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Semiclassical asymptotics for a class of singular
Schrodinger operators
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To Ari Laptev on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract

LetQ ¢ R? be bounded with C' boundary. In this paper we consider Schrodinger
operators —A+ W on Q with W (x) = dist(x, 0Q)~2 as dist(x, 9Q) — 0. Under weak
assumptions on W we derive a two-term asymptotic formula for the sum of the
eigenvalues of such operators.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider semiclassical asymptotics for a class of Schrodinger operators
on bounded sets Q c R? with potentials which are singular at the boundary and subject
to Dirichlet boundary conditions. Specifically, for a bounded open set @ ¢ R? with C!
boundary we consider Schrodinger operators

—A+W(x) with W(x) ~ dist(x, Q)2 as dist(x, Q) — 0. (1.1)

These operators have purely discrete spectrum and our main interest is towards the
asymptotic behavior of their eigenvalues. Our main result is a two-term asymptotic
formula for the sum of the eigenvalues.

Before we formulate our main result it is necessary to explain more precisely how (1.1)
is to be interpreted. We shall assume that our potential decomposes as one part which is
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in L}y (€2) and has the prescribed singular behavior at the boundary and a part which, in

comparison, is well-behaved. To simplify the exposition we write

1 1
Hopy (h) = —h*A+ h2(b2(x) - Z)W +hV(x)=1 forh>0.

Technically, the operator Hg p, v (1) is defined through the quadratic form

1 fu()?
IR /Q(h2|vu(x)|2+h2(b2(x)—Z)mmzvu)mmﬁ—|u(x)|2)dx (1.2)

with form domain {u € Hé(Q) : Vou? € L'(Q)}. Throughout we shall assume that
Ve LY(Q), V. € L'*42(Q), and that b € L®(Q) is positive and satisfies

lim sup  b(y)— inf  b(y)|dH (x) =0. (1.3)
r=0% Joal yeB, (x)nQ YEB, (x)NQ
Here and in what follows we define x, = le% and note that with this convention both x,

and x_ are non-negative. As a consequence of Hardy’s inequality, the assumptions on V
and b ensure that the quadratic form (1.2) is bounded from below and closed. Therefore
it generates a selfadjoint, bounded from below operator Hg v (h) in L?(Q).

We emphasize that by positivity of b, we mean infg b > 0. This assumption can
naturally be relaxed to require positivity only in a neighborhood of the boundary by
adjusting V correspondingly. The regularity assumption (1.3) implies that b|sq can be
made sense of as an element of L*°(dQ); indeed, by (1.3), b has a well-defined limit
H=1_almost everywhere on dQ which is finite since » € L®(Q). Our main result can
now be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q@ c R? be open and bounded with C' boundary, V € L'(Q) with
V_ e L'™2(Q), and let b € L™ () be positive and satisfy (1.3). Then, as h — 0,

L4
Te(Ho v () = Lol 100 = 5457000 [ by ab ) +.000),
0Q

where Ly = (4m)~ 42T (2 +d/2)7".
As a corollary of Theorem 1.1 we deduce:

Corollary 1.2. Let Q ¢ RY be open and bounded with C' boundary. Then, with Ag
denoting the Dirichlet Laplace operator in Q, as h — 0% and in the sense of measures
il 1(-h?Aq < 1)(x,x)
dist(x, 0Q)2

Ly
dx — =5~ H" g

Proof. The corollary follows from a standard Feynman—Hellmann argument (cf. [10])
and Theorem 1.1 applied with the potential W (x) = ¢ f(x)/dist(x, 0Q)? for f € C(Q)
and sending first 4 then ¢ to zero. O
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Spectral asymptotics for differential operators that degenerate at the boundary of
the domain are not new. However, the results in the literature mainly concern cases in
which the operator degenerates at leading order and how this affects the first term in the
asymptotics, see [1, 2] and references therein. While the class of operators considered
here is drastically less singular, our interest is towards the effect of the degeneracy on the
second term in the asymptotics.

In the special case of the Dirichlet Laplacian, i.e. V = 0 and b = 1/2, Theorem 1.1
was proved in [5, 6]. The strategy of our proof follows closely that developed there, but
several new obstacles need to be circumvented in the presence of the potential, which is
singular at the boundary. The idea is to localize the operator in balls whose size varies
depending on the distance to the boundary and 4. In a ball far from the boundary the
influence of the boundary conditions and the potential both have a negligible effect and
precise asymptotics can be obtained through standard methods. In a ball close to the
boundary the regularity of the boundary allows to map the problem to a half-space where
asymptotics are obtained by explicitly diagonalizing an effective operator. The main new
ingredients needed here is to control how the straightening of the boundary affects the
singular part of the potential and to understand how the potential enters in the half-space
problem.

