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DECAY PROPERTIES OF ZERO-ENERGY RESONANCES
OF MULTI-PARTICLE SCHRODINGER OPERATORS
AND WHY THE EFIMOV EFFECT DOES NOT
EXIST FOR SYSTEMS OF N >4 PARTICLES

SIMON BARTH, ANDREAS BITTER AND SEMJON VUGALTER

ABSTRACT. We consider N-body Schrodinger operators with a virtual level at the threshold of
the essential spectrum. We show that in the case of N > 3 particles in dimension n > 3 virtual
levels correspond to eigenvalues of the system and we obtain decay rates of the corresponding
eigenfunctions in dependence on the dimension and the number of particles. We prove that
in dimension n > 3 the Hamiltonian of N > 4 particles interacting via short-range potentials
admits only a finite number of negative eigenvalues. We extend our results to dimension n = 1
and n = 2 in case of N > 4 fermions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A remarkable physical phenomenon in three-body quantum systems is the so-called Efimov
effect, which was first discovered by the physicist V. Efimov in 1970 [5]. It reads as follows:
The three-body Schrédinger operator of three-dimensional particles interacting via short-range
potentials has an infinite number of negative eigenvalues if every two-body subsystem has non-
negative spectrum and at least two of them have a resonance at zero. As it was predicted by
V. Efimov these three-body bound states should have very unusual properties. In particular,
they accumulate logarithmically at zero with accumulation rate depending on the masses of the
particles but not on the shapes of the potentials.

It became an outstanding challenge to understand this phenomenon, both from the physical
and the mathematical point of view. The first mathematical proof of the Efimov effect was given
by D. R. Yafaev in [31], where he studied a symmetrized form of the Faddeev equations for the
eigenvalues of the three-particle Schrodinger operator together with the low-energy behaviour
of the resolvents of the two-body Hamiltonians. This proof constituted a major step forward
in the understanding of this problem. Later he also proved that such an effect cannot occur
if at least two of the two-body Hamiltonians do not have any resonances [33]. By the middle
of 1990’s a large number of physical and mathematical results were obtained on this topic, e.g.
[23, 25, 24, 19, 18, 28, 29, 30, 27, 26].

A new wave of interest for the Efimov effect came at the beginning of the 215¢ century with
the experimental discovery of this effect in an ultracold gas of caesium atoms [15] (for a detailed
review of experimental works see [6]). In 2013 the physicists Y. Nishida, S. Moroz and D. T. Son
discovered the so-called super Efimov effect [17], which states that in the case of three spinless
fermions in dimension two the system has infinitely many negative bound states, provided every
two-body subsystem admits a p-wave resonance at zero. Later this was proved by D. K. Gridnev
[11], applying techniques similar to [31] and [23].

It is a fundamental question to ask whether the Efimov effect can be extended to multi-particle
systems with more than three particles. In [18] Y. Nishida and S. Tan predicted that universal
effects similar to the Efimov effect can be found in several types of N-particle systems with
N > 4 in different dimensions. In 2017, Y. Nishida also predicted that a similar effect is possible
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in case of four two-dimensional bosons [16]. Here, the three-body resonances should lead to the
infiniteness of the discrete spectrum of the four-body Hamiltonian. On the other hand, already
in 1973 the physicists R. D. Amado and F. C. Greenwood [2] claimed that in the case of N > 4
bosons in dimension three the Efimov effect cannot emerge if only (N — 1)-particle subsystems
have resonances. The justification of this statement in [2] used several assumptions, which are
difficult to verify.

It was known since the 1980’s that decay of solutions of the Schrodinger equation corresponding
to virtual levels plays a crucial role for the existence of the Efimov effect. The fact that zero-
energy eigenfunctions of the subsystems do not produce the Efimov effect was first proved by
G. Zhislin and one of the authors of this paper in [29], where three-particle systems with two-
body virtual levels were studied on spaces of states with fixed symmetries. Due to symmetry
restrictions two-particle virtual levels in [29] are eigenfunctions and not resonances.

For one-particle Schrodinger operators with short-range potentials in dimension three solutions
of the equation corresponding to virtual levels decay as |z|~! [32], i.e. with the same decay rate
as the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator in this dimension. For a subsystem with
N > 3 three-dimensional particles the dimension of the corresponding space of relative motion of
the particles is 3+ (N —1). The fundamental solution of the Laplace operator in this space decays
as |z|~GN=5) which is sufficient for a virtual level to be an eigenvalue and not a resonance for
any N > 3. Due to this heuristic argument combined with [29] it was always expected that
N —particle virtual levels with N > 3 in dimensions n > 3 can not produce the Efimov effect.
However, to implement this argument is a very hard problem, because the sums of the potentials
do not decay in all directions. Even if each of the potentials is compactly supported as a function
of the distance between the particles, the sum of the potentials can not be neglected at infinity.

The first proof that N—particle virtual levels for N > 3 are eigenvalues of the Schrédinger
operator was given in 2012 by D. K. Gridnev in [8] and [9]. Firstly, it was proved for N = 3 [§],
assuming that the pair interactions V;; are non-positive. Later, this result was generalized to the
case of N > 4 particles and it was allowed the potentials V;; to change signs [9]. However, some
strong restrictions on the potentials, such as V;; € L'(R?) N L3(R?) are required in [9] also. The
method of the proof in [8, 9] is based on the analysis of the integral equation for the solution of
the Schrédinger equation, corresponding to the virtual levels. In [10] the results of [8, 9] were
applied to prove the absence of the Efimov effect in N—particle systems with N > 4.

In the work at hand we present a different and very transparent approach to the study of decay
properties of zero-energy resonances and eigenfunctions of multi-particle Schrodinger operators
at the edge of the essential spectrum. This approach is a further development of the Agmon’s
method of proving the exponential decay of eigenfunctions [1]. It allows us to obtain estimates
on the decay rates of resonances and eigenfunctions at zero energy, which in many cases are
close to the optimal ones. In particular, we establish connections between the rate of decay of a
virtual level at zero and Hardy’s constant in the corresponding space. Since our method is purely
variational it allows us to work with very weak restrictions on the potentials. In addition, as it
is usual for variational methods for multi-particle Schrédinger operators, our approach allows us
to work on subspaces with fixed permutational symmetry. Combining our results on the decay
of virtual levels with the ideas of [29] we give a purely variational proof of the absence of the
Efimov effect for N > 4 particles in all dimensions n > 3. We extend this result to systems of
N > 4 identical fermions on the subspace of antisymmetric functions in dimension n = 1 and
n =2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce our notations and give sufficient
conditions for the existence of solutions in the space H Y(R?), d > 3 of the equation

(-A+V(x)p =0, zeR?
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without assuming that the potential V(z) decays as |z| — co. We then prove estimates on the
rate of decay of such solutions. The conditions on the potential V(x) are chosen in such a way
that this result can be applied to multi-particle systems. In this case V(z:) will be the sum of pair
interactions and d = n(IN — 1) will be the dimension of the configuration space of a system of N
n—dimensional particles. In Section 3, we extend this result to Schrodinger operators considered
on subspaces of states with fixed symmetries. Section 4 is devoted to the applications of the
results obtained in Section 1 and Section 2. In particular, in this section we prove that for N > 3
in dimension n > 3 the virtual level is an eigenfunction. We give estimates on the rate of decay of
these eigenfunctions in dependence on the number of particles and the corresponding dimension.
In Section 5 we prove the absence of the Efimov effect for N > 4 particles in dimension n > 3.
In Section 6 we extend the results of Section 4 and Section 5 to the case of N > 4 one- and
two-dimensional fermions. In the Appendix we prove several technical results. Some of these
results were known before and are given for the convenience of the reader only.

2. DECAY PROPERTIES OF ZERO-ENERGY SOLUTIONS OF THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION
In the following we consider the Schrodinger operator
h=-A+V (2.1)

in L2(R?), where d > 3. We assume that the potential V' is relatively form-bounded with relative
bound zero, i.e. for every € > 0 there exists a constant C'(g) > 0, such that

(Vi) < e Vel* + o)l (2.2)

holds for any function ¢ € C§°(R?). According to the KLMN-Theorem (see [20], p.167) assump-
tion (2.2) implies that A is a self-adjoint operator in L?(R¢), corresponding to the quadratic
form

Ligl = IVel® + Ve, ¢) (2.3)
with form domain H!(R?). For any ¢ € (0,1) we denote
he = h + eA. (2.4)

Let H'(R?) be the closure of C$°(R%) with respect to the gradient-norm

(/Rd |Vpl|? dgc>é : (2.5)

For any self-adjoint operator A we denote by S(A), Sess(A4) and Sgisc(A) the spectrum, the
essential spectrum and the discrete spectrum of A, respectively. The main result of this section
is the following

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that V satisfies (2.2). Further, assume that
h>0 and infS(h:) <0 (2.6)
holds for any € € (0,1). If there exist constants ag > 0, b > 0 and v € (0,1), such that for any
function ¢ € HY(R?) with suppy C {x € R?: |z| > b} we have
(hap, ) = 20l VI = {aglel 2, ¥) > 0, (2.7)
then the following assertions hold:

(1) If ap > 1, then zero is a simple eigenvalue of h and the corresponding eigenfunction pg
satisfies

V(al*ogo) € 2RY  and (14 |a])0 g € L2(RY). (2.8)



(ii)

(iii)
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Moreover, there exists a constant g > 0, such that for any function ¢ € H'(R?) with
(Vp, Vo) = 0 it holds
(hp, ) > 8o V|- (2.9)
If ap € (0,1) and in addition
(VIg,v) < ClIVe|? (2.10)

holds for any function ¢ € Hl(Rd) and some constant C' > 0, then there exists a non-zero
function o1 € HY(R?) satisfying

IVeill? + Vi1, 1) = 0. (2.11)
Moreover, it holds
V (|z]*p1) € LARY)  and (1 + |z|)* Lo, € L2(RY). (2.12)
If we assume that for some C' > 0
Vol < C (Ivell? + ll¢l?) (2.13)

holds for every function ¢ € C§°(R?), then the solution p1 € HY(RY) of (2.11) is unique.
Moreover, there exists a constant 6, > 0, such that for any function ¢ € H'(R?) with
(V), V1) = 0 it holds

(hp, ¥y > 61|V, (2.14)
If instead of (2.7) a stronger inequality
(hp, ) = 0] Vo 1* = (od|2| ™74, 9) > 0 (2.15)

holds for some constants ag,vo > 0 and 8 € (0,2), then the function o in part (i) of
the theorem satisfies
B

exp (k™ |2|") po € L*(RY), where K =1-— 5 (2.16)

Remark. (i) Note that assumption (2.7) implies that for any 0 < & < 7o the essential

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

spectrum of the operator h. is non-negative. Hence, (2.6) implies that for any sufficiently
small € > 0 the operator h. has a discrete eigenvalue.

We assume (2.13) to be able to apply the results by M. Schechter and B. Simon [21]
on the unique continuation theorem, which allows us to prove the uniqueness of ;.
Without this assumption the subspace of functions in H'(R?) satisfying (2.11) is at
most finite-dimensional (see Lemma A.1 in the Appendix).

As it is mentioned in remark (i) the operator h. has negative eigenvalues for small € > 0.
We should not expect that a sequence of the corresponding eigenfunctions ¢. always con-
verges in L2(R?) as ¢ — 0, because we know that for one-particle Schrédinger operators
with short-range potentials in R? this is not the case. However, if we normalize the se-
quence . with the norm (2.5), condition (2.7) will make it energetically disadvantageous
for ¢, to leave all compact regions. This allows us to prove that the quadratic form of h
has a minimizer in H'(R%).

Function ¢, in part (ii) of the theorem is not necessarily an eigenfunction of h, since it
may be not an element of L2(R%). In this case zero is a resonance of h.

In the proof of Theorem 2.1 we will apply the following localization error estimate, which is
a straightforward modification of [29, Lemma 5.1]. For the sake of completeness we will give the
corresponding proof in the Appendix.



