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BOUND STATES AND HEAT KERNELS FOR FRACTIONAL-TYPE
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS

TOMASZ JAKUBOWSKI, KAMIL KALETA, AND KAROL SZCZYPKOWSKI

ABSTRACT. We consider non-local Schrédinger operators H = —L—V in L2(R?), d > 1, where
the kinetic terms L are pseudo-differential operators which are perturbations of the fractional
Laplacian by bounded non-local operators and V is the fractional Hardy potential. We prove
pointwise estimates of eigenfunctions corresponding to negative eigenvalues and upper finite-
time horizon estimates for heat kernels. We also analyze the relation between the matching
lower estimates of the heat kernel and the ground state near the origin. Our results cover the
relativistic Schrédinger operator with Coulomb potential.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d € N := {1,2,...} and o € (0,2 A d). Recall that the fractional Laplacian L(®) :=
—(—A)O‘/ 2 is a pseudo-differential operator which is defined by

LEf(€) = —[e*f(©), [ € DL®):={f e L*RY): |g*f(¢) € L* (R}
see e.g. Kwasnicki [29]. It is known that [£]* = f]Rd\{O}(l —cos(& - )@ (y)dy, € € RY, where

22710 ((d + @) /2)

I/(a) (y) _ Cd,a’y‘idicz y € Rd \ {0} , and Cd,a *= ﬂd/QF(l — 04/2)

In this paper we consider the class of Lévy operators L such that
Lf(§) = —p(©F(), feD(L)={fe AR :vfe L*(R')]
(see Jacob [22] and Bottcher, Schilling and Wang [8]), where
9= [ (sl pplydy. ¢er
R\{0}
and the Lévy density v is symmetric (i.e. v(—z) = v(x)) and satisfies the following assumption:
(A1) The density v is such that
o=v® _y >0
and o(dx) = o(x)dz is a finite measure.

The main goal of this paper is to give pointwise estimates of L?-eigenfunctions corresponding
to negative eigenvalues (below we call them bound state eigenfunctions or just bound states) and
finite-time horizon heat kernel estimates for non-local Schréodinger operators

20T (dte)?
H=-L-V, where V(azc):i O</§<n*:ﬂ.

-+ I

(1.1)
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The operator H is defined in form-sense as a bounded below self-adjoint operator, see Section
B3l An important example is the relativistic Schrodinger operator with Coulomb potential
H=vV-A+m?-—m— .
kd

Here we set d = 3, @ = 1 and, consequently, k* = 2/7. The Hamiltonian H + m is known
to provide one of possible descriptions (neglecting spin effects) of the energy of a relativistic
particle with mass m in the Coulomb field. It has been widely studied as an alternative to the
Klein-Gordon and the Dirac theories, see Herbst [21], Weder [40], Daubechies and Lieb [11], and
Daubechies [10]. The other examples of operators L (Lévy densities v/) satisfying our assumption
(AT)) are given in Example 23]

The potential V' in (LI is the Hardy potential corresponding to fractional Laplacian L)
and k* is known to be the critical constant in the fractional Hardy inequality

a * f(x)Q 2/md

ED[f] >k dz, fe L*R%Y); (1.2)
Re |7]

E@ denotes the quadratic form of the operator L(®, see Herbst [21], Frank and Seiringer [16],
Bogdan, Dyda and Kim [4]. As shown in [4, Section 4] and [5 Section 2.2]|, for any 0 < k < K*

there exists a unique number § such that
« a+6 d—é
0<5<d—a and /4:2 Fg 2 )dr,(,g )
2 L(3)T (=)
Our first main result gives pointwise estimates of eigenfunctions corresponding to negative
eigenvalues for Schrodinger operators H given by (LI]). It summarizes Proposition 1] and
Theorem which are proven below. Recall that the heat kernel p(t,z,y) := p(y — x) and

resolvent kernel gy(x,y) := gx(y — x) of the operator L are given by

(1.3)

pe(x) = (277)_d/d eTWEemimEqe >0, 2z e RY,
R

and

g (x) = /OO e Mp(z)dt, A>0, z e RY,
see Section for more details. '
Theorem 1.1. Let (A1) hold and let x < k*. Let ¢ € L*(RY) be such that
Hyo=FE¢, for anumber E <DO. (1.4)
Then ¢ has a version which is continuous on R%\ {0} and satisfies the following estimates.
(a) For every R > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that
lp(2)] < celHE 2|70, || <R, z#0,

where 6 is determined by (L3)); the constant ¢ depends neither on ¢, E nor o.
(b) For every e € (0,|E| A1) there is R = R(¢) > 1 and ¢ = ¢(e) such that

lo(@)| < ¢ sup gjp—(z —y), = €R\{0}. (1.5)
lyl<R

Furthermore, if ¢ is a ground state (i.e. (IL4) holds with E = inf spec(H) < 0), then there
is ¢ > 0 such that

o) > 7 inf (e —y). =R\ (0). (1.6)

Under the assumption (&), the operators L and L(® are close to each other in the sense
that their Fourier multipliers are asymptotically equivalent at infinity. Indeed, we have

)
=00 €]

)
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which is a direct consequence of
VO <IEP =0+ [ (1ol poly)dy < v(©) +lol. ¢ e R
R4\ {0}

However, the tail of v(x) can be essentially lighter at infinity than that of ©(®)(z), and therefore
some analytic and spectral properties of H = —L — V and —L(® — V may differ as well. The
crucial example is the structure of the spectrum spec(H) of H. First recall that the discrete spec-
trum spec,(H) consists of all isolated eigenvalues of H of finite multiplicity with no accumulation
points, and the essential spectrum spec,(H) can be defined as spec,(H) := spec(H) \ specy(H).
It follows from [40, Theorems 3.6, 3.7] (see also the more explicit statement in [24, Propos-
ition 4.1] which is dedicated to self-adjoint Lévy operators with real-valued potentials) that
spec.(H) = spec,(—L) = [0,00). This implies that specy(H) C (—00,0). Together with (L2,
it gives that specy(—L(®) — V) = (). On the other hand, the discrete spectra specy(H) can
be non-empty for Schrodinger operators H as in (1)) where the fractional Laplacian L) g
replaced by the proper perturbation L. This is exactly the situation in which our Theorem [T
applies directly.

Here, the key example is the relativistic Coulomb model which was mentioned above. It is
known to produce infinitely many negative eigenvalues; the lowest eigenvalue is nondegenerate,
and the associated ground state is strictly positive, see [21, 40, 11]. The L2-upper estimates of
eigenfunctions for this model have been obtained by Nardini [32] (see also [33]). Our present
Theorem [Tl gives pointwise estimates at infinity and at zero, and together with Theorem [[.3]
which is stated below, it also gives two-sided bounds for the ground state. To the best of
our knowledge, such a result has not been known before. Precise statements and the detailed
discussion of this example are postponed to Section [6] below. We want to mention here that the
assumption (Al is motivated by the paper of Ryznar [35], who proposed such an approach in
the study of the potential theory of relativistic stable processes. At the level of operators this
idea was one of basic tools in the study of the stability of relativistic matter — in that theory,
for some estimates, the relativistic operator v/—A + m?2 — m can be replaced by its bounded
perturbation v/—A, see Fefferman and de la Llave [14], Lieb and Yau [31], Frank, Lieb and
Seiringer [15], and the monograph by Lieb and Seiringer [30]. We also refer to the recent paper
by Ascione and Lérinczi [3] for an application to the zero energy inverse problems for relativistic
Schrédinger operators.