The works [35, 6] for domains with C! boundaries were extended to the case of
Lipschitz boundaries in [7], see also [8]. Since the (weak) Hardy constant can be smaller
than 1/4 for Lipschitz domains, it is not clear how to generalize the results of the present
paper to this setting.

The plan for the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall a number of results
concerning changes of variables mapping 9€Q locally to a hyperplane. In particular,
Lemma 2.2 describes how such a mapping affects the singular part of our potential. We
also prove a local Hardy—Lieb—Thirring inequality which will be crucial in controlling
error terms appearing in our analysis, and which replaces the Lieb—Thirring inequality
in [5] in the absence of a singular potential. In Section 3 we provide local asymptotics,
both in the bulk of our domain and close to the boundary. Finally, in Section 4 we adapt
the localization procedure developed in [5, 6, 7] to our current setting and use it to piece
together the local asymptotics of Section 3, thus proving Theorem 1.1.

The letter C will denote a constant whose value can change at each occurence.

We are deeply grateful to Ari Laptev for sharing his fascination for spectral estimates
and Hardy’s inequality with us and we would like to dedicate this paper to him on the
occasion of his 70th birthday.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Straightening the boundary

LetRY = {y e R : y; > 0}. Let B ¢ R? be an open ball of radius ¢ centred at a point
xo € 0Q. By rotating and translating we may assume that xo = 0 and vy = (0,...,0,1)
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is the inward pointing unit normal to dQ at xo. Since  is bounded with C' boundary,
there exists a non-decreasing modulus of continuity w: Ry — [0, 1] such that, if € is
small enough, there exists a function f: R?"! — R satisfying |V f(x")| < w(|x’]) such
that

0Q N By (0) = {(x',x4) € R X R 1 xg = f(x')} N B2 (0).

Note that, by the choice of coordinates, f(0) = 0 and Vf(0) = 0.

Set X = {(x",xq) € R xR : |x’| < 2¢}. We define a diffeomorphism ®@: X — R¢
by ®;(x) =x; forj =1,...,d - 1 and ®4(x) = x4 — f(x’). Note that the Jacobian
determinant of @ equals 1 and that the inverse of @ is well-defined on ®(X) = X. The
inverse is given by <I>J_.1(y) =yjforj=1,...,d-1and CD:ll(y) =vya+ ().

In the following lemma we gather some results whose proofs are standard and can be
found, for instance, in [6, Section 4].

Lemma 2.1 (Straightening of the boundary). Let B, ® be as above and for u: B — R
setii =u o ®!. For 0 < ¢ < c(w) and with C depending only on d, we have:

/Bu(x)dx:/q)(B) i(y)dy.

1. ifu € L'(B) then

2. ifu € L*(0Q N B) then

< Ct () ullp -

/ () dHO (x) / a(y) dH (y)
o0QNB

ORIND(B)

3. ifu € H(QN B) then i € Hy(RY N ®(B)) and

/ V)P dx - / Va() P dy
QNB REND(B)

4. ifu e Cé(Rd) is supported in B then, after extension by zero, ii € C& (RY) with
supp i € B2¢(0) and ||Vil[r~ < C||Vul|r=~.

< Cw(f)/ IVIZ(y)I2 dy .
REND(B)

In addition to the properties in Lemma 2.1 we will need the following result which
enables us to control the change of the singular part of our potentials:

Lemma 2.2. Let B, ® be as above. There is a constant C depending only on d such that
forany x € BN Q,

0 < 1 1 - w(20)?
= dist(x, 0Q)%  dist(®(x), ORY)2 T dist(P(x), IRY)2

(2.1)

Proof. By definition of f, (x/, f(x’)) € 9Q, thus dist(x,dQ) < |x — (x/, f(x"))| =
lxqg — f(x")| = dist(®(x), dRY) which implies the lower bound in (2.1).
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To prove the upper bound, let z = (z’, f(z’)) € dQ be such that dist(x, dQ) = |x — z].
Since 0Q is parametrized by f in the larger ball By, (xo) it is clear that such a point exists
and that z € By, (xp). The point z might not be uniquely determined but that will not play
any role in what follows.

We begin by rewriting the expression we want to bound in terms of z:

1 1 1 1
dist(x,0Q)?  dist(®(x), R x—z]2  |xa — f(x)]?
_ (@) = NG + f(2) = 2xq) — ' = 2"

b =zl xa = f(x)I?
Since f is C! and by the definition of z it holds that

(VS
VIHIV P

x=z+x-z|

Consequently,
2 2 IVf ()P "2 -z
- =|lx—zf—2= d - = 2.2
' =2 =[x -z v epE lxa — f(2")] T2 IV (2.2)
Note also that f(x”) < f(z’) < x4. From the above identities one finds
L 1 e - s
dist(x,0Q)2  dist(®(x), IR |xq — f(x7)[2 lx — 2|2
o M) —JE IVf ()P
k—zWT+|VF()E 1+IVAE)P?
(2.3)
By the fundamental theorem of calculus and (2.2)
1
P = F@l = | =) [ VA4 (1= 02 dr| < w20,
0
Therefore
”n _ 712 AN ’ v, "2
L T TN B 4 N 4 sy
lx -zl lx —zW1+|Vf)PE  1+IVFE)]
Combined with (2.3) this completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. O

2.2 A local Hardy-Lieb—Thirring inequality

The aim of this subsection is to prove a bound for localized traces of our operator. Before
stating the result we recall the following Hardy inequality due to Davies [3] (combine
his Theorems 2.3 and 2.4).