Lemma 2.2. For anye > 0 and any fired b > 0 one can ﬁndl; > b and functions x1, x2 : R? = R
with piecewise continuous derivatives, such that

1, |z|<b
2 2 ) =~
1, = - 2.17
X1 T X2 x1() {0’ 2| > b ( )

and
IVxal? + [Vxal* < efa| 2. (2.18)

Remark. Note that by Lemma 2.2 and Hardy’s inequality

/ V22 de < 4|V ? (2.19)

holds for every 1 € H'(R%), where d > 3 and i = 1,2. This estimate shows that if the constant

b is chosen much larger than b, then the localization error can be compensated with an e—part
of [|Vy]2.

Proof of statement (i) of Theorem 2.1. By Lemma A.l in the Appendix there exists a
sequence of eigenfunctions 1,, € H'(R?), corresponding to eigenvalues E,, < 0 of the operator
h, -1, i.e. it holds

— (L=n"") Aty + Vi, = Epthy. (2.20)
We normalize the sequence (¢, )nen by ||Vibn|| = 1 and take a weakly convergent subsequence,
also denoted by (1n)nen, which has a weak limit ¢ € H'(R?). Note that by the Rellich—

Kondrachov theorem (¢,,)nen converges to ¢o in L2 (R?). We will prove statement (i) of

Theorem 2.1 successively by the following Lemmas 2.3 - 2.8.
Lemma 2.3. The weak limit oo € H'(R?) of the sequence (1, )nen is not identically zero.
Proof. We consider the functional

Ll el := (1= )| VY[* + (Vi ), (2.21)

where 1 € H*(R?) and ¢ > 0. Let b > 0, such that (2.7) holds. We fix £; > 0 and construct
functions x1, x2 in accordance with Lemma 2.2, which implies

Lip,e] > Liypxi, e +e1] + L{xa, € + €1] (2.22)

for every 1 € H'(RY) independently of . Since the operator h is non-negative we have

Lipxi,e +a] =1 —e—e)|[Vex)lI* + (Vibxa, ¥xa)

> (e +e) V()|
In addition, since supp (¥x2) C {z € R%: |z| > b} we conclude by (2.7) that
Llpxz,e +e1] = (1 —e —e1)[V(¥x2)lI* + (Vibxa, ¥xa)

= (1 =)IV@x2)[I” + (Vioxa, ¥x2) + (0 — & — 1) [[V(¥x2) || (2.24)
> (y0 — e —e1)[[V(¥xa) |
Hence, (2.23) and (2.24) imply

(2.23)

Llp,e] > —(e +e)[V(@xa)|I? + (0 — & — 1) [ V(x2) 1% (2.25)
For ¢ = v, and € = n~!, estimate (2.25) yields
— (1 +n HIV@ax )P + (0 — 1 =07 H[V(@ax2)lI” <0, (2.26)

which implies
(o —e1 =) (IV(@nx )1 + IV @nx2) %) < %0l V (@nx1)]1?. (2.27)



By the IMS localization formula we have

IV (@ux )12 + IV (Ynx2) 12 > [[Ven]* =1 (2.28)
for every n € N. Hence, by (2.27) we obtain
— €1 —n"
Yo
where €52 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small by choosing £; > 0 sufficiently small and n € N

sufficiently large. Due to (2.24) with ¢ = n=! we have L[, x2,n~! + 1] > 0. This, together
with (2.22) and L[, n"1] < 0 implies

0> Linxa,n ' +ei] = (L=n"" =) IV@ux)I? + (Viuxa, ¥nxa)

1
IV @nxn)]? > L2 >1—ey, (2.29)

B (2.30)
> (1 —n ' - 251) |‘V(1/}nX1)|‘2 - C(El)|"‘/)nX1H27
where in the last inequality we used (2.2). Combining (2.30) and (2.29) we arrive at
1—n"t—2¢ )(1 *62)
oz > ! : 2.31
||1/} Xl” = C(El) ( )
Since y; is compactly supported, |x1| < 1 and (,)nen converges to po in L (R?), the last
inequality proves the Lemma. (]
Remark. Since

IV Oaan) 12 + 1V (x2v) |12 = IVhnl|* + / (IVxa? + [Vxel?) [¢n | dz, (2.32)

inequality (2.19) shows that the last term on the r.h.s. of (2.32) can be estimated as €|| V), ||? = ¢.
This implies

IV Oc2tn) I < (1 +€) = IV Ot I (2.33)
Combining (2.33) with (2.29) yields ||V (x2%n)||* < &, where & > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily
small for large b and n. We will use this estimate in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that (2.6) and (2.7) hold for some cy > 1. Then there exists a constant
C > 0, such that for any eigenfunction 1, € H'(R?) corresponding to a negative eigenvalue of
the operator h,-1, normalized by ||V, || =1, we have

IV(z[* v <€ and  [[(1+ |2 ]l < C. (2.34)

Remark. Recall that eigenfunctions v, of the operators h,,—1 decay exponentially with powers
depending on the distances from the corresponding eigenvalues to zero. Since for n — oo the
negative eigenvalues of h,-1 converge to zero, these exponential estimates are not uniform in
n € N. However, Lemma 2.4 shows that if condition (2.7) holds for functions supported far from
the origin, a uniform estimate on the rate of decay of eigenfunctions of h,,—1 exists. This estimate
is of the polynomial type and the corresponding power depends on the parameter ag in (2.7)
only.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. For any € > 0 and R > 0 we define the function
|0

=) = T e

Xr(z), (2.35)

where g is a C™ cutoff function, such that

0, |z| <R,
_ 2.36
Xr(T) {17 | > 2R. ( )



Since for the eigenfunctions ,, we have

with F,, < 0 and each 1),, decays exponentially, we can multiply (2.37) with Ggm and integrate
by parts to obtain

(1= 071 (Vn, V (G20n)) + (Vb G2n) = En|Gethnl|? < 0. (2.38)
Since
Re(Vipn, G2pn) = (Vipn, G2¢p)  and  Re En||Getpn || = B, || Getpnl|® (2.39)
we have
Re(Vpn, V (G2n)) = (Vi V (GZ4n)). (2.40)
Note that

Re(Vip,, V(G2,)) = Re(Viby, Gepn VG.) + Re((Vp,)Ge, V(Gethy))
= Re(V(¢YnGe), v VGe) — Re(,, VGe, 1, VG,)

FRe(V(6,G2), V($nGo)) - Re(0, VG VnG) O
= Re<v(wnGa)a v("/’nGa» - Re<anGaa anGa>
This implies
(Vibn, V(G2n)) = [V(nGo)|* = [0nVGe]?, (2.42)

which together with (2.38) yields

(1 - %) <|v(1/;nc:€)||2 /|1/;n|2|VGE|2d:c) +/V|1/JnGE|2d:E <. (2.43)

For |z| > 2R we can estimate

a0|x|a071

IVGe| = < aglz| G- (2.44)

(1 +elz[*)? =
For |z| € [R,2R] the function |VG,| is uniformly bounded in e, which together with Hardy’s
inequality implies

/ G| da < C/ [thn|? dz < CR? / |V, |2 da =: Cy. (2.45)
{R<|z|<2R} {R<|z|<2R}

Substituting (2.44) and (2.45) into (2.43) we obtain

Gehn|?
(1= 1Y) [V @nGo)ll® + (VGCethn, Getbn) — ag/ Getnl” < (2.46)
{|z|>2R} |z|

where C; > 0 does not depend on n € N or € > 0. Note that the function G, is supported
outside the ball with radius R > 0. For R > b it satisfies (2.7), i.e. it holds

(1- VO)HV(GEwn)HQ + (VGthn, Getpn) — ag<|x|7205¢n, Getpn) > 0. (2.47)
For n > 27, ! estimates (2.46) and (2.47) imply
2IV(Gewn)l? < . (2.48)

Taking ¢ — 0 yields |V (Jz|*0y,) || < C, which together with Hardy’s inequality completes the
proof. O

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (2.6) and (2.7) hold for ag > 1. Then zero is an eigenvalue of h and
the corresponding eigenfunction g satisfies

V (|z]* o) € L3(R?) and (1 + |z))* Lpg € L2(RY). (2.49)
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Proof. We take a sequence of eigenfunctions ¢, of h,—1 normalized by ||V, || = 1. This sequence
has a subsequence (also denoted by (v, )nen) With a weak limit ¢y € H'(R?). According to
Lemma 2.3 we have ¢g # 0. Since (¥, )nen converges to g in L2 _(RY) and by Lemma 2.4

loc

we have [|(1 + |z])*~1y,|| < C for ag > 1 and C independent of n € N, we conclude that
(1 + |z])*~Ltpy € L?(R?) holds. Furthermore, this also shows that (Vig, ¢o) is well defined.
Our next goal is to prove (Vg po) = —1. We write
(Vipo, o) = (Vpo, 0o — n) + (Vipo, ¥n)
= <V<P07 ¥Yo — 1/}n> + <V(SDO - T/Jn), 1/}n> + <V1/}nv"/)n> (250)

Due to (2.2) the first term on the r.h.s. of (2.50) can be estimated by
(V0,00 — n)| < (V200 [V]2 |00 — tn)
< (IVol® + CW)llgoll?)® (el V(0 — a)I? + C&)ligo — wull?)
< O (2 (IVol> + IV4all?) + C(E)llpo — ull?) (2.51)

Note that by the semicontinuity of the norm we have |[Vyg| < 1. Since [|th, — ¢ol — 0 as
n — 0o, choosing € > 0 sufficiently small and n € N sufficiently large we can get the r.h.s. of
(2.51) arbitrarily small. Similar arguments show that the second term on the r.h.s. of (2.50) can
be done arbitrarily small as well. Consequently, we have (Vib,,, ¥,) — (Vipo, po) as n — oo. By

(1 =0 )IVell® + (Vin,9n) <O and  [[Veha|| =1 (2.52)
we conclude (Vg o) = —1. Since ||[Vq|| < 1, we have
IVeoll* + (Vgo, o) < 0. (2.53)

Together with h > 0 this implies |[Vgg| = 1. Hence, ¢q is a minimizer of the quadratic form of
h and an eigenfunction of h, corresponding to the eigenvalue zero. Finally, repeating the same
arguments for pg as we used in Lemma 2.5 to get (2.48) for the eigenfunctions 1, we obtain
V(|z|*po) € L*(RY). O

1
2

Our next goal is to prove inequality (2.9) and the nondegeneracy of py. We will do it in the
following Lemmas 2.6 - 2.8.

Lemma 2.6. For any e > 0 one can find nyg € N, such that for any n > ng and any eigenfunction

U, with [|V,|| = 1, corresponding to some negative eigenvalue of the operator h, -1, it holds
[¥n — ol <e.
Proof. Assume that we have a sequence of eigenfunctions v,, € H'(R?), ||V4,|| = 1, correspond-

ing to some negative eigenvalues of the operator h,-1 for n € N. Furthermore, we assume that
[4/r, — @o|| = C > 0 holds for every n € N. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 we
can find a subsequence, also denoted by (¢, )nen, such that (¢,)n,en converges to some function
@0 € H'(R?) with ¢o £ 0, |[V@ol| =1 and

IV @oll* + (Vgo, @o) = 0. (2.54)

By [Veol = IV@ol = 1 and ||, — @ol| > C > 0 we conclude that ¢ and @¢ are linearly
independent. According to [7] an eigenvalue of a Schrodinger operator coinciding with the bottom
of the spectrum cannot be degenerate. Consequently, pg and ¢y cannot be linearly independent.

