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ABSENCE OF A GROUND STATE FOR BOSONIC COULOMB
SYSTEMS WITH CRITICAL CHARGE

YUKIMI GOTO

ABSTRACT. We consider bosonic Coulomb systems with N-particles and K static

nuclei. Let E% denote the ground state energy of a bosonic molecule of the total

nuclear charge Z. We prove that the system has no normalizable ground state when
N-1 _ pN-1

Ey~ " =EyT;.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a molecule consisting of N-particles and K fixed nuclei with positive
charges 21, ..., zx > 0 located at distinct positions Ry, ..., Rx € R3. Let Z = Zfil 2
be the total nuclear charge. This system is described by the Hamiltonian

N K
i=3- (-8 aln a4 F nale S saine
1=1 j=1 1<i<j<N 1<i<j<K

acting on L2(R*Y). Here z; € R? and A, are, respectively, the particle coordinates and
the three-dimensional Laplacian with respect to the coordinate z;. It is well-known
that H% is a self-adjoint operator with the domain H*(R3") and bounded from below.
The ground state energy is defined by

E% = infspec HL = inf{<1/1,Hf,w> s € HY (R, || = 1}

and if it is an eigenvalue, the corresponding eigenfunction is called the ground state.
We impose no symmetry requirements on the particles for our study. That actually the
unrestricted ground state wave function is the same as the bosonic (totally symmetric)
one is a conclusion of [20, Section 3.2.4]. Tt is always the case that EZ < E%_| (see,
e.g., [16]).

According to the HVZ theorem ([16]), EZ < E%_, implies that there exists a ground
state eigenfunction of H%. Zhislin 23] proved that E% < E{ | for Z > N — 1 and
it is also known that the system is not bound if for a given N the total nuclear
charge becomes sufficiently small. More precisely, the system has no ground state if
N > 27+ K ([18]). This implies instability of the di-anion H?>~. In the usual fermionic
case, experimental [2] and numerical [12] 2] evidence suggests that there are no stable
atomic di-anions X?7, i.e., fermionic atoms are not bound if N > Z + 1 (see, [20] for
further information).
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In the critical case Z = N — 1, it might happen either E%_l < E%:ll or E%_l =
E]]\\,lel The latter case leads to absence of anions (e.g., presumably, He™, Be™, etc) or,
otherwise, existence of bound states having zero binding energy as well [10] 4 [§]. In

this paper, we prove that the ground states of bosonic molecules are delocalized when
BN = By

Theorem 1.1. Suppose E%_l = E%:ll Then there cannot be a normalizable ground
state of Hy ' in L*(R3N).

Thus, bosonic anions X~ fail to be stable in that case. In nature, fermionic He™
anion (N = 3, Z = 2) is unstable as also numerical computations show [7] (but a
virtual state can be expected as indicated by [13]). On the other hand, Hogreve [14]
proved bosonic He™ can exist as a stable anion.

For the atom with N = 2 electrons, the anion H™ (Z = 1) has a ground state ([22,
6]). Moreover, for bosonic atoms it is known that F{ < E{ | for all N < N.(Z) =
1.21Z+o0(Z) as Z — oo, where N.(Z) is the maximum number of particles that can be
bound to a nucleus of charge Z ([5,3]). In particular, E5 ' < EX~] for N sufficiently
large. As yet it is unknown if the situation EX ' = EN_1 is true for some N.

Remark 1.2. Let Z,. > 0 be a critical value such that for Z > Z_ one has E% < E%_,
and Ef,c = Ef,c_ 1. Clearly, Z, < N —1 by Zhislin’s theorem. Our theorem corresponds
to the case Z. = N —1. In the atomic situation K = 1, it was shown in [4, 8], that HZ*
has a ground state if Z, < N — 1 and E° | < E{e, (in [§], if Z. € (N —2, N —1)).
Furthermore, these results are also valid for the fermionic case. But our proof works
only for the unconstrained (bosonic) case because the positivity of the ground state is

needed.

Remark 1.3. It has been shown by Gridnev [§ that for certain combinations of
charges the ground state in the three-particle Coulomb system is delocalized when the
energy of the system equals the bottom of the continuous spectrum.

Remark 1.4. The symmetry properties of the wave functions may have an important
role in the existence and absence of the bound states at threshold. For instance, we
consider the two-particle Hamiltonian H(Z) = —A, + ZV(|z|), where V € C(R3)
and V < 0, Z > 0 (the center of mass motion is removed). There would exist Z,
such that infspec H(Z) 0 as Z N\, Z.. If the particles are bosons or boltzons
(without any symmetry restrictions) then we can repeat the superharmonic argument
in the proof of Theorem [Tl and thus the ground state of H(Z,) is not localized. If
the particles are spatially anti-symmetric (¢)(x) = —t(—z)) then the ground state is
bound and localized ([I5, Theorem 2.4]).