The decay rates of bound states at infinity for Schrodinger operators involving the Euclidean
Laplacian are now a classical topic, see Agmon [I] 2], Reed and Simon [34], and Simon [38]. In
the non-local setting this problem has been studied for Schrodinger operators with less singular
decaying potentials, see [9] 24] (see also [25] for estimates in the zero energy case). Pointwise
estimates as in (D) and (L6) have been first established by Carmona, Masters and Simon
in their seminal paper [9]. The authors identified the decay rates at infinity of eigenfunctions
corresponding to negative eigenvalues for a large class of Lévy operators L perturbed by Kato-
decomposable potentials V' =V, — V_ (also called Kato-Feller potentials, see [12]) for which the
negative part V_ is in the Kato class associated with L, and the positive part V is locally in
that class. Recall that if V(z) = x|z| 7, for k, 8 > 0, then V belongs to the Kato class of L if
and only if 8 < a, see e.g. [I8, Section 3|. Therefore, the singularity of the potential in (LTI)
is critical for these operators. Part (b) of Theorem [Tl states that the estimates of Carmona,
Masters and Simon extend to such a case, i.e. the criticality of the potential does not change
the decay rates of bound states at infinity. The difference is that in our present setting the
eigenfunctions can be singular at zero, while for the Kato class potentials they are typically
bounded and continuous on RY. Part (a) of Theorem [l gives the upper estimate of bound
states around zero for potentials with critical singularity. The matching lower bound for the
gound state is discussed in Theorem [[.3] below. Such pointwise estimates for Lévy operators
with the fractional Hardy potential have not been known before. We remark that the estimates
of the resolvent kernels for some special examples of Lévy operators can be extracted e.g. from
[9, 24].
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The methods of the paper [9] are probabilistic — they are based on the Feynman—Kac formula,
martingales and the probabilistic potential theory. These tools are not available for more singular
potentials as that in (L)), see the monograph by Demuth and van Casteren [12] for a systematic
introduction to the stochastic spectral analysis of Feller operators. It makes the problem we treat
in this paper much more difficult. We propose a new, fully analytic approach, which is completely
different. The methods we use are based on the technique of perturbations of integral kernels
developed by Bogdan, Hansen and Jakubowski [7]. We first construct the kernel p(t, x,y) which
is a perturbation of the heat kernel p(¢, z,y) by Hardy potential V', and analyze the smoothing
properties of the corresponding semigroup of operators {P,};~o (Section ). In Section 3 we
study the properties of quadratic forms. We describe in detail the relation between forms of L
and L(® and show that the form of the Schrodinger operator H can be identified with quadratic
form of the semigroup {P;}¢~o. Consequently, by uniqueness, e *# = P, t > 0 on L2(RY). In
particular, e* are integral operators with kernels p(t,z,y), which is crucial for our further
investigations. Indeed, it provides direct access to properties of operators e *. This is given in
Theorem B3l Finally, all these partial results are applied in Section [ to establish the pointwise
estimates for bound states. This part starts with the perturbation formula and combines some
direct observations with the self-improving estimate which involves the convolutions of resolvent
kernels. Our proofs do not require sharp estimates of the kernel p(¢,z,y). On the other hand,
we use in an essential way the estimates of the heat kernel for the fractional Laplacian with
Hardy potential which have been obtained just recently by Bogdan, Grzywny, Jakubowski and
Pilarczyk [5].

The second part of the paper is devoted to estimates of the kernel p(¢,x,y). Here, and in
what follows, we write f < gon A, if f,g > 0 on A and there is a (comparability) constant ¢ > 1

such that ¢ '¢g < f < ¢g holds on A (“é” means the comparison with the constant ¢). Also, we
use “:=" to indicate the definition. As usual, a A b := min{a, b}, a V b := max{a, b}.

In order to get sharp results, we need to impose the following additional assumption on the
Lévy density v.

(A2) There exists a non-decreasing profile function f: (0,00) — (0,00) such that
v(z) = f(lal),  «eR\{0}, (1.7)

and the condition

sup fillz =y f(ly])
zeR4 JR fi(lz])
where f; := f A1, holds.

< o0, (1.8)

As proved by Kaleta and Sztonyk [27], the condition (L8] provides a minimal regularity of
the profile f which is required for comparability p;(z) = tv(x), for large 2 € R?. Easy-to-check
sufficient (and necessary) conditions for it can be found in [26] Section 3.1] and [27, Proposition
2|. In particular, all the examples of Lévy densities v presented in Example 23] satisfy (A2).

Our second main result is the following theorem which gives the finite-time horizon upper
estimate of p(t,z,y). The construction of this kernel in Section 2] was performed for the full
range of kK < k*. Our next theorem also covers the critical case k = k™.

Theorem 1.2. Let (AT)) and (A2) hold and let k < k*. Then for every T > 0 there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(T) such that

_ 0/ 10/
p(t,ﬁﬂ,y) < & <1 + W) (1 + W p(t’x,y)a T,y € Rd \ {O}? te (O’T]

It is clear that p(t,z,y) > p(t,z,y), z,y € R?, t > 0. This means that the estimate in the
above theorem is sharp at least for the case when both |z| and |y| are large. One can conjecture
that the two-sided estimate as in Theorem holds true for the full range of spatial variables.
However, a general argument leading to the lower estimate in our present generality seems to
be not available at the moment. On the other hand, such a conjecture is supported by our
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results in [23], where we have proven the two-sided estimate of this form for the case when
L=—(=A+m?*)%? £ m, «ac (0,2), m>0. This is an example of the operator covered
by our assumptions (AJ)-([A2]). Such two-sided bounds, for ¢ > 0, have been first obtained for
the fractional Laplacian L(®) with Hardy potential [5]. The proof of Theorem [[.2] uses in an
essential way the results from [5], the properties of the density v(x) and the sharp bound
p(t,z,y) < ™Y Atw(y —=), te(0,T), z,y R, (1.9)

which was established in [27] (see Lemma Bl below for details). Observe that (L9) makes the
estimate in Theorem explicit.

Our last result relates the lower estimate of the kernel p(¢, z,y) with the lower bound of the
ground state at zero for Kk < K*.

Theorem 1.3. Let (A1) and (A2) hold and let k < k*. Let § be the number determined by
([C3). Assume that there exists p € L*(R?) such that Hp = Ep, where E = info(H) < 0, i.e.
the ground state of H exists. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(a) For every T > 0 there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(T') such that

~ 10/ 0/ 1

(b) For every R > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
p(r) = clz| ™, [z| <R, ©#0.

As mentioned above, for |z|, |y| > t'/* we always have

_ 1 0/ 10/
p(t,x,y)2p(t,x,y)>z 1+W 1+W p(t,z,y),

which means that in fact the statement (b) implies the lower bound for the kernel p(¢, x,y) for
the full range of time-space variables. In combination with our results in [23], Theorem [[3]
gives the matching lower bound for the ground state of the relativistic Coulomb model. Details
are given in Section [l below. Theorem [[3] is proved is Section We remark that the sharp
two-sided finite-time horizon estimates for heat kernels of fractional Laplacian and more general
Lévy operators (covering our assumptions (Ad)-(A2)) with Kato class potentials can be found
in Bogdan, Hansen and Jakubowski [7] and Grzywny, Kaleta and Sztonyk [I§].

2. SCHRODINGER PERTURBATIONS OF HEAT KERNELS

2.1. General framework. Our approach in this paper uses the technique of perturbation of
kernels which was developed in [7]. We start with abstract settings.

Let (E,F, ) be a o-finite measure space. Let k : (0,00) x E x E — [0,00) be a B((0,000)) X
F x F-measurable kernel such that

[ bl 2z )n(dz) = Kt +5..9), ry ek, (2.1)
E
k(t,z,y) = k(t,y,x) >0, t>0, z,y € F, (2.2)

and let V: E'— [0,00) be an F-measurable function. We define

k(t,z,y) = Zk (t,z,y), (2.3)

where

ko(t,z,y) = k(t,z,y

)
n(t, z,y) / / s, 2, 2)V(2)kn—1(t — s, 2z, y)u(dz)ds, n > 1.
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It is known that %(t, x,y) is a symmetric transition density, i.e. it satisfies the equalities (2.I]),
([22), see [7]. Moreover, the following perturbation formula

k(t,x,y) = k(t,z,y) + /0 /Ek:(s,x, 2)V(2)k(t — s, z,y)pu(dz)ds

t ~
=k(t,z,y) +/ / k(s,x,2)V(2)k(t — s,z,y)u(dz)ds, t>0, z,y € E,
0 JE
holds. The starting point of our investigations is the following direct observation.

