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CONCENTRATION OF EIGENFUNCTIONS OF SCHRODINGER
OPERATORS

BORIS MITYAGIN, PETR SIEGL, AND JOE VIOLA

ABSTRACT. We consider the limit measures induced by the rescaled eigenfunc-
tions of single-well Schrédinger operators. We show that the limit measure is
supported on [—1,1] and with the density proportional to (1 — |z|?)~1/2 when
the non-perturbed potential resembles \:13\5, B > 0, for large x, and with the
uniform density for super-polynomially growing potentials. We compare these
results to analogous results in orthogonal polynomials and semiclassical defect
measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be a Schrédinger operator acting in L?(R)

A= L ow, (11)

dx?
where @ is a real-valued, even, unbounded single-well potential. More precisely,
we suppose that @ = V 4+ W, where V is a sufficiently regular single-well (see As-
sumptions I) and W is its possibly irregular perturbation (satisfying Assumption II
that guarantees that W is small in a suitable sense). Our main condition on the
potential is that V satisfies

Be (000 Vae(-11), lim ‘gg) = ws(a), (1.2)
where
X B (0.]

0, B = oc.

As explained in [17, Sec. 1.3], the existence of the limiting function in (1.2) already
implies that wg is a power of |z| or zero; functions V satisfying (1.2) with 8 < oo
are called regularly varying.

It is well-known (also under much weaker assumptions on ) that the operator
A, defined via its quadratic form, is self-adjoint with compact resolvent, hence its
spectrum is real and discrete. In fact, all eigenvalues { A} of A are simple, thus they
can be ordered increasingly and the corresponding eigenspaces are one-dimensional.
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Since the potential @ is real, eigenfunctions {1} related to {A\;} can be selected
as real functions satisfying

Apg = M, |0kll = ¥kllLz@y =1, keN. (1.4)

These conditions do not determine 1 uniquely, since —1;, satisfies the same con-
ditions; nonetheless, the squares {1/1,%} are already uniquely determined.
Let x5, be positive turning points of V' corresponding to eigenvalues {A}, i.e.

V(zAk):)\k, T, >0, keN. (15)

We define non-negative normalized measures on R induced by the eigenfunctions
{¥x} by
dur, := 2, Yr(za,z)?de, x€R, keN. (1.6)
This rescaling transforms the classically forbidden region {z : V(x) > Ay} with
(super)-exponential decay of ¥, to R\ [—1, 1] while the rescaled functions ¢y (xy, )
oscillate in [—1,1]. Notice that we do not include W in the definition of ), and
thus in the rescaling of eigenfunctions; the assumptions on the size of W comparing
to V, see Assumption II and Proposition 2.2, allow for treating W perturbatively.
In this paper, we prove that measures (1.6) converges (as k — 00) to a limiting
concentration measure supported on [—1, 1]

SRR bs M SEI(C)
T2 T(1+ 1) (- ws(@)?

dez, (1.7)

see Theorem 2.3. This generalizes the classical result for the harmonic oscillator,
i.e. Q(x) = 2%, namely the arcsine law for the concentration measure
1 1[,111] (,7:)
——dx
T /1 — 22
of the Hermite functions. Limiting measures of the type (1.7) were found for
rescaled eigenfunctions with a different normalization for polynomial, possibly com-
plex, potentials in [4, Thm. 2]. The concentration of eigenfunctions is in particular
used in estimates of norms of the spectral projections of non-self-adjoint Schrodinger
operators obtained through conjugation, see [15], in particular, Section 3.
Notice that the condition (1.2) does not require V' to be a polynomial. For

instance, the potentials below satisfy both technical Assumption I and the condition
(1.2):

(1.8)

V(z) = |z|*log(1 + 2?), « >0, (1.9)
lead to the limit
wo(z) =|z|*, =z e(-1,1), (1.10)
while for the fast-growing potentials
V(z) = exp(|z["), ~+>0, (1.11)
the limit reads
Weol(z) =0, z€(-1,1); (1.12)

the latter is not a special case, see Proposition 2.1.i). Moreover, one can include
further, possibly irregular and unbounded perturbations W, see Proposition 2.2 for
examples of admissible W.

We emphasize that while the limiting function, if exists, is always homogeneous,
this not required for V; see examples (1.9) and (1.11) above. Thus rescaling leads
to a semi-classical operator only in very special cases; a relation of our result and
so called semi-classical defect measures in these special cases can be found in Sec-
tion 5.2 below.

This paper is organized as follows. Our results with precise assumptions are
formulated in Section 2 and they are proved in Section 3 relying on asymptotic



CONCENTRATION OF EIGENFUNCTIONS 3

formulas for the eigenfunctions {ty} summarized in Section 3.1. In Section 4 we
prove the asymptotic formulas following and slightly extending the ideas and results
in the book [18, §22.27] and in [8]. Finally, in Section 5 our results are compared
to the existing literature in more detail.

1.1. Notation. Throughout the paper, we employ notations and results summa-
rized in Section 3.1. In particular, to avoid many appearing constants, for a,b > 0,
we write a < b if there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of any relevant variable
or parameter, such that a < Cb; the relation a 2 b is introduced analogously. By
a ~ b it is meant that ¢ < b and a 2 b. The natural numbers are denoted by
N=1{1,2,...} and Ny = NU{0}.

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND RESULTS

Our results are obtained under the following assumptions on the potential Q) =
V+W. The conditions on V, similar to those used in [18, 8], guarantee that V' is an
even single-well potential with sufficient regularity to obtain convenient asymptotic
formulas for eigenfunctions (associated with large eigenvalues) of the corresponding
Schrédinger operator, see Section 3.1 and 4 for details. The conditions on W ensure
that it is indeed a small perturbation which does not essentially affect the shape of
the eigenfunctions.

Assumption I. Let V' : R — R satisfy the following conditions.
i) Ve CR)NC?*(R\ {0}) is even,

‘ ‘lini V(z) = +oo, (2.1)
ii) there exists & > 0 such that V € C3(R\ [—&, &)),
V(z) >0, V'(z) >0, x > &o, (2.2)
and )
Tr L6l vy € L((6 o)), (23

iii) there exists v > —1 such that for all > &
V'(z) = V(z)z",

2.4

V(@) S V' (@)a”, [V (2)] S V' (2)2™. 24

[ |

Assumption I is an extension of conditions in [18, §22.27] where the case v = —1,

i.e. polynomial-like potentials, is analyzed; conditions analogous to Assumption I
are used also in [10, 1] where the resolvent estimates of non-self-adjoint Schrodinger
operators are given. The assumptions of [8] allow for fast growing potentials and
are based on suitable restrictions of V", see [8, Condition 2].