In the three particle problem without particle statistics and with essential spectrum
starting at zero the ground states are delocalized only in special cases. We refer to [9].
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

Although, as already explained in the introduction, the unconstrained ground state
is the same as the bosonic one, the particle symmetry will be never used in any of
the proofs. Our method is similar to that of M. and T. Hoffman-Ostenhoff [11]. They
showed that the Hamiltonian of the two-particle atom HZ° has no ground state in
the triplet S-sector at the threshold Z. = 1. The triplet S-sector means that the
admissible functions in L?(RS) are restricted to (z1,zs) = —t(x9,21) and there
exists a ¢ € L*(R, x Ry x R) with ¥(xy, 25) = ¢(|21], |22, 21 - 22).

Our proof is simpler than the one in [I1], and we treat the molecule of arbitrary N-
particles, but without the anti-symmetry assumption (the Pauli exclusion principle).

Our proof proceeds by constructing a contradiction. We suppose that there is a
Y € HY(R3N) so that Héw = E%4) and ¢ # 0 for Z = Z, = N — 1. The ground state
eigenfunction 1 is automatically in H?(R*"), and we may assume that ¢ > 0 ([19,
Theorem 7.8]). Then, by the results of Aizenman and Simon [I, Theorem 3.10 & 1.5]
, ¥ is strictly positive and continuous.

For any function g : R*" — R let

dw
[Q]mw(%’ <oy N1, TN) = / g(xl, ce ,xN)4—N
52 T
be the spherical average of g with respect to the variable xxy = (ry,wy), where

dwy is the spherical measure on S?, which is the unit sphere in R3. We note that
1[9lanlls < |92 for any g by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
The next lemma is a slight modification of [I7, Lemma 7.17].

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ be a strictly positive, continuous function in H*(R3*M) and set
flxy, .. on) =exp (], (21, .., 2n_1,7N)). Then f >0, f € C(R*?), and

¥

1=1,..., N, in the sense of distributions. Moreover, the weak derivatives obey V;f €
LE (R3N) and A f € LL (R3N), fori=1,...,N.

loc loc

Proof. Note that f < [1],, € L*(R*") from Jensen’s inequality (|19, Theorem 2.2]).
Let p. be a mollifier in R3" | namely, p.(x) = ¢ 3N p(e~1x), for € > 0, where p is a func-
tion in C°(R3Y) (infinitely differentiable functions with compact support) satisfying
p>0, [p=1,p(x) =0for |[z] > 1. Then 1. = p. * 1) is strictly positive, smooth
and satisfies that 1. — ¢ in H*(R3") ([19, Thoerem 2.16 & Lemma 6.8]) and . — ¢
uniformly on any compact set as ¢ — 0, where the symbol * denotes the convolu-
tion of two functions. We introduce a strictly positive, continuous function defined by
f- =exp ([ln ¢€]xN). It is easy to see that f. also converges to f uniformly on any com-
pact set, since, by the mean value theorem of calculus, |f. — f| < const. [[t). — ||

on any compact set. By direct computation, we see that

Aife = (AiInt]oy) fo + [Viln oy | f- (2.1)

TN
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and A;[In ], = [A;Int)],, fori =1,..., N, since [Angl., = [(0*/0r% + 2/rny0/OrN) glun
for g € C*(R?).
As e — 0, A, f. converges to

a= ([, %

i=1,...,N, in L'(K) for any compact set K C R3*N. In fact, for any compact set
K, we may choose a constant C' > 0 such that ¢, 1. > C' on K by the positivity and

2

+ |V [lnw]fo) f (2.2)

continuity of ¢. Since |a.b. — ab| = |(a. — a)b. + a(b: — b)|, a simple calculation shows
that

Al L AW [[eA ) + - wemzﬂ {M} B
e [w]mf‘ [ L+ Cre 3] e

< const. ([|A; (e — )|+ [ — 1| 1A, +1fe = fl HAWH;BN)

and, by using the inequality ||a.|? — |a|?| < (|ac| + |a])|a: — al,

] [P
+ [(IVitee = Vi)l (| Vithe] + [ Vith]) )

Ve
on K. These bound and a similar calculation for the third term, together with f. — f
and 1. — 1 uniformly on any compact set and ¢, — v in H*(R3V), lead to the

desired result (2.2)).
Therefore, we obtain

< const.( [|V,~¢5|2LN |fe = [+ [(IVitbe] + Vo) Vi = 9],

@Ad(@)ds =l | f(@)Ad(a)de

R3N R3N

= lim o(x)A; fe()dr = (x)Fydx

e—0 R3N R3N

for any test function ¢ € C°(R3Y). Consequently, we obtain F; = A;f € L} (R3V)

as the weak derivative. The proof of V;f € L2 (R3), as the weak derivative, is
essentially the same.

