theorem 3. We fix α ą 0 and take 0 ď V P L^{1`α{2}pR^2 ; dx{|x|^2q as before. The Birman–Schwinger operator V^{1{2}p´ Δ_{as}q^{´1}V^{1{2} in L^2_{as}pR^2 q is unitarily equivalent to the operator rV^{1{2}p´B^2_t ´B^2_θ q^{´1} rV^{1{2} acting in the subspace of function u P L^2pR ^S^1q satisfying upt, θq “ ´upt, π{2´θq. Here rV is defined as in the proof of Theorem 3. Applying the Birman–Schwinger principle and the Lieb–Thirring inequality as before, we are reduced to finding the integral kernel G_ppt, θ; τ, ϑq corresponding to p´B^2_t ´ B^2_θ q^{´p} acting in this subspace. To find it, we argue as previously, using a Fourier decomposition in terms of the antisymmetric angular harmonics φ_npθq “ π^{´1{2} sinpnpθ ´ π{4qq, n P N. It follows that

G_ppt, θ; t, θq “ 1 2π 8ÿ n“1 φ_npθq^2 ż R 1 pξ^2 ` n^2q^p dξ

ď Γpp ´ 1{2q 2π^{3{2}Γppq

~_8 ÿ n“1 n^{1´2p} ¸ “ Γpp ´ 1{2q 2π^{3{2}Γppq ζp2p ´ 1q ,

where ζ denotes the Riemann zeta function. This proves Theorem 3. □

3. Interpolation and proof of corollaries 2 and 4 In this section we derive Corollaries 2 and 4 from Theorems 1 and 3, respectively.

We use a variant of an interpolation argument by Birman and Solomyak [5], but we avoid any explicit mention of interpolation theory or ideals of compact operators. Proof of Corollary 2. We fix α ą 0 and recall that we may assume that 0 ă Φ ď 1{2 and that V ě 0. With two parameters s ą 0 and 0 ă θ ă 1 to be determined we write D^2_Φ ´ V “ θpD^2_Φ ´ θ^{´1}s|x|^{´2}q ` p1 ´ θqpD^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}|x|^{´2}p|x|^2V ´ sqq .

Assuming that θ^{´1}s ď Φ^2 we can use the magnetic Hardy inequality (19) to bound D^2_Φ ´ V ě p1 ´ θqpD^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}|x|^{´2}p|x|^2V ´ sq_`q .

Thus, by the variational principle NpD^2_Φ ´ V q ď NpD^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}|x|^{´2}p|x|^2V ´ sq_`q .

For an arbitrary 0 ă β ă α we can apply Theorem 1 and obtain

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q ď C_{Φ,β}p1 ´ θq^{´1´β{2} ż R^2

p|x|^2V pxq ´ sq^{1`β{2}_` dx |x|^2 . Abbreviating rV s :“ sup_{tą0} t^{1`α{2} ş |x|^2V pxqąt dx |x|^2 and using the layer cake representation

we find ż R^2

p|x|^2V pxq ´ sq^{1`β{2}_` dx |x|^2

“ p1 ` β{2q ż_8 0 ż |x|^2V pxq´sąσ dx |x|^2 σ^{β{2} dσ

ď p1 ` β{2q rV s ż_8 0 pσ ` sq^{´1´α{2} σ^{β{2} dσ “ Γp2 ` β{2q Γppα ´ βq{2q Γp1 ` α{2q s^{pβ´αq{2} rV s .

In the last computation we used a beta function identity. To minimize this bound, we choose s “ θΦ^2 and obtain

NpD^2_Φ ´ V q ď

Φ^{β´α} C_{Φ,β} sup_{0ăθă1}p1 ´ θq^{1`β{2}θ^{pα´βq{2}

Γp2 ` β{2q Γppα ´ βq{2q Γp1 ` α{2q rV s .