The first assumption (2.4) implies there are two constants 0 < ¢; < ¢a < 00 such
that for all z > &,

S V(x) S x7, v=—1,
2.5
exp(c1z’ ™) S V(z) <explear” ™), v > —1. (25)
This can be seen from (with & < z1 < x9)
V(x2) w2 V(s) @2 A S
X S ) )
log ——2 :/ ds m/ sV ds = v+l (2.6)
V(xl) T V(S) 1 IOg %, v=—1.
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The crucial technical observation used frequently in the proofs is that (2.4) imply
that, for any e € (0,1) and all sufficiently large « > 0, we have
VO +A) =V (), |JAl<ex™, j=0,1, (2.7)

v

i.e. we have a control of how much V and V' varies over the intervals of size 277,
see Lemma 4.1. Assumptions (2.3) and (2.4) also imply that
V()
V(z)?
see Lemma 3.2, which is almost optimal condition for the separation property of
the domain of the self-adjoint Schrédinger operator B = —d?/dz? + V (), namely,

Dom(B) = W?*([R)n{f € L*(R) : Vf € L*(R)}, (2.9)

see [6, 5, 9]; note that the separation property might be lost for A due to the
possibly irregular W.
The following proposition relates the parameter v and the condition (1.2).

= o(1), x — 400, (2.8)

Proposition 2.1. Let V satisfy Assumption 1.
i) If v > —1, then V satisfies the condition (1.2) with 8 = oco.
ii) If v = —1 and V satisfies the condition (1.2), then 8 € (0,00).

Proof. Let x € (0,1) be fixed. From (2.6), we have that for all t > & /z

v+1
V(t 1—z"th), v> -1,
logv(t) ~ I/+1( F) v (2.10)
(21) —logz, v=-—1.
Thus, if v > —1, we get that for every x € (0,1)
V(xt)
=0. 2.11
5100 V(1) (211)
If v = —1 and the condition (1.2) holds, then for every x € (0, 1)
t
2% < lim Vizt) < P2 (2.12)
t—+o0 V(t)
where 1, 52 € (0,00) are independent of . O

In the next step, we formulate a condition on the perturbation W that guarantees
that it is small in a suitable sense (arising in the proof of Theorem 3.3). The
appearing weight wf2 is naturally related with the main part of the potential
V, although, the precise formula (3.24) might seem more complicated to grasp.
It includes the turning point z) of V, the quantity a) (the value of V' at the
turning point) and a “natural small region” around the turning point (characterized
by § and 41), see Section 3.1 for details. Examples of perturbations satisfying
Assumption II are given in Proposition 2.2 below.

Assumption II. Let w; be as in (3.24) below. Let W : R — R be even, locally
integrable and satisfy
= Wis)

0 w1(3)2

ds =o0(1), X— +oo. (2.13)

Proposition 2.2. Let V(z) = |z|?, 8 > 0, and let W = Wy + Wy where supp Wy is
compact, W1 € L'(R), Wy € L (R) and let [Wo(z)| < |2|7, @ € R, for somey € R.

Then (2.13) is satisfied if B > 2y + 2. Moreover, if 8 > 1, already W1 € L*(R)
suffices (one can omit the condition on the compactness of support of Wi ).
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Proof. For all large A > 0, we get (let supp W1 C [—x1,x1])

Wl(sl ds = / _Whls) ~ds < 7”W11HL1 (2.14)
o wi(s) o (A—s7)2 Az
For 8 > 1 and W; € L*(R) without the condition on supp Wi, one can use (3.20)
and (3.19) to obtain

= Wals)

o wi(s)?

1 [ _
ds S T/ Wi(s)ds S AT [ Wiz (2.15)
ay 7o

Next, changing the integration variable s = xt and using (3.19), we get (with
the assumption 8 > 2y + 2)

o Wa(s) ds < L Wa(s) :c}\Jlr'Y /°° t7 dt 1 z}(é?él)
o wi(s) o wi(s)? Az Joo 1Rz al (2.16)
< AE 4 )\hzg—ﬂ n ASw—;ﬂ—w < iy )\2w+2§—6
([

Conditions on W in Proposition 2.2, in particular 3 > 2y +2 or W € L(R)
when > 1, arise also in [14, 10], where the Riesz basis property of eigenfunctions,
eigenvalue asymptotics and resolvent estimates are analyzed for compler W.

Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.3. Let Q =V + W where V and W satisfy Assumptions I and 11,
respectively. Let V satisfy in addition the condition (1.2) and let {ux}, p« be as in
(1.6), (1.7), respectively. Let

Fvi={fe€LX(R) : IM >0, fexp(—M|V|?) e L=(R)}. (2.17)
Then, for every f € Fy, we have

At D L () B 2.18
271'%1"(1—1—%)/_1 (1—wp(z)z (2.18)

Hence, in particular, the measures {u} converge weakly to the limit measure pi,
as k — oo.

lim / £(2) dp ()

k—o0

2.1. Distribution of zeros. We remark that the related result on the number of
zeros of the eigenfunction vy, in [—ex,, ez, ], € € (0,1], denoted by Ni(exy, ), is

€
lim - 1—ws(z)2dz, c€(0,1]. 2.19
Jim 2 M(H%)/E( () 01 (219

This generalizes the classical results for the harmonic oscillator, i.e. Q(z) = 22,

namely the semi-circle law for the limiting distribution of the number of zeros of
Hermite functions,

€
im DeEVZEED 2/ V1-22de, e (0,1], (2.20)
k—o0 k m™J_¢

see e.g. [16, 7, 12]. A generalization of (2.19) for polynomial, possibly complex,
potentials has been given in [4].