6 Rupert L. Frank, Simon Larson

Lemma 2.3. Let Q ¢ R? be open and bounded with C'-boundary. Then for any &€ > 0
there is a cy (&,) > 0 such that for all u € Hé (Q),

2 1 |M()€)|2 2
‘/QIVu(x)l dx+(8—Z)‘/dex2—CH(s,Q)‘/QIM(x)I dx .

Remark. Lemma 2.3 can be proved in a direct manner by using a partition of unity
and appealing to Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. In particular, this allows one to quantify the best
constant ¢y in terms of the C'-regularity of Q. Indeed, such a proof yields the bound

cy(e,Q) < w%s)z for a constant C depending only on the dimension and w™' is the
inverse of the C'-modulus of continuity of Q.

With Lemma 2.3 in hand we move on to the main result of this subsection. Specifically,
the following local Hardy—Lieb-Thirring type inequality for Hg 5 v (cf. [9]):

Lemma 2.4. Let Q, b,V be as in Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € Cé (R?) be supported in a ball B
of radius € and set b = infonp b. If 0 < h < Kmin{{, cy (92/2, Q)~'12Y then

Te(¢Ha,py ()¢)- < Cmin{b, 1 eln= (1 IV 32 ),

where the constant C depends only on d, K, and || || ..

Proof of Lemma 2.4. By assumption, b > 0. By the variational principle and for any
6 € (0,1/2], we find

$Hopv (h)$ > ¢(—h25A RV (x) -1

- (1-9) (_A+ (1-9)" (22 B %) dist(xf 69)2))¢'

Since 6 € (0, 1/2] we have

(1—5)‘1(22—%) > (1+25)(92—%) >gz—g—%.

Thus, setting § = min{h?, 1/2} < 1/2, Lemma 2.3 implies with co = ¢ (b*/2, Q) that
¢Hapy (h)¢ > ¢(=h*6A — coh® = K*V_(x) = 1)¢. 2.4)
Consequently, for any 0 < p < 1, the variational principle and (2.4) yields
Tr(¢Hap,v (1))~ < Te($(=h*$(1 = p)A = coh® ~ 1)¢)-
+ Tr(¢(~h*6pA — B*V_)¢)_ .
Using the Berezin—Li—Yau inequality
Tr(¢(=h*6(1 = p)A = coh® = 1)¢)-
< C(l + Coh2)1+d/2(1 _ p)—d/26—d/2h—d€d ,
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with C > 0 depending on d and ||@||r~. For the remaining term the Lieb-Thirring
inequality implies

_jK2 _ 52 2c-d)2 —d/2 1+d/2
Tr(¢p(=h"6pA - h"V_)$)- < Ch™6 P ||V—||L1+d/2(QnB€) ’

for some C > 0 depending only on d. Gathering the estimates and setting p =
h?/(2K?€?) < 1 completes the proof.

3 Local asymptotics

3.1 Local asymptotics in the bulk
Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € C(% (R?) be supported in a ball B of radius € > 0 and satisfy

IVl o ray < ME". (3.1)

IfV € LY(B) is such that V_ = Vo + V| with 0 < Vo € L*(B) and V, € L'*%/?(B) then,
for 0 < h < Kmin{¢, |[Voll=*},

Tr(¢p(—h>A + h*V = 1)¢)_ — Lah™@ / #*(x) dx’
B

- = 1+d/2
< C2 |2 4 Vol gy + VLR ) + IVl )|

where the constant C depends only on d, M, K.

Proof. Throughout the proof we set Hy = Hga oy = —h’A + h?V — 1in L*(RY).
To prove the lower bound, consider the operator y with integral kernel

i£(x-y) g4
y(x,y) = 2 )d)(() et © Ex(y),

where y € Cg"(Rd) with 0 < y < 1 and y = 1 on B. The operator 7 is trace class and
satisfies 0 < y < 1. Therefore, the variational principle implies that

Tr(¢Hy ¢)- > Tr(¢pHy, ¢)-

> —Tr(y¢Hy,¢)

1

__ 219 i€ - 2 2 Y
=G /-f|<h‘<h 19 012 gy + 2Vl sty — N0 )

= La™ [ £ dr = O (1901 oy + Vo1 s

Since, by (3.1), ||¢|lz~ < M and ||Ve|? < Ct972 this proves the lower bound.