O

Lemma 2.7. For any sufficiently small € > 0 the operator he has only one negative eigenvalue,
which is non-degenerate.
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Proof. Assume there is a sequence a(n) € (0,1) with a(n) — 0 as n — oo, such that for any
n € N the operator hq(,) = —(1 —a(n))A +V has at least two eigenvalues. Recall that the

lowest eigenvalue of hy(,) is non-degenerate. We consider two eigenfunctions 7,/1,(11) and 1/17(12) of

ha(n), normalized by |W7(11)H = ng)H = 1, where wfll) corresponds to the lowest eigenvalue.
Now w,(ll) and 1/17(12) are orthogonal in L2(R?) and by Lemma 2.6 w,(zl) and 1/17(12) both converge to
@0 € L*(R?), which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 2.8. There exists a constant &g > 0, such that for every function ¢ € H'(R?) with
(Vi), Vo) = 0 it holds
(1= 80) [V [* + (Vi, 9) > 0. (2.55)

Proof. We prove the Lemma by contradiction. Assume that there is no such constant g > 0.
Then there exists a sequence of functions g, € H'(R?) with

(Vgn, Vo) =0 and (hp-19n, gn) < 0. (2.56)
Note that for ¢1,co € C we have

<hn—1(c1gn + C2<P0), (C1gn + C2<P0)> = C%<hn*19nvgn> + C%<hn*1 ¥0, 900>

2.57
+ 2R€ 016<hnflgna (100> ( )

Further, it is easy to see that
Re(h,-1Gn, p0) = Re(gn, hpo) — n~ ' Re(Vgn, Vo) =0 (2.58)

and

(hn-1900, 00) = (hgo, po) —n~ | Vpo||? = —n~! (2.59)
hold for every n € N. Hence, we conclude that for any linear combination c; g, + c2o we have
(=1 (c1gn + c290), (c1gn + c20)) < 0. (2.60)

Since by (2.56) the functions ¢ and g, are linearly indpendent, for any n € N we can find a
linear combination f,, of g and g,, such that f, is orthogonal to the ground state of h,-1.
According to Lemma 2.7 for sufficiently large n € N the operator h,-1 has only one negative
eigenvalue, which yields (h,—1 fn, fn) > 0. This is a contradiction to (2.60). O

Combining Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.8 proves statement (i) of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of statements (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 2.1. Note that for o € (0, 1) the sequence of
eigenfunctions v, of the operators h,,—1, normalized by ||V, || = 1, does not necessarily converge
in L2(R%), as for example happens in the case of a one-particle Schrédinger operator in R3. To
ensure that the functional ||V||2 + (V4,4) is well defined for the weak limit ¢; € H'(R?) and
that (Vb,, ¥,) converges to (Vr,p1) as n — oo, we assume (2.10). We will prove part (ii)
of Theorem 2.1 in two steps. In Lemma 2.9 we prove the existence of a function ¢; satisfying
(2.11). Then, in Lemma 2.10 we prove the uniqueness of ¢7 and the inequality (2.14).

Lemma 2.9. Assume that (2.6) and (2.7) hold for ap € (0,1) and in addition
(VIy,p) < ClIVy|? (2.61)

holds for any function ¢ € Hl(Rd) and some constant C > 0. Then, there exists a function
o1 € HY(R?) with
V] + (Vior, 1) = 0. (2.62)

Moreover, v satisfies

V(o) € 2RY  and (14 |a])0 N, € L2(RY). (2.63)
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Proof. By assumption (2.6) there exists a sequence of functions ¢, € H'(R?) satisfying
(1=n"Y VY |? + (Vihn, ) <0 and ||V, = 1. (2.64)

Repeating the same arguments as in Lemma 2.3 shows that there is a subsequence, also denoted
by (1n)nen, which converges in L2 (R?) to some function ¢ € H'(R%). Let us prove that ¢ is
a minimizer of the quadratic form of h in H'(R%) by showing that (Vy,¢1) = —1. We fix the
constant b > 0 and construct functions x1, x2 according to Lemma 2.2. Since x7 + x3 = 1 we

have

(Vor,01) = (Vor,01x1) + (Ver, p1x3). (2.65)
Note that
(Vor,01x1) = (V(e1 — ¥n), 01X1) + (Vbn, 01X3)
= <V(<P1 - "/’n)v <P1X%> + <V"/)nv"/)nX?> + <V1/}na (501 - wn)X%> (266)

At first we estimate the first term on the r.h.s. of (2.66). It holds

(Vo1 = )y o) < NVIExa (o1 = )l - IIVIZ@r]l < ClIVIE X (01 = )| - IV |

< C(ElV (aler =) 2+ CE)lxaler —wn)l?)* - (2.67)
Here we used (2.2), (2.10), |x1] <1 and [|[V¢1]| < 1. Moreover, it holds
IV(xa(er = )2 < 20VxalPllor = ¥nllupp ) + 21V (01 = a1 (2.68)
Since 1, — @1 in LE (R?) and y; is compactly supported, for fixed £; > 0 and large n € N we
get
IV(x1(p1 = ¥n))|I? < 261 + 4| Vr |2 + 4] Via* < 9. (2.69)
For any fixed € > 0 and large n this implies
(Vo1 = vn)s xien)| < C (9 + Cle)lIxa(pr — ¥a)[?)? <& (2.70)
Applying similar arguments to the last term on the r.h.s. of (2.66) yields
[(Vbnxa, (o1 — ¥n)x1)| < € (2.71)
Hence, it holds
(Verxi eix1) < (Vnxa, ¥nxa) + 26 (2.72)
Further, by (2.61) we have
(Vorxe, p1xz) < C[V(p1xa)|” < 2C[(Vr)x2 | + 20 (Vxz)eu|*. (2.73)

Since ¢; € H'(R?) and y» is bounded and supported in the region {z € R% : |z| > b}, the first
term on the r.h.s. of (2.73) is arbitrarily small if b is sufficiently large. Due to (2.19) it holds

I(Vx2)erll” < el Ven|* = ¢ (2.74)

for b > 0 sufficiently large. This shows that the second term on the r.h.s. of (2.73) can be done
arbitrarily small. Hence, we obtain

(Vpixz, p1xe) < 2€. (2.75)
Collecting estimates (2.72) and (2.75) yields
(Vor,01) < (Vhn X1, Ynxa) +4€ (2.76)
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for n € N sufficiently large.
Let us estimate the r.h.s. of (2.76). Assumption (2.10) implies
(Vibnx1, Ynx1) = (Vbn, ¥n) — (Vnx2, ¥nXa) < (Vibn, ¥n) + CHV("/J'@XQ)W

<~ (L= n) + OV (Waxa)2 @77)

Due to the remark after Lemma 2.3 we can choose n € N and b > 0, such that ||V (1, x2)|| < e.
Theorefore, we conclude (Vpi,¢1) = —1 and

IVerl? + (Vior, 1) = 0. (2.78)

Now we prove that V (|z|*p;) € L2(R?) and (1 + |z|)*~1p; € L%(R?). Let G. be the function
defined by (2.35). Since ¢; is a minimizer of the quadratic form of (2.78) in H'(R?), it satisfies
the Euler-Lagrange equation in a generalized sense, i.e. it holds

for every function ¢ € Hl(Rd). By setting ¢ = G?p; we obtain
(Vo1,V (GZo1)) + (Vir, GZ2e1) = 0. (2.80)

Computations similar to (2.41) together with (2.80) yield

HV(QD1GE)H2*/|<,01|2|VG€|2(11'+/V|501G5|2d1':0. (2.81)

By (2.44) we can rewrite (2.81) as
2 2 |G5<p1|2 2 2
IV (G2 + (VorGe, 1 Ga) — ao/ [Genl” 4, < / o1 PIVGL 2 dz. (2.82)
{lzi>2r)  |2| {R<|z|<2R}

Since the function |VG,| is uniformly bounded in ¢ for |x| € [R, 2R], we have

2
/ lo1]?|VG|? do < C’O/ lo1]? da < C’lRQ/ |‘P1|2 dz
{R<|z|<2R} {R<|z|<2R} |z

S CQ / |V(p1|2 dx S Cg, (283)

where the constant Co > 0 does not depend on € > 0. Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4,
assumption (2.7) implies

IV(p1Ge)l| < C.
Taking € — 0 yields || V(|z]|*¢1)|| < oo, which together with Hardy’s inequality implies
(1+ [z)* o1 € L*(RY). (2.84)
This completes the proof. O
Lemma 2.10. Assume that
Vol < C (Ivell? + ll¢l?) (2.85)

holds for some C' > 0 and every function ¢ € C$*(R?). Then the solution o1 € H'(R?) in
Lemma 2.9 is unique. Moreover, there exists a constant 61 > 0, such that for any function
¥ € HY(RY) with (Vi, V1) = 0 it holds

(hp, ) > 61| V|>. (2.86)
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Proof. We will prove the Lemma by contradiction. Assume that there is no such constant é; > 0,
then there exists a sequence of functions (1/17(11))”61\; in H'(R9), such that

VeI =1, (Vo) Ver) =0, (1—n"t) VoD + (Ve D) <o. (2.87)

Moreover, there exists a subsequence (which by abuse of notation is denoted by (w,(ll))neN again)
and a function @1 € Hl(Rd), such that 1/17(11) — @1 in Hl(Rd) and therefore w,(ll) — @1 in
L% (RY). Obviously, 1 and ¢; are linearly independent and ¢; is a minimizer of the quadratic
form of h as well. Since (2.79) holds for ¢ = @1, any linear combination of ¢1 and ¢; is also a
minimizer of the quadratic form of h. By Hardy’s inequality both functions ¢; and ¢; belong
to the weighted L?-space with weight (1 + | -|)™2. Since the subspace of linear combinations of
1 and ¢ is two-dimensional, it contains two functions orthogonal with respect to the weighted
scalar product. At least one of these functions, say f, has a nontrivial positive part fi and
a nontrivial negative part f_, which are also minimizers of the quadratic form of the operator
h and satisfy the corresponding Schrodinger equation. Functions f; and f_ are zero on some
open sets. Since V satisfies (2.85), the unique continuation Theorem [21, Theorem 2.1] yields
f+ = f- = 0. This contradiction completes the proof of statement (ii) of Theorem 2.1. O

The proof of statement (iii) is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 with replacing
the function G, in (2.35) by the function

—1 ="
Je = exp <oz0/-@ 1#) Xr(x) (2.88)
with xr(z) defined by (2.36). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

3. RESONANCES AND EIGENFUNCTIONS ON SUBSPACES WITH FIXED SYMMETRIES

Let h = —A + V be invariant under action of a symmetry group G and let o be a type of
irreducible representation of G. Denote by P? the projection in L?(R?) onto the subspace of
functions transformed according to the representation ¢. In the following we assume that for
every function v € L?(R%) and x € Co(R?) with x(z) = x(]z|) the condition P?%) = v implies
P?xy) = xtb. We denote h” = Ph, h? = Ph., H° = P° H'(R%) and H° = P"H'(R?).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that V satisfies (2.2). Further, assume that
h? >0 and infS(h?) <0 (3.1)

holds for any e € (0,1). If there exist constants ag > 0, b > 0 and vy € (0,1), such that for any
function 1 € H® with supptp C {x € RY: |z| > b} we have

(R4, ) = Yl VI = {aglal ¢, ¥) > 0, (3.2)
then the following assertions hold:

(1) If ag > 1, then zero is an eigenvalue of h® with finite degeneracy. Denote by Wy the
corresponding eigenspace. Then for any po € Wy we have

V (|z|*po) € L*(RY) and (1 + |z))* 1oy € L2(RY). (3.3)

Moreover, there exists a constant dg > 0, such that for any function ¢ € H7 with
(V, Vo) =0 for all oo € Wy it holds

(h7, ) > 8o V|2 (3.4)
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(ii) If ap € (0,1) and in addition
(VI 9) < ClIvy? (3-5)

holds for any function ¢ € ’3'-.[" and some constant C' > 0, then there exists a finite-
dimensional subspace Wi C H?, such that for any function 1 € Wy it holds

IVer]” + (Vior, 1) = 0. (3.6)
Moreover, it holds
V(lelp) € LARY  and (14 |a])* Loy € LA(RY) (3.7)

and there exists a constant 81 > 0, such that for any function 1 € HC satisfying the
condition (N, V1) =0 for all o1 € Wy we have

(W7, ) > 61| V|12, (3.8)
(iii) If instead of (3.2) a stronger inequality
(h7, ) =l VeI = (aflel =Py, ¢) > 0 (3.9)

holds for some constant g > 0 and 8 € (0,2), then each function py € Wy in part (i)
of the theorem satisfies

exp (k™ |z|") po € L*(RY), where K =1-— g (3.10)

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is a straightforward generalization of the proof of Theorem
2.1. The main difference between these two theorems is that in Theorem 2.1 we have non-
degenerate minimizers @o or ¢; of the quadratic form of the operator & in the spaces H!(R?)
and H L(R?), respectively. In Theorem 3.1 the corresponding subspaces W, and W, are not
necessarily one-dimensional. However, due to Lemma A.1 (see in Appendix) they are always
finite-dimensional. (]

Remark. Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.1 require d > 3. We used this condition twice. At
first, we used Hardy’s inequality to compensate the localization error ¢|z|~2 with a part of the
kinetic energy in Lemma 2.2. Secondly, we used the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem in the proof of
Theorem 2.1 to obtain convergence of the constructed subsequence in L2 (R?). If the dimension
is one or two, but the operator h is considered on a subspace with a fixed symmetry o, such that
Hardy’s inequality

1762 > Cllwlal P (3.11)

holds for some C > 0, the statement of Theorem 3.1 remains true.