The distribution of zeros of eigenfunctions v, see (2.19), is closely related to the
distribution of eigenvalues of A and it is essentially proved in [19, Sec. 7]. Indeed,
without the perturbation W, i.e. W = 0, the eigenvalues of A satisfy

T2 (1+ %)

B AR = k(14 o(l), koo, (2.21)
rG+3
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see [19, Sec. 7], [8, Thm. 2], so (2.19) follows from [19, Lem. 7.3, Thm. 7.4]. To
include W, one could check that (2.21) remains valid for V 4+ W, e.g. like in [14,
Thm. 6.6], and adjust the arguments in [19, Sec. 7]. Alternatively, one can use the
asymptotic formulas for {¢} and {1}, } in Section 3.1; the latter can be derived by
differentiating (4.42). The zeros of vy, for |x| < z, are in a neighborhood of the
zeros of

T (C@) + T (@), () = / M-Vt s, (2.22)

and, for large ¢, using asymptotic formulas for Bessel functions, see [3, §10.17],
these are in a neighborhood of zeros of

sin (¢(x) + %) |zl < (2.23)

3. THE PROOFS

We start with an implication of the condition (1.2) for integrals frequently ap-
pearing in our analysis and proceed with the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Lemma 3.1. Let V satisfy Assumption 1 and the condition (1.2). Then, for every
g € L=((-1,1)),

lin 1(1%?)%@)@ / (1= wp(@)? gla) e,

N[

t—+o0 171 & 711 (31)
[ (158 Ta@a= [ 0w

Proof. Both statements follow by (1.2) and the dominated convergence theorem.
Since V is even, it suffices to consider the integrals on (0, 1) only.

First let « € [0,1/2] and let & > 0 be as in Assumption I. Since V' € C(R) and
V(y) is positive and increasing for y > &, see (2.2), we get that

V(xt)  maxocy<e, |V ()] + maxg <, V(y)

V(t) — V(t)
(3.2)
V(%) maxo<y<g, |V (Y|
=V <1 ) > h= 2

Thus (2.1) and (1.2) imply that there exists 9 > 0 such that for all z € [0,1/2]
and all t > ¢y with g > 2¢ (independent of ) we have

V(xt
Combining (3.3) and the assumption that V is eventually increasing on R, see
(2.2), we have that V(zt) < V(¢) for all z € [0, 1] and all ¢ > to. Thus the existence
of an integrable bound in the first limit follows.
For the second limit, we use inequalities (2.10). These imply in particular that
there is a constant ¢ > 0 (depending only on v) such that for all € [1/2,1) and
all ¢ > 260

Viat)  Uat) where U(z) := - v=h (3.4)

Ut)’ exp (cx”*l) , v>-—1L

For v = —1, combing (3.3) and (3.4) for « € [1,1), we arrive at the integrable
bound

)\ "2 -3 z)], x 0,%,
(1 20) g [0 ORI

40 (1—a)"2|g(z)|, € [5,1).

N [=
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For v > —1, we show that for all z € [%, 1] and all sufficiently large t > 2¢&,
(independently of x)

>1— a2t (3.6)

To see this, we introduce y = 1 — 2**! € [0,y0] with yo = 1 — (1/2)*T! < 1 and
s = ct’*1. Then (3.6) holds if

eV(1—y)—1>0 (3.7)

for all y € [0, 0] and all large s > 0 (independently of y). Since eV > 1 + sy, we
get
eV(1-y)—12>y(s(l —y)—1), (3.8)
thus (3.7) holds if
1
T l-yo
Hence the sought integrable bound reads

(3.9)

T -3 =% z)|, T 0,%,
(1Y) g [ jo(2)| e 0.4) 510

x)| < )
V() (12" ~}g(@), = €[L,1).
[}

3.1. Summary of properties of eigenfunctions of Schrédinger operators.
We summarize properties eigenfunctions of Schrodinger operators with even single-
well potentials @ = V + W satisfying Assumptions I and II. The details and proofs
are given in Section 4; this slightly extends the reasoning in [18, §22.27] and [8].

Since @ is an even function by assumption, we can restrict ourselves to (0, +00).
Following the notations of [8], we introduce (for enough large A > 0)

V(,TA)Z)\, (.TA >0)

aA:V’(x,\),
T\
/ A=V(s)Zds, 0<z<uxy,
C=CmN)=1",
V(s)—A)zd
1/M( (s) = AN)zds, x>z, (3.11)
3 0, z>ux,

bb(x,)\)<§> , where argh=

u(x,\) = bK% (—iQ),
v(z,\) = bI%(fiC);

u

v

here K3, I /3 are modified Bessel functions of order 1/3. Furthermore, we define

_ [V, V()
\ = /m (V(t)% + V(t)%) dt. (3.12)

The functions u and v are known to be two linearly independent solutions of the
differential equation

—f"+(V-Nf=Kf, (3.13)

where

4

" _ "
KK(%)\)(b— 1) 1<5>\ V.oV

5
— 2 - =2 (314
b o 9 2 AV 4()\—V)2)’ (3.14)
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moreover, the Wronskian of v and v satisfies
W u,v](z) = u(x)v'(z) — v(z)u'(z) = 1. (3.15)

The L2-solution of Schrédinger equation —y” 4+ Qy = My is then found by solving
the integral equation (obtained by variation of constants)

y(@) = ulz) + / " Gla, (K () + W(s)y(s) d, (3.16)

where G(z, s) = u(x)v(s) — v(z)u(s), see Theorem 3.3 and its proof in Section 4.
Next, for 0 < x < x), one gets

u(z) = = 1o (1 Q+740), @) =~y (), (3.17)
The positive numbers ¢ and d; are defined by
C(ax —0) = —i¢(zr +61) =1 (3.18)
and they satisfy
d+ 01 =o(z)"), 5~ & za;%, A = 400, (3.19)

see Lemma 4.1 and its proof for details. As A — +00, we have
V(zy) —V(zy—98) =axd =~ a;\%, V(zx+01) —V(zy) = axds = a/’%, (3.20)

see Lemma 4.1 below.

If |x| < x) stays away from turning points, ¢ is large and so it is useful to employ
asymptotic formulas for Bessel functions with large argument, see [3, §10.17]. In
particular, one obtains

7r

u?(x) = ———— (1 +sin2( + R . x| < xy, 3.21
(z) ()\_V(x))%( C+ Ri(Q), |zl <aa (3.21)
where (see also [8, Sec. 7])
ROl =0, ¢ — +oo, (3.22)
For the absolute values of u and v, we have that, for all large enough A > 0,
u(@)]| S (wi@ws(2) ", (@) Swi@) twa(a), @ >0, (3.23)

with the weights
A= V(x)|7, z e (0,zx—0)U (zx+d1,00),
w(z) = .

ay, x € [y —d, ) + 1], (3.24)

(@) 1, x € (0, + d1],
wy(x) = )
? L= (zx + 01,00),

see Lemma 4.2 below. Notice that arg((z) = 7/2 for x > x thus |u(x)| is exponen-
tially decreasing while |v(z)| is allowed to be exponentially increasing as x — +o0.

Next, from Assumption I we obtain the following estimates, frequently occurring
in our statements and proofs.