Ler~nma 2.1. Suppgse we are given two kernels k(l)(t,x,y) and k) (t,z,y) as above and denote
by kD (t, z,y) and k) (t,z,y) the corresponding perturbed kernels as in 23). If

ED(t z,y) <k (t,z,y), t>0, z,ycFE. (2.4)
then

kY2, y) <kP(t,z,y), t>0, z,y€E. (2.5)
Proof. Tt follows from (Z3)), (Z4) and the assumption V' > 0. O

This fact will be used below in the following form.
Corollary 2.2. Assume that there is A > 0 such that
k(l)(t,x,y) < MK (t,z,y) t>0, z,y € E. (2.6)
Then
%(1)(t,x,y) < Mg (t,z,y) t>0, z,y € E.
Proof. We apply Lemma 21l to the kernel k(t, z,y) := eMk®)(t,z,v) instead of k3 (¢, z,y). We

only have to make sure that E(t,x,y) = ME®) (t,z,y). To this end, we define ko(t,x,y) =
k(t,z,y),

t
kn(t,z,y) = / / k(s,z,2)q(2)kn—1(t — s, z,y)u(dz)ds, n>1,
0 JE

and observe that k,(t,z,y) = e”k,(f) (t,z,y), which yields the desired assertion. O

2.2. Heat kernels of free operators. Let d € N:={1,2,...}, a € (0,2) and a < d. Let
v (y) = caaly ™,y e RT\{0},

where

22710 ((d + @) /2)
/2T (1 — o /2)

Cd,a =
This coefficient is so chosen that
[ 1= coste - may = ¢l ¢ <R (2.7

Let v(dz) = v(x)dz be a symmetric Lévy measure such that (Al holds. Consider
0O = [ (o ywdy), EER
RA\{0}

Observe that we have
€1 = Jo] < (&) < €%, € eRY,
which gives

v(E) = |, 1€l = 2lahe. (2.8)
In particular, e () LY(RY), for every t > 0. We define

pga) (z) := (27T)d/ et emimEqe 1> 0, z e RY, (2.9)
Rd
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and
pe(x) := (2m) ¢ /]Rd e e >0, z € R (2.10)
For every t > 0, pga) and p; are continuous and bounded probability density functions, see e.g.
[28]. Moreover, pga) is radial and p; is symmetric, i.e. p(—y) = pi(y), vy € RL From 23) we
have
P (@) = e ow). (2.11)

It is also well-known that

P (@) = 4% A t>0,zeR’ (2.12)

‘x’d—i—a )

We denote

Pt z,y) =iy —x), plt,x,y) =ply—=z), t>0, z,y€R™L

Clearly, pga) and p; are symmetric kernels satisfying the Chapman-Kolmogorov equations:

/ P (5,2, ) (t,y, 2)dy = p'(t + s,2,2), w,2€RY, s,t>0, (2.13)
]Rd

/ p(s,z,y)p(t,y, 2)dy = p(t + s,2,2), z,2€ R s,t>0. (2.14)
Rd

We let
P = [ F@w ey, f € LR dw), ¢ >0,

Pf@) = [ wwtaay, fe 2B, >0

(Pt(a))bo, (P;)¢>0 are strongly continuous semigroups of self-adjoint contractions on L?(R?, dx),
and the operators L(® and L are L2-generators of these semigroups, see e.g. [22] vol. 1, Example
4.7.28, pp. 407-409]. The kernels p(® (¢, z,y), p(t,z,y) are heat kernels of the operators L(®),
L, respectively.

Since v(® = v + &, we have

PO =penfle) = [ mlo—ufdn). e B >0

where
- Colt = Rt (dar) o Colt = Rk () da
pf (dz) = e~ |tZT = e711tgy (da) 4 7 |tZT'
k=0 k=1
Hence,
o o ot N e x o) (2)
P (@) = 17y () + 7l YD ST (2.15)
k=1
and, consequently,
p(t,x,y) < eloltp(@) (t,z,y), xyeR% t>0. (2.16)

We close this section by collecting some examples of Lévy measures v satisfying (ATl and
(A2).
Example 2.3.  (a) Relativistic stable Lévy density: let o € (0,2) and m > 0 and let
4 d/2 00 2 o
v(z) = %/ exp Lol —m¥oy ) w1 du
(1 — «/2) J,
1
2@ dta KCHTQ (ma\x!)

« 2 M 2«

= ——, z R\ {0},
Wgr(l —a/2) |:c|d%
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where

1 /r\p [ r?
i =4 [t
n(r) =515 /0 u eXp< u 4u> du, p>0,r>0,

is the modified Bessel function of the second kind, see e.g. [13] 10.32.10]. As proved in
[35, Lemma 2],

o(z) i=v(z) — v\ (z)

is a positive density of a finite measure such that
¢ d
|0|:/Rd0(x)dx:m and U(x)émdm, z € R\ {0},

for some constant ¢ > 0. It is then clear that (Al holds. In order to verify (A2), we
first observe that the density v(z) is radial decreasing function. By using the well-known

asymptotics,
lim K, (r)yvre" = /7/2,

r—00

we can also show that

v(z) =< e*ml/am]uc\fﬂgﬂ |z] > 1.

Consequently, ([A2]) holds by combination of [27, Proposition 2| and [26, Lemma 3.1].
The Lévy operator associated to v is the relativistic (a-stable) operator

L=—(—A+m¥4)%2 1 m,
(b) Tempered stable Lévy density: let B > a and A > 0, and let
v(z) = e~ Mal? (@) (), xeR¥\{0}.
Then
o(z) = v(z) —v(z) = caalz] 7 <1 - e_’\mﬁ> ,

where
a2a_1f((d + a)/2)
72T (1 — a/2)
is a positive density of a finite measure. By direct calculations,

oxd/2 oo
lo| :/ o(z)dz = cqq Wd / (1-— e_)‘“B)u_l_O‘du
R (%) Jo
20T d+o oo o 2a1 dta (1 - ¢ o
— a y ( 2 )a / (1 _ e*)\u)uflfgdu — ( ) ( B) 2B
BL(5)T(1-5) Jo 1
where in the last line we have used the standard identity
B /OO —Auy, —1—
 — 1—ce¢ u  Tdu=X", A>0, vye€(0,1),
)y oy
see e.g. [36, (1)]. In particular, (Al holds. Moreover, it follows from [27, Proposition 2]
that ([A2) is satisfied if and only if @ € (0,1) and S € (a, 1].
(c) Stable Lévy density suppressed on a complement of a neighbourhood of the origin: let

n: R? — (0, 1] be a function such that there exists a decreasing profile g : (0, 00) — (0, 00)
such that n(x) < g(|z]), z € R?\ {0}. Let » > 0 and let

v(z) = v\ (@) a1y + 0@V (@) Lpsn. @€ R\ {0}

Cd,ao =

Then
o(w) = v (@) = v(z) = n(@)') (@) Ljasmy 20
is a density of a finite measure. Indeed,

M:Afmmzﬁwuﬂmmwmwg/ V®) (2)dz < oo.

|| >r
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Hence, (Adl) holds. If we moreover assume that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
9(s)g(t) < cg(s +1), s,t>1,
then (A2) holds with the profile f(r) = g(r)r—4-.
An example of such v is the layered stable Lévy density of the form
v(z) = caule " (ALY, @ e RT\ {0},
where v > 0.

2.3. Kernels perturbed by fractional Hardy potential. Let d € IN and 0 < a < 2A d. By
following [5], we consider the function [0, (d — a)/2] > B — kg given by ko = 0 and g satisfies

()

Kg 1= , 0<pB << ——.
@)

It is a strictly increasing and continuous function with maximal (critical) value

. 20T (%42)”
K= Kd-a)/2 =~
I (459)

It is then clear that it establishes a one-to-one correspondence between numbers in [0, (d — a) /2]
and [0, x*]. Throughout the paper we assume that

k € [0,x"] is fixed and 6 € [0,(d — «)/2] is such that ks =« . (2.17)
Let
Viz) = Vy(z) = —.
Eds

When k < k*, then Vj, is said to be sub-critical.

Starting with k(t,z,y) = p(t,x,y) we can now construct the perturbed kernel p(¢,z,y) ac-
cording to the procedure described in Section 2] Recall that p(¢, z,y) is a symmetric transition
density such that

p(t,x,y) = p(t,x,y) —i—/o /Rd p(s,x,2)V(2)p(t — s, z,y)dzds (2.18)

t
=p(t,x,y) —i—/ / p(s,x, 2)V(2)p(t — s, z,y)dzds, t>0, z,y € R,
0 JRd

Such a construction has been recently performed in [5] for the case when k(t, z,y) = p'® (¢, z, ).
It was proved in [5, Theorems 1.1 and 3.1| that

t5/a té/a t
~a) - v v —dfoc n Y d
Y (t,x,y) < |1+ 1+ <t A ), z,y € R 0}, t>0, (2.19
G :%) ( mw)( IR g — ol \ {0} (219
and
|l dy = 1o, @ e RI\ (0} ¢ >0 (2:20)
By (2I6) and Corollary applied to kW (t,z,y) = p(t,z,y), kD (t,z,y) = p@(t,z,y) and
A= |o|, we get
it z,y) <t zy), =z yeR? t>0. (2.21)

This domination property will be crucial for our further investigations in this paper. By using
221), (219) and by following the argument in the proof of [5, Lemmas 4.9-4.10] (for any fixed
t > 0), we can show directly that the function

(0,00) x <Rd \ {0})2 > (t,x,y) — p(t,z,y) is continuous. (2.22)
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2.4. Semigroup of operators defined by the kernel p. We define
POS@) = | Wi ey, € LR de), 0> 0,

P, f(x / f)p(t,z,y)dy, fe LA2R% dx), t > 0.