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Virtual levels of one-body Schrédinger operators. The main goal of our paper is to
study decay properties of virtual levels of multi-particle Schrodinger operators. However, in order
to show how effective Theorem 2.1 is we start with the easiest case of one-particle Schrodinger
operators. Some of the results below are already known.

For € € (0,1) we consider

h=—A+V and he = h+ €A (4.1)
in L2(R9), where d > 3 and V satisfies (2.2).

Theorem 4.1. (Short-range potentials) Let d > 3,h > 0 and assume that for any sufficiently
small € > 0 we have
inf Segs(he) =0 and inf S(he) < 0. (4.2)

Further, assume that one of the following conditions is fulfilled:
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(i) d=3 and V € L2 (R?),
(ii) d =4 and V € L*(R*) N L**(R*) for some p > 0,
(iii) d>5 and V € L% (RY).
Then there exists a solution g € Hl(Rd) of the equation

IVoll? + (Vgo, o) = 0. (4.3)
For any 0 < ag < % function @q satisfies
V (|z]*¢e) € LARY)  and (14 |z|)* lpo € L*(RY). (4.4)

Remark. Theorem 4.1 implies in particular that for d > 5 virtual levels of h are eigenvalues.

Proof. According to [20], p.170-171 and Sobolev’s inequality the potential V' satisfies (2.2) and
(2.10). Moreover, conditions (i)-(iii) and Sobolev’s inequality imply that for any € > 0 and
sufficiently large b > 0

el Vel* +(Ve,p) >0 (4.5)
holds for any ¢ € H'(R?) with suppp C {x € R?: |z| > b}. Applying Hardy’s inequality we
see that condition (2.7) of Theorem 2.1 is fulfilled. This yields the result. O

Theorem 4.2. (Long-range potentials positive at infinity) Let d > 3,h > 0 and assume that for
any sufficiently small € > 0 we have

inf Sess(he) =0 and inf S(he) < 0. (4.6)
Further, assume that

(i) Ve L: (RY) for d # 4 and V € LEH(R?) for some pn > 0 if d = 4.

loc loc

(ii) There exist constants A1, As > 0,51 > 0 and B2 € (0,2] with
Bilz|™P < V() < Ay for |z] > As. (4.7)
(iii) V(z) — 0 as |z| — oo.
Then there exists a solution g € Hl(Rd) of the equation

IVoll* + (Vpo, o) = 0. (4.8)
If By = 2, then for any 0 < ag < \/ﬂl +4=Y(d — 2)? the function g satisfies
V(lz]*°po) € L*(R?Y)  and (1 + |z[)* 'po € L*(RY). (4.9)
If B2 < 2, then ¢q satisfies
exp (B1]x]%) po € LA(RY), where K =1-— % (4.10)

Remark. Theorem 4.2 implies in particular that for d = 3 zero is an eigenvalue of h for g; > %
and in case d = 4 zero is an eigenvalue of h for any 81 > 0.

4.2. Virtual levels of N-body Schrédinger operators. Now we consider a system of N > 3
quantum particles in dimension n > 3 with masses m; > 0, ¢ = 1,..., N and position vectors
z; € R", i =1,...,N. Such a system is described by the Hamiltonian

N
1
Hy=-) B+ > Vi), mi =i (4.11)
i=1 " 1<i<j<N
acting on L? (]R"N ) The potentials V;; describe the particle pair interaction and in the following

we assume that V; = Vigl) + Vig?), such that for some constants A, C,v > 0 we have

VD (@i)| < Clagg| 727, i |agg| > A and VD € I,

1] loc

(R™), (4.12)
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with p > 2 for n = 4 and p = § for n # 4. Furthermore, we assume that
VP >0 isbounded and V. (zy) = 0 as |zy;] — oo (4.13)

Under these conditions V;; is relatively form-bounded with relative bound zero, i.e. it satisfies
(2.2), see [20], p. 170-171.

Separation of the center of mass of the system. We will consider the operator Hy in the center-
of-mass frame following [22]. We introduce the scalar product (-, -),, on R™Y by

N
(X, y)m = Zmi(xi,yi), |z|2, = (2, Z)m, z,y € R™Y. (4.14)
i=1

Here we denote by (-, -) the standard scalar product on R™. Let X be the space R™V equipped
with the scalar product (-, -),, and let

N
Xo{z(zl,...,xN)EX : ZmiziO} (4.15)
i=1
be the space of relative positions of the particles and X. = X © X be the space of the center of
mass position of the system. Denote by Py and P, the corresponding projections from X on X
and X, respectively.

Furthermore, we introduce —A, —Ay and —A, as the Laplace-Beltrami operators with respect
to (4.14) on X, X and X, respectively. Then, corresponding to L?(X) = L?(Xo) ® L*(X.) we
have

—A=-A@I+I®(-A,). (4.16)
Since for every z € X we have
(Pox); — (Pow); = w; — xj, (4.17)
it follows that the potential V(z) = 7, ;< Vij(wi;) satisfies
V(z) = V(Pox). (4.18)
Hence, Hy is unitarily equivalent to the operator
HI+I®(-A.), (4.19)
where
H=-Ag+V. (4.20)

In view of (4.19) the center of mass of the system moves like a free particle and the Hamiltonian
H corresponds to the relative motion of the system. This procedure is known as the reduction
of the center of mass of the system. In the following we only consider the operator H.

Clusters and cluster Hamiltonians. We call an arbitrary non-empty subset C' C {1,...,N} a
cluster of the system and denote by |C| the number of its particles. Let

Xo[C] = {:c €Xo: Y miwi =0, 2;=0,j¢ C’} (4.21)
icC

be the corresponding subspace of the relative positions of the particles within the cluster C'. Let

—Ap[C] be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Xo[C]. We denote the potential of interactions of

the particles in C' by

vicl= Y Vi (4.22)

1,j€C,i<]
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Then for 1 < |C| < N the corresponding cluster Hamiltonian with its center of mass removed is
given by

H[C] = -Ao[C] + V[C]. (4.23)
The operator H[C] acts on L?(X[C]) and it describes the relative motion of the particles within
the cluster C' ignoring all the other particles of the system. Note that for C' = {1,..., N} we
have Xo[C] = Xy, so we set H[C| = H. For |C| =1 we have X([C] = {0}, so in this case we set
H[C]=0.

Partitions of the system. We say that Z = (C4,...,C)p) is a partition or a cluster decomposition
of the system of order |Z| = p, if and only if for all 4,5 = 1,...,p with ¢ # j we have

P
CinCj=0 and  |JCj={1,...,N}. (4.24)
j=1

We refer to C' C Z as a cluster of the partition Z = (Cy,...,C)), if C = C; for some i =1,...,p.
Let

Xo(Z)= @ Xo[Ci] and  X.(Z) = X, © Xo(Z). (4.25)
Cr,CZ
This gives rise to the decomposition
L*(Xo(Z)) = L*(Xo[C1]) @ - - - @ L*(Xo[Ch)). (4.26)

By abuse of notation we denote the operators
I® @I (NG ®I®--®@] and I® - QIQH[C)QI®---®I (4.27)
acting on L?(X(Z)) by —Ao[C;] and H[C;], respectively. Then the cluster decomposition Hamil-
tonian acting on L?(Xy(Z)) is defined by
H(Z)= Y H[C). (4.28)
CpCZ

The operator H(Z) describes the joint internal dynamics of the non-interacting clusters. Let
—Ay(Z) be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X((Z). Then

—Ao(Z2) = - Z Ao[Cr]. (4.29)

CrLCZ

Corresponding to the decomposition L?(Xo) = L?(Xo(Z)) ® L*(X.(Z)) we will sometimes use
the same symbols H|[C;] and H(Z) for the operators acting on L?*(Xj) as

H[C)®I1 and H(Z)®1, (4.30)
respectively. We denote the intercluster interaction by
I(Z)=V =Y VIC]. (4.31)
CrCZ

Then the Hamiltonian H can be written as
H=H2Z)@I+I(-AA2))+1(2), (4.32)

where —A.(Z) is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X.(Z). Denote by Py(Z) and P.(Z) the
corresponding projections from Xy on Xo(Z) and X.(Z), respectively. For 2 € X we set

q(Z) = Py(2)x and &Z) = P.(Z)x. (4.33)
To emphasize the dependence of ¢(Z) and {(Z) we will write
—Ayzy=—A0(Z)  and = Agz) = —A(2) (4.34)
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and
H:—Aq(z) —Ag(z)—i—V or H:H(Z)—Ag(z)—l—I(Z). (435)
Note that the i-th coordinates of ¢(Z) and £(Z) are vectors ¢; and §; given by
qi = x; — T, and & =xc, (4.36)

where (7 is the cluster of the partition Z with ¢ € C; and z¢, is the center of mass of the cluster
C) given by
1
Z METk. (4.37)

To, = =
Zjecl mj keC

With regard to ¢(Z) and £(Z) we introduce the following regions, which we will refer to as cones
in the following. For x > 0 and partitions Z with 1 < |Z| < N let

K(Z, k) ={x € Xo : |q(Z)|m < Kl€(Z) |m}- (4.38)
For the entire system Z; = ({1,...,N}) we set
K(Z1,k) ={z € Xo : |z|m < K} (4.39)

Definition 4.3. For an arbitrary cluster C' C {1,..., N} we say that the operator H[C] =
—Ao[C] 4+ VI[C] has a virtual level at zero, if H[C] > 0 and for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0 we
have

Sess (—(1 — e)Ap[C] + V[C]) = [0, 00) (4.40)
and

Suise (—(1 — £)Ao[C] + V[C]) # 0. (4.41)

Remark. Assume that H has a virtual level. Then condition (4.40) together with the HVZ-
theorem implies that there exists e > 0, such that for any non-trivial cluster C' with 1 < |C] < N
we have

S(—(1—¢e)A[C] + V[C]) = [0, 00). (4.42)
In particular (4.42) yields that if H has a virtual level, then the Hamiltonians corresponding to
the non-trivial clusters of the system do not have resonances or eigenvalues at zero.
The main result of this section is the following
Theorem 4.4. Consider a system of N > 3 particles in dimension n > 3. Suppose that the
potentials Vi satisfy (4.12) and (4.13). Assume that H has a virtual level at zero. Then
(1) zero is an eigenvalue of H and the corresponding eigenfunction g satisfies
Vo (|z[%0p0) € L*(Xo)  and (1 +|2|m)* tpo € L*(Xo) (4.43)
for any 0 < a < %
(ii) There exists a constant 8o > 0, such that for every function v € HY(Xy) satisfying
(Vo, Vo) = 0 we have

(1=00) Vot |I* + (Vip,4b) > 0. (4.44)

(iii) If V;E-Q) satisfies ‘/;52)(1‘) > aj|z| =P for some constants aii; > 0 and B € (0,2), then zero
1s an eigenvalue of H and the corresponding eigenfunction g satisfies

exp (plz[r,) o € L*(Xo), (4.45)
5

where k = 1 — 5 and p > 0 depends on the coefficients ai; and on the masses of the
particles only.
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Remark. (i) Theorem 4.4 tells us that for n-dimensional particles with n > 3 virtual levels
may be resonances for two-body Hamiltonians only. This is the reason why the Efimov
effect does not occur for n > 3 and N > 4. The proof of the absence of the Efimov effect
will be given in Theorem 5.1 in the next section.

(ii) Note that, as it is usual for variational methods for multi-particle Schrodinger operators,
Theorem 4.4 has very weak restrictions on the decay of the positive part of the potentials.
Part (iii) of the theorem shows that if the interactions of particles for large distances are
long-range and positive, an Agmon-type method can be used to prove the sub-exponential
decay of eigenfunctions at the bottom of the essential spectrum. This idea is due to D.
Hundertmark, M. Jex and M. Lange, see [12, 13].