Lemma 3.2. Let V satisfy Assumption 1 and let xx and ay be as in (3.11). Then,
as A — +0oo,

(w_i”f N (&)% _ V(@)
A A Vi(aa)® (3.25)
|
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Proof. The claims follow from V'(x) ~ V(x)z” for x sufficiently large, see (2.4),

and
vy (v, 520)

together with (2.3). O

Finally, we have that

[reree ([ 55m) (o (5 () 59)

_ (/Om %) (1+40(1)), A= +oo,

see Lemma 4.3 below.

The following theorem shows that the function w is the main term in the asymp-
totic formula for eigenfunctions of the operator A from (1.1). The proof is given
at the end of Section 4. One can check that the eigenvalues of A are simple and
eigenfunctions are even or odd functions (since @Q is assumed to be even). Thus the
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of A can be found by determining A > 0 for which
solutions y in (3.29) of the differential equation (3.28) satisfy a Dirichlet (y(0) = 0)
or a Neumann (3’(0) = 0) boundary condition at 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let Q = V + W where V and W satisfy Assumptions I and 11,
respectively. Let x) and u be as in (3.11), let wr, wa be as in (3.24), let kx as in
(3.12) and let Jw be as in (2.13). Then, for every sufficiently large A > 0, there is
a solution of

" +(Q—-Ny=0 (3.28)
on (0,+00) such that
y=u+r, (3.29)
where o)
Ir(x)| < o1 (@) wa(z)’ x>0, (3.30)
and
CA) =0\ "2+ kx4 Tw\) =0(1), A— +oc. (3.31)
Moreover

/OOO y*(z) da
(0 i) (e vo (5 (2) 5)) o

_ </Oﬁ) (L+o(l), A +oo.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.3. Since the eigenfunctions {t;} are even or odd, we
consider only = € (0,00). We select the eigenfunctions {14} such that
ye(z)  ug(z) +ri(e
el = ) _ (o) o)
[yl [yl

where yr, = y(-, Ak), ur = u(-, \g) and rp, = yp —uy, see Section 3.1 and in particular
Theorem 3.3. Hence, the densities {¢y} of the measures {u}, see (1.6), satisfy

d)k(z) = T, ¢k($Akz)2
(22, 1) + 2rg(w, 2)uk (2, 2) + 76 (22, 1)> (3.34)
llyell? '

. x>0, (3.33)

=),
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In the sequel, notations and results summarized in Section 3.1 are used, moreover,
we introduce the constant (for 3 € (0, 00])
1
22 T(1+ §)

1
Q ;:/ (1=t 2 dt =
S g+

We also drop the subscript k& and work with quantities like y = y(-, \) as A — +o0.
First, Lemma 3.1, (3.32) and the change of integration variables x = xt imply

(3.35)

s za mdx . Gy . -
Il _2(/0 7(Av(z>>%)(1+ (1) = =52 (U o1)), A +oc. (336)

Thus with f € Fy, see (2.17), and the change of integration variables, we get

1 As (/OOO y(x)2f (%) dx) (1+0(1)), A — +o0; (3.37)

7TQI/6 T
the integral indeed converges for f € Fy as can be seen from (3.42), (3.43) below
and the behavior of y at infinity, see (3.29), (3.30), (3.23) and (3.24).
First we show that the contribution from the region around the turning point is
negligible. It follows from (3.19) and (3.25) that

/ " o) () da =

51 .sz\” % 1
— =~ = =o(1 A 3.38
Ty (aA zytt o(1), A= 400, (3.38)
hence, since f € LY (R),
esssup | f <i>' =0(1), A— +o0. (3.39)
0<z<z)+4d1 TX

Employing estimates (3.23), (3.30), (3.39) and (3.19) in the last step, we obtain

AR [oater AT (1+CNH(E+6 AZ

11 z)?
' ¥(e) A a% Ty ad
A Al

:C)\ CE>\76

Similarly, since ;" < x) and §; = o(z") as A = 400, see (3.19), we get (using
(3.23), (3.20) and changing the integration variables —i((z) = |{(x)| = ?)

Al I)\+i
T,:= —2/ T y@)?|f (iﬂ dz
z T

T Jaakon (3.41)
N 2)-21¢(@)| b o
< )‘_2/ ATTET (14 C(N)%)e . dz < )\22 / o2t dat < )\22.
Ix Jzr+6, (V(z) = A)z xzai J1 xrra}

We investigate the region (xx + x,"/2,00) and also explain the convergence of
the integral in (3.37). To this end, we recall that by assumption f € Fy, see (2.17),
thus with some M > 0

’f(xi) exp(—I¢(2))
1 (3.42)

1 V(X
< |l exp(~MIV I exp | —[¢()](1 - M’é@)

and we show below that

N[

w V)

= o(1), A — +o0. (3.43)
o @)
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To prove (3.43), notice that for x > z) and assuming that A is sufficiently large

(V(m) — )\)’ _AV/(x)
Vix)
and, using (2.4) and (2.7),

TR 0 (3.44)
V(e +5237) = V(ea)  V'(ea)zy”
Vizy+ 32,") V(zy) . (3.45)
Thus, for > z) +z,"/2,
c@i= [ wo-via= [ FEe-yiez 0=
_ V@ -N: V(@)
V()2

(3.46)
> min{z=". 2" W (z)3.
maXg, <t<z V'(t) ~ min{ay" @3V (@)
Hence for v < 0 we immediately arrive at

vE _rEE .
S~ V(x)%x‘/\yl B zl)\'/‘

For v > 0, we use (2.6) to get (with {, > 0 from Assumption I and some ¢ > 0)
1

NS

v(z)

1
2

- x¥ V(i) :
@)~

V(x)?

(3.48)
.CCQU 2
< v _ v+1 —v—1
N ordegors (V(z)) e exp (—ea"H 1+ O0(3))
thus (3.43) follows also in this case (recall (3.25)).

As a consequence of (3.42) and (3.43) we obtain in particular that

esssup f(%>enm|«mwoa»

zZzXJr%m;”
which we use in the estimate of integral

A — 400

(3.49)
Ig = )\—E

y(x)? | f (i)’ dz. (3.50)
T\ Zrl-%iv;'/ T\
In detail, employing (3.49), (3.23), (3.30), changing the integration variables —i¢(z) =
|¢(z)| =t and using (2.7) and (2.4) in the last steps, we get
3 [o° 2)e—1¢(2)]
<M 1+ COPye
I\ Jpy+1zp7v xT) — 2
A >\+2 A ( ( ) ) . N (351)
< 1 [ eras s
V(s + 3237) = V(za) Jo oy Vi(xa)zy " ™ xaAz
Thus in summary, using (2.4), (3.25) and v > —1, we get
2\ 1 1
T+ + 13 5 — i +— = 0(1)7 A — +00. (352)
ax Ty TAA2
We continue with the integral over (0,z) — J), see (3.37), where we use the
representation of u? from (3.21), i.e
2 7T
NPT

(1 +sin2¢ + Ry (Q)) + 2ur + 2.