This bound can still be optimized with respect to β P p0, αq. This proves (11). Taking a fixed β (say β “ α{2) and recalling that C_{Φ,β} À_β Φ^{´1´β} by (9), we deduce the upper bound in (12). The lower bound follows from (13) together with the lower bound in (9). □ The proof of Corollary 4 is similar to that of Corollary 2 and is omitted.

4. Long-range potentials and behaviour of constants

In this section we construct for arbitrary α ą 0 a V , which in the strong coupling limit saturates the weak bounds (11) and (17). We follow arguments which were carried out for dimensions d ě 3 in [2, 3, 16].

Theorem 6. Let Φ P RzZ, let p ą 0 and assume that V P L^8pR^2 q satisfies V pxq “ |x|^{´2}pln |x|q^{´1{p} p1 ` op1qq as |x| Ñ 8 .

Then for p ą 1

lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q “

Γpp ´ 1{2q 2 ? πΓppq ÿ nPZ 1 |n ´ Φ|^{2p´1} , for p “ 1 lim_{λÑ8}pλ ln λq^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q “ 1 2 , and for p ă 1 lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q “ 1 4π ż R^2

V pxq_` dx .

In the theorem we clearly see the difference between the long range case p ě 1 and the short range case p ă 1. In the former case the asymptotics are insensitive to the local behavior of V and solely determined by its asymptotic behavior, while in the latter case they are essentially determined by the local behavior of V .

We note that if V is as in the theorem with p ą 1, then with α “ 2pp ´ 1q

lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p} sup_{tą0} t^{1`α{2} ż λ|x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^2

“ sup_{tą0} t^p ż |x|^2V pxq_`ąt dx |x|^2

P p0, 8q .

Therefore Theorem 6 shows that the weak bounds (11) is saturated for the potentials λV as λ Ñ 8.

Moreover, the asymptotics for p “ 1 show that one cannot expect to have a version of the weak inequality (11) that is homogeneous of degree one in V .

Remark 7. For comparison, if Φ “ 0 and V is as in Theorem 6 with p ą 1{2 then Np´Δ ´ λV q “ 8 for all λ ą 0. The same holds for p “ 1{2 provided λ ą 1{4; see [11, Proposition 4.21].

Proof. We mostly focus on the case p ě 1 and discuss the case p ă 1 at the end. Let W_p be defined as

W_ppxq :“ # |x|^{´2}pln |x|q^{´1{p}, |x| ą e , 0, |x| ď e .

(27)

We will prove the theorem for p ě 1 in the special case V “ W_p. By simple approximation arguments, this implies the result in the general case.

We start by simplifying the problem. Consider the restriction of the operator D^2_Φ´ λW_p to the region tx: |x| ą eu with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, denoted by H^D_Φ pλW_pq and H^N_Φ pλW_pq, respectively. Then, since W_p ” 0 for |x| ď e, by the variational principle,

NpH^D_Φ pλW_pqq ď NpD^2_Φ ´ λW_pq ď NpH^N_Φ pλW_pqq . (28)

It follows, using logarithmic-coordinates r “ e^{t`1} and the definition of W_p, that we need only estimate the number of negative eigenvalues of the operator

´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2 ´ λpt ` 1q^{´1{p} in L^2pp0, 8q ^ S^1q,

from above and below, where the operator is considered with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions at t “ 0, respectively.

Now we carry out a further bracketing argument. We fix L ą 0 and for k P N_0 denote by H^D_{k,L}pV q and H^N_{k,L}pV q the restrictions of ´B^2_t ` piB_θ ´ Φq^2 ´ V ptq to the intervals pkL, pk ` 1qLq with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions respectively. Then, using ppk ` 1qL ` 1q^{´1{p} ď pt ` 1q^{´1{p} ď pkL ` 1q^{´1{p} on pkL, pk ` 1qLq,

NpH^D_Φ pλW_pqq ě 8ÿ k“0 NpH^D_{k,L}pλpt ` 1q^{´1{p}qq ě 8ÿ k“0 NpH^D_{k,L}pλppk ` 1qL ` 1q^{´1{p}qq (29) and NpH^N_Φ pλW_pqq ď 8ÿ k“0 NpH^N_{k,L}pλpt ` 1q^{´1{p}qq ď 8ÿ k“0 NpH^N_{k,L}pλpkL ` 1q^{´1{p}qq . (30)