Before proving the theorem, we will generalize it in two directions: We will give an analogue
of this theorem for systems including a particle of infinite mass and we will consider systems
with symmetry restrictions.

4.2.1. Remark on N-particle systems in an external potential field. Now we consider the operator
Hy of an N-particle system {1,..., N} with an external electric field

Hy = — Z Azl+ > Vigla +ZU ) (4.46)

1<i<j<N j=1

acting on L2(R"™V).

Formally, this system can be considered as an (N + 1)-particle system with one particle having
infinite mass and positioned at the origin. This particle will have number zero and we assume
that the external potentials U; satisfy the same conditions as Vj;. Similar to (4.14) we define
the scalar product (-, -),, in RV and write the operator Hy as

Hoo=-Do+ > Viy+ ZUJ, (4.47)

1<i<j<N

where —/A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X. Note that for the operator H,, we do not
need to separate the center of mass motion.
Let Hy > 0. We say that H., has a virtual level if for all sufficiently small € > 0 we have

Sess(Hoo + EAO) = [Oa OO) (448)

and
SdiSC(Hoo + EAO) 7& (Z) (449)

With the definitions given above assertions (i)-(iii) of Theorem 4.4 hold for N + 1 with H
replaced by H,, and X replaced by X

4.2.2. Systems with permutational symmetry. Assume now that a system of N particles contains
several identical particles of finite mass. Let .S be the group of permutations of identical parti-
cles and o be a type of irreducible representation of this group. Let P? be the corresponding
projection on the subspace of functions transformed according to the representation o. For any
fixed partition Z = (C1,...,Cp), 2 < p < N — 1, we define S(Z) as a group, which permutes
identical particles within the clusters Cy, C Z, k = 1,2,...,p and permutes identical clusters if
such clusters exist in Z. Obviously S(Z) is a subgroup of S. Denote by o’/ (Z) types of irreducible
representations of S(Z). We say that the representation ¢’(Z) of the group S(Z) is induced by
the representation o of the group S and write ¢/(Z) < o if ¢/(Z) is contained in o restricted to

S(2).
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Definition 4.5. We say that H? := P? H has a virtual level of symmetry o, if H? > 0 and for
all sufficiently small € > 0 it holds

Sess (PP (H +€Ay)) = [0, 00) (4.50)

and
Sdisc (PU(H + EAo)) =+ 0. (451)

Remark. Analogously to the remark after Definition 4.3, condition (4.50) together with the
HVZ-Theorem [34] imply that for any partition Z = (C1,...,Cp) with 1 < p < N and any type
of irreducible representation o’(Z) < o it holds

PT O (H(Z) + eDyz)) >0 (4.52)
for sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

Theorem 4.6. Suppose that N > 3 and consider the operator H?, where the potentials Vi;
satisfy (4.12) and (4.13). Assume that H° has a virtual level of symmetry o. Then
(i) zerois an eigenvalue of H® with finite degeneracy. Let Wy be the corresponding eigenspace,
then for any o € Wy we have

Vo (|z]20p0) € L*(Xo) and (14 |z|m)* Lo € L*(Xo) (4.53)

n(N—1)—2
for any 0 < ap < ———5—.

(ii) There exists a constant &y > 0, such that for any function v € P°H(Xy) satisfying
<V0’l/), Vo(p0> =0 for all 9 € Wy, it holds

(1=060) Vot lI* + (Vp,4b) > 0. (4.54)

(iii) If Vigg) satisfies Vig2) (z) > ayjlz|=? for some constants a;; > 0 and 3 € (0,2), then for
every function ¢y € Wy we have

exp (plzly,) po € L*(Xo), (4.55)
]

where k = 1 — 5 and p > 0 depends on the coefficients c;; and on the masses of the
particles only.

Remark. The decay rate of the eigenfunctions ¢g € Wy depends on the corresponding Hardy
. 2

constant ¢y, which on the whole space L?(Xj) is given by cy = W. However, if o is

a representation different from the symmetric representation, the Hardy constant can become

larger. This can result in a stronger decay rate of the eigenfunctions.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.4

The following estimate for the localization error, originally proved in [29], plays a crucial role
in the proof of Theorems 4.4 and 4.6. For the convenience of the reader a complete proof of this
estimate is given in the Appendix.

Lemma 4.7. [29, Lemma 5.1] Given € > 0 and k > 0, for each partition Z with 1 < |Z] < N
one can find 0 < k' < k and functions uz, vz : Xg— R, such that

1, € K(Z,K)
2 2 ) )
=1, = 4.56
Wz vz uz () {0, ¢ K(Z, k) ( )
and
Vouzl? + [Vovz [ < e [luz|z];,? + luzl?le (2) |,:7] (4.57)

forze K(Z,k)\ K (Z,r).
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To explain the main ideas of the proof of Theorem 4.4 we start with N = 3 and extend the
strategy to the case N > 4 afterwards.

Proof of Theorem 4.4 for N =3 particles and n = 3. Note that in this case we have to prove
(4.43) with ag € (0,2). We will prove that all conditions of statement (i) of Theorem 2.1 are
fulfilled. We will also show that if in addition ‘/;52)(1') > a;jlz|~” holds for some constants
a;; >0 and 8 € (0,2), then (4.55) follows from statement (iii) of Theorem 2.1.
Since V;; € LI%OC(R3) and it decays at infinity, for any € > 0 there exists a constant C(g) > 0,
such that

(IVijle, #) < ellVay el + Cle)llell? (4.58)
holds for any function ¢ € C§°(Xo). This obviously implies (2.2) for V' = >, _, .. n Vij, see
[20], p.170.
To prove statements (i) and (ii) of the theorem it is sufficient to prove that

Llg] := (1 =70) [Voell* + (Vo ) = llaola] ol|* = 0 (4.59)
holds for some constant o > 0, any o € (1,2) and any function ¢ € H'(Xy), which satisfies
supp () C {x € Xo : |2|m > R} for some sufficiently large R > 0.

The proof of (4.59) follows the ideas of the estimate from below of the quadratic form of a
multi-particle Schrodinger operator in [30] in the easiest case when the corresponding cluster
Hamiltonians do not have bound states or virtual levels. The difference between (4.59) and a
similar inequality proved in [30] is that for the purposes of [30] it was sufficient to prove this
inequality with an arbitrary small oy > 0. Now we need to prove (4.59) with ag € (1,2).
Following [28] we will make a partition of unity of the support of the function ¢, separating
regions corresponding to different partitions of the system into clusters.
Let uz be the localization functions defined by (4.56). Recall that for |Z] = 2 the function uyz
is supported in the cone in the configuration space, where two particles belonging to the same
cluster in Z are close one to another and the third particle is very far away from this cluster.
Due to Theorem B.2 in the in the Appendix we can choose x > 0 sufficiently small, such that
the cones K(Z, k) for different Z with |Z| = 2 do not overlap on the support of ¢. Then Lemma
4.7 yields

Llg] = Z Ly [puz] + L2 [pV], (4.60)

Z,|12|=2

where V= /1-3", 7, u2 and the functionals Ly, Ly : H'(X() — R are defined by

Lafy] = (1= 0) Vot I* + (Vep, 0} — lleolalz ol = e lla(2) | ¢l

L[] = (1= 70) Vot * + (Vo, ) — aolelz vl — & [[lol7 ]|

We will prove that Li[puz] > 0 and La[pV] > 0, if £,79 > 0 and & > 0 are sufficiently small and
R > 0 is sufficiently large. Here, k > 0 is the parameter in the definition of the cone K(Z, k).
At first we estimate Lq[puz] for an arbitrary partition Z = (C4,C3). Note that by (4.35)

(4.61)

Lilpuz] = (H(Z)puz, puz) — Y0 ||Vq(z)(sﬁuz)H2
+ (1= 70) | Ve (puz)||” + L(Z)puz, puz) (4.62)
— llaolzl,, puzl® — e ||lq (2) I;lsﬂuZH2.

Without loss of generality we assume that in Z = (C1, Cs) the cluster C; has two particles and
(3 has only one particle. Applying (4.42) we get

(H(Z)puz, puz) > 1ollVyz) (ouz) |I° (4.63)



21

for some pp > 0 independent of . For sufficiently small € > 0 and ~y > 0 this yields

(H(Z)puz, puz) =0 |Vaz (puz)|” = lla (D)5 euz|* > B IVa) (pua) IP. (4:64)

Therefore, we arrive at

I?

Ho 2
Li[puz] > 7||Vq(z) (puz)|I> + (1 = 70) || Veez) (puz)||

o (4.65)
+ (L(Z)puz, puz) — |laolz], puz|®.

On the support of uz we have |¢(Z)|m < n|§(Z)|m, which by Hardy inequality implies

B Vaz) (puz) I? 2 £5 |1E(2)15 puz | (4.66)

Let B(R) = {x € Xy : |z|;», < R}. Since supp (pu ) C K (Z,k)\ B(R) it holds |z;;| > C|§(Z )|m
for i € Cy, j € Cy and some C > 0. Therefore, by V;; > Vigl) and |VZ§ )(x”)| <ClE(Z)|>7"
we can estimate from below the r.h.s. of (4.65) as

I _ _ _
s 3 IE@)5 euzl? = ClIED) L puzl® — of 1)) uzll® > 0 (4.67)

for sufficiently small k > 0. Now to prove part (i) and part (ii) of the theorem in the case of
N = 3 it suffices to show La[V¢] > 0. Note that on the support of V all the distances between

the particles are large. Since V;; > Vigl) and due to the support of V¢ we have

Vi) @) < Clal,?™ <elaly?, 65=1.2.3,i# (4.68)
where £ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small by choosing R > 0 sufficiently large. This yields
La[Ve] 2 (1 =0)IVo (V) I = (ag — 2¢) [llz], V1% (4.69)
Since dim Xy = 6, Hardy’s inequality implies
IVo(V)lI? > 4] |z]! Vel 2. (4.70)

For ap < 2 we can choose 0 < € < 4_20‘3 and 79 > 0 sufficiently small, such that La[¢)V] > 0
which completes the proof of statement (i) and (ii) for d = 3 and N = 3.
In order to prove statement (iii) it suffices to note that for 5 € (0,2) and «;; > 0 we have

Z” v 2)(.Tij) > Clz|;”. Applying statement (iii) of Theorem 2.1 completes the proof for
O

Now we prove the theorem for n =3 and N > 4.

Proof of statement (i) and (it) of Theorem 4.4 for n =3 and N > 4. In this part of the proof
we can assume that Vi§2) =0 holds for i,5=1,...,N, i # j.