(3.53)
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1'4 ——

y s wf (2
Ly 5(”()

T A= V(x))* dx:ﬂ/o
B Vonf(x)de o
Au—w@ﬁ+“%

A — 4o0.

Thus, to prove (2.18), we need to show that the remaining terms are negligible.

Employing the estimates on |u|, |r|, see (3.23), (3.30), we get by changing the
integration variables = xt and applying Lemma 3.1 that (recall that f € L
A\

CE>\76

s

The main contribution in (3.37) reads (employing Lemma 3.1)

1—-9

1
E3N 2

(1_

o)

ioc(R))
x
(o)l + 1) |£ ()] o
T T
AP0 O 4 O(V)? (3.55)
5—/ ———— dz S QC(\) = o(1), A — Hoo0.
zx Jo A=V(x))2
Thus the contribution from the integrals with 2ur 4 r? is indeed negligible.
Using (3.22), (4.7), (4.4), (2.4) and (3.25), we obtain (recall that f € Lo (R),
—¢"= (A —V)z and see also (4.20))
% Tyx—0
LY IR EAT
zx Jo A=V(x))2 T
~an \ (e = 5237) Jo (A=V(z))>
ex—d dx
n / 3.56
oty SO V() (350
< A (ﬂ)é /“_émx” dz log ¢ (A
~oaa \\ ax 0 A—V(z))2
<

~

i ax
& log 23

3v % 3v

TX / Tx
I (2 =o(1),
<ax) A <a,\> x}\"”’ (1)
Finally, we analyze the term with sin2(, see (3.53).

notice that 6 = o(d.) as A — 400, see (3.19). Then

—3%")
A*V(SE,\*(S)

A — +o0.

For every € > 0 there is

g € C3°((0,1)) such that || f—gl[1((0,1)) < . With this e > 0, we define 6. := ex,”;

& 270 5in 2¢(x) <£
ac,\/o ( %f TN

N V() ) dx‘
/IAZs 1

o o—vnt V!

A2
< —

= I

de
+A;/*7:|ﬂw—g@ﬂ (8:57)
0 (A= V(zat))?
% T\—0c in 9
+)\_/ sin C(x)lg<£>dz
ol Ve e
= Ig +Ig +Ilo.
Using that f € L (R), (2.7) and (2.4)
Az (V(zy) = Vi(za—0.))2 _ 1Az (V/(z))ay")? _ e
T Z- - < . .
RPN V/(xy) ~E o Vixy) Yyt (3.58)
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From || f — gl|z1(0,1)) <&, (2.7) and (2.4), we get

Al _<¢ —_ <eo. (3.59)
(V(za) =V(za —9d2))2 7 (V/(wa)exy")?

1956

-
By integration by parts and (3.20),

Az x '\ cos2((x) ox—0e zx—0e g (fj)
hos o HQ<R)A—V(@]O +/o V@) | |
A (lglle= 7% glle lgll =V (z) (3.60)
o ( SR e e dz)

< lgllze + gl L~
~ 1 :
ETAAZ

Putting the estimates from above together, we finally obtain

> 1! d .
lim sup / $(x) f(z) dw — — _J@dr oy (3.61)
A—too |Jo Q5 Jo (1—wg(x))2
thus the claim (2.18) follows since € > 0 was arbitrary. O

4. EIGENFUNCTIONS OF SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH EVEN SINGLE-WELL
POTENTIALS

In this section, we collect technical lemmas and proofs of results summarized
in Section 3.1; these are used in the proof of the main Theorem 2.3. Notice that
in this section we do not assume that (1.2) holds. The proofs follow mostly the
reasoning in [18, §22.27] and [8].

Lemma 4.1. Let V satisfy Assumption 1, let & be as in (2.2), let xx, ax, ¢ be
as in (3.11) and 6, 61 as in (3.18). Let € € (0,1). Then, for all sufficiently large
A > 0 and all sufficiently large x, the following hold.

VO 4+A) =V (z), |Al<ex™, j=0,1, (4.1)
1
— ax \?
A
_1
=01 ~a,®, (4.3)

Viza) = V(za—d0)maxd =aji, V(zx+061)—V(za)~ard ~aj. (4.4)

Proof. Using Assumption I, for v > —1, we have

V($+A)’ /IJFA V'(t) 1 1
log —————=| = dt| <z + AP — |2rt
’ 8TV ) L v Y Sl At
Sa¥|Al+ O(|APz ),
for v =—1,
Viz+A) /“A V'(t) ‘ ( A) ’
log —— " 2/) Q] < |log [1+ =
‘0 V() ‘ A O R A ™ (4.6)

< max{|log(1 — ¢)], | log(1 + &)|};

the case with j = 1 is similar.
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Using (4.1) for V' and the mean value theorem in the last step, we get

C(zn —exy”) = /m; » K:Ei; A—V(t)zdt

i (4.7)
1 s (ax)?
~ (Vo) ~ Vi - sy (;) :

v

the case with x) +ex " is analogous.
The number § must satisfy

d=o(z,"), A — +0o0 (4.8)

for otherwise {(xx —d) — +oo by (4.2) and (3.25). Then, using the definition of ¢,
see (3.18), we get similarly as in (4.7),

V() s 1 s
1=((zx—9¢ :/ A=V(@)2dt = —(axd)?2 4.9
i =0)= [ G- vaptas o (19)
and thus (4.3) follows. The reasoning for d; is analogous.
Relations (4.4) follow by the mean value theorem, (4.8), (4.1) and (4.3). O

Lemma 4.2. Let V satisfy Assumption 1, let u, v be as in (3.11) and let wy, wq be
as in (3.24). Then, for all sufficiently large A > 0, we have

u@)| $ (wi(@wa(@) ", (@) Swie) twa(@),  @>0. (4.10)
Proof. For x € (0,z)—0)U(x)+01,00), where |[¢| > 1, the inequalities (4.10) follow
from the definitions of v and v and asymptotic expansions of the corresponding
Bessel functions for a large argument, see e.g. [3, Chap. 10]; we omit details.