It remains to estimate each of these, where we first consider the case of p ą 1. Starting with the lower bound, we use (29) to see that

NpH^D_Φ pλW_pqq ě 8ÿ k“0 #tpm, nq P N ^ Z:

π^2m^2 L^2

` pn ´ Φq^2 ă λppk ` 1qL ` 1q^{´1{p}qu ě ÿ mPN,nPZ ´ L^{´1}λ^p ` π^2m^2{L^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p}

´ 1 ´ L^{´1} ¯ ` “ (I) ` (II) ,

where

(I) “ ÿ mPN_0 ,nPZ ´ L^{´1}λ^p ` π^2m^2{L^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p} ´ 1 ´ L^{´1} ¯ ` ě λ^p ÿ nPZ ż_8 0 ´` π^2τ^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p}

´ λ^{´p}pL ` 1q ¯ ` dτ, and (II) “´ ÿ nPZ ` L^{´1}λ^p|n ´ Φ|^{´2p} ´ 1 ´ L^{´1} ˘ ` ě ´L^{´1}λ^p ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´2p}.

Meanwhile, for the upper-bound (30) we find that

NpH^N_Φ pλW_pqq ď 8ÿ k“0 #tpm, nq P N_0 ^ Z:

π^2m^2 L^2

` pn ´ Φq^2 ă λpkL ` 1q^{´1{p}u

“ (III) ` (IV),

where

(III) “ #tpm, nq P N_0 ^ Z:

π^2m^2 L^2

` pn ´ Φq^2 ă λu

ď #tn P Z: pn ´ Φq^2 ă λu` ÿ nPZ π^{´1}L ` λ ´ pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{1{2} ` ď p2 ? λ ` 1q ` 2π^{´1}Lpλ ´ Φ^2q^{1{2}_` ` π^{´1}L ż R pλ ´ pt ´ Φq^2q^{1{2}_` dt

“ p2 ? λ ` 1q ` 2π^{´1}Lpλ ´ Φ^2q^{1{2}_` ` 2^{´1}Lλ and (IV) “ 8ÿ k“1 #tpm, nq P N_0 ^ Z:

π^2m^2 L^2

` pn ´ Φq^2 ă λpkL ` 1q^{´1{p}u ď ÿ mPN_0 ,nPZ ´ L^{´1}λ^p ` π^2m^2{L^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p}

´ L^{´1} ¯ ` ď λ^p ÿ nPZ ż_8 0 ´` π^2τ^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p}

´ λ^{´p} ¯ ` dτ.

Taking the limsup and liminf as λ Ñ 8 and then the limit L Ñ 8, we find

lim inf λÑ8 λ^{´p}NpH^D_Φ pλW_pqq ě ÿ nPZ ż_8 0 ` π^2τ^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´p} dτ “ Γpp ´ 1{2q 2 ? πΓppq ÿ nPZ 1 |n ´ Φ|^{2p´1} ,

and similarly

lim sup λÑ8 λ^{´p}NpH^N_Φ pλW_pqq ď

Γpp ´ 1{2q 2 ? πΓppq ÿ nPZ 1 |n ´ Φ|^{2p´1} .

This proves the claimed bound for p ą 1.

For the case of p “ 1, we carefully consider the terms that produce a logarithmic divergence. In this case, the choice of intervals does not matter, so we take L “ 1.