Let L[-] be the functional defined in (4.59). In the following we will show that L[p] > 0 holds
for every 0 < ap < 222 and every ¢ € H'(X,) with supp(¢) C Xo\ B(R), where B(R) = {z €
X :|z|m < R} with R > 0 sufficiently large. Analogously to the case N = 3 we get

Ligl > > Lifpuz]+ Ly [pVa], (4.71)
Z,|Z|=2

where the functionals Ly, Ly are defined in (4.61) and Va = /1 =377, u?. By repeating

the same arguments as in the case N = 3, one can easily show that Li[puz] > 0 holds for all
two-cluster decompositions Z. We only need to prove La[Vap] > 0.
Due to Theorem B.2 we can find £(3) > 0, such that on the support of Vap the cones K (Z, k(3))
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and K (Z',k(3)) do not overlap for partitions Zs, Z§ with |Z| = |Z’| = 3 and Z # Z'. Applying
Lemma 4.7 yields

LyVagl = Y LifuzVagl + Lh[VsVal, (4.72)
7,|7|=3

where V3 = /1 — Zz,m:s u?, on the support of Vap and

L] = (H(Z)9, ) = 70 [ Ve ]| + (1 =) | Ve o ||” + (L(Z)0, )
— (@@ + o) llz[; el — e ela (2) )P, (473)

_ 12
Ly[y) = (1 =70) Vo ll* + (Veb, 90) = laolal 1> — 2¢ [[lal ||
Since for each cluster C; with |C;| > 1 in the partition Z = (C1, Ca, Cs) we have (4.42), it holds

(H(Z)),4) > poll V(29117 (4.74)
for some pg > 0, independent of . In addition, on the support of uz)Vs we can estimate
\Vij (zi5) | < clé(Z)],;,277 for i, j belonging to different clusters in Z. Consequently, by the same
arguments as in the estimate of Li[uzp] with |Z] = 2 we get Li[uzVap] > 0 with |Z| = 3.
Repeating this process, we see that to prove the theorem it suffices to show

Lay] := (1= 70) Vot I* + (Va, 9} = [laolal 012 = e |[elelzt | > 0 (4.75)

for small &,y > 0 and for functions ¢» € H'(Xy), which are supported outside the ball of the
radius R in X in the region, where for any pair of particles 4, j it holds |x;;| > ¢|x|,, for some
constant ¢ > 0. In this region it holds

|Vij (2i5) | < clal? 7. (4.76)

We choose 0 < € < w — a3, such that by Hardy’s inequality in dimension 3(N — 1)

(4.75) holds. Now we can apply Theorem 2.1 and conclude that zero is a simple eigenvalue of H
and the corresponding eigenfunction ¢q satisfies

Vo (|z]2°p0) € L*(Xo) and (1 + |z|m)* oo € L* (X)) (4.77)

for every ap < 3=2. This completes the proof of statement (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.4 in the
case n = 3 and N > 4. Finally, since Hardy’s inequality holds for every n > 3, the proof of the
theorem can be adapted to the case n > 4 by replacing the Hardy constant in the corresponding
dimension. Statement (iii) of the theorem follows from statement (iii) of Theorem 2.1 similar
to the case of N = 3. O

Theorem 4.6 can be proved analogously to Theorem 4.4 by applying Theorem 3.1 instead of
Theorem 2.1.

5. ABSENCE OF THE EFIMOV EFFECT IN N-PARTICLE SYSTEMS WITH N > 4

In this section we prove that the Efimov effect does not occur in the case of more than three
particles in any dimension n > 3. The main reason for this is that for such systems the virtual
level is always an eigenvalue, see Theorem 4.4. Our proof is based on the ideas of [29], where
it was shown that in case of three particles, restricted to certain symmetries, the Efimov effect
does not occur as well. We will adapt this technique to arbitrary N-body systems.

Theorem 5.1. Let H be the operator defined in (4.20) with n > 3 and N > 4. Let the potentials
Vij satisfy (4.12) and (4.13). If n = 3 we will assume in addition that V;; € L% (R3). Further,

loc

assume that for any cluster C' with |C| = N — 1 we have H[C] > 0 and for any € € (0,1)
Sess (—(1 — ) A[C] + V[C]) = [0, 00). (5.1)
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Then the discrete spectrum of H is finite.

Remark. (i) We emphasize that in Theorem 5.1 the cluster Hamiltonian H[C] with |C| =

N — 1 may have a virtual level, which according to Theorem 4.4 is an eigenvalue at zero.
On the other hand cluster Hamiltonians H[C"] for clusters C’" with |C’| < N — 1 are not
allowed to have virtual levels due to the condition (5.1) and the HVZ-Theorem.

(ii) Theorem 5.1 can be easily generalized to the case when one of the particles has infinite
mass.

(iii) The results of Theorem 5.1 can be generalized to the case when the operator H is
considered on a subspace of functions with fixed permutational symmetry. Namely, the
following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.2. Consider the operator H° = P°H with n > 3 and N > 4, where the potentials
Vij satisfy (4.12) and (4.13). If n = 3, we will assume in addition that V;; € L (R3). Let the
operators H(Z), the group S(Z) and the inducing of the symmetry o' (Z) < o be defined as in
section 4.2.2.

Assume there exists € > 0, such that for all partitions Z = (C1,Cs) into two clusters Cy and Cs
with |C1] = N — 1 or |Cay] = N — 1 it holds

PPOHZ) >0 and  Ses (P"'(Z) (H(Z) +€Aq<Z))) = [0,00) (5.2)

for all o'(Z) < o. Moreover, we assume that for all partitions Z into two clusters Cy and Co

with |Cy| # N — 1 and |C2| # N — 1 it holds

S (P (H(Z) +eAy)) = 0,00) (5.3)
for all 0'(Z) < o. Then the discrete spectrum of H is finite.
Proof of Theorem 5.1. Consider the functional L; : H'(Xo) — R, defined by

Lufg] == (He, ¢) — ellal! ol (5.4)

Due to Lemma A.1 (see in Appendix) to prove the theorem it suffices to show that there exist
constants e > 0 and b > 0, such that Li[p] > 0 holds for all functions ¢ € Hl(XO) with
suppp C {z € Xy, |z|m > b}. Applying Lemma 4.7 yields for partitions Z = (Cy,C3) into two
clusters C, Cy

Lilg] > Z Lalpuz] + LsleV], (5.5)
Z,Z|=2

where V= /1-3", 7, u% and the functionals Lo, L3 : H'(X() — R are defined by

Loyp] = (Hv,v) — elllol" v 11* — exllla(2) 15" 1),
Ls[y] = (H,¥) — (e + e1)lll=]" 11, (5.7)

where
Q(Z2) € {z € Xo : |z[m > b, K&(Z)lm < |9(Z)m < KIE(Z) |} (5.8)

The constants €1 > 0 and x > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small and s’ > 0 depends on 1 and
k. At first we prove that La[puyz] > 0. We need to distinguish between two different types of
partitions Z = (C1, Cs):

(i) |Cil < N—=1and |Cy] < N —1,

(ii) |C1]=N—1or|Cy] =N —1.
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As it was mentioned in the remark after Theorem 5.1 in case (i) the operators H|[C4] and H[C5]
do not have virtual levels, i.e. there exists a constant pg > 0, such that

(H(Z)puz, puz) = pol|Vy(z) (uz)|’ (5.9)
holds for any ¢ € H'(Xp). In this case analogously to the proof of Theorem 4.4 we conclude
that La[puz] > 0.

We turn to case (ii), where the cluster Hamiltonians may have virtual levels. Suppose that
|Cy] = N — 1 and that H[C4] has a virtual level. Due to Theorem 4.4 the operator H[C] has

an eigenvalue at zero. Let g be the corresponding eigenfunction with ||¢g|| = 1. We estimate
La[puz] by adapting the strategy of [29]. We write
puz(q(2),6(2)) = vo(a(2)) F(£(2)) +9(a(2),£(2)), (5.10)
where
FE(2)) = Vazypol (Vo2 (puz), Voiz)90)a(2) (5.11)
and
(Va2)9(,€(2)), Vy(z)p0) = 0 (5.12)

holds for almost every £(Z). Then we have
Lalpuz] = (H[C1] g,9) + (H[C1] @0 f, 0 f) +2Re(H[C1] g, 0 f)
+ Ve (puz)IPP + (L(Z)puz, puz) (5.13)
—elllzlz ouzl? - eillla(Z)15 vuzliéyz)-

Since H[C4]po = 0 the second term and the third term on the r.h.s. of (5.13) are zero. Due to
the orthogonality condition (5.12), Theorem 4.4 yields

(H[C1]g,9) > 60l Vg(z)9lI” (5.14)
for some 0y > 0. We arrive at

Lao[puz] >60l|V ey gll” + IVe(z) (puz) I + (1(Z)puz, ouz)

B B (5.15)
—elllzl euzl? = erllla(2)] uz @z
Now since V;; > V;g-l), we have
1 1
(I(Z)puz,puz) > Z <V¢§ Vpuz, puz) > - Z <|V¢§ Nlouz, puz)
1€Cq,jeC2 i€Cq,jeCo
_1-x
> —CllE2)|m 2 puzll® > —eal||Ve(zypuzll?, (5.16)

where €5 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small by choosing b > 0 sufficiently large. Here we
used that on supp (puz) we have |VZ§1)($”)| < ClE(2))2Y < 221€(2)];,2 for 4,7 belonging to
different clusters. This implies

Lolpuz] > 60[|Va(2)91I*+(1 = €2)lIVe(z) (0uz)|?

- B (5.17)
—elllzlnteuzll® = ellla(2)m vuzlGz)-
Since |z|,;t < [£(2)|;,.}, applying Hardy’s inequality yields
(1 = e2)IVeez) (puz)|? — elllzln puzl® = (1 = e3)[Ve(z) (puz) 1%, (5.18)

where €3 = €9 + 4e. This implies
Lalpuz] > 00[|Va(z)gll* + (1 = 23) [ Vez) (puz) | = e1llla(2)] puzliéyz). (5.19)
Let us estimate the last term on the r.h.s. of (5.19). Note that
la(2) |5 euzliéyz) < 2Ma(2) 5 0o f I z) + 2M1a(Z) 15 gl z)- (5.20)
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By combining the terms do[|Vy(z)g[|* and 2e1||q(Z)];,' g/l 7y and applying Hardy’s inequality
we get for small £ > 0

Lolpuz] > (1 - &3)[|Ve(z) (puz)|® — 2e1llla(2) 5 o f 6y 2) - (5.21)
Now we estimate the last term on the r.h.s. of (5.21). Note that for x > 0 sufficiently small and
x € Q(Z) it holds |£(Z)|m > ¢ and

— 2

@il B < [ UPae@) [ ale@)? )

{16(2)|m=35} N2,£(2))

(5.22)
<wyr [ elrP@)? ae)
{l&(2)Im>3}
where (Z,6(2)) = a(2) : WD)l < (2 < WIE(Z)]n} and
2E2) = [ lela(2)P da(2). (5:23)
Q(2,£(2))

Since g is square-integrable in ¢(Z), for fixed k' > 0 and any 6 > 0 one can find b > 0, such
that ® (£(Z)) < § holds uniformly in [£(Z)|, > £. Hence, for any fixed ' > 0 and 4 > 0 we
can choose b > 0 sufficiently large, such that

(Dl ool < o1 [ 622D de(2) (5:24)
This, together with (5.21) yields
Laliuz] 2 (1~ &0) Vet (ou) | = 2e1e |62 S (5.29

In the following we will estimate the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.25). By Hardy’s inequality we
have

1 1
Ve (pua)l® = Flleuzl€(Z2)[H1P = 7 leofIE(2)]" + 9l&(2)] |1 (5.26)

7 (leofIE)M 1 + 9121211 = 2 [(po f1E(2) " 91E(2) 1) -

Note that functions f and g are supported in the region |£(Z)|m > (1 4+ £2)"2|2|m, where
|Z|m > b > 0. Hence, f|€(Z)|;;} € L3(X.(Z)) and g|¢(2)|;,! € LQ(XO) Under the assumptions

|m |m

[ =

on the potentials the domain of the operator H(Z) is given by H?(X(Z)), see [20]. Hence, due
to @0 € H*(Xo(Z)) and (Vy(2)90, Vg2 9l£(Z)|7) = 0, Lemma 5.3 in [29] yields
(0o f1E(Z)15" glE(Z)15N] < 271 (1 = w) (o fIED) IR + llgle(2) 1517 | (5.27)

where w > 0 depends on [|o||, [[Vq(zypoll and ||Agyz)@ol only. Combining (5.27) and (5.26) we
get

Ve (euz)lP = 5 (leof )M + gl ()IRHP) = S 1A~ (5.28)

This, together with (5.25) implies La[puz] > 0.

Thus, it remains to prove that Ls[p)] > 0 holds for every function p € H'(Xp) satisfying
supp ¢ C {x € Xo, |z|m > b}. For any partition Z = (C4,...,Cp) with p > 3 the corresponding
cluster Hamiltonians H[C;] do not have virtual levels. Therefore, we can estimate the functional
L3[pV] in cones corresponding to partitions Z into 3 < p < N —1 clusters, similarly to the proof
of Theorem 4.4. In the region, which remains after the separation of cones corresponding to all
Z with p < N — 1 it holds [V." (zi)| < ¢la[;27" for all i # j. Applying Hardy’s inequality
completes the proof. O
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6. SYSTEMS OF N > 4 FERMIONS IN DIMENSION n =1 OR n = 2

We consider a system of N > 3 one- or two-dimensional particles and the corresponding
Hamiltonian given in (4.11), where the potentials V;; satisfy

Vij € Lio(R")  and  |Vij(@)| < Cla] 77", if o > A (6.1)

for some constants A > 0 and v > 0. Further, we assume that all particles are identical, i.e.
m; =m; for 1 <4,5 < N and for i # j, k # | we have

Vij(x) = Vi (—x), Vij(@) = Vi(z), zeR", n=12. (6.2)

We define the space X and the operator H according to (4.15) and (4.20), respectively. Since the
particles are identical, the operator H is invariant under action of the group Sy of permutation
of particles. Let 0,5 be the irreducible representation of Sy, antisymmetric with respect to
permutation of each pair of particles. Let P?»¢ be the corresponding projection in X, onto
the subspace of the o,s. We will consider the operator H on the subspace P%»L?(X;) and
define H%s = P%sH. Given a cluster C, let S[C] be the subgroup of Sy corresponding to
permutations of particles within the cluster C. We denote by 0,5[C] the irreducible representation
of S[C], antisymmetric with respect to permutation of each pair of particles in C. Let H7*[C] =
Po=lClH[C).