In the region around the turning point x, one has |(| < 1 and so expansions
of Bessel functions for a small argument are used, see e.g. [3, Chap. 10]. More
precisely, for u and z) —§ < x <z, one has, see (3.17),

™

V3

Similarly as in (4.7), we obtain

|0+ 0 5 (5 ) (a.11)

|u(z)] KB

((z) = Q-V@)? _ KI(””)F’, zy =0 <z <y, (4.12)
a ) ay

1
thus |u(z)| = a, °. The case ) < x < x) + 0; is similar.
The estimates for v are obtained analogously. O

Lemma 4.3. Let V satisfy Assumption I and u, x) and ay be as in (3.11). Then

[ wwrae= ([ > fﬁi»z) <1 e (i " <%) 133—‘)) (4.13)
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Proof. Using (3.21), we obtain

/000 u(z)? de = /OZA (% de 4 ﬂ_/om_é sin 2¢(x) + Rl(g(x)) w“

A=V(z))2 (A=V(z))
e w(z)? dz - u?(z) dz (4.14)
o[ et [ i)

- /:5 m o

First we notice that

T\ T
/ dixl = i * > (4.15)
o A=V(@)E Az Sy (1- Yy VAL

Using (4.10) and (4.3), we get

Tx+01 o
/ u(z)®*dz < a, ®. (4.16)
m>\75

_1
Since 0 = a, * =o(x,”) as A = 400, see (4.3) and (4.8), using (4.1), we get
A A

x x 12 %

/ x dx 1 :/ A V'(z)dx < (ax9) ~ ;g (4.17)
w5 A=V(@))7  Joy—s V'(2)(A = V(2))2 ax

Using (4.10), the definition (3.18) of ¢; and (4.4), we have
%0 o pm2JE (V(8)=2)2 ds
2 e "
/ u(x)*dz < / — dz
TA+01 zx+01 (V(z)—A)z (4.18)

< 1 /oo —2tdt< 1 7%
e ~a .
T V(za+01) = A ~ axdy A

The second mean value theorem for integrals (from which the point & = & ()
arises below), the fact that V is increasing for x > &y (see (2.2)) and (4.4) yield

(recall that by (3.11) —¢' = (A — V)%)

2270 in 2¢(z) dz <\ 1 & )
- > 7 2 - — d
/0 V() <Az V&) /U (—¢'(z)) sin 2¢(z) dz
1 Z)\—é
+ m /f (—g“'(:c))sin 2((,@) dx (4.19)
¢(&1) 2
<aie Ll sin2tdt| <A 4 a)d.
a§ 1 *
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Using (3.22), (4.7) and (4.4), we have

/“_6 [ B (¢(2))]
0

- dx
(= V(@)?

Tr—d dz
<
NA (@) A —V(x))?

! B de ea=s dz
< -
~ Clan = 57y) /0 (A= V(2))? " /m;z; ()N —V(z): (420)

3V 3 pra—6 dx 1OgC($,\ _ lx—u)
ZA 24\
s ( ) /0 (A= V()= * V(zy) —V(rx—9)

v 1 ry—0 ax
(%) [ v L
ax /) Jo  (A=V(@): 4}

From (2.4) we have

1

A2 v\ 1
> R (— ﬁ, (4.21)

zra; ax

thus the claim (4.13) follows by putting together all estimates from above (and
(3.25)). O

Lemma 4.4. Let V satisfy Assumption 1, let K be as in (3.14), let wy be as in
(3.24) and let kyx be as in (3.12). Then

TN = 000 151{((5))2 ds = OA"7 + ky) = o(1), A — +o0. (4.22)

Proof. We follow and extend the strategy in [18, §22.27]. We split the integral into
several regions; we define ¢} := e12,” and 0% := eox ", where £1,e2 € (0,1) will
be determined below.

o 0 < s <& Notice that ((s) 2 A

[N

, hence (recall that —¢' = (A — V)2)

o |K(s)| < o *C(s) L § i
/0 w1 (s)? ds < 62 ds + RN BYE (4.23)

o &y < s < xy— 64 We give the estimate for any value of €1 € (0,1); &1 will be
specified below, see (4.39),

m)\—(S; I)\—(5; !
J AT e

/Z*_(s; V"(s)ds
3
0 (

' e ' ,€(8)2 AV (4.24)
_’_/”“_‘Sk V'(s)%ds
o (A= V(s))3
The first integral on the r.h.s. is estimated using (4.7)
x5 —04 —(s) 1 3V 3
ds< —— < ¢) . 4.25
/0 ((s)? _C($A—5’A)N<ax (4.25)

Since by (2.4)
A — V(:C,\ — 51\) ~ a)\(%\ ~ )\, (426)
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we have for the third integral on the r.h.s. in (4.24) that (we use (2.4) and (3.25))

xT\—0Y ()2 v Tx—0)
/ V'(s) d55 < )\max{Sl,zA} V(s ds
€ (A=V(s))2 A2 €o

1
1 v\ 2
§max{—1a(&) }
A2 ax

Integration by parts in the second integral on the r.h.s. in (4.24), the choice of ¢}
and (4.1) lead to

/3”_6/A V"(s)ds
o (A=V(s9)k

(4.27)

5

_ V'(aa -3 A V(s)2 ds
~ )2 / (

A=V (xy— 8 A—=V(s))2
M (4.28)
3v\ 2
< max il, (&) .
A2 ax
Putting together the estimates above, we arrive at
Tx—64 K 1 3u\ 3
/ % ds < — + (ﬂ) . (4.29)
0 w1 (8) A2 ax

o x5 + 0y < s: The estimates are again obtained for any value of €2 € (0,1) which
will be specified later. The important observations are (based on the choice of §%
and (2.4))

V(za+063) — Viza) = axzy” = A,

1
3 (4.30)
o+ iz ()
TN
Moreover, since V'(z) > 0 for all sufficiently large = > 0,
Viz) \’ AV (z)
— | == <0 4.31
(7o 25) =~ <° 3y
and (see (2.4))
V(x)\ + 51\/) N A ~1 (4 32)
Viex+0) V()  axzy” ‘
we obtain (recall (3.25))
o'} 00 / e} " / 2
L
. WS P 1 S N 7 s)2 s)2
A+6Y A+6Y | A+oY (4.33)

A

3v
xX
(ﬁ) + K 5 K-
ax

o ) — 0} < s <z We integrate by parts twice in the formula for { and obtain

2\ V)3 2\ =V)V”
(=5 <1 e T> : (4.34)
where
L2 V) [ (YO
T(s)=¢ V)l / A=V (1) (V’(t)3) dt. (4.35)
Using (2.4), we obtain
(A= VEV"(s) . aadhaf (136)