We start by using (29) to find that

NpH^D_Φ pλW_1qq ě λ ÿ mPN,nPZ ´` π^2m^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´1}

´ 2λ^{´1} ¯ ` ě λ ż Rzp´1,1q

ż_8 1 ´` π^2τ^2 ` pt ´ Φq^2

˘_{´1}

´ 2λ^{´1} ¯ ` dτ dt ´ Opλq

ě λp2πq^{´1} ĳ σ^2 `s^2ąR^2_1 ´` σ^2 ` s^2

˘_{´1}

´ 2λ^{´1} ¯ ` dσ ds ´ Opλq,

with R^2_1 :“ pπ^2 ` p1 ´ Φq^2q{2. When passing to the last line we increased the region of integration in the first term, noting that additional integral is Opλq. For the upper bound (30), in the decomposition above, the term (III) is of order Opλq as λ Ñ 8, thus we see that

NpH^N_Φ pλW_1qq ď Opλq ` (IV) “ ÿ mPN_0 ,nPZ

#tk P N : k ă λ ` π^2m^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´1}

´ 1u ` Opλq “ λ ÿ mPNzt1u,nPZ ´` π^2m^2 ` pn ´ Φq^2

˘_{´1}

´ λ^{´1} ¯ ` ` Opλq

ď λp2πq^{´1} ĳ σ^2`s^2ąR^2

ppσ^2 ` s^2q^{´1} ´ λ^{´1}q_` dσ ds ` Opλq

with R^2 :“ π^2 ` p1 ´ Φq^2. For R “ R_1, R_2 we compute ĳ σ^2`s^2ąR^2

ppσ^2 ` s^2q^{´1} ´ λ^{´1}q_` dσ ds “ 2π ż^?_λ R pr^{´2} ´ λ^{´1}qr dr “ 1 2 ln λ ` Op1q .

This proves the claimed bound for p “ 1.

Finally, we comment on the case p ă 1. We clearly have

lim inf λÑ8 λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q ě 1 4π ż R^2

V pxq_` dx . (31)

Indeed, for given, sufficiently large R ą 0 we bound V ě V 1p|x| ă Rq (here we use that V is nonnegative outside of a bounded set) and then impose a Dirichlet condition at |x| “ R to bound NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q from below by the number of negative eigenvalues of the corresponding Dirichlet operator on t|x| ă Ru. By [10, Corollary 1.2] for the latter operator one has Weyl asymptotics. Since R ą 0 can be chosen arbitrarily large, we obtain (31).

To prove

lim sup λÑ8 λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q ď 1 4π ż R^2

V pxq_` dx , (32) we set, for all R ą 1, ĂW_ppxq “ 1p|x| ą Rq|x|^{´2}pln |x|q^{´1{p} ` 1p|x| ď RqR^{´2}pln Rq^{´1{p}u. For 0 ă θ ă 1 and ε ą 0 we decompose D^2_Φ ´ λV “ θ ´ D^2_Φ ´ θ^{´1}p1 ` εqλĂW_p ¯ ` p1 ´ θq ´ D^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}λpV ´ p1 ` εqĂW_pq ¯ and obtain NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q ď NpD^2_Φ ´ θ^{´1}p1 ` εqλĂW_pq ` NpD^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}λpV ´ p1 ` εqĂW_pq_`q . Since ĂW_p is radially nonincreasing, it results from either (6) or (7) that NpD^2_Φ ´ θ^{´1}p1 ` εqλĂW_pq À_Φ θ^{´1}p1 ` εqλ ż R^2

ĂW_p dx À_{Φ,p} θ^{´1}p1 ` εqpln Rq^{1´1{p}λ .

Meanwhile, by assumption there is an R_ε ă 8 such that for all |x| ě R_ε one has V pxq ď p1 ` εq|x|^{´2}pln |x|q^{´1{p}. Therefore, the potential pV ´ p1 ` εqĂW_pq_` is supported in a ball and with the help of [27] one finds lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ p1 ´ θq^{´1}λpV ´ p1 ` εqĂW_pq_`q “ 1 4π p1 ´ θq^{´1} ż R^2

pV ´ p1 ` εqĂW_pq_` dx . Thus, we have shown that lim sup λÑ8 λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ´λV q ď 1 4π p1´θq^{´1} ż R^2

pV ´p1`εqĂW_pq_` dx`C_{Φ,p}θ^{´1}p1`εqpln Rq^{1´1{p}.

