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

TOMASZ JAKUBOWSKI, KAMIL KALETA, AND KAROL SZCZYPKOWSKI

Abstract. We consider non-local Schrödinger operators H = −L−V in L2(Rd), 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 Schrödinger operator with Coulomb potential.

1. Introduction

Let d ∈ N := {1, 2, . . .} and α ∈ (0, 2 ∧ d). Recall that the fractional Laplacian L(α) :=

−(−∆)α/2 is a pseudo-differential operator which is defined by

L̂(α)f(ξ) = −|ξ|αf̂(ξ), f ∈ D(L(α)) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) : |ξ|αf̂(ξ) ∈ L2(Rd)

}
,

see e.g. Kwaśnicki [29]. It is known that |ξ|α =
∫
Rd\{0}(1− cos(ξ · y))ν(α)(y)dy, ξ ∈ R

d, where

ν(α)(y) = cd,α|y|−d−α, y ∈ R
d \ {0} , and cd,α :=

α2α−1Γ
(
(d+ α)/2

)

πd/2Γ(1− α/2)
.

In this paper we consider the class of Lévy operators L such that

L̂f(ξ) = −ψ(ξ)f̂ (ξ), f ∈ D(L) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) : ψf̂ ∈ L2(Rd)

}

(see Jacob [22] and Böttcher, Schilling and Wang [8]), where

ψ(ξ) =

∫

Rd\{0}
(1− cos(ξ · y)ν(y)dy, ξ ∈ R

d,

and the Lévy density ν is symmetric (i.e. ν(−x) = ν(x)) and satisfies the following assumption:

(A1) The density ν is such that

σ := ν(α) − ν > 0

and σ(dx) = σ(x)dx is a finite measure.

The main goal of this paper is to give pointwise estimates of L2-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 Schrödinger operators

H = −L− V, where V (x) =
κ

|x|α , 0 < κ < κ∗ =
2αΓ

(
d+α
4

)2

Γ
(
d−α
4

)2 . (1.1)

Date: 2nd August 2022.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47D08, 35J10, 35Q75, 81Q10, 60J35.
Key words and phrases. ground state, eigenvalue, eigenfunction; heat kernel, relativistic Coulomb model,

fractional Laplacian, fractional Hardy potential, Lévy operator.
The first and the second author were partially supported by the grant 2015/18/E/ST1/00239 of National

Science Centre, Poland. The third author was partially supported through the DFG-NCN Beethoven Classic 3
programme, contract no. 2018/31/G/ST1/02252 (National Science Center, Poland) and SCHI-419/111 (DFG,
Germany).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.00683v1


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

The operator H is defined in form-sense as a bounded below self-adjoint operator, see Section
3.3. An important example is the relativistic Schrödinger operator with Coulomb potential

H =
√

−∆+m2 −m− κ

|x| .

Here we set d = 3, α = 1 and, consequently, κ∗ = 2/π. 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 ν) satisfying our assumption
(A1) are given in Example 2.3.

The potential V in (1.1) is the Hardy potential corresponding to fractional Laplacian L(α)

and κ∗ is known to be the critical constant in the fractional Hardy inequality

E(α)[f ] > κ∗
∫

Rd

f(x)2

|x|α dx, f ∈ L2(Rd); (1.2)

E(α) denotes the quadratic form of the operator L(α), 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 < κ 6 κ∗

there exists a unique number δ such that

0 < δ 6
d− α

2
and κ =

2αΓ
(
α+δ
2

)
Γ
(
d−δ
2

)

Γ
(
δ
2

)
Γ
(
d−α−δ

2

) . (1.3)

Our first main result gives pointwise estimates of eigenfunctions corresponding to negative
eigenvalues for Schrödinger operators H given by (1.1). It summarizes Proposition 4.1 and
Theorem 4.5 which are proven below. Recall that the heat kernel p(t, x, y) := pt(y − x) and
resolvent kernel gλ(x, y) := gλ(y − x) of the operator L are given by

pt(x) := (2π)−d
∫

Rd

e−tψ(ξ)e−ix·ξdξ, t > 0, x ∈ R
d,

and

gλ(x) =

∫ ∞

0
e−λtpt(x)dt, λ > 0, x ∈ R

d,

see Section 2.2 for more details.