V'(s)? ~ooay
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To estimate T, we first notice that by (2.4), (4.1) and (3.25)

V//(t) / |V///(t | V//( ) :CV 2
< <[22 4.
(lfw¢>3> v TVt~ o (4.37)
Thus
.’L'2V T 21/
76 S v ) VOO0 Veia s o Ve
a/\ 2 Js /\
o (4.38)
S (A =V(ea—dy))?> Sef.
a)\
Hence it is possible to select £1 € (0,1) so small that
2(A=v” 1
R T <= (4.39)

and so, using Taylor’s theorem for (=2 and cancellations in K, one arrives at (using
(4.38), (2.4) and (3.24))

K| . KG o V() l A=VEWV" N | 7y,
wis)? T (A =V(): T (A= V(s)? ( Vi) ) e (4.40)
< 23"
(A=V(s)?
Hence,
SO [ I £
[ B es o vm-nts (X))

oz < s <z +dy: The estimate and the choice of €5 in this region is analogous
to the previous case. We omit the details.

In summary, putting all estimates together and using (3.25), we obtain the claim
(4.22). O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We follow the steps in [8]; the main differences are the ad-
ditional perturbation W and new estimate of J(A) from Lemma 4.4.

Using (3.15) and variation of constants, we can find a solution (distributional,
since W € L{ _(R) only) of (3.28) by solving the integral equation

y(z) = u(z) + /OO G(z,s)(K(s) +W(s))y(s)ds, (4.42)

where G(z,s) = u(z)v(s) — v(z)u(s). Using the notation f for a function f multi-
plied by wjws, we rewrite the integral equation (4.42) as

/ H(x K(s) —i(_ I;QV( )y(s) ds; (4.43)
here
H(z,s) = (4(z)d(s) — d(x)a(s)) wa(s) > (4.44)

and |H(z,s)] S1in 0 <z < s, see 323) Let
K(s S
Tr+w (A / ) ds = Ik + Jw- (4.45)

If Tx+w(A) =0(1) as A — 400, then we can solve the equation (4.43) in L*>°(R)
and we can write the solution as

) ) A ._7}( W()‘)
it il S TSNS

Returning back to y, we obtain (3.29) and (3.30).

= C(A). (4.46)
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The estimate on Jk is the main technical step of the proof, see Lemma 4.4
above, the decay of Jy is guaranteed by Assumption II.
Finally, the formula (3.32) for the L?-norm of y follows from (3.27) as in [8,
Thm. 1]. Namely,
9 5  P(2U+7)

N (4.47)
and
[ wera P (5 +j>
/jﬁﬂo% ), A= oo,

see the proof of Lemma 4.3 for more details on the estimates. The claim (3.32) then
follows from (3.27), (4.48) and ||#(24 4 7)||r~ < C(A), see (4.46) and (3.23). O

5. COMPARISON WITH EXISTING RESULTS

5.1. Concentration measures for orthogonal polynomials. It is interesting to
compare the concentration phenomenon (2.18) of measures (1.6) with its analogue
in the case of orthogonal polynomials {p,(z)} for the weights exp(—|z|*), a > 0,
or even more general non-even weights w(x) = exp(—w(x)) with properly chosen
w. Following [11, 13], let

L()r(:)

o= =l We () := exp(—Ka|x|?), a > 0; 5.1
K NED (z) p(—Kalz|") (5.1)
the corresponding system of orthogonal polynomials {p, (x)}
/pn(x)pm(ac)wa () dx = dmn, m,n € 7, (5.2)
R

has the property, as n — oo,

pn(né x) wa(néx) =

) , @ 1 (5:3)
—(1—a?)"1 [cos (nﬂ'/ Yaly) dy + = arcsinx) + O(n_l} )
™me 1 2
where 0 < § < x <1 —§ with § arbitrarily small and
1 1
a o1 [* u
o = —[L‘a E—— dU, 54
valy) = St [T (5.4
Formula (5.3) and elementary trigonometry imply that, as n — oo,
“pn(nEa)wa(nva) =

(5.5)

1 1 1 * 1
P [1 + 3 sin (27177/1 Yaly) dy + 3 arcsinx) + O(n_l)} .

Thus, for any f € C([-1,1]), Riemann-Lebesgue lemma gives

N A CLE T INCE SRRy R (R
im z)n=p; (n>z)w(noz)de = = ——_ dz. :
n—oo Js Pn T Js 1 — 22
Moreover, by [11, Thm.1.16],

sup sup népi(néx)wa(n%z)\/ |1 — 22| < o0, (5.7)

n>1zeR
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SO

1
1

im [ f(@)ndpt(nd 2)we(n2) de = %L % dr.  (5.8)

n—oo [_4

On the whole real line, one can use the following inequalities, see [13, Thm.19,
p.16, Eq.(1.66)]. Let a > 1 and P be a polynomial of degree smaller than or equal
to n. Then

1
/ P2 (n=z)ws(nvz)dz < C eXp(—an)/ P2(n=z)wa(noz)dz  (5.9)
jel>a -1

for all n > 1; the constants C;, C depend on a, but not on n or P. These
inequalities imply
. e 1.9, 1 1 e f(x)
nli}ngo . f@)n=p;(n=z)ws(n>x)de = = /_1 g

for any bounded continuous function on R.

A striking difference between (5.10) and (2.18) is that in the case of orthogonal
polynomials the concentration measure does not depend on «, or w in a more general
case of weights exp(—w(x)).

dz (5.10)

5.2. Semi-classical defect measures. In classical mechanics, cf. [2], a particle
with position z(t) subject to the differential equation

E(t) + V(x(t) =0,
{(.T(O),,i'(o)) = (0, o) (5.11)

remains for all times on the energy surface

(x(t), &(t) € {(2,€) :+ €+ V() =& + V(xo)}

and travels along the trajectory (i(t),£(t)) obeying

(#(t),€(t)) = (26(t), —V'(z(¢)))-
The classical-quantum correspondence suggests that, in the high-energy limit, the
L?-mass of an eigenfunction should be distributed in the same way as the average
position of a classical particle: since a classical particle passes through an interval
[€«, x« + dz] in physical space with velocity near n(x.) or —n(z,), where

() = VA= V(xy), (5.12)

we obtain the heuristic (for a normalization constant ¢g)
o Co

2 « »
|u(z)]” da o) dz NCESTT) dz, (5.13)
which agrees with Theorem 2.3 after the corresponding scaling.