It is shown in [5, Proposition 2.4] that (Pt(a))t>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of contrac-
tions on L?(RY,dz). By the same argument and the domination property (Z2I) this extends

to (Pt)t>0 except the L2-contractivity. Indeed, we only know that HPtHL2 <ellt ¢t > 0.

L2
Clearly, each Pt( ) and P isa self-adjoint operator.
We will also need the following smoothing properties of the semigroup (F;)¢o.

Lemma 2.4. Under (All), for every t > 0, we have
P (L*(RY) c C(R?\ {0}).
Furthermore, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every x € R*, ¢t >0 and f € LQ(Rd),

- Cdes N 0/
P f(2)] < cel?ltt=%a" (14 t2a) <1+| 5 >||f\|2,

where § is defined by [2I7). The constant ¢ does not depend on o.

Proof. We first establish the continuity assertion. Fix f € L?(R%) and t > 0. Let x, z € R\ {0}
be such that |z — z| < 1 A|z|/2 and let R > |z| + 1. We have

|Pof(z)— P f(2)] i/ )1t 2, y) — B¢, 2 y)!dy+/ |F (Bt 2, y) + B¢, 2,))dy.

ly|<2R ly|>2R
By (22I) and 219]), we get
p(t, z,y) — plt, 2, 9)| < plt, 2, y) + p(t, 2,y) (2.23)

Leellt [ 14 200 2\ G ! 1+ e
< cle
! 28 ) \edla 7 \ |y = zjdta " |y — gfdta Tyl

Recall that 0 < 0 < (d — «)/2. Together with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality this implies that
f‘y|<2R |f(y)] (1 + %) dy < oco. Consequently, the first integral on the right hand side above

goes to zero as z — x, by (222) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.

On the other hand, by (223) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

[ @@ w0) 52y
ly|>2R

240/ t t
Sepell [ 14— (1+t5/°‘)/ fy ( + )dy
a]? IO v
1/2
240/ 1
< 2ertel (14 22— <1+t5/°‘> f / ————dy
2 W1 { - e

o108/
< eotellt (1 + W) (1 + té/a) I1f|l, B~/

Hence,

~ ~ d/a
timsup| P, f(2) — PLf(2)] < catel”! (1 * %—5> (1+1572) 11, B2

e |z

and, by letting R — oo, we get that ﬁtf(z) — ]Btf(x) as z — x. Since x # 0 was arbitrary, this
shows that P,f € C(R?\ {0}).



FRACTIONAL-TYPE SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIAL 11

In order to get the second assertion, we proceed in a similar way. Let f € L?(R%). By (221,

2I9) and ([212), we can write

P o]t e (@) e
[P f(2)] < cse <1+ W) </|y<1+/y|>1> fFW)p* (¢, 2, y) <1+ B dy

" 16/ N . sy f
< cael™t (HW) ((HW )/}Rd @) (¢, y)dy + ¢ @0 /ly | (y)’dy)

I<1 ly|°

and, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality applied to both integrals and (212]), we get

~ té/a 1/2 o
Uﬁ@ﬂé%w“o+ﬁﬁ)<O+Wﬂ<AJﬂM%W@mw®> +eat™ | £l
&/a
< czell? (1 - ij) <(1 A A t_(d_‘s)/o‘) 11

té/a d8Var N
< coellt <1+W) ¢~ (@=0/e (1 4 44/@)y ) 7],

This completes the proof. O

Observe that the above lemma also applies directly to the semigroup (Pt(a))t>o as a special
case (we just take o = 0 in (AT).
3. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH SINGULAR POTENTIALS AND THEIR SEMIGROUPS

3.1. Quadratic forms of free operators. We first discuss the relation between quadratic
forms of the operators L(® and L. Due to (2.I5)) our analysis will be based on the corresponding
operator semigroups. For f € L?(RY), we define

Elfl=3 (- BLD),  Elfl=lmElf],

N0

Since the operators P; are self-adjoint contractions on L%(R¢), it follows from spectral theorem
that the map
(O’OO) St Et[f]

is decreasing for any f € L?(R%), see e.g. [I7, Lemma 1.3.4]. In particular, the above limit exists
and belongs to [0, 00]. The domain of £ is defined as

D) ={f € L?: &[f] < o}
For f,g € L*(RY) we also define

1
&lfigl=2(f=Ff9, >0
It is easy to check that

E17.0) = 5 (&1 +] ~ &)~ £lo)
which shows that the limit

exists and is finite for any f,g € D(E); E[f, g] defines a bilinear form corresponding to initial
quadratic form. Consequently, the following polarization formula

£1£.91 = 5 (€17 +3] ~ €71 - £l

holds for f,g € D(E).
The form (€ @) D(E (0‘))) of the fractional Laplacian L(® is defined in the same manner by

replacing the operators P; with Pt(a). Due to (Adl), it is a special case of (E,D(E)).



12 T. JAKUBOWSKI, K. KALETA, AND K. SZCZYPKOWSKI
Below we need to consider the convolution operators
kx* _ kx _ d k N L2 ]Rd
o f(x) - 4 g (m y)f(y) Y, € ’ f € ( )’
R

where o comes from (AT)). Since o¥* € L'(R?), k € IN, it defines a bounded operator on L?(R%).
Indeed, by the CauchySchwarz inequality and the Tonelli theorem, for f € L*(R%), we have

Ho’“*f‘z < /Rd (/}Rd Uk*(x—y)dy> </}Rd Uk*(w—y)\f(y)\zdy> da
—lolt [ ([ ¥t = o) 1P ay = lo* 1512 (3.)

Lemma 3.1. Under assumption (Adl), we have
ELN+IolIFIE = (o f, ) = E@LfL, [ e LX(RY).
In particular, D(E) = D(EW),

o) = {re 2@ [ [ ()~ 1) v(e - piasdy < oo

_ 1 _ 2 (o 2(d
=5 [ ] 6@ = rw)sla - sy, f e 2®.
Proof. We first establish the first identity. For every ¢ > 0, by (2.I5]) we have
(F=POpf)y=(f=etp gy + et =Ry )

(o). 1) - <—Iolt§: 4 >

and

Hence,

£ = 7 (f — e 1f 1) + e Plg )

eI (P f), f) — eI <Z t;;. P ). f > @32

k=2

As shown above, of € L*(R%). Thus, by strong continuity, (Pi(af), f) — (of, f), as t \, 0.
Moreover, by (B.1]),

Ootkl

<§_°:’fz_,lpt< f>,f> <5 (R n.1)
_ O_O tk ' ko
<> T [Pt n 1,

o0

th—1
< Z lo FULIS < tlo? [1f15 € =0, ast\0.
Then, by letting ¢ \, 0 in ([3:2)), we get the first identity of the lemma. In particular, we see that

D(E) = D(E@).
In order to see the second assertion, we observe that

olIFIB — (o f ) = / f(x) / (f(2) - F@))o(x — y)dyda
/ / y)o(x —y)dydr >0, f¢€ Lz(Rd),
Rd JRA
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by symmetrization. By (3] this double integral is finite for every f € L?(R?). Furthermore, it

is known that

1 2 (o
- E/IRd /Rd (f(z) = () vz —y)dady, f e L*RY).

Therefore, by the first identity of the lemma proved above, we see that
2 (a
Elf] <0 <= / / (f(:v)—f(y)) o )(:c—y)dxdy<oo.
R4 JR4
Consequently, by (A1),

el = [ [ (f@) = 1) ula - piady < o

and the equality

/le/]Rd () = f(y ) Vw—y dxdy——/Rd/Rd z) — f(y))?o(x — y)dydz

holds for f € L?(R%). This proves the second assertion of the lemma.

O

3.2. Quadratic form of the semigroup (lgt)t>0. In this section we identify the form € of the

semigroup (ﬁt)t>0 when acting on D(€). Similarly as above, we define for f € L?(R%)

ElfN =7 {r-Prf),  Ef=1mélf
The domain of & is
D(E) = {f € L*: £[f] < oo},
see [39, Chapter 6] and [37, Chapter 10]. The corresponding bilinear form is defined as

Elf.o=1m = (f - Buf.g).,

for any f,g € D(g ), and the following polarization formula

Elf.0) = 5 (215 + )~ E17) — Elg))

holds for f,g € D(E). Clearly, the form (g(o‘),D(g(a))) associated with the semigroup (Pt(a))t>0

is a special case of (€~ ,D(g )). The following lemma partly extends [5, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 3.2. Under (&), for k < x*, we have D(E) C D(E) and

Proof. Let 0 < f € D(E). By perturbation formula (2.I8) and Tonelli’s theorem,

/ / (x)f(y) = / / (u,z, 2)V(2)p(t — u, z,y)dzdudzdy
R4 JR4 IRd

=&[f] - /R Ve)s /O Pof(2) Py f(2)dudz.