Letting R Ñ 8 using the integrability of V and p ă 1, we obtain lim sup λÑ8 λ^{´1}NpD^2_Φ ´ λV q ď 1 4π p1 ´ θq^{´1} ż R^2

V_` dx .

Since θ P p0, 1q is arbitrary, we obtain (32). This concludes the proof. □ Remark 8. Let us use Theorem 6 to prove the lower bound (12) on C^1_{Φ,α}. Let α ą 0 and p “ 1 ` α{2 ą 1, then for W_p as in the proof of Theorem 6 lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p} sup_{tą0} t^p ż λW_p|x|^2ąt dx |x|^2

“ sup_{tą0} t^p ż W_p|x|^2ąt dx |x|^2

“ 2π, and thus, by the asymptotic formula in Theorem 6,

C^1_{Φ,α} ě lim_{λÑ8}

NpD^2_Φ ´ λW_pq sup_{tą0} t^p ş λW_p|x|^2ąt dx |x|^2 “ Γpα{2 ` 1{2q 4π^{3{2}Γp1 ` α{2q ÿ nPZ |n ´ Φ|^{´1´α}.

This proves (12).

Finally, we note that the corresponding results hold in the antisymmetric case by near identical argument. We state them below without proof. Theorem 9. Let p ě 1 and let V be as in Theorem 6. Then for p ą 1 lim_{λÑ8} λ^{´p}Np´ Δ_{as} ´λV q “

Γpp ´ 1{2q ? πΓppq ζp2p ´ 1q and for p “ 1 lim_{λÑ8}pλ ln λq^{´1}Np´ Δ_{as} ´λV q “ 1 2 .

Acknowledgments. Partial support through US National Science Foundation grant DMS-1954995 (R.L.F), as well as through the Excellence Strategy of the German Research Foundation grant EXC-2111-390814868 (R.L.F.) is acknowledged.

References

[1] A. A. Balinsky, W. D. Evans, and R. T. Lewis, On the number of negative eigenvalues of Schrödinger operators with an Aharonov–Bohm magnetic field. Proc. Roy. Soc. London 457 (2001), 2481–2489.

[2] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak. Negative Discrete Spectrum of the Schroedinger Operator with Large Coupling Constant: A Qualitative Discussion. In Order,Disorder and Chaos in Quantum Systems, pages 3–16. Birkhäuser Basel, Basel, 1990.

[3] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak. Schrödinger operator. Estimates for number of bound states as function-theoretical problem. pages 1–54. 3 1992.

[4] M. S. Birman and A. Laptev. The negative discrete spectrum of a two-dimensional Schrödinger operator. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 49 (1996), 967–997.

[5] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak. Interpolation estimates for the number of negative eigenvalues of a Schrödinger operator. In Pavel Exner, editor, Schrödinger Operators, Standard and Nonstandard, pages 3–18, Dubna, 1988. World Scientific.

[6] D. Bonheure, J. Dolbeault, M. J. Esteban, A. Laptev, and M. Loss, Symmetry Results in Two- Dimensional Inequalities for Aharonov–Bohm Magnetic Fields. Comm. Math. Phys., 375 (2020), (3) 2071–2087.

[7] M. Cwikel, Weak type estimates for singular values and the number of bound states of Schrödinger operators. Ann. of Math. 106 (1997), 93–100.

[8] Y. V. Egorov and V. A. Kondrat’ev, On an estimate of the number of points of the negative spectrum of the Schrödinger operator. Math. USSR-Sb. 62 (1989), 551–566.

[9] R. L. Frank, Weyl’s law under minimal assumptions In M Brown et al. (eds.): From Complex Analysis to Operator Theory: A Panorama, to appear. Preprint (2022): arXiv:2202.00323.

[10] R. L. Frank, A. Laptev, Bound on the number of negative eigenvalues of two-dimensional Schrödinger operators on domains. Algebra i Analiz 30 (2018), no. 3, 250–272; reprinted in St. Petersburg Math. J. 30 (2019), no. 3, 573–589.