L2(R9)
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It remains to prove the upper bound. For any 0 < p < 1/2

Tr(¢Hy ¢)- < Tr(¢Hy_¢)-—
< Tr(¢p(=h* (1 = p)A = h*Vy — 1)§)— + I*Tr(¢(—pA — V) ¢)- .

To bound the second term we apply the Lieb—Thirring inequality to conclude that

FPTe(d(—pA — V1)) < PTH($(—pA — Vi15)-¢) < ChPp~12 /B Vi (01972

where we again used ||¢||L~ < M. Since Vy € L (B), we can bound
Tr(p(=h>(1 = p)A = BV = 1)¢)- < Tr(¢(=h*(1 = p)A — h* sup Vo — 1))
B

= (1+ h?sup Vo) Tr(¢(—h*A - 1)¢)_
B
with i = h(1 — p)'/?(1 + h? supg Vo) ~'/%. By the Berezin-Li—Yau inequality,

Tr(¢(—h*A - 1)¢)_ < Ldﬁ—d/ #*(x) dx .
B

Combining the above we have arrived at

Tr(¢pHy @) < Lgh™@ /B ¢*(x) dx + Ch>p~4/? /B Vi () |**97% dx
+ Lgh™ [(1 —p) (1 + h? sgp Vo) +d/? - 1] ‘/ngz(x) dx
< Lgh™ /B ¢*(x) dx + Ch?p~94/? /B Vi () |1+9/% dx
+Ch™¢ [p +h? sgp Vo] /B ¢%(x) dx

where C depend only on d, K, M. Setting p = h?/(2K>£?) < 1/2 and using / ¢* < ced
completes the proof. O

3.2 Local asymptotics near the boundary

In this section we prove the following local asymptotic expansion close to the boundary:

Theorem 3.2. Let Q, b,V be as in Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € Cé(Rd) be supported in a ball
B of radius € and satisfy
IVl oy < ME" .
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Assume that dist(B, 0Q) < 2(, and set b = infprq b. For 0 < { < c¢(Q,b) and 0 < h <
K¢,

Te(¢Ho,by (1)9)- = Lah™ /Q #(0) e+ L /B P @b aH " (@)

< h %0 (1) + O(h™H) / #*(x)
o0Q

sup b(y) — inf b(y)}dﬂd_l(x)
YEBa(x) y€Ba(x)

+O(2) (642 10g(¢/) + WVell sy + CIVAILAE )

Moreover, the error terms and the implicit constants can be quantified in terms of the
C'-regularity of 0Q and M, K, DIl L= (@nB) b-

The proof of Theorem 3.2 will be split into several lemmas. The first of which reduces
our problem to the corresponding in a half-space:

Lemma 3.3. Let Q, b,V be as in Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € Cé (RY) be supported in a ball B
of radius € such that dist(B, 0Q) < 2(, and infgrg b =b > 0. For 0 < € < ¢(Q, b) and
O0<h<Ktwithg=¢pod® ', V=Vod !
TH(FHza 5.y (M)~ — 0 or o (D (1+ IV )
< Tr(¢Hq,p,v (h)¢)-

< Te(FHza g () + 0 0o (D (14 RV )

where b = sup, . g b(x). Moreover, the error terms and the implicit constants can be
quantified in terms of the C'-regularity of 0Q and K, b, b, ||¢|| ..

Proof. Provided ¢ is small enough there exists aball B” > B with centre on Q2 and radius
4¢ which satisfies the assumptions in Section 2.1. Let @ be the associated diffeomorphism.

We split the proof into two parts, in the first part we prove the upper bound and in the
second we prove the lower bound.

Part 1: (Proof of the upper bound) By the variational principle
Tr(¢Hap,v (h)¢)- < Tr(¢Hap,v (h)¢)- .
Moreover, by Lemma 2.1 there exists Cy > 0 depending only on d such that
b>-1/4
dist(@~1(-), Q)2

Tr(pHop.v (h)$)- < Tr(é (—hz(l—Cow(4€))ARf+h2 +h2V—1)$)_ .

We claim that
b* —1/4 N _
by + B2V - 1)¢)
dist(d-1( ), 0Q)?2 -

b? —1/4 — Cw(8¢)? . B
b - 1/4= Culsh) +127 - 1))
dist( -, ORY)?2 -

Tr(q's“(—/ﬂ(l ~ Cow(40))Agg + 1

< Tr(gﬁ(—hz(l ~ Cow(40))Aga +
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for a constant C depending only on d. Indeed, if b > 1/2 Lemma 2.2 and the variational
principle implies

~ P oo
({141~ Cou ) b+ ey + 7 = 1)9).

b>—1/4 ~
< Tr( ( R(1 —Cow(4€))ARd+h2W + 12V )¢)
Z_1/4- Cw(8€)2+ N
dist( -, 0RY)?