First note that

em:ﬂﬂi@vmﬂmm,fewa (3.3)

1/t ~
. / PufBrufdu X 2, (3.4)
0

as t — 0. Indeed,
PufPiouf — 2 = (Puf = [)Prouf + F(Pruf — f).
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Hence, by Hélder inequality,

t _ t ~
H%/O Pufpt—ufdu_f2 = H%/O (Pufpt—uf_fQ)du

1 1

<1 [t = DPas 4 Breas = )]

N

1 [t ~ ~
o | UPut = S Pty £l P = 7]}
0

Recall that {P;}~¢ and {ﬁt}t>0 are strongly continuous semigroups of bounded operators on
L?(R%). Therefore,

t ~
3 [ PusPessau- g
0

< Hsz (1 /t | Puf — fHQe\U\(t—u) n Hﬁtfuf B fHQdu>
HfH elolt Sup (HP f— fH2+ HPt of — fH ) =94

Now, let t, — 0 be a sequence such that

1/t ~ 1 [tn ~
lim inf/ V(z); / P,f(z)Pi—vf(z)dudz = lim V(z)— P,f(2)P,—uf(z)dudz
R4 0

t—0 n—o00 JRd tn Jo

By ([B4), we can choose a subsequence t,, — 0 such that
1 tny, ~ k
t_/ Py f(2) P, —uf(2)du = f2(2), ae zeRL

Hence, by Fatou’s lemma, we have

~ t ~
limsup &(f) < E[f] — liminf /}Rd V(Z)%/o P,f(2)Pi—wf(2)dudz

t—0 t—0
tn _
—elf) - tim [ V) [ Pufe) B —uf(2)du
k—o0 JRd tn, Jo k

<elf- [ Ve im = [T PR, - eu:

k—o0 U,

=E&[fl- | V(2)f*(x)d
- [ Vore::
On the other hand, since 0 < f € D(E) = D(E£®), by (ZI0) and (221,

~ t ~
ligniglf&[f] > E[f] — limsup /Rd V(z)%/ P,f(2)Pi—vf(2)dudz

- t—0

> elf) - timswpe™ [ v} [ PO SR fud

t—0
and by using (ZI8) for p{® (¢, z,y) and (¢, z,y), we get

22 [ P ()P uds — €@ _ g
[ ver [ i@ R s = 61 - £

Consequently, by [5l Lemma 5.1],

lim V(z)%/o Plga)f(z)ﬁt(fif(z)dudz:/ V(2)f*(2)dz

t—0 JRd Rd

Therefore f € D(E) and [B3) holds for 0 < f € D(E). Now, consider arbitrary f € D(E). We
observe that |f| € D(£). Indeed,

&5, 11= 7 (1)~ (Pyaf, Poaf)) >

& | =

(SLIFD = (Bapal 1 Pyal £1)) = ELLFL LA
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Hence, E(f, f) = £(|f], |f|) Which yields If| € D(E). Finally, f = f, — f— € D(), since
fr= \f|2+ D), f- =L e D(E) and D(E) is a linear space.

We are left to show that (B:{I) extends to an arbitrary (in particular, signed) f € D(£). But
this holds by standard polarization identities for the forms £ and £ , see e.g. the last lines of the

proof of [, Lemma 5.1].
(]

3.3. Schrodinger operators with subcritical singular potential and their semigroups.
Throughout this section we assume that £ < x*, i.e. we consider only the subcritical potential
V(z) = k|z|™®. In this case the Schrodinger operator H = —L—V can be defined as a form-sum.
Indeed, by the fractional Hardy inequality (IL2) and the identity in Lemma [B.], we easily get
the inequalities

IHOM

Re |T|*

K

< SO < Elf + ol IFI3, f eD(E).

This means that the form of the potential V(z) = k|z|™® is relatively £-bounded with relative
E-bound k/k* < 1. Hence, by the KLMN theorem (see e.g. [37, Theorem 10.21]), there exists
a unique, bounded below, self-adjont operator H, called the form sum of the operators —L and
—V (we simply write H = —L — V'), such that the form (g, D(Ex)) of H satisfies

K

We will now show that the form of the Schrédinger operator H and the form & discussed in
the previous section are equal. Consequently, the strongly continuous semigroup of operators
corresponding to H can be identified with the semigroup {13,5 t > 0} constructed above. In
particular, et ¢t > 0, are integral operators with kernels p(t,z,y). This is crucial for our
further investigations.

Theorem 3.3. Under (A1), for k < k*, we have

D(E) = D(E@) =D(£®) = D(E). (3.5)
In particular, (EH,D(EH)) = (g,D(g)) and the semigroups {e_tH > 0} and {ﬁt > 0}
are equal on L?(R%).

Proof. The equality D(& (@)) = D(£) and the inclusion D() C D(g ) were established in Lemmas
B and [32] respectively. In order to complete the proof of (B.5) we need to show the inclusions

D(g) C D(g(o‘)) C D(£@)). Observe that by ([Z2I) we have for 0 < f € L*(R%)
&l =1 (1.5~ (Bf.f)) = 7 (0 5) = (B 5, £))
1
t

= (= (B50)) =4 (e =) [P

> ENf] — lolel | £113.

Letting ¢ — 0, we see that if 0 < f € D( ) then f € D(g(o‘)). By the same argument as in
the proof of Lemma [3.2] this extends to a general f = fy — f_ € D(S ), giving the full inclusion
D(£) c D(EW).

We are left to show that D(g(o‘)) C D(E(O‘)). First note that by [0, Lemma 5.1] and the
fractional Hardy inequality (L2), we have D(& (a)) - D(g (a)) and

g = B+ L [ T gy < gy ey, pep(e).
K Rre |z]® K
Hence,
glf] < L_g@p), fep(e). (3.6)

~
K* — R



16 T. JAKUBOWSKI, K. KALETA, AND K. SZCZYPKOWSKI

By [5, Theorem 5.4], C°(RY) is dense in D(g(o‘)) with the norm /£(@[-] + | - ||2. Furthermore,
C*(R%) C D(E(O‘)). We will now use these facts to complete the proof.

Let f € D(g(o‘)) and let f, € C®(RY) be a sequence such that @) [f — fn] = 0 and
If = falla = 0 as n — oo. In particular, £ [f,, — fr] = 0 and || fn — fmll2 — 0 as n,m — co.
By (B:6) we obtain that £(®)[f,, — f,,] — 0 as n,m — cc. Since (£, D(E®)) is a closed form,
we obtain that f € D(S(a)), showing the inclusion D(g(a)) C D(E(O‘)).

The equality (SH,D(EH)) = (g ,D(g)) follows directly from (B.5) and Lemma Since,
by definition, both these forms are symmetric, bounded below and closed bilinear forms, they

uniquely determine the strongly continuous semigroups of bounded self-adjoint operators on
L%*(RY), see e.g. [39, Theorem 6.2 (b)]. This completes the proof. O

4. POINTWISE ESTIMATES OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

In this section we find pointwise estimates for eigenfunctions of the Schrédinger operators
H = —L — V with subcritical potential V' (z) = k|z|~®, i.e. we consider the case k < K*.

Throughout this section we assume that ¢ € L*(R%) is an eigenfunction of the operator H
corresponding to a negative eigenvalue, i.e.

there exists E <0 such that He = Fo. (4.1)
It is now crucial that by Theorem [B.3] we have
pla) = ePe M p(z) = "' Pup(x) = ™ /}Rd plt,z, y)e(y)dy, t>0. (4.2)

We first establish the continuity of eigenfunctions and the upper estimate around zero. We
always assume that any eigenfunction ¢ is normalized so that [|¢||, = 1.

Proposition 4.1. Let (A1) hold and let k < k*. Any o € L*(RY) satisfying @) has a version
which is continuous on RY\ {0} and satisfies the following upper estimate: there exists ¢ > 0
such that

1
o) < (14 ) e
where ¢ is determined by ZIT). The constant ¢ depends neither on ¢, E nor o.
Proof. Tt follows directly from (£2]) and Lemma 24 by taking ¢ = 1. O

In what follows, we work with the version of the eigenfunction ¢ which is continuous on
R\ {0}. In particular, the eigenequations (@2) can always be understood pointwise.
Estimates at infinity will be given in terms of the resolvent kernel of the free operator L:

ga(x) = / e Mp(t, z)dt, ze R, A >0.
0

It is not difficult to show that for every A > 0 the map z ~ gy(z) is continuous on R%\ {0}.
For a Borel function f > 0 we also define

Grf(@0) = [Pt = [ et Ao

The last equality is a consequence of the Tonelli theorem. Clearly, the definition easily extends
to any (signed) Borel f for which the integrals are absolutely convergent.