Finally, we note that |V y[In.].,|> = [(0¢./0ry) /we]iN < [V nee) /we\z]m and
Vi), |” < [[(Vitbe) /¢E|2LN fori = 1,...,N — 1, by the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality. Then (2I)) implies that A;f. < [(Ajbe)/We]ry fo- Since A;f. converges to

F; = A;f, this yields
A; A,
/ o [ Zw} fdx = lim o [ ¥ } fodx
R3N TN R3N TN

’QD e—0 ¢E
e—0 R3N R3N

i=1,...,N, for every non-negative test function ¢ € C>°(R3"). O
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Using the decomposition

K N-—1
H]% = Hff_l — AN — ZZ]'|ZIZ'N — Rj|_1 + Z |Iz — IN _1a

j=1 i=1
we observe that
(H% — ER)Y
—— f
,l7b TN

-1 K
A; _
=2 (‘[ wﬂ — >zl — Byl 1) |2 — 2|7 f
i=1 N =1 1<z<]<N 1

K N—
—[Aﬂ sl - RI7, P [l ], £ B f
i=1

Here we have used the assumption E% = E%_,. Now, for |xy| > R = max;<j<x | R;],
our hypothesis Z7 = N — 1 leads to the bound

K N-1
=Y ziflan =Ry, A+ D [l —an T, <
i=1

J=1

0=

since [ly —an|7'],, = min(|y|~", |zn|7") for y € R® by Newton’s theorem (followed
from an integration in polar coordinates [20, Theorem 5.2]). This is the crucial place
where averaging over xx helps.

We recall Lemma [2.1] to conclude that

0< (Hy = Ex -y — An)f

on |zy| > R. In addition, by Zhislin’s theorem and the HVZ theorem, there is a
normalized eigenfunction ¢ of HZ | corresponding to the eigenvalue E% | . As in the
case of 1, we can assume that ¢ > 0, etc. Thus, there is a sequence ¢,, € C°(R3VN=1)
such that ¢, — ¢ in H*(R*¥~1) with ¢, > 0. For any non-negative function n €
C°(R?) with the support in the set |x| > R, we define a non-negative, smooth, and
compactly supported function by g, (z1,...,2x5) = ¢p(T1,...,2Nn_1)N(TN).

Lemma 2.1l now implies that

0< <gm (HJ%T—l _E]%f—l _AN) .f> = <(H]%7_1 _E]%f_l _AN) gn>.f>

As n — oo the right side converges to ((H{_, — E4_, — An)g, ), where g =
lim,, o0 gn- Since HZ ¢ = EZ_| ¢, it follows that

0 < (—ANG, f)r2msny = (—AN,0) 2z

for all 0 <7 € C°(R3) with the support in the set {z : |z| > R}, where

v(ry) = /ng , d(xr, . on_1) f(xr, .. on—y, TN)dey - day_.
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Hence, we find that v is superharmonic, that is,
0< —Av

on |zx| > R, in distributional sense. Also, v. = h.*v is superharmonic in |zy| > R+¢
for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, where h. is some mollifier in R®. By the positivity of
continuous functions f and ¢, we can choose a constant Cr > 0 so that v.(z) > Cg|z|™
for all z € R? with |z| = R+1. Since u(z) = Cg|z|™! is harmonic in |z| > 0, we arrive
at
—A(u—v:)<0 in|z|>R+1,

and by the strong maximum principle ([I9; Theorem 9.4]), we infer that u—uv. takes its
maximum value on {z € R? : |z| = R+ 1} U{+o0}. Hence, lim;_+o0(u —v.)(z) <0
and v < v, on |z| = R+ 1 imply that v < v, in |z| > R+ 1. From this result, we
have v < limy v = v for almost every x with |z| > R+ 1 and some subsequence
g’. Since Cg|z|™" < v(z) for almost all |z| > R+ 1, it immediately follows that

/ v(ry)’dry = 400,
R3

From the fact that f < [¢],, (recall the first line of the proof of Lemma 2.1]) and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we conclude

+o00 = v(ry)3dry
R3

2
:/ </ ¢($1,~~~>IN—1)f(iE1,---,93N—1>7’N)d931"'dil?N—l) dxy
R3 R3(N-1)

S f(l’l, e ,I’N_l,’l“N)2d£E1 <. 'd!L’N S / [¢]2dl’1 s 'd!L’N S ||’¢J||§

R3N R3N

This contradicts our assumption ¢ € L?(R3Y).
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