< Tr( ( 13 (1~ Cow(40)) Aga + 22

Similarly, if 0 < b < 1/2 Lemma 2.2 and the variational principle implies

b’ -1/4 re N\
st .02 TV 1)d).
hz(bZ 1/4)(1+Cw(8€)2)+ -
dist( -, 9R%)?
b*—1/4-Cw(80% . s
dis(ordz TV 1)6) .

Tr(gﬁ(—h2(1 ~ Cow(40)) Aga + 1

<Tr( ( (1 — Cow(46)) Aga

<Tr( ( B2 (1~ Cow(46)) Aga + 1=

For any 2Cow(4() < p < 1/2 we estimate

2o 1/4-Cw(80)* . _
dist( -, ORY)? V- 1>¢)—

( ( 12 (1~ Cow(40)) Aga 2l

< Tr(¢Hga , v (1) $)-

5 ,p(b* —1/4) = Cw (80> , .
+Tr( ( (0 = Cowd0) gy + 1P riy pV—p)¢)_.
Provided
p(b% = 1/4) = Cw(8¢)? 1 w(80)?
o — Cow(4¢) ( —1/4 )I—Coa)(4€)p_1 o Cw(d) T Tx (3-2)

we can apply the local Hardy—Lieb—Thirring inequality of Lemma 2.4 in Rﬁf to bound

th(b2 —1/4) - Cw(8¢)?
dist( -, ORY)?

< CpM* R0 (p = Cow(d0)™2(1 + W™ (p = Cow3O) IV )

Tr(ﬁg(_hz(p — Cow(4))Aga + +hpV = p)cﬁ)_

< Cpé’dh_d(l + h2||V—||1Lde//22(QﬁB)) '
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Set p = \Jw(4) + w(8¢). Then p > 2Cow(4() and (3.2) are valid provided ¢ is small
enough. Therefore, upon collecting the estimates above we arrive at the bound

Tr(¢Ho,p,v (h)$)- < Tr(¢Hga ; v (h))-
+ e (o@D + 030 )(1+ RV oo )

thus completing the proof of the upper bound.

Part 2: (Proof of the lower bound) The proof of the lower bound proceeds as the upper
bound but with the roles of Q and R¢ exchanged.
By Lemma 2.1,

b —1/4
dist(®( - ), IRY)?

Te(§Hyg 5 5 (W))- < Tr(¢(—h2(1+C0w(4€))‘1A9+h2 +h2V—1)¢>_.

If ¢ is sufficiently small so that Cow(4€) < 1/2 then (1+Cow(4€))~! > 1-Cow(4£) > 0,

and hence

b —1/4
dist(®( - ), IRY)2

Te(FHyg 5.y (D))- < Tr(¢(—h2(1—C0w(4€))A9+h2 +h2V—1)¢)_.

By splitting into cases depending on the sign of Zz — 1/4 as in the proof of the upper
bound one finds

b—1/4
dist(®( - ), IRY)2

—1/4 - Cw(80)?
dist( -, Q)2

Tr<¢(_h2(1 — Cow(40))Aq + i +IV = 1)¢)

< Tr(o(-n*(1 - Cow(4€))Ag+h252 12V ~1)9)

for a constant C depending on d, b.
For any 2Cow(4() < p < 1/2 we estimate

—1/4 - Cw(8¢0)?
dist( -, 0Q)2

—2
Te(6 (71 - Coo(a0)Ag + 17 12V - 1))
< Tr(¢Hy 3 (D)9)-

—1/4) = Cw(8¢)?
dist( -, Q)2

+Tr(¢(—h2(p—Coa)(4f))AQ+h2p(E2 +h2pV—p)¢)_

< Tr(¢pHap,v (h)$)-

th(Ez —1/4) - Cw (80)?

+Tr(¢(—h2(p — Cow(46))Ag + o507

+h2pV — p)¢)_ .
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Provided the analogue of (3.2) with b instead of b holds we can apply the local Hardy—
Lieb-Thirring inequality of Lemma 2.4 to bound

b —1/4) — Cw(80)?

2
b
Te(o(=h2(p = Cow(40))Aq + HEL e
(o~ - Cowa0)Ag (-, 00 oo
B 1+d/2
< Cptih d(1 + /’l2||V—||LT+d//2(QﬂB)) '

Again we can set p = \Jw(4() + w(8¢) and combine the above estimates to arrive at
Tf(fﬁHRg,zy (h)$)- < Tr(¢Hap,v (h)¢)-
dp, 2 1+d[2
+ e (Vo@D + 060 )1+ PIVAI o )

This completes the proof of the lower bound and hence the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

The proof of Theorem 3.2 has been reduced to understanding the asymptotics of
Tr(¢pHga 4, v (h)¢)- with b(x) = b > 0.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q,V be as in Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € Cé (R?) be supported in a ball B of
radius € and satisfy
IVl <M. (3.3)

With b(x) = b > 0 we have, for 0 < h < K¢,

bL
Ty 0 (D9)-~ L™ [ 6205 dy s 250 [ #marsio)

_ _ 1+d/2
< CH2 (e og (¢/M + IVl gy + CIV-I 0 )

where C depends only on d, M, K, b and can be uniformly bounded for b in compact
subsets of [0, c0).