Definition 6.1. For an arbitrary cluster C' we say that the corresponding operator H?2=[C] has
a virtual level at zero, if H7[C] > 0 and for any £ > 0 sufficiently small it holds

Sess (P71 = (1= £)Ag[C] + VIC]] ) = [0, %) (6.3)

and

Sase (P71 = (1 = £)Ao[C] + VIC]] ) #0. (6.4)
We are now ready to state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.2. Consider a system of N > 3 particles in dimension n = 1 or n = 2. Assume
that the potentials Vi; satisfy (6.1) and (6.2). Further, assume that H= has a virtual level at
zero and for each cluster C' with |C| > 1 and sufficiently small € > 0 it holds

S (P"as[c][— (1 - £)Ao[C] +V[C]]) = [0, 00). (6.5)
Then, zero is an eigenvalue of H%»s.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.1, it suffices to show that there exist R > 0, 79 > 0 and ag > 1,
such that for any function ¢ € P H' (X,) with supp(¢) C Xo \ B(R) and B(R) = {z € Xy :
|z|m < R} we have

Llg] := (H7p, ) = 20| Voull* — aolllz]7" ¢ = 0. (6.6)

Note that in dimensions n = 1 and n = 2 Hardy’s inequality holds for antisymmetric functions
[4]. In=2and N >4orn=1and N > 6 we can repeat the same arguments as in Theorem
4.4 with 0 < a9 < % Hence, we only need to consider the cases n = 2, N = 3 and
n=1,N=3,4,5.

We start with the case n = 2, N = 3. Since Hardy’s inequality on the space of antisymmetric
functions holds, by the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, it suffices to show that
Ly[pV] > 0 holds for ¢ € P%»= H! (X;), where La[pV] and V are defined in (4.61). Multiplication
with V does not change the symmetry property of ¢, the function ¢V is antisymmetric with
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respect to permutations of particles. Hence, it is orthogonal to all functions depending on ||,
only. Therefore, for ¢} we have (see for example in [14], p. 254)

1 ..
IVo (@V)[I* = L(L + Dll|zl @VI?, L =1+ 5 (dim Xo - 3) (6.7)

with [ = 1 and dimXy = 4. Substituting this inequality in the formula for La[¢)V] gives the
desired estimate for n =2 and N > 3.

Now we turn to the case n = 1 and N = 3,4,5. Let N = 4 or N = 5. In this case we have
dim Xy = 3 or dimX( = 4, respectively. By the same argument as in the case of n = 2, N = 3, we
only have to consider the functional La[pV]. Since ¢V is orthogonal to all functions depending
on |z|,, only, applying the Hardy-type inequality (6.7) with { = 1 and dim Xy = 3 or dim X, = 4,
respectively, yields the result for n = 1 and N =4, N = 5. To complete the proof it remains to
consider the case n =1 and N = 3. For this case we will prove the following

Lemma 6.3. Let X, be the space defined in (4.15) with n =1 and N = 3 and let ¢ € C§ (Xo)
be antisymmetric with respect to exchange of each pair of coordinates (x;,x;). Then we have

IVotsll? > 9l |17, (6.8)
Remark. Combining the arguments of the proof of Theorem 2.1 with the estimate (6.8) one can
easily obtain an estimate on the rate of decay of virtual levels in this system. In particular, it is
easy to see that a zero-energy eigenfunction ¢q for a system of three one-dimensional fermions on
the subspace of functions antisymmetric with respect to permutations of coordinates of particles
satisfies (1 + |z|m)? S0 € L*(X) for any € > 0.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Note that for n =1 and N = 3 we have dim X = 2. On the plane Xy we

introduce the polar coordinates ¥ = 1)(p, 0), where p = \/2?21 z? and 0 is the angle between z

and %(1, —1,0). Obviously, the lines 1 = 3, x2 = x3, x1 = x3 cut Xj into six sectors, each
sector having angle %. Since ¢ is antisymmetric with respect to reflection on these symmetry
axes, we conclude that 1 is a periodic function in the variable  with period § and v(p,0) = 0.

We represent ¢ as a Fourier series, i.e. we write for almost all p

b(p,0) = an(p)sin(3nb). (6.9)
n=1
Differentiating (6.9) we get
ot = |2 2] > oo (6.10)
“|lp oo = ' '
This completes the proof. O

For the absence of the Efimov effect in systems of N > 4 one- or two-dimensional particles we
get now the following result.

Theorem 6.4. Let n = 1 or n = 2 and consider a system of N > 4 particles. Assume that
the potentials Vi; satisfy (6.1) and (6.2). Further, assume that for each cluster C we have
He=[C] >0 and if 1 < |C| < N — 1 the operator H?[C] does not have a virtual level at zero.
Then the discrete spectrum of H%= is finite.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 6.4 goes along the same line as that of Theorem 5.1. The only
difference is that if for a cluster C' with |C| = N — 1 the operator H<[C] has a virtual level,
zero might be a degenerate eigenvalue of finite mulitplicity. However, in this case we can find a
decompostion similar to that in (5.10) with a function g which is orthogonal to the corresponding
eigenspace. Repeating the arguments of the proof of Theorem 5.1 proves Theorem 6.4. (|
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APPENDIX A.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Let & > 0 and b > 0 be fixed. Let b > band u € C*(R,), such that u(t) = 1
if ¢t < b and u is non-increasing on [b, 00). Moreover, for t — b let u'(¢) (1 — u*(t)) 2 — 0. We

define v := /1 — u?,

xi(@) :==u(lz])  and  xo(z) :=v(lz]). (A1)
Then, since x? + x5 = 1 holds we have
Vxal? u'(|=])®
Vxil? + |Vxe? = = . A2
Vb el = g T Tl -
1
Now since u/(|z|) (1 — w*(|z])) * — 0 as |z| — b, we can take b’ > b so close to b that
u'(j)? 2 /
— < b, b']. A3
s <elel %, lal € b (A3)
This together with (A.2) implies
(IVxal® +[Vx2l?) <elz|™, 2| € .07, (A.4)

Now we define the function u for t > b’ as

u(t):u(b’)ln(%) (m(b;))_l, te[p',b) and w(t)=0, t>b. (A.5)

b
Note that u(b’) is close to 1, but it is strictly less than 1. As before we set
xi(@) =u(lz)),  xo(z) =v(zl), |of 2V (A.6)
We have for |z| > b a.e.
2(p! ’ -2
2 2 u”(b') b -2
<———(In|= . A.
Va1Vl < s (n(3)) e (A7)
For fixed b’ we can choose b so large that the r.h.s. of (A.7) can be estimated as e|z|2. O

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Let k > 0 and let Z = (C4, ..., C}) be an arbitrary partition into p clusters.
For the sake of brevity we write ¢ and ¢ instead of ¢(Z) and £(Z), respectively.
Let v; € C! (R+), such that vy (t) = 1, if ¢ > x and vy is non-decreasing on [0, k]. We assume

1

Vi(#) (1= v2(£) "% = 0 as t — r and define uy (£) = (1 — v3(£))?.
For 0 < k" <k and x = (¢,§) € K(Z,k)\K(Z,K") let

we) = (B2). w = (52). (A8)

Then we have

Voul* + [Voul? = (1= v3(1)) ™" (v} (1))° (1 + lal2,[€]72) IE12, (A.9)
where t = |g|m[¢];,!. Since v” < |glmlé];! < & and [2fh, = [qf7, + [€]7, we have [¢];7 <
(14 &2)|z|,,;2. Hence, (A.9) yields

IVou|? + | Voul? < (v} (£)* (1 —v1 (8)2) 7 (1+ &%) |2[;2. (A.10)

1
Since v{(t) (1 —v$(t)) 2 — 0 as t — x we can choose " close to k to get

W, (1)* (1 =0 (1)) (14627 232 < elzf;2 for z € K(Z,k)\K(Z,K"). (A.11)
Now we define u and v for 2z € K(Z,k"). Let 0 < &’ < r’ and set
v1(t) = v (") (In (n”/n/))fl In(t/s), t < kK" (A.12)
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Let

v(z) = (%) , v € K(Z,k"\K(Z,r") and v(z) =0, x € K(Z,K'). (A.13)

Since vy (t) < vi(k”) < 1, if t < k" we have

(IVoul® + [Vou[?) |ul ™% = [Vou[? (1 — v2) " |u|~2

(A.14)
< |Voul*(1 - vi(x") 7
and for t = |q|,m |€],F < K
[Woul® = (01 ()" (14 lall€ln?) [El° < (01 (8)” (14 (+)?) Il (A.15)
Note that
o) (8) = v (") (In (5" /K) " 1 (A.16)
Hence, combining (A.14), (A.15) and (A.16) yields
(|V0u|2 + |Vov|2) lu|~? < v1(K")? (In (n”/n/)f? (1 + (fi”)2) t2¢)2 (A.17)
Substituting t = |q|,»|£];,,} implies
(IVoul® +[Vov[?) < elql;*|uf® (A.18)
for |q|m < K"|¢|m and &' > 0 sufficiently small. This, together with (A.10) completes the
proof. O

Lemma A.1. Let h = —A+V in L2(R?), d > 3, with V satisfying (2.2). Assume there erist
€ >0 and b >0, such that
(W, ) — (|22, ) > 0 (A.19)
holds for any v € H'(R?) with suppy C {x € R, |z| > b}. Then the following assertions hold.
(1) inf Sess(h) > 0.

(ii) The operator h has at most a finite number of negative eigenvalues.

(iii) Zero is not an infinitely degenerate eigenvalue of h.

(iv) If the potential V satisfies (2.10) then the space W of functions ¢ € H'(R?) with

/ Vo(x) - Vip(z) de Jr/ V(z)p(x)(x)dz =0, ¢ € HY(RY) (A.20)
R4 R4
s at most finite-dimensional.

Remark. (i) The Lemma is a slightly modified variant of a part of the proof of the main
Theorem in [35].

(ii) This result can be easily extended to the case where the operator h is invariant under
action of a symmetry group G and we consider this operator on some symmetry space
P°L2(RY), here o is a type of irreducible representation of G.

Proof. We construct a finite-dimensional subspace M C L?(R9), such that (h, ) > 0 holds for

any ¢ € H'(R?) (Hl(]Rd)) orthogonal to M. Due to Lemma 2.2 we have
(hp, ) = Llpxa] + Lvxal, (A.21)

where the functional L is given by
L[y] = (hoy, ¥) — e(lz[ ">, 9). (A.22)
Since 1y2 is supported outside the ball of radius b > 0, condition (A.19) implies L[ixa] > 0.

Hence, it suffices to show that L[tx1] > 0 holds for any ¢ L M for some finite-dimensional space
M. By Hardy’s inequality and (2.2) it holds

Llpx1] = (1 =59)[VOaw) |l = Ce) xay |l (A.23)
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For k € N let
My = {@i1x1,-- -, PrX1]) (A.24)

where {¢1,..., ¢k} is an orthonormal set of eigenfunctions corresponding to the k lowest eigen-
values of the Laplacian, acting on L? (B(b)) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, where B(b) =
{z € R?: |z| < b}. For ¢» L My, we have ¢¥x1 L @1, ...px, which for sufficiently large k& implies

IV@x)I? > 2 (1 —e) " Cle) [l (A.25)

Therefore, we conclude L[tx1] > 0. This proves statements (i)-(iii).