[11] R. L. Frank, A. Laptev, and T. Weidl. Schrödinger Operators: Eigenvalues and Lieb–Thirring Inequalities. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2022.

[12] V. Glaser, H. Grosse, and A. Martin, Bounds on the number of eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator. Comm. Math. Phys. 59 (1978), 197–212.

[13] A. Grigor’yan and N. Nadirashvili, Negative eigenvalues of two-dimensional Schrd̈inger operators. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 217 (2015), no. 3, 975–1028.

[14] T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof and A. Laptev. Hardy Inequality for Antisymmetric Functions. Funct.

Anal. Appl. 55 (2021), 122–129.

[15] N. N. Khuri, A. Martin, and T. T. Wu, Bound states in n dimensions (especially n “ 1 and n “ 2) Few-Body Systems 31 (2002), 83–89.

[16] A. Laptev, Asymptotics of the Negative Discrete Spectrum of a Class of Schrödinger Operators with Large Coupling Constant. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 119 (1993), no. 2, 481–488.

[17] A. Laptev, Yu. Netrusov, On the negative eigenvalues of a class of Schrd̈inger operators. In:

Differential operators and spectral theory, 173–186, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, 189, Adv. Math. Sci., 41, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[18] A. Laptev, M. Solomyak, On the negative spectrum of the two-dimensional Schrödinger operator with radial potential. Comm. Math. Phys. 314 (2012), no. 1, 229–241.

[19] A. Laptev, M. Solomyak, On spectral estimates for two-dimensional Schrödinger operators. J.

Spectr. Theory 3 (2013), no. 4, 505–515.

[20] A. Laptev, L. Read, and L. Schimmer, Calogero Type Bounds in Two Dimensions. Arch. Ration.

Mech. Anal. 245 (2022), 1491–1505.

[21] A. Laptev and T. Weidl, Hardy inequalities for magnetic Dirichlet forms. In Operator Theory:

Adv. and Appl. 108 (1999), 299–305.

[22] E. H. Lieb. Bounds on the eigenvalues of the Laplace and Schrödinger operators. Bull. Amer.

Math. Soc. 82 (1976), 751–753.

[23] E. H. Lieb and W. E. Thirring, Inequalities for the moments of the eigenvalues of the Schrodinger hamiltonian and their relation to Sobolev inequalities. In: Studies in Mathematical Physics, pages 269–303, 1976.

[24] S. Molchanov and B. Vainberg, Bargmann type estimates of the counting function for general Schrödinger operators. Probl. Mat. Anal. 65 (2012), 77–118; English transl. in J. Math. Sci. 184 (2012), no. 4, 457–508.

[25] G. V. Rozenblum, Distribution of the discrete spectrum of singular differential operators. Dokl.

Akad. Nauk SSSR 202 (1972), 1012–1015.

[26] E. Shargorodsky, On negative eigenvalues of two-dimensional Schrödinger operators. Proc. Lond.

Math. Soc. 108 (2014), 441–483.

[27] M. Solomyak, Piecewise-polynomial approximation of functions from H^lpp0, 1q^dq,2l “ d, and applications to the spectral theory of the Schrödinger operator. Israel J. Math. 86 (1994), no. 1–3, 253–275.

(Rupert L. Frank) Mathematisches Institut, Ludwig-Maximilans Universität München, Theresienstr. 39, 80333 München, Germany, and Munich Center for Quantum Science and Technology, Schellingstr. 4, 80799 München, Germany, and Mathematics 253-37, Caltech, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA

Email address: r.frank@lmu.de

(Ari Laptev) Department of Mathematics, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK, and Sirius Mathematics Center, Sirius University of Science and Technology, 1 Olympic Ave, 354340, Sochi, Russia

Email address: a.laptev@imperial.ac.uk

(Larry Read) Department of Mathematics, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK

Email address: l.read19@imperial.ac.uk