Proof. Our proof proceeds by diagonalizing the operator HR;’,b,o(h)- For the general
background on what follows, see [4, Chapter XIII].
For f € C?(R,) define the differential expression

Lyf() = f"(x) = (b7 - Z)¥

The operator Hga ;, o (h) can then be decomposed as

Hga 1, o(h) = —h*A - WLy,

where A’ = Z;j 11 6‘9 > and L, acts in the y4-coordinate.
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For b > 0, u > 0 the ODE
—Lpu(x) = pu(x)

has two linearly independent solutions

Ui (x) = x'20, (ey) and 0 (x) = X'V, (xy) -

If b > 1/2 only ¢ vanishes at x = 0 while for b € (0, 1/2) both solutions vanish, indeed
W ~ x1/2* and n ~ x'/27P a5 x — 0*. However, for any b # % only the first solution
Yp,yisin H I"around zero. In particular, our effective operator Hga 4 (h) is diagonalized
through a Fourier transform with respect to y” and a Hankel transform 9 with respect
to y4. Recall that the Hankel transform $,,: L?>(R,) — L?(R,) is initially defined by

$(8)(s) = /O " g a(sVsidi forg € L'(R,)

and extended to L*(R,) in a similar manner as the Fourier transform. Moreover, $,, is
unitary, is its own inverse $2, = 1. Moreover, for G € L (R,) with compact support and
f € Hy(Ry) 0 HA(R)

(f.G(=Lp) 12z, = /0 G(s) |96 (f)(s)|* ds.

By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 the upper bound can be reduced
to the case V = 0. Indeed, forany 0 < p < 1/2,

Tr(‘pHRf,b,v (h)e)-

b*-1/4
< Tr(@Hgg 4o (h(1 = p))§)-+ Te((H2pAng + thm - 12V))

— 1+d/2
< Te(¢Hzg o (h(1 = p)) @)+ CHEp IV YL -

Set p = h?/(2K*(?) so that h2p~4? = O(¢*h=%*?) and (h(1 — p))# = K P(1 +
O(t7%h?)). The claimed upper bound now follows from the case V = 0.

Using the inequality Tr(¢H¢)- < Tr(¢H_¢), applying the Fourier transform with
respect to y” and the Hankel transform in the y;-direction yields

Tr(¢HR;1,b,o(h)¢)— < Tr(fﬁ(HRf,b,o (h)-¢)

- (2ﬂ-;d—1 ‘/]]Rd wa > (3) (REF = V)_éayadp(Eaya)® dédy .

(34
For the lower bound define the operator y with integral kernel

1 . ’ ’ ’
y(x,y) = ﬁ)((x)/ ' Ve xady (Eaxa)VEayals(Eaya) dé x (7).,
(27) RINB, 1 (0)
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where y € C(‘)”(Rd) issuch that 0 < y < 1 and y = 1 on supp ¢. The operator vy is trace
class, satisfies 0 < y < 1, and its range is contained in the domain of HRf, bV - Thus, by
the variational principle,

—Tr(¢HRz+1,b,V (h) ¢)—
< Tr(y¢pHza v, (h)9)

— 1 21412 _ 2 2
= gt [ PR DBl o e
1
N / (Ve ()¢ (x) + |V ()F") / (xath™)Jp (xath™)? didx (35
R{ 0
1
< G //R ilfo(/ﬂl‘rslz — 1)-¢*(D)éaxalp (£axa)*dédx

w017 [ (V000 + 19000 ds.

with C uniformly bounded for b in compact subsets of [0, 00), since ||/~ Jp || L= (r,) < &
uniformly for b in compact subsets of [0, o) (see [12, Chapter 7]). By (3.3) we can
estimate ||¢||p~> < M and ./]Rd Vo (x)|> dx < Ct9=2,

What remains is to understand the common integral in (3.4) and (3.5). We begin by
extracting the desired leading term:

1
ot [ PO = - tarads(éava)® dedy
(2m) RIxRY
= La [ #*()dy (3.6)
R¢
o 1
1
Lo [ Bty [1- @) R (L - gty (ear) déadr.
0 JR4-! 0 w
Define, for b > Oand ¢ > 0,
! 1
Po(t) = [ (1= ) VR( L~ gy (en?) de.
0 T
In Lemmas A.1 and A.2 we shall prove that
(o) b 5
Py (1) dt = 5 and Pp(t) =0(t7")ast — oo, 3.7
0

with the implicit constant uniformly bounded for b in compact subsets of [0, c0).
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Using (3.7) we can estimate