In order to prove statement (iv), we consider the operator h; := h — (1 + |x|)~2. The operator
hy satisfies (A.21) for b > 0 sufficiently large. If the space W is not finite-dimensional, then hq
has an infinite number of negative eigenvalues. This is a contradiction to (ii). O

APPENDIX B. ANTONETS, ZHISLIN, SHERESHEVSKIJ'S THEOREM

In the proofs of Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 5.1 to show that some regions of the configuration
space of a N-particle system do not overlap we used a result, which goes back to the work [3]
of M. A. Antonets, G. M. Zhislin and I. A. Shereshevskij. Since there is no English translation
of this reference, below we will give the statement and the corresponding proof following the
original work [3].

Consider a system of N > 3 particles in dimension d > 1 with masses my,...,my > 0. Let
(-, )m be the scalar product defined by (4.14). For a cluster C' C {1,..., N} let Py[C] be the
projection from Xy on Xo[C], defined in (4.21). We set

X[C]={z=(z1,...,2n) € Xo:2; =01if i £ C}, X.[C] = X[C] & Xo[C] (B.1)
and denote by P.[C] the corresponding projection from Xy on X [C]. We denote
N
M[C] = Zmi, M = Zmi and m=_min m;. (B.2)
icC i=1
For P.[Clz = (y1,...,yn) holds y; =0 if j & C and
1 e
y; = x:[C) = M) Zmizi ifjecC. (B.3)

i€C
For a partition Z = (C1,...,C,) of order |Z| = p let X((Z) and X.(Z) be the spaces defined in
(4.25) and let Py(Z) and P.(Z) be the corresponding projections from Xy on Xo(Z) and X.(Z),
respectively.
In the following we define the constants x’ and x, which will be used later as the parameters
introduced in the definition of the cones K(Z,x) in (4.38). First, we define these constants
inductively as functions in n € N, where later n will correspond to |Z|.

Definition B.1. Pick any (1) > 0 and any &’ with x(1) > /(1) > 0. Provided, x'(l) and (1)
are defined for some [ > 1, set

P(1+1) = m’ (F0)° (B.4)
2MP 1+ (' (1))
and choose k(I + 1) > 0, such that the condition
m® (&'(1)” — (r(1+1))*
ME 1 (W (1)
is fulfilled. Afterwards, choose 0 < v’(I +1) < x(l + 1).

— (U + 1) > B0+ > (k04D (14 60+ 1)) (B5)
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Remark. It is easy to see that for fixed x'(I) we can always pick x(I + 1) so small that (B.5)
holds.

Theorem B.2 (Antonets, Zhislin, Shereshevskij). Let 2 < | < N — 1 and let x(l),x'(l) be
defined according to Definition B.1. Assume that Z,Z be two cluster decompositions of order

\Z| = |Z| =1 with Z # Z. Then
K (z m(z)) nK (z m(z)) c U K@+ (2)). (B.6)
Z:1Z|<l
Proof of Theorem B.2. In order to prove the theorem we need the following

Definition B.3. Let s’ and s be chosen according to Definition B.1 and let Z be a partition.
We define

M(Zrr) = K(Zr(Z)\ | K(Z,&(2). (B.7)

12"|<]Z]

Lemma B.4. For any cluster C, any partition Z and for any x,y € Xo we have

(i) (Po[Cla, Po[Cly)m = 5ty 2 mimy{w = T,y = i),
2,J€

(ii) (Pe(Z)2, Pe(Z)y)m = 537 o CZ;CZM[C’]M[C"K%[C’] = 2[C"], 5 [C'] = ye[C"]).

Proof. Note that for any x € Xy we have
(PO [C]x)z =x; — .TC[C] ifieC (BS)
and (Py[Clx); = 0 for i ¢ C. Hence, by definition we obtain

(Po[Clx, Po[Cly)m
= Zml@z — -Tc[c]a Yi — yc[C]>

= gmi@ia yi) = Y milee[Cliys) = Y mifwi,yelCl) + D mifwelC], ye[C))
iec iec iec iec
= Z;mmw - <wc[01, Zcmy> - <§mixi,yc[c1> + M[C){x[C], 5 [C])
= EZCM:E yi) — 2M[C] <:[C], y.[C]) + ;\Z[C] (2.[C], y[C])
= Zezmxzm — M[CY(xe[C, ye[C)- (B.9)

icC
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On the other hand,
> mamglas —xg oy —y) = Y mi Yy my (@ yi) + (@5, 05) — (@0,05) — (@5, 0)

,jeC ieC  jeC
=M[C z:mZ xi,yi) + M[C Zm] T, Y50
e jec
— <Z m;x;g, Z mjyj> — <Z m;xj, Zmzyz>
icC jeC jeC i€C
C1 Y miwi,yi) — 2 (M[C))* ([C], y[C))
ieC
C] <Z mi(i, yi) — M[CK:CC[CL%[CD) : (B.10)
ieC

This, together with (B.9) completes the proof of Lemma B.4 (i).
Now we prove (ii). For i € C' C Z we have

(P(Z)x); = x.[C'], (B.11)
which implies
<PC(Z).’L' P Z Z m] :Cc yc C/]>
C'CcZ jecC’
= > M[C) e[ C"), yel ') (B.12)
c'cz

Furthermore, similar to (B.10) we have

Z M[C/]M[C”ch[cl] — Le [C”]a yc[cl] — Ye [C”]>
cr.crcz

= 3 M) Y M) (4wl + Gl welC)

c'cz crcz
— (2], 5elC")) = (we[C"],w[C)

=2M Y M[C'){x[C"], ye[C']) — <Z M[C"a [C], > M[C”]yC[C”]>. (B.13)

c'cz c'cz crcz

Since 2 € X we have ), , M[C'z.[C'] = Zf;l m;z; = 0, which implies that the second term
on the r.h.s. of (B.13) vanishes. This yields
MICIMC"(xc[C] = 2c[C"], yelC'] = elC]) = 2M ) MIC"N(we[C'], ye[C']). (B.14)
cr.crcz c'cz

Hence, combining (B.14) with (B.12) completes the proof of Lemma B.4 (ii). O

Corollary B.5. Let Z = (C4,...,C,) and 7 = (C1UCs,Cs,...,Cp). Then for any x,y € Xo
we have
<PC(Z)1'a PC(Z)y>’ITL - <PC(Z)1") PC(Z)y>m

_ _MCMIC)] (B.15)
= MCh] 1 a[cy) elCrl = welCal welCr] — el Ca)).
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Proof. The proof follows from Lemma B.4 (ii) and

1

VAN

mix;
i€cCrLUC

m (Z mizi+ ) m]:cj)

i€cCq JjeCy
= (M[C1] + M[Ca]) ™ (M[Ch]z[Ch] + M[Calac[Ca)) . (B.16)
(]

Lemma B.6. Let Z = (C,...,C}) be a partition and let C' be a cluster with C € C; for any
i=1,...,p. Then

(3) [Po[Clalm > d(Z))|Pe(Z)aln for any & € M(Z, ).

(ii) For any partition Z containing the cluster C and satisfying | Z| > |Z| we have

K(Z,n(|2|)) NM(Z,6(12]),5(1Z]) = 0. (B.17)

Proof of Lemma B.6. Due to the assumption C ¢ C; for all 1 <[ < p we find clusters C} and
C,, in the partition Z with C,, N C # 0 and C,, N C # 0. Let Z’ be the partition which is created
from Z by considering Cj, U C), as a single cluster. Then |Z'| = |Z| — 1. Let x € M(Z, K/, k),
then by definition « € K(Z,x(|Z|)) and © ¢ K(Z',k'(|Z'])). Therefore, we have
2
(14 AZD) IPAZ el < ol < (14 ROZDP) P20l (B1S)

Subtracting the term (1 + (,4(|Z/|))2) |P.(2")z[2, implies
0< (14 12D [P(2)als, — (14 (1 2')°) 1P 2 ), (B.19)
= (1+ (W(Z'D)°) (1P2)al2, — [P(2)2l2) = (((1Z')° = (5(121)*) |PA2)2l2,

and therefore

(6012 = (21 ) 1P(2)ls, < (1+ W (1Z')°) (1PAZ)al, — [PA(Z)al2) . (B20)
Dividing by (1 n (;4(|Z'|))2) yields

(H/(|Z/|)2 - (H(|Z|))2 |PC(Z)$|2 < |PC(Z).T|2

2 < 2 —|P.(Z)x|3,. B.21
According to Corollary B.5 we have
M[CyIM[C,,)] 2
P2)z)?, — |P.(Z)z)?, < ——=——"_|2.[C}] — x.[Cy]|" . B.22
|Pe(Z2)aly — |Pe(Z2")al, < MOl £ MO, |2[Ck] = [ Cnl] (B.22)

Hence, by (B.21) and (B.22) we obtain

(5'(12')* = (r(12]))” M[Cy]MC,]
+ (5'(|12']))? Fe(Z)l < M[Cy] + M[Cy]
< f—m (e [Cil — 2 [Cul 2. (B.23)

|zc[Ch] — xc{cn]|2
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Let us further estimate the r.h.s. of (B.23).
Applying Lemma B.4 (i) for x = y and « replaced by P.(Z)x yields

IRICIP(2)el}, = 537

3" mim, ‘(PC(Z)% — (P(Z)a), : (B.24)
i,j€C

Recall that C has at least two particles that belong to different clusters in the partition Z. Hence,
by choosing s € C N Cy, and t € C' N C,, together with (B.11) we get

Shrite 3 man (P23, - (P2)0),| = G (Pu2)0), - (P20 P (B25)
e 1elCl = welCull (8.26)
> (] = 2 lCuP. (B.21)

This, together with (B.24) implies
[2elCi] — [l < 25 IPOICIP(Z)a?, (B.28)

Hence, by (B.23) we obtain

(F(1ZD° = (UZD)° oy o MP e M o
Tz B < g laelO = el < g g IR(CIF(Z)2]

Since Py[C]P.(Z) = Py[C] — By[C]Py(Z), we can estimate
|R[CIP.(2)al2, < 2|Po[Claly, + 2| R[CIPy(Z)]2, < 2|Po[Claly, +2|Po(Z)als,.  (B.30)
This implies that for © € M (Z, ', k) we have
|Po[CIPe(Z)a];, < 2|Po[Clals, +2 (k(12)))* [Pe(Z)aly, - (B.31)

m

(B.29)

By combining this with (B.29) we arrive at
2 2
m? ('(12"])” — (s(12]))
M? 1 (w(127)))°
Hence, applying (B.5) yields

|Ro[C)z)?, > <m3 (W (12')° = (s(121))*

|Pe(Z)al5, < |Po[Claly, + (r(12)))° | Pe(Z)aly, (B.32)

— m

nZ 3B 11 w2 (=(121)) ) |Pe(Z)2l = (d(1Z])” [Pe(Z) )5,

(B.33)
This proves Lemma B.6 (i).

We turn to the proof of assertion (ii). Assume that K (Z, n(|Z|)) NM(Z, k' k) # 0, i.e. there
exists © € K (Z,n(|Z|)) NM(Z, K, k). Since k(|Z]) > k(|Z]), we can estimate

2

IRICKL, < |Po(2)a] Pa| < (=02D) 1o (B.34)

"< (w2)
< (W12D) (14 6(120)°) IP(2)2 8 < (2D (14 (R(1ZD)°) [P 22

Combining inequality (B.34) with statement (i) yields

(@(1Z)* |Po2)als, < [R[Claly, < (5(12D)* (1 + (s(121)° ) | Po( 222, (B.35)
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For |P.(Z)x|m # 0 this is a contradiction to the definition of x(|Z]|). If |P.(Z)x|m = 0, then
(B.34) implies z = 0, which is not possible, since by definition 0 ¢ M(Z, ', k). Hence, we
conclude K (Z, n(|Z|)) NM(Z, k', k) = ). This completes the proof of Lemma B.6. O

Now the proof of Theorem B.2 follows from Lemma B.6 (ii). Indeed, consider two partitions
Z = (Cy,...,CY)and Z = (C4,...,Cy) with Z # Z and |Z| = |Z] = I. Then there exists a cluster
C; in Z with C; ¢ C; for all j = 1,...1. Applying Lemma B.6 (ii) completes the proof. O
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