Lemma 4.2. Let (&A1) hold and let k < x*. If ¢ € L*(R?) is such that (&) holds, then
lp(@)| < G (VIgl)(@), e R\{0}. (4.3)
If, in addition, @ > 0, then
p(x) =G (Ve)(x),  xeRI\{0}. (4.4)
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Proof. We first show (£3). Recall that E < 0. We let A := |E| = —E > 0 to simplify
the notation. By the eigenequation (4£.2) and the perturbation formula (ZI8]), we have for
r € RY\ {0}

o(z) = e MPp(x) = e M Pp(x) / / p(s,z,2)V (2)e =) P_ p(2)dzds
R4

e MPp(x) / /}R ) p(s,z,2)V(2)p(2)dzds. (4.5)

The change of the order of integration here is possible due to Fubini’s theorem as we have

L et 2V @0 te — s.2lolw)idzdsdy < e Bolin) < o
R4 R4
by (2I8) and Lemma 24l Let € € (0,1). By (4.5]), we have

t
e Hpla)| < e MNRel(@) + e [ N RVIpl)@)ds
0
and, by integrating with respect to ¢ € (0,00) on both sides of this inequality, we get

p(2)] < eGrielel(z) + Gare(Vigl) (). (4.6)

For the last term on the right hand side we used Tonelli’s theorem. Since the map A — gy (z) is
decreasing, (4.0) leads to the final estimate

p(2)| < eGalel(z) + Ga(V]gl) ().

We are left to make sure that
Galgl(z) < 00, = £0. (4.7)

Once we know this holds, we can get ([£3) by letting ¢ — 0. To this end, we first use the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to show that

pid@ < ([ peenm) ([ periowia)” = ([ seepleoia)

Observe now that for ¢ > 1 we have
ptoy) =puly —2) <pi(0) = @0 [ e Odg < 2m) [ e VOdE<o0, mye R,
]Rd

by (2I0). This implies that

2
/ p(t,z,y)|e(y)*dy < ”SDHQ/ e VOde, t>1.
Rd

On the other hand, for ¢t € (0,1) and = # 0,
| ptawlewla= [ pteple@Pa+ [ sl
R4 ly|<1Alx]/2 ly|>1Alz]/2

< sup ptay)lels+  sup ey
PEWEE [y >1AJz]/2

It follows from (2.16) and (2.12)) that

sup  p(t,z,y) < el (2/]z)), te(0,1).
lyl<1A[x|/2

Moreover, by ([@2]) and the estimate in Lemma 2.4]

g 2
sup ()P < sup (Prle)))? < ea(1+1/(1A [21/2))" llell3
lyl>1nle]/2 lyl>1nJ21/2

respectively. By putting together all the estimates above, we conclude that sup, o P;|¢|(z) < oo,
for every x # 0. This clearly gives (471 and completes the proof of (A3]).
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In order to get the identity (44]), we just come back to (€3] and observe that now we have an
equality in (4.6]) because ¢ > 0. In particular, ¢(x) > Gx1c(V)(z). Finally, by letting ¢ — 0,
we get

p(x) = GA(V)(2).
Together with (£3) proven above, this gives the assertion (4.4)). O

Below we need the following identity. It seems to be a standard fact, but we provide here a
short proof for reader’s convenience.

Lemma 4.3. For A > 0 we have
e’} tnfl
g\ (z) = / mef)‘tpt(x)dt zeRY nelN (4.8)
0 - .

Proof. We use induction. Clearly (L8] holds for n = 1. Assume (£38) holds for some n € IN.
Then, by the Tonelli theorem and the Chapman-Kolmogorov identity (2.14]),

0 () = / 6@ — )or(v)dy

/ / / ———e Mpy(w — y)e ps(y)dsdtdy
Rd n — 1
tn 1
/ / e 1 “Ap(x)dsdt
_ —As _ 8" —As
—/0 /0 e 1)!6 ps(x)dtds —/0 e ps(z)ds.

We are now in a position to make a concluding step in this section.

Lemma 4.4. Let (A1) hold and let k < r*. If ¢ € L*(R%) is such that @) holds, then for
every € € (0,|E| A1) there is R = R(e) > 1 such that

@I < [ sl - VORI, 2 B (0. (4.9)

Proof. As before, we denote A := |E| = —E > 0. Let ¢ € (0, A A 1). We first prove that there
are R > 1 and M € (0,1) such that

Ze’“ [ =Vl + M, € R (0}, meN, (410
y|<

where cpl(y) i= 1y >139(y). Clearly, [[¢1]lc < o0 because of (42]) and the estimate in Lemma

24
We will use induction. By (4.3)) for every R > 1, we have

lp(z) < /| Rgx(w—y)V(y)lso(y)ldme0‘/| Rgx(x—y)lso(y)ldy (4.11)
IS yI>

< / ax(z — )V @) o)y + KRGyl |(z).
ly|[<R

Put R =1V ( )

= and M = 5 < 1. Then, using the estimate Gx[p1](z) < [[¢1]lco/A and the
inequality p& < ¢,

o (2) </| Rgx(fﬂ—y)V(y)Iw(y)ldy+M\|s01\|oo, z € R\ {0}
ES
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So (#I0) holds for n = 1. Now, suppose that (£I0) holds for some n > 1. Then, we can use
(£I0) to estimate || under the second integral in ({.11)). By proceeding in that way, we get

o) < / @)V @)y

+6/;mg“”_”<§:JFﬂ/ ﬁ”y—@V@ﬂM@wz+Afw@m)dy

k=1 lz|<R

< / ox(z — 1)V ()le(y)|dy
ly|[<R

> e / 3@ = 2V ()le(2)ldz + M o]0

n+1
=Y [ gt Vs + M el

Hence, by induction, (#I0) holds for all n > 1 and = € R%\ {0}.
Lemma [4.3] and Tonelli’s theorem lead us to a concluding estimate

()] < ke
@ kZ:le /

Y

00 tk*l B i
|<R/0 *k—1)° Mpi(z — )V (y)|e(y)ldtdy + Mol

> o (6t)k_1 —At n
</|ng/0 Z(k i Mpo(x = )V (y)le(y)ldidy + M|l

_ /| @ =DVl + M

By letting n — oo, we obtain the claimed bound (Z.9). O

The following theorem summarizes our investigations in this section. It leads to the estimates
for eigenfunctions at infinity which are given in terms of the resolvent kernels of the operator L.

Theorem 4.5. Let (A1) hold and let k < x*. If ¢ € L*(RY) is such that @I)) holds, then for
every € € (0,|E| A1) there is R = R(e) > 1 and c = ¢(e) such that
lo(x)| < cls‘u%g‘E‘,e(x -v), z e R\ {0}. (4.12)
S

Furthermore, if ¢ is a ground state (i.e. E = infspec(H) < 0), then there is ¢ > 0 such that
olx) =¢ inf1 98/ —y), z e R\ {0}. (4.13)

lyl<
Proof. The upper bound holds by Lemma [.4] and the lower estimate follows from the second
assertion of Lemma O

5. ESTIMATES OF HEAT KERNELS

Throughout this section we assume that x < k¥, i.e. we allow for critical potential V(z) =

k*|z|~*. Recall that v(dz) = v(z)dz is a symmetric Lévy measure such that the assumption
(ATI) holds. The heat kernel of the operator L is given by p(t,x,y) := pi(y — x), where p; is a
probability density function given by (2.I0). Hence, for every t > 0, p; is a symmetric, bounded
and continuous function such that

/d eig'ypt(y)dy = e_W(g), t>0, £€ Rd,
R

where

©= [, (-cosle-puldy). ¢enre
R4\ {0}
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5.1. Upper estimates of the perturbed heat kernel. In this section we prove the upper
estimates for the kernel p(¢, x,y) which was constructed in Section 23] This will be done for
Lévy measures with densities that satisfy our both assumptions (AT)) and (AZ2]).

Let

" (u) = sup ¥(§), u =0,

l€l<u
be a maximal function of ¢. Recall that 1(£) < ||, for [£] > (2|0])/?, see ([28). Since
V(&) =y (lg]), €eRY, (5.1)
(see |27, Lemma 5(a)]), it extends to
P(&) =gl gl =, (5:2)

for every r > 0, with comparability constant depending on r. An important consequence of
(52) is that for every r > 0 there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

v(z) > c%, lz| < 7. (5.3)

This was originally established in [6, Theorem 26| for radial decreasing densities v(z), but due
to (L) it easily extends to our setting, see [27, Lemma 5(b)] or [19, Lemat 2.3|, [20, Lemat
A3

We first collect the properties of v(z) and p(t, z,y) that are needed below.

Lemma 5.1. Under assumptions (Al and ([A2)), we have the following statements.
(a) For every r > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

' (z) < v(z) <v(z), |z| <
(b) For every r > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
viy) <ev(@), lyl =1, ly—z[<r (5.4)
(¢) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
v(yv(z) <evly — ), lzl,lyl > 1.
(d) For every T, K > 0 there exist the constants c,c¢ (depending on T and K ) such that
pt,z,y) <tV te(0,T), |y — 2| < Kt'/?,
and
p(t,z,y) < tw(y—=z), te(0,T], ly—z| = Kt'/
In particular,
plt,z,y) =t= Y Atv(y—z), te(0,T)], z,y € R%
(e) For every T, K > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 (depending on T and K ) such that
p(t,z,y) = ep(t,x,y), z,y,z € RY, |z — 2| < KtV t € (0,T).

Proof. (a) The upper bound is a direct consequence of ([Al). The lower bound follows directly

from (3), (51) and (5.2).

(b) Due to (7)) the assertion is trivial for |z| < 1. We are left to consider |z| > 1. It follows
from a combination of [27, Lemmas 1 and 3|, but we provide here a short and direct proof for
reader’s convenience. First recall that by Assumption (A2) there exists a decreasing profile f of
the density v such that

[ e =sDillubdy < e Ael). @ R 55
for a constant ¢;. Here f; = f A 1. Moreover, observe that

cof (le]) < fAllz]) < f(lx)), |l =1,
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where c¢o = 1/(1V f(1)). Therefore, in order to complete the proof of (5.4]), we only need to

show that for any r > 0 there exists a constant c¢3 = c3(r) > 0 such that
fi(w) <esfifu+r), w=l

Fix r > 0. Let z = (u+1,0,...,0), u > 1. By (5.5) we have

afitwrr)=efille) > [ fle=sDilshdy = Alel =) [ Al

ly—z|<r lyl<r

Since |z| —r = u and f‘y|<r fi(lyh)dy > 0, this completes the proof of part (b).

(c) This easily follows from the last assertion of [26, Lemma 3.1].

(d) By the first assertion of [26] Lemma 3.1], (5.3 is equivalent to the condition that for every
r > 0 there is a constant ¢4 = c4(r) > 0 such that

/ywr vz —yv(y)dy < cav(z), |z[ =7

ly|>r
(this is stated for » = 1, but the proof for arbitrary r is the same — this is a consequence of
radiality and monotonicity of the profile f). This inequality and (5.3]) shows that the assumptions
(1.1) of |27, Theorem 1| are satisified for every ro > 0 (according to the notation in the quoted
paper). This theorem gives that for every T > 0 there exist constants cs, cg (depending on T')
and 6 > 0 such that
p(t,z,y) Sydle 4 e 0,7), |y — x| < 0t/
and
plt,z,y) Stvly—z), te(0,T), |y— x| =6t/
By part (a), for any fixed 7 > 0 (in particular, r = KT for any K > 0) we have v(z) < |z|~%~¢,
|z| < r . Hence, we see that
p(t,x,y) < ¢4 tv(y —z), te(0,T)], z,ye€RY,

and the similar comparabilities hold with 8 = K, for any K > 0.

We remark that the original statement of [27, Theorem 1| says that we have the estimates for
some T > 0. However, in our case the assumptions are satisfied for every rg > 0 and therefore
the estimates hold for every T' > 0. This can be directly checked by inspecting the proof of that
theorem.

(e) This bound can be obtained e.g. by iterating the estimate in [I8, Corollary 4.2| (with ¢ty =
T). O

For t > 0 and 2 € R%\ {0} we denote
H(t,z) =1+ (t~z)~°. (5.6)
It follows from [5, Proposition 3.2] and ([2.2]]) that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

/ Ptz y)dy < cel?ltH(t,2), t>0, zeR\{0}. (5.7)
R4

Lemma 5.2. For every T' > 0 and R > 0 there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
p(t,z,y) <cH(t,2)H(ty)p(t z,y),  |zllyl <R, t€(0,T] (5.8)
Proof. Fix T, R > 0. By (221)) and 2I9), for t € (0,T] and z,y € R¢, we have

- _ t
pmmw<qﬂ®mmw<@HmmewQd”Agt@mﬁ-
Since |z — y| < |z| + |y| < 2R, Lemma [5.1] (a) implies that there is ¢3 = ¢3(R) such that
t
—d —d
t /QAW < c3 <t /O‘/\tu(x—y)).

Together with Lemma [5.] (d), this gives the claimed bound. O
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Observe now that for any t > 0, 2,5 € R? and R > 0, by (ZI8), we have

t
Bt 2,9) < plt,o,y) + / / Bt — 5,2, )V (2)p(s, 2 y)dzds
|z|l<R

t
+/ / p(t — s,x,2)kR™p(s, z,y)dzds
0 J|z|>R

t
<pltay)+ [ [t sa V(s z)dads + iR Gt 5,0).
|z|]<R

Hence, if tk R~% < 1, then

1
p(t,z,y) < TR ( t,z,y) / /Z<R s,x,z)V(z)p(s,z,y)dzds) .

For any fixed T > 0 we set

Ro = Ro(T) := 1V (2Tk)"/*, (5.9)
Then,
1
— <2, te(0,T],
1 —teRy“

and, consequently,

p(t,x,y) < ( (t,z,y) / /<R s,x,z)V(z)p(s,z,y)dzds) . (5.10)

Lemma 5.3. Let T > 0 and let Ry = Ro(T) be a number given by (59). Then there is a
constant ¢ = ¢(T) such that for any || < Ry + 1, |y| = Ro+2 and t € (0,T] we have

p(t,z,y) < cH(t,x)tv(y — x). (5.11)

Proof. First observe that if |z| < Ry, then |y —z| > 1 and |(y —z) — (y—2)| = |z — 2| <2Rp+1.
Hence, by using Lemma[5.T] (b), we get v(y—2) < cyv(y—z), for a positive constant ¢;. Together
with the estimate in Lemma [5.1] (d), this implies that

p(s,z,y) < casv(y —x), |z| < Ro, s € (0,7, (5.12)
for some co = (7). By (B.10) and (5.12)), we get

t
p(t,z,y) < 2p(t,x,y) + 2c0tv(y — x) / / p(t — s,x,2)V(z)dzds
|z]<Ro

t
< 2p(t,x,y) + 2cotv(y — ) / / p(t — s,z,2)V(z)dzds.
0 JR4
On the other hand, by integrating on both sides of the equality (2.18]), we obtain

/ p(t,z,y) y—l—i—// —s,x,2)V(z)dzds,
]Rd

and further, by using (5.71), we get

t
/ / p(t — s,x,2)V(z)dzds < csH(t, x),
0 JR4

for a constant ¢ = c3(T"). This estimate, Lemma [5.1] (d) and the inequality H(¢t,z) > 1 lead us
to a conclusion

5(t’x,y) < 2p(t,$,y) + 26203ty(y - 'I)H(tax) < C4H(7f,$)ty(y - x)

We are now in a position to make a concluding step in this section.
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Lemma 5.4. Let T > 0 and let Ry = Ro(T) be a number given by ([59). Then there is a
constant ¢ = ¢(T) such that for any x,y € RY satisfying the condition |z| V |y| > Ry + 2 and
t € (0, 7] we have

Bt ) < cH (6, 2)H(t, )t (y — ). (5.13)

Proof. By symmetry of the kernel p(¢, z,y) and Lemma [5.3] it suffices to consider only the case
Ry +1 < |z| < |y|. By (B10) and Lemmas [5.1] (d) and (5.3, we have

p(t,z,y) < 2p(t,z,y) + 2/0 /<R p(t — s,x,2)V(2)p(s, z,y)dzds
<atv(ly—z)+a /0 /||<R (t—s)v(z—x)V(2)sv(y — z)H(s, z)dzds
<atv(y—z)+ cth/O / n v(y — z)v(z —x)V(2)H(s, z)dzds.

Since for |z| < Ry we have |y — z|,|z — x| > 1, Lemma 5] (c) implies that
vy —2)v(z —x) < cov(y — ).

Hence,

p(t,x,y) < <01 + clT/O /<R V(z)H(s,z)dzds) tv(y — x).

By definition of H,

t
/ / V(2)H(s, z)dzds < k T/ |z|adz+T1+5/a/ 2|~ %dz | .
0 J|z|<Ro |z|]<Ro |z|]<Ro

Recall that o < d, which implies that the first integral on the right hand side is finite. Since
a<a+d<a+(d—a)/2=(d+a)/2 <d, the second integral converges as well. Hence,

Pt z,y) < cstv(y —z) < esH(t, ) H(t, y)tv(y — x)

with ¢z = ¢3(T"), which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[L2. Fix T > 0 and Ry = Ro(T) as in (0.9). If |z|,|y| < Ro + 2, then the
claimed estimate follows from Lemma (5.2l with R = Ro + 2. If |x| V |y| > Rp + 2, then by (2.21)

and (Z.19) we have
Ptz y) < el (¢ 2, y) < e H(t,x)H(t,y)t~
and, by Lemma [5.4]
p(t,x,y) < e2H (6, 2)H(t,y) tv(y — o),
for every t € (0,T]. The result follows then from Lemma 5.1 (d). O

5.2. Lower estimate of the perturbed heat kernel and the ground state. We will now
prove our last main theorem.
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Proof of Theorem[L3. (a) = (b) Fix R > 0 and take T' = (2R)“. By (£2)) and the estimate in
part (a) applied to |z| < TY* and Lemma 511 (d),

o) =" [ T2 ey

eETTé/a
i [ e PT ey
lyl<*=

GET(E—d) /o
>q——— / o(y)dy
E lyl<R

eE(2R)a / 1 C9
=Cl oma—s pW)dy | —5 =75, |zl < R
2R)0 \ Jiy<r ) |20 |z =

This gives the estimate in (b).
(b) = (a) We adapt the argument from [5, Section 4.2]. First we fix the notation:

dr(x) =1+t (x), 1 (dz) = ¢2(2)dz, ot 2,y) = M.

a ot(x)dt ()
Fix T > 0. By ([@&2), we have for t € (0,T], z € R*\ {0},
f]Rd p(t,x, z)dz + t‘s/ae*Etgo(x) 14+ t‘s/o‘go(x)
q(t,x, z2)us(dz) = > =1 5.14
| a2y e e (514)
Recall that H(t,z) = 14 t%/¢|z|~%. Observe that for |z| > T'/* we have
H(t, x) 5o |—6
L L1+ T |0 < 2, 5.15
() i 19
while for |z| < TV,
H(t 1+ t%/@|z|~0
o () 1+ t0/2p(x)

by the estimate of the ground state in (b). Together with Theorem and (ZI0) this implies
that

qt,z,2) <ep(t,z,2) < C4e‘U‘Tp(O‘) (t,z,z), te(0,T], z,z¢€ R? \ {0} .

Hence, by using the scaling property (211), (5.14]) and by following the argument in [5, Section
4.2, p. 38|, we obtain that there are r € (0,1) and R > 1 + 4!/ such that

/ 12| q(t,x,z),ut(dz) >
r<

\tl/agR

,lzl <@,z £0, te(0,7). (5.17)

N |

We are now ready to give the proof of (a). By the symmetry of the kernel p(¢, x,y), it is enough
to establish the estimate for |z| < tY/*, ¢t € (0,T], y € R%.
Assume first that |z| < (4t)/® and |y| > 7(2t)"/*. By the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation

@1,
Q(Qt’x’y) = C5/

2]
Tgtl/oz <R

ot altz (@) 2 es [ altw ) LD ),

r<ll <R bi(2) 0t (y)

1

[
By Lemma [5.1] (e) (here we use that |z — z| < (4/* + R)tY/®) and Proposition I}

pt:zy) p(t, z,y) - p(t, z,y)
= Cg Z Cg .
Gi(2)0e(y) ~ (L4 ert? (L + 12 70)) (1 + ert?* (L + Jy|=0)) ~ 7 (14 7T 0 70)?2
Together with (B.I7), this implies that

C8

2t7 7 2
q(2t,z,y) 2(1 + crTO/e 4+

_5)2p(t7x7y),
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and, by using the two-sided sharp estimates in Lemma [B1] (d) (giving p(t, z,y) < p(2t,z,y)),
we see that

(2t 2,y) > cop(2t,3,y), o] < (40)M*, [y > r(2t)"/*, t € (0, 7). (5.18)
In particular,
q(t,z,y) = cop(t,,y), o] < 20V, [yl =t/ t € (0,T). (5.19)

Consider now the case |z| < (2t)//* and |y| < r(2t)"/* (in particular, |y| < (2t)Y/%). By the
symmetry of the kernel ¢(¢,z,y) and (G19]), we get

q(2t,z,y) > 05/ o A @ 2)alt 2 y)p(dz) > 610/ LA 2)p(t 2, y)pe(dz).
< < <

2|
r r <R
S/ S Sa/a s

One more use of Lemma [5.] (e), (d) and (5.17)) as above leads us to the estimate
q(2t,7,y) > cup(2t,z,y), || < (20", |y] <20 t € (0,T).

Finally, by combining this with (5.I8]) and by using (.I5)—(5.16]), we obtain the estimate in (a)
and complete the proof of the theorem. O

6. APPLICATIONS TO RELATIVISTIC COULOMB MODEL

Throughout this section we assume that d = 3, = 1 and m > 0. We are now in a position
to apply our results to relativistic Coulomb model. Let

2
Hp =vV-A+m?— %, where 0 <k < kK" := - (6.1)

and let § be the unique number such that

21 (52T (%) %
rQra-y Ve

Herbst [2I] and Weder [40] studied the structure of the spectrum of the operator H,,. It is
known that spec,(H,,) = [m, 00),

specy(Hy,) C [m 1-— (%){m) ,

and specy(Hp,) is infinite. The ground state eigenvalue E,, o := inf spec(Hy,) = inf spec;(H,y,)
is simple and the corresponding ground state eigenfunction ¢, o is strictly positive, see the
discussion in Daubechies and Lieb [I1], and Daubechies [10].

Corollary 6.1. Let H,, be given by ([6.1)). Any L?-eigenfunction of H,, is continuous on R3\ {0}
and the following pointwise estimates hold.

0<d<l and kK=

(a) (General upper estimate) For any eigenfunction ¢, of Hy, corresponding to eigenvalue
FE,, < m there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

C
|om ()] < e 0 [ <1

and for every € > 0 there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(e) > 0 such that
fom(a)| < de”(VIER e, g5 1,

(b) (Two—sided estimate Of the ground State) There exists C 1 such that
< r| <1,
c ’1"5 ©m, 0T ‘

e
and for every € > 0 there exists ¢ =¢(e) > 1 such that

L (W =Blte)inl ¢ o o (2) < ge” (V=B

|x| > 1.
¢

)
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Proof. We apply our results to the operator H = H,, —m. In particular, if ¢, is an eigenfunction
of H,, corresponding to an eigenvalue F,, < m, then Hy,, = Ep,,, where £ = E,, —m < 0.

We first show the upper bound for || > 1. Fix € > 0. By the estimates of the resolvent kernel
gy established in [9], (II1.19)—(I1.20) on p. 128-129] we obtain that for every A € (0,m) there is a
constant ¢; = c1(e,\) > 1 such that

Tl (VEmA=N+e/Dlal g () ~(VImA=N—e/2)zl g >, (6.2)

< ce

Moreover, we observe that v2mA — A2 = y/m2 — (m — \)2, |E| = m — E,,;, and that by the
continuity of the map [0,m] 5 u — v/m? — u? we have the following: there is & € (0, (m—Ep,)Al)
such that

AT = (=B 8 = v/mE = (B 7 O > v/m? — BF, — /2.
Hence, by the upper bounds in Theorem [[L1] (b) and (6.2)), there exists R = R(£) such that for
every |z| > R+ 1 we have

[om(@)] < c2 Sup gipy_e(x —y) < exe™ (VI TIERE ) ¢ o= (/mPEE Dl

ly|<R

On the other hand, since ¢, is continuous on R?\ {0}, for 1 < |z| < R+ 1 we get

pm(@)| <es  sup  lpm(@)] < cpe” (VM ER ],
1<|z[<R+1

with 6 1= ¢5 SUP < |y|<py1 [om(T)|€V m?—EZ,(R+1)

The lower bound of the ground state for |z| > 2 follows from the lower estimates in Theorem
LT (b) and (6:2)) by similar arguments. For 1 < |z| < 2 we just use the continuity and the strict
positivity of the ground state, and the inequality exp(—+/m? — E2,) < 1.

The estimates for |z| < 1 follow directly from Theorem [[1] (a), Theorem [[3] and the lower
estimate of the heat kernel p(¢, z,y) in [23, Theorem 5.1] (our p(t,z,y) is emtﬁ?%o (t,z,y) in the

notation of the quoted paper). O

Remark 6.2. In principle, the constants ¢ and ¢ in the above corollary depend on parameters
m and k, as well as on E,,, and ¢,,. The statements and proofs of our main theorems allow one
to track this dependence up to some reasonable level.
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