/ / ¢* (', ht) dy' Py (1)dt
0 Rd-1
20/h
= / ¢> (', ht) dy' Py (1)dt
0 Rd-1
-2 20 dy - [ 2(y',0) dy' Py (1)d
Rd-! 20/h JRA-
20/h 1
+2/ ht/ / (v, hts)dy,¢(y’, hts) ds dy’ Py, (1)dt
0 R4 JO
b ’ ’ —
=2 [ #O0 @ +0he Hoge/m).
Rd-1
Combined with (3.6), (3.4), and (3.5) this completes the proof of Lemma 3.4. m|
We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. By combining Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 the claimed estimate
follows from

/0 . ¢*(x)

b0~ inf b(y>] dHI ()

< /a Ras

and the corresponding inequality for the sup and the fact that supp ¢ C B C By (x) for
any x € supp ¢. i

sup b(y) — inf b(y)|dH" " (x),
yEQﬂB yEQﬁB

4 From local to global asymptotics

In this section we prove our main result by piecing together the local asymptotics obtained
above. The key ingredient is the following construction of a continuum partition of unity
due to Solovej and Spitzer [11].

Let

(u) = %max{dist(u, Q°), 26}

with a small parameter 0 < {; to be determined. Note that 0 < £ < max{#, {o} and,
since |Vdist(u, Q)| = 1 a.e., [|[V€||» < 3. Note also that dist(Be(,), Q) < 2¢(u) if
and only if dist(u, 0Q) < 2£y in which case €(u) = £y. In particular, if dist(u, Q) > {
then Bg(u) (u) NQ=10.
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Fix afunction ¢ € C(‘)"’(Rd) with supp ¢ C B;(0) and ||¢||;2 = 1.By[11, Theorem 22]
(see also [7, Lemma 2.5]) the functions

¢u(x)=¢();(_u;t) \/1+V€(u)-);(_u;), xeR?, ueR?,

belong to C(‘)”(Rd) with supp ¢, € Be(u)(u), satisfy
/ bu()*(w) @ du=1  forallx e R? 4.1
R4

and, with a constant C depending only on d,

Igullze < V2lIglli> and  [[Voyllze < CLu) " |[Voll~ forallu e RY.
The application to our problem here is summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let Q, b,V be as in Theorem 1.1 and define {,{¢, },cra as above. Then,
Jor0 <€y < c(Q,b) and 0 < h < K¢y,

oy (0)-= | T8, o (06,)-000 du

SChﬂm‘/ (1+h2 V|2 )f 2 gu.
dist(u,Q) <6 I ”L'*d”(ﬁﬂBnm(u)) ()" du

where the constant C depends only on Q, b, K, ||@|| L.

For the sake of brevity, we omit the proof of Lemma 4.1 and instead refer the reader to
the proof of [7, Lemma 2.8]. Lemma 4.1 can be proved in the same manner but replacing
the use of a local Berezin—Li—Yau inequality by an application of Lemma 2.4.

With the above results in hand we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Set {y = h/ey with 0 < h < gori, (Q) /2 for a parameter gy €
(0, 1] which will eventually tend to zero.
We divide the set of u € R? such that By uy (u) N # 0 into two disjoint parts:

Q. ={ueR?: 20 <6a(u)} and Q ={ueRY:—ly<ba(u) <26}, (4.2)

where 8¢ denotes the signed distance function to the boundary, dq(y) = dist(u, Q¢) —
dist(u, Q). Note that for all u € Q* we have £(u) = .

By Lemma 4.1 we need to understand the integral with respect to u of the local traces
Tr(¢y,Hap,v (h)¢,)-. Breaking the integral according to the partition (4.2) we have

/ Tr(buHovp.y (1)) ) du = / Tr(6u Hopy () b)-L(u) ™ du
R4 Q.

+ /g Tr(puHao.p,v (h)u) €y du.
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F - _ 014 ,
or the first term Lemma 3.1 with Vj(x) = TER O Vi = V_(x) yields

/Q Tr(duHarpy () b)) du

=Lgh™ /Q /9 ¢% (x)(u)™ dxdu

+O(h ") /Q |2+ 1BIE) + VAR o+ E@O IVl 5 |

< Cl(u)2and LOL=UY: < Cl1p|2 L £(u) 2.

where we used || Vo || .~ Tt 09

< Cc
= (dist(u,00Q)—¢(u))?