To make this correspondence precise, one can use the notion of semiclassical
defect measures (see, for instance, [20, Ch. 5]). The following discussion will be
under weaker hypotheses than Theorem 2.3, because our goal is only to show that
the precise asymptotics obtained agree with the semiclassical prediction.

Let V : R — R be even, smooth and suppose that there exists some g > 0 such
that

V@@ S+ keNo, weR (5.14)

Suppose also that
V'(z) >0, z>0. (5.15)
and that there exists zg > 0 such that

Vi) 2 (1 +2)P7 x> x; (5.16)
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the latter implies that, for |x| sufficiently large,
V(z) ~ (14 |z])?.
We consider the semiclassical Schrodinger operator

, d?
in the limit A — 0.
For instance, if V(z) = |z|? for B € 2N, scaling gives a unitary equivalence

2
dz?

Other potentials can be treated by rescaling and controlling the error, but this
analysis is outside the aim of this work. We emphasize that the assumptions on @
in Theorem 2.3 are significantly weaker than the hypotheses on V here, ¢f. (1.2),
Assumption I and II and comments in Introduction.

Suppose that for Ao > inf V(z), there exists a sequence {fix}ren of positive
numbers tending to zero and eigenfunctions {ug}ren obeying ||jug|| =1 and

2 d2
+ |z|? ~ hois <h2@ + |x|ﬁ> .

Ahk U = /\Ouk.

For each uy, one can define the functional
k(b)) = / ug(2)bp, (2, b Dy )ug(x) dz, b e C(R).
R
Here, D, = —i-L and by (2, hD,) is the Weyl quantization (see e.g. [20, Ch. 4]);
when b € C2°(R), the Weyl quantization of b is a compact operator on L?(R) which
takes .’ (R) to . (R).
Following [20, Thm. 5.2] there is a subsequence {uy, }jen with A, — 0T for

which the functionals @), converge to a non-negative Radon measure y in the sense
that, for each b € C°(R),

lin 1, 4) = [ b€ e, ) (5.17)
Jj—o0 R2
We will show that this p is unique and that therefore ¢ — p in the same sense
since every subsequence admits a further subsequence tending to p.
By [20, Thm. 5.3 or Thm. 6.4],
supp it C {€% 4+ V() = Ao}, (5.18)

so let us define, in analogy with (5.12),

n(@) = /Ao = V(z) (5.19)

for those x such that V(z) < Ag. There exists a measure v; such that, when
suppb C {¢ > 0}, then

[ e odute) = [ bz, 1(2)) dv (2). (5.20)
R? {V(z)<Xo}
By [20, Thm. 5.4], for any b € C>°(R?),

/RQ{aab}(waﬁ)du(w@ =0, (5.21)

where the Poisson bracket {a, b} of the symbol a(z, &) = &2 + V(z) of Ap with b is
{a,b} = agby — azbe = 26by, — V' (2)be.

This corresponds to invariance of p under the classical Hamilton flow associated to
a(x, &), which in the case of a Schrédinger operator corresponds to (5.11).
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Finally, since in our situation the support of u is compact, we show that
[ antee) =1 (5.22)
RZ

as follows. For any b(x,£) € C°(R) such that b= 1 on {£? + V(z) = Ao}, we use
that the Weyl quantization of the constant 1 function is the identity operator to
write

- / |ukj(x)|2dx:/W(bw(:ﬁ,hkkszm)—i—(l ) (@, b, D)) s, () de.
: : (5.23)
By [20, Thm. 6.4],
(1= b)"(z, hg; Do )ur(z) = O(A), (5.24)
meaning that its L?(R) norm is smaller than any power of A, as fi, — 07, and
by the definition (5.17) of u(x, &) and the fact that b = 1 on supp u,

lim Ruk(z)bw(x,ﬁsz)uk(z)d:c = /R2 b(x, &) dp(z, &) = /]R2 dp(z,§).  (5.25)

k—o0

Taking (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25) together proves (5.22).

We now prove that a measure u satisfying the properties of a semiclassical defect
measure must have the form matching the classical heuristic (5.13) generalized in
Theorem 2.3.

Proposition 5.1. Let V(z) € C*(R;R) satisfy (5.14), (5.16), and (5.15). Let
Ao > V(0) =inf V(z), and let p be a measure satisfying (5.18), (5.21), and (5.22)
and let n be as in (5.19). Then the measure p obeys for all b € C°(R?)

Juwdn=co [ ™ (@) + bz, —n())) %

where the normalization constant co is such that [dp = 1.

Proof. We observe that

b, () = ol () + 7 ()b, ()

= el ()~ 25 el )

1 (5.26)
= gy (2(@bee, () = V' (@bel (@)

1

Letting b € C2°(R?) be such that suppb C {¢ > §} for some § > 0, we obtain from
(5.20), (5.21), and (5.26) that

[ (bt (e ) 206e) e 0

vanishes. Taking b(z,&) = f(z)x[s,5-11(§) for f € C°(R) arbitrary and for x a
cutoff function, letting § — 07 allows us to conclude that

[ £@nte)du @) =0
for all f € C°(R). Therefore along {£2 + V(z) = Ao},
dvy(z) = %rdz

for some c4 which is positive because u is a positive measure.
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When suppb(z,£) C {£ < 0}, the same argument shows that there is some
c— > 0 such that

/ b &) dpu(zr, €) = / b, ~n(a)) (o),

One can show then that ¢, = c_ by projecting onto the ¢ variable instead of the
x variable: let
2(€) =V (o — &)
where the inverse image is chosen positive, and let dpy(£) be such that when
supp b C {z > 0},
[ due6) = [ b€, dp(6).
oy 2
Then #'(8) = — vy
d - -
@), @) = VI(E(©){a, b}(E(2), 2)-
The earlier argument (along with the fact that V’'(x) > 0 for > 0) shows that
there is some d4 > 0 such that

ds
d = ——d¢.
On {€2 +V(z) = N}, note that
a| V@)
de| 25(x)|
Since the pull-backs of dvy (x) = %dz and dp, agree on a=*({\o})N{z > 0,¢ > 0}

and since dp4 and dv_ agree on { > 0,£ < 0} we can conclude that c; =dy =c_.
We remark that this argument is not available in the case wg = 0 corresponding to
a very rapidly-growing potential.

Finally, we conclude that ¢g = ¢y is such that [du = 1 by the hypothesis
(5.22). O
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