Theorem 1.1. Let (A1) hold and let κ < κ∗. Let ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) be such that

Hϕ = Eϕ, for a number E < 0. (1.4)

Then ϕ has a version which is continuous on R
d \ {0} and satisfies the following estimates.

(a) For every R > 0 there exists c > 0 such that

|ϕ(x)| 6 ce|σ|+E |x|−δ , |x| 6 R, x 6= 0,

where δ is determined by (1.3); the constant c depends neither on ϕ, E nor σ.
(b) For every ε ∈ (0, |E| ∧ 1) there is R = R(ε) > 1 and c = c(ε) such that

|ϕ(x)| 6 c sup
|y|6R

g|E|−ε(x− y), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (1.5)

Furthermore, if ϕ is a ground state (i.e. (1.4) holds with E = inf spec(H) < 0), then there
is c̃ > 0 such that

ϕ(x) > c̃ inf
|y|61

g|E|(x− y), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (1.6)

Under the assumption (A1), the operators L and L(α) are close to each other in the sense
that their Fourier multipliers are asymptotically equivalent at infinity. Indeed, we have

lim
|ξ|→∞

ψ(ξ)

|ξ|α = 1,
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which is a direct consequence of

ψ(ξ) 6 |ξ|α = ψ(ξ) +

∫

Rd\{0}
(1− cos(ξ · y)σ(y)dy 6 ψ(ξ) + |σ|, ξ ∈ R

d.

However, the tail of ν(x) can be essentially lighter at infinity than that of ν(α)(x), and therefore

some analytic and spectral properties of H = −L− V and −L(α) − 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 specd(H) consists of all isolated eigenvalues of H of finite multiplicity with no accumulation
points, and the essential spectrum spece(H) can be defined as spece(H) := spec(H) \ specd(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
spece(H) = spece(−L) = [0,∞). This implies that specd(H) ⊂ (−∞, 0). Together with (1.2),

it gives that specd(−L(α) − V ) = ∅. On the other hand, the discrete spectra specd(H) can

be non-empty for Schrödinger operators H as in (1.1) where the fractional Laplacian L(α) is
replaced by the proper perturbation L. This is exactly the situation in which our Theorem 1.1
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 1.1 gives pointwise estimates at infinity and at zero, and together with Theorem 1.3
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 (A1) 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

√
−∆+m2 − m can be replaced by its bounded

perturbation
√
−∆, 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 Lőrinczi [3] for an application to the zero energy inverse problems for relativistic
Schrödinger operators.

The decay rates of bound states at infinity for Schrödinger operators involving the Euclidean
Laplacian are now a classical topic, see Agmon [1, 2], Reed and Simon [34], and Simon [38]. In
the non-local setting this problem has been studied for Schrödinger operators with less singular
decaying potentials, see [9, 24] (see also [25] for estimates in the zero energy case). Pointwise
estimates as in (1.5) and (1.6) 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 (x) = κ|x|−β , for κ, β > 0, then V belongs to the Kato class of L if
and only if β < α, see e.g. [18, Section 3]. Therefore, the singularity of the potential in (1.1)
is critical for these operators. Part (b) of Theorem 1.1 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 R

d. Part (a) of Theorem 1.1 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 1.3 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].



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

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 (1.1), 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 p̃(t, x, y) which
is a perturbation of the heat kernel p(t, x, y) by Hardy potential V , and analyze the smoothing

properties of the corresponding semigroup of operators {P̃t}t>0 (Section 2). In Section 3 we
study the properties of quadratic forms. We describe in detail the relation between forms of L
and L(α), and show that the form of the Schrödinger operator H can be identified with quadratic

form of the semigroup {P̃t}t>0. Consequently, by uniqueness, e−tH = P̃t, t > 0 on L2(Rd). In
particular, e−tH are integral operators with kernels p̃(t, x, y), which is crucial for our further
investigations. Indeed, it provides direct access to properties of operators e−tH . This is given in
Theorem 3.3. Finally, all these partial results are applied in Section 4 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 p̃(t, x, 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 p̃(t, x, y). Here, and in
what follows, we write f ≍ g on A, if f, g > 0 on A and there is a (comparability) constant c > 1

such that c−1g 6 f 6 cg holds on A (“
c≍” means the comparison with the constant c). Also, we

use “ :=” to indicate the definition. As usual, a ∧ b := min{a, b}, a ∨ b := max{a, b}.
In order to get sharp results, we need to impose the following additional assumption on the

Lévy density ν.

(A2) There exists a non-decreasing profile function f : (0,∞) → (0,∞) such that

ν(x) ≍ f(|x|), x ∈ R
d \ {0}, (1.7)

and the condition

sup
x∈Rd

∫

Rd

f1(|x− y|)f1(|y|)
f1(|x|)

<∞, (1.8)

where f1 := f ∧ 1, holds.

As proved by Kaleta and Sztonyk [27], the condition (1.8) provides a minimal regularity of
the profile f which is required for comparability pt(x) ≍ tν(x), for large x ∈ R

d. 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 ν presented in Example 2.3 satisfy (A2).

Our second main result is the following theorem which gives the finite-time horizon upper
estimate of p̃(t, x, y). The construction of this kernel in Section 2 was performed for the full
range of κ 6 κ∗. Our next theorem also covers the critical case κ = κ∗.

Theorem 1.2. Let (A1) and (A2) hold and let κ 6 κ∗. Then for every T > 0 there exists a
constant c = c(T ) such that

p̃(t, x, y) 6 c

(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 +

tδ/α

|y|δ

)
p(t, x, y), x, y ∈ R

d \ {0} , t ∈ (0, T ].

It is clear that p̃(t, x, y) > p(t, x, y), x, y ∈ R
d, t > 0. This means that the estimate in the

above theorem is sharp at least for the case when both |x| and |y| are large. One can conjecture
that the two-sided estimate as in Theorem 1.2 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 = −(−∆ + m2/α)α/2 + m, α ∈ (0, 2), m > 0. This is an example of the operator covered
by our assumptions (A1)-(A2). Such two-sided bounds, for t > 0, have been first obtained for

the fractional Laplacian L(α) with Hardy potential [5]. The proof of Theorem 1.2 uses in an
essential way the results from [5], the properties of the density ν(x) and the sharp bound

p(t, x, y) ≍ t−d/α ∧ tν(y − x), t ∈ (0, T ], x, y ∈ R
d, (1.9)

which was established in [27] (see Lemma 5.1 below for details). Observe that (1.9) makes the
estimate in Theorem 1.2 explicit.

Our last result relates the lower estimate of the kernel p̃(t, x, y) with the lower bound of the
ground state at zero for κ < κ∗.

Theorem 1.3. Let (A1) and (A2) hold and let κ < κ∗. Let δ be the number determined by
(1.3). Assume that there exists ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) such that Hϕ = Eϕ, where E = inf σ(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 = c(T ) such that

p̃(t, x, y) > c

(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 +

tδ/α

|y|δ

)
p(t, x, y), |x| ∧ |y| 6 t1/α, x, y 6= 0, t ∈ (0, T ].

(b) For every R > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 such that

ϕ(x) > c|x|−δ , |x| 6 R, x 6= 0.

As mentioned above, for |x|, |y| > t1/α we always have

p̃(t, x, y) > p(t, x, y) >
1

4

(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 +

tδ/α

|y|δ

)
p(t, x, y),

which means that in fact the statement (b) implies the lower bound for the kernel p̃(t, x, y) for
the full range of time-space variables. In combination with our results in [23], Theorem 1.3
gives the matching lower bound for the ground state of the relativistic Coulomb model. Details
are given in Section 6 below. Theorem 1.3 is proved is Section 5.2. 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 (A1)–(A2)) with Kato class potentials can be found
in Bogdan, Hansen and Jakubowski [7] and Grzywny, Kaleta and Sztonyk [18].

2. Schrödinger 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 , µ) be a σ-finite measure space. Let k : (0,∞)×E ×E → [0,∞) be a B((0,∞))×
F ×F-measurable kernel such that∫

E
k(s, x, z)k(t, z, y)µ(dz) = k(t+ s, x, y), x, y ∈ E, (2.1)

k(t, x, y) = k(t, y, x) > 0, t > 0, x, y ∈ E, (2.2)

and let V : E → [0,∞) be an F-measurable function. We define

k̃(t, x, y) =

∞∑

n=0

kn(t, x, y), (2.3)

where

k0(t, x, y) = k(t, x, y)

kn(t, x, y) =

∫ t

0

∫

E
k(s, x, z)V (z)kn−1(t− s, z, y)µ(dz)ds, n > 1.
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It is known that k̃(t, x, y) is a symmetric transition density, i.e. it satisfies the equalities (2.1),
(2.2), see [7]. Moreover, the following perturbation formula

k̃(t, x, y) = k(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

E
k(s, x, z)V (z)k̃(t− s, z, y)µ(dz)ds

= k(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

E
k̃(s, x, z)V (z)k(t− s, z, y)µ(dz)ds, t > 0, x, y ∈ E,

holds. The starting point of our investigations is the following direct observation.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose we are given two kernels k(1)(t, x, y) and k(2)(t, x, y) as above and denote

by k̃(1)(t, x, y) and k̃(2)(t, x, y) the corresponding perturbed kernels as in (2.3). If

k(1)(t, x, y) 6 k(2)(t, x, y), t > 0, x, y ∈ E. (2.4)

then

k̃(1)(t, x, y) 6 k̃(2)(t, x, y), t > 0, x, y ∈ E. (2.5)

Proof. It follows from (2.3), (2.4) and the assumption V > 0. �

This fact will be used below in the following form.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that there is λ > 0 such that

k(1)(t, x, y) 6 eλtk(2)(t, x, y) t > 0, x, y ∈ E. (2.6)

Then

k̃(1)(t, x, y) 6 eλtk̃(2)(t, x, y) t > 0, x, y ∈ E.

Proof. We apply Lemma 2.1 to the kernel k(t, x, y) := eλtk(2)(t, x, y) instead of k(2)(t, x, y). We

only have to make sure that k̃(t, x, y) = eλtk̃(2)(t, x, y). To this end, we define k0(t, x, y) =
k(t, x, y),

kn(t, x, y) =

∫ t

0

∫

E
k(s, x, z)q(z)kn−1(t− s, x, y)µ(dz)ds, n > 1,

and observe that kn(t, x, y) = eλtk
(2)
n (t, x, y), which yields the desired assertion. �

2.2. Heat kernels of free operators. Let d ∈ N := {1, 2, . . .}, α ∈ (0, 2) and α < d. Let

ν(α)(y) = cd,α|y|−d−α, y ∈ R
d \ {0} ,

where

cd,α :=
α2α−1Γ

(
(d+ α)/2

)

πd/2Γ(1− α/2)
.

This coefficient is so chosen that∫

Rd

(1− cos(ξ · y))ν(α)(y)dy = |ξ|α, ξ ∈ R
d. (2.7)

Let ν(dx) = ν(x)dx be a symmetric Lévy measure such that (A1) holds. Consider

ψ(ξ) =

∫

Rd\{0}
(1− cos(ξ · y)ν(dy), ξ ∈ R

d.

Observe that we have
|ξ|α − |σ| 6 ψ(ξ) 6 |ξ|α, ξ ∈ R

d,

which gives

ψ(ξ) ≍ |ξ|α, |ξ| > (2|σ|)1/α. (2.8)

In particular, e−tψ(·) ∈ L1(Rd), for every t > 0. We define

p
(α)
t (x) := (2π)−d

∫

Rd

e−t|ξ|
α
e−ix·ξdξ, t > 0, x ∈ R

d, (2.9)
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and

pt(x) := (2π)−d
∫

Rd

e−tψ(ξ)e−ix·ξdξ, t > 0, x ∈ R
d. (2.10)

For every t > 0, p
(α)
t and pt are continuous and bounded probability density functions, see e.g.

[28]. Moreover, p
(α)
t is radial and pt is symmetric, i.e. pt(−y) = pt(y), y ∈ R

d. From (2.9) we
have

p
(α)
t (x) = t−d/αp(α)1 (t−1/αx) . (2.11)

It is also well-known that

p
(α)
t (x) ≍ t−d/α ∧ t

|x|d+α , t > 0, x ∈ R
d . (2.12)

We denote

p(α)(t, x, y) = p
(α)
t (y − x), p(t, x, y) = pt(y − x), t > 0, x, y ∈ R

d.

Clearly, p
(α)
t and pt are symmetric kernels satisfying the Chapman-Kolmogorov equations:

∫

Rd

p(α)(s, x, y)p(α)(t, y, z)dy = p(α)(t+ s, x, z), x, z ∈ R
d, s, t > 0, (2.13)

∫

Rd

p(s, x, y)p(t, y, z)dy = p(t+ s, x, z), x, z ∈ R
d, s, t > 0. (2.14)

We let

P
(α)
t f(x) =

∫

Rd

f(y)p(α)(t, x, y)dy, f ∈ L2(Rd, dx), t > 0,

Ptf(x) =

∫

Rd

f(y)p(t, x, y)dy, f ∈ L2(Rd, dx), t > 0;

(P
(α)
t )t>0, (Pt)t>0 are strongly continuous semigroups of self-adjoint contractions on L2(Rd, dx),

and the operators L(α) and L are L2-generators of these semigroups, see e.g. [22, vol. 1, Example

4.7.28, pp. 407–409]. The kernels p(α)(t, x, y), p(t, x, y) are heat kernels of the operators L(α),
L, respectively.

Since ν(α) = ν + σ, we have

p
(α)
t (x) = pt ∗ µσt (x) =

∫

Rd

pt(x− y)µσt (dy), x ∈ R
d, t > 0,

where

µσt (dx) = e−|σ|t
∞∑

k=0

tkσk∗(dx)
k!

= e−|σ|tδ0(dx) + e−|σ|t
∞∑

k=1

tkσk∗(x)dx
k!

.

Hence,

p
(α)
t (x) = e−|σ|tpt(x) + e−|σ|t

∞∑

k=1

tk(pt ∗ σk∗)(x)
k!

(2.15)

and, consequently,

p(t, x, y) 6 e|σ|tp(α)(t, x, y), x, y ∈ R
d, t > 0. (2.16)

We close this section by collecting some examples of Lévy measures ν satisfying (A1) and
(A2).

Example 2.3. (a) Relativistic stable Lévy density : let α ∈ (0, 2) and m > 0 and let

ν(x) =
α(4π)d/2

2Γ(1− α/2)

∫ ∞

0
exp

(
−|x|2

4u
−m2/αu

)
u−1− d+α

2 du

=
α2

α−d
2 m

d+α
2α

π
d
2Γ(1− α/2)

K d+α
2

(
m

1

α |x|
)

|x| d+α
2

, x ∈ R
d \ {0} ,
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where

Kµ(r) =
1

2

(r
2

)µ ∫ ∞

0
u−µ−1 exp

(
−u− r2

4u

)
du, µ > 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],

σ(x) := ν(x)− ν(α)(x)

is a positive density of a finite measure such that

|σ| =
∫

Rd

σ(x)dx = m and σ(x) 6
c

|x|d+α−2
, x ∈ R

d \ {0} ,

for some constant c > 0. It is then clear that (A1) holds. In order to verify (A2), we
first observe that the density ν(x) is radial decreasing function. By using the well-known
asymptotics,

lim
r→∞

Kµ(r)
√
rer =

√
π/2,

we can also show that

ν(x) ≍ e−m
1/α|x||x|− d+α+1

2 , |x| > 1.

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

L = −(−∆+m2/α)α/2 +m.

(b) Tempered stable Lévy density: let β > α and λ > 0, and let

ν(x) = e−λ|x|
β
ν(α)(x), x ∈ R

d \ {0} .
Then

σ(x) = ν(α)(x)− ν(x) = cd,α|x|−d−α
(
1− e−λ|x|

β
)
,

where

cd,α =
α2α−1Γ

(
(d+ α)/2

)

πd/2Γ(1− α/2)
,

is a positive density of a finite measure. By direct calculations,

|σ| =
∫

Rd

σ(x)dx = cd,α
2πd/2

Γ
(
d
2

)
∫ ∞

0
(1− e−λu

β
)u−1−αdu

=
α2αΓ

(
d+α
2

)

βΓ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
1− α

2

)
∫ ∞

0
(1− e−λu)u−1−α

β du =
2αΓ

(
d+α
2

)
Γ
(
1− α

β

)

Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
1− α

2

) λ
α
β ,

where in the last line we have used the standard identity

γ

Γ(1− γ)

∫ ∞

0
(1− e−λu)u−1−γdu = λγ , λ > 0, γ ∈ (0, 1),

see e.g. [36, (1)]. In particular, (A1) holds. Moreover, it follows from [27, Proposition 2]
that (A2) is satisfied if and only if α ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (α, 1].

(c) Stable Lévy density suppressed on a complement of a neighbourhood of the origin: let
η : Rd → (0, 1] be a function such that there exists a decreasing profile g : (0,∞) → (0,∞)
such that η(x) ≍ g(|x|), x ∈ R

d \ {0}. Let r > 0 and let

ν(x) = ν(α)(x)1{|x|6r} + η(x)ν(α)(x)1{|x|>r}, x ∈ R
d \ {0} .

Then
σ(x) = ν(α)(x)− ν(x) = η(x)ν(α)(x)1{|x|>r} > 0

is a density of a finite measure. Indeed,

|σ| =
∫

Rd

σ(x)dx =

∫

|x|>r
(1− η(x))ν(α)(x)dx 6

∫

|x|>r
ν(α)(x)dx <∞.
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Hence, (A1) holds. If we moreover assume that there exists a constant c > 0 such that

g(s)g(t) 6 cg(s + t), s, t > 1,

then (A2) holds with the profile f(r) = g(r)r−d−α.
An example of such ν is the layered stable Lévy density of the form

ν(x) = cd,α|x|−d−α(1 ∧ |x|−γ), x ∈ R
d \ {0} ,

where γ > 0.

2.3. Kernels perturbed by fractional Hardy potential. Let d ∈ N and 0 < α < 2∧ d. By
following [5], we consider the function [0, (d − α)/2] ∋ β 7−→ κβ given by κ0 = 0 and g satisfies

κβ :=
2αΓ

(
α+β
2

)
Γ
(
d−β
2

)

Γ
(
β
2

)
Γ
(
d−α−β

2

) , 0 < β 6
d− α

2
.

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

κ∗ = κ(d−α)/2 =
2αΓ

(
d+α
4

)2

Γ
(
d−α
4

)2 .

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

κ ∈ [0, κ∗] is fixed and δ ∈ [0, (d − α)/2] is such that κδ = κ . (2.17)

Let

V (x) = Vκ(x) =
κ

|x|α .

When κ < κ∗, then Vκ is said to be sub-critical.
Starting with k(t, x, y) = p(t, x, y) we can now construct the perturbed kernel p̃(t, x, y) ac-

cording to the procedure described in Section 2.1. Recall that p̃(t, x, y) is a symmetric transition
density such that

p̃(t, x, y) = p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p(s, x, z)V (z)p̃(t− s, z, y)dzds (2.18)

= p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p̃(s, x, z)V (z)p(t − s, z, y)dzds, t > 0, x, y ∈ R
d.

Such a construction has been recently performed in [5] for the case when k(t, x, y) = p(α)(t, x, y).
It was proved in [5, Theorems 1.1 and 3.1] that

p̃(α)(t, x, y) ≍
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 +

tδ/α

|y|δ

)(
t−d/α ∧ t

|y − x|d+α
)
, x, y ∈ R

d \ {0} , t > 0, (2.19)

and ∫

Rd

p̃(α)(t, x, y)|y|−δdy = |x|−δ, x ∈ R
d \ {0} , t > 0. (2.20)

By (2.16) and Corollary 2.2 applied to k(1)(t, x, y) = p(t, x, y), k(2)(t, x, y) = p(α)(t, x, y) and
λ = |σ|, we get

p̃(t, x, y) 6 e|σ|tp̃(α)(t, x, y), x, y ∈ R
d, t > 0. (2.21)

This domination property will be crucial for our further investigations in this paper. By using
(2.21), (2.19) 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,∞) ×
(
R
d \ {0}

)2
∋ (t, x, y) 7−→ p̃(t, x, y) is continuous. (2.22)
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2.4. Semigroup of operators defined by the kernel p̃. We define

P̃
(α)
t f(x) =

∫

Rd

f(y)p̃(α)(t, x, y)dy, f ∈ L2(Rd, dx), t > 0,

P̃tf(x) =

∫

Rd

f(y)p̃(t, x, y)dy, f ∈ L2(Rd, dx), t > 0.

It is shown in [5, Proposition 2.4] that (P̃
(α)
t )t>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of contrac-

tions on L2(Rd, dx). By the same argument and the domination property (2.21) this extends

to (P̃t)t>0 except the L2-contractivity. Indeed, we only know that
∥∥P̃t
∥∥
L2→L2 6 e|σ|t, t > 0.

Clearly, each P̃
(α)
t and P̃t is a self-adjoint operator.

We will also need the following smoothing properties of the semigroup (P̃t)t>0.

Lemma 2.4. Under (A1), for every t > 0, we have

P̃t
(
L2(Rd)

)
⊂ C

(
R
d \ {0}

)
.

Furthermore, there exists a constant c > 0 such that, for every x ∈ R
d, t > 0 and f ∈ L2(Rd),

|P̃tf(x)| 6 ce|σ|tt−
d−δ
α
(
1 + t

d
2α
)
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)
‖f‖2 ,

where δ is defined by (2.17). The constant c does not depend on σ.

Proof. We first establish the continuity assertion. Fix f ∈ L2(Rd) and t > 0. Let x, z ∈ R
d \{0}

be such that |x− z| < 1 ∧ |x|/2 and let R > |x|+ 1. We have

|P̃tf(x)− P̃tf(z)| 6
∫

|y|62R
|f(y)||p̃(t, x, y)− p̃(t, z, y)|dy+

∫

|y|>2R
|f(y)|(p̃(t, x, y)+ p̃(t, z, y))dy.

By (2.21) and (2.19), we get

|p̃(t, x, y) − p̃(t, z, y)| 6 p̃(t, x, y) + p̃(t, z, y) (2.23)

6 c1e
|σ|t
(
1 +

2tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
2

td/α
∧
(

t

|y − z|d+α +
t

|y − x|d+α
))(

1 +
tδ/α

|y|δ

)
.

Recall that 0 6 δ 6 (d− α)/2. Together with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality this implies that∫
|y|62R |f(y)|

(
1 + tδ/α

|y|δ
)
dy < ∞. Consequently, the first integral on the right hand side above

goes to zero as z → x, by (2.22) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
On the other hand, by (2.23) and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,
∫

|y|>2R
|f(y)|(p̃(t, x, y) + p̃(t, z, y))dy

6 c1e
|σ|t
(
1 +

2tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 + tδ/α

) ∫

|y|>2R
|f(y)|

(
t

|y − z|d+α +
t

|y − x|d+α
)
dy

6 2c1te
|σ|t
(
1 +

2tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 + tδ/α

)
‖f‖2

(∫

|y|>R

1

|y|2d+2α
dy

)1/2

6 c2te
|σ|t
(
1 +

2tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 + tδ/α

)
‖f‖2R−d/2−α.

Hence,

lim sup
z→x

|P̃tf(x)− P̃tf(z)| 6 c2te
|σ|t
(
1 +

2tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
1 + tδ/α

)
‖f‖2R−d/2−α

and, by letting R→ ∞, we get that P̃tf(z) → P̃tf(x) as z → x. Since x 6= 0 was arbitrary, this

shows that P̃tf ∈ C
(
R
d \ {0}

)
.
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In order to get the second assertion, we proceed in a similar way. Let f ∈ L2(Rd). By (2.21),
(2.19) and (2.12), we can write

|P̃tf(x)| 6 c3e
|σ|t
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(∫

|y|61
+

∫

|y|>1

)
|f(y)|p(α)(t, x, y)

(
1 +

tδ/α

|y|δ

)
dy

6 c3e
|σ|t
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
(1 + tδ/α)

∫

Rd

|f(y)|p(α)(t, x, y)dy + t−(d−δ)/α
∫

|y|61

|f(y)|
|y|δ dy

)

and, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality applied to both integrals and (2.12), we get

|P̃tf(x)| 6 c3e
|σ|t
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
(1 + tδ/α)

(∫

Rd

|f(y)|2p(α)(t, x, y)dy
)1/2

+ c4t
−(d−δ)/α ‖f‖2

)

6 c5e
|σ|t
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)(
(1 + tδ/α)t−d/(2α) + t−(d−δ)/α

)
‖f‖2

6 c6e
|σ|t
(
1 +

tδ/α

|x|δ

)
t−(d−δ)/α(1 + td/(2α)) ‖f‖2 .

This completes the proof. �

Observe that the above lemma also applies directly to the semigroup (P̃
(α)
t )t>0 as a special

case (we just take σ ≡ 0 in (A1)).

3. Schrödinger 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(α) and L. Due to (2.15) our analysis will be based on the corresponding
operator semigroups. For f ∈ L2(Rd), we define

Et[f ] =
1

t
〈f − Ptf, f〉 , E [f ] = lim

tց0
Et[f ].

Since the operators Pt are self-adjoint contractions on L2(Rd), it follows from spectral theorem