For the integral over the boundary region Q* Theorem 3.2, for &g, £y, h sufficiently
small, implies

[ Tt n (06

L,
= Lyh™ / / ¢2 (x) 659 dxdu — =L p=d+! / / ¢ ()b (x) €5 dH (x)du
o Jo 2 o Joo
+ O (h™)|Q"[(0,—0+ (1) + £5llog(£0)]) + h™" 04,0+ (1)

—d+2 1+d/2 —-d
#002) [ (VAR o GVl

Here we used the fact that b satisfies (1.3).
Combining the estimates for the contribution from the bulk and boundary region,
using (4.1), and estimating the integrals of the norms of V_, V,, we find

[, TG Hay (o)~ d
Lg_y

= Lyh4Q| - Th‘d“/ b(x) dH" (x)
40 (4.3)

+O(h=)Q"|(04,-0+ (1) + £gllog(£0)]) + h~* 04,0+ (1)

+ O 2) (1+|b]13.) /Q £y du+ O )| IV o+ Vil |-

By [7, eq.’s (4.6)—(4.8)], /Q L(u)2du < C{’(;l and |Q*| < C{y with C depending
only on Q. Thus by Lemma 4.1, (4.3), and since h%/£(u)? < 8(2) we conclude that

L,
h4 Y Tr(Hgpy (h)- — Lah™|Q)| + %h“’” / b(x) dH " (x)
oQ

< &5 0neys0+ (1) + O (&0]10g(£0)]) + 01/ 590+ (1)

+0(0) (1 +1113) + O [ IV o + IVl |-

Letting first /2 and then &g tend to O completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O
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A Properties of P,

Our aim is to prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma A.1. Forv > 0 it holds that

P (r)—/ (1- )‘d+“/2( — &td,(£1) )d§:0(t‘2) ast — oo,

Moreover, the implicit constant is uniformly bounded for v in compact subsets of [0, o).

Lemma A.2. For any v > 0 we have the identity

/Owa(t) dt:/ / (1-¢& )(d+1)/2( — &ty (é1) )dga';:;

We shall need the following asymptotic expansion for the Bessel function

0 =(2) feorfe- - ) - 2 - 2T soun)|.

where the implicit constant is uniformly bounded for v in compact subsets of [0, co)
(see [12, Chapter 7]). We shall also make use of the following identity

2
xy (07 = | T 0+ Tl (0 = vy () ()] (A2)

dx[2

which is easily deduced from J;,(x) = %(J,,_l (x) = Jy+1(x)) and the recursion formula
-1 (x) +Jy+1 ()C) = %JV (x)

Proof of Lemma A.1. By an integration by parts, (A.2), and since |/, (x)| < 1,
1 2 3 3
P =) [a-@ S e e
S Vs 2 2
+VE T (ED Ty (1) | dE +0 (15" + 67)

for any 0 < 6 < 1. Provided 6t > 1, (A.1) implies

2 3
£ - ilm(ft)z FVE T E) Iy (€0 = 5= cos(21 = 10) + 07,

with the implicit constant uniformly bounded for v in compact subsets of [0, o). Thus,
we have arrived at

P,(1) = M/ (1 - &)dD2¢ cos(2¢t — nv) dé + O (172 +16* + 6°)

= d+1/ (1- )(d l)/2§COS(2§t—7rv) dé+0(172),

2rt
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where we chose 6 = O(+!). An integration by parts yields

1 1
/ (1-¢2) 4" DR2¢ cos(261—nv) dé = E / (1-&2)4I72(4g2 1) sin(2ét —nv) dé .
0 2t Jo

Since the integral on the right is bounded uniformly in v, this completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma A.2. For any T > 0, by (A.2), Fubini’s theorem, and a change of vari-
ables

T 1 T
_ _ g2 (d+1)/2 l _ 2
[ o= [Fa-eyen [0 (o) anae
T T
= S (Py(T) + Pyt (1)) +v /O (1= s2/TH D] (5)y41(5) ds .

By Lemma A.1 only the remaining integral contributes as 7 — co. By [12, p. 406] and
for v > —1, in the sense of an improper Riemann integral

© 1
[ a3,
0
The proof is completed by appealing to a simple Abelian theorem in Lemma A.3. O

Lemma A.3. If f € L™(R,) and limy _,« [OT f(t)dt = A, then for all @ > 0

r t
lim (1 -
T —oo 0 T2

2

)af(t)dtzA.

Proof. By integration by parts and a change of variables,

/OT(1 - ;—Z)"f(t) di = /OT(—%@ - ;—22)") Otf(s) dsdi

1 oT
:2a/ (1-0>) f(s)dsdo .
0 0

By our assumptions there is a Sy < oo so that for § > Sy

“/Osf(s)ds

s
‘/ f(s)ds
0
oT

f(s)ds

<|Al+1.

Since f is bounded,

< Sl flleo -

Thus, forall o, T,

< max{|A| + 1, Sol| flleo} -

0
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Since a > 0, the function o — (1-02)?! o is integrable and by dominated convergence,

oT 1
l1m Za// (1-oH) o f(s) dsa'a‘=2aA/ (1-0)*lodo=A.
0

This completes the proof of Lemma A.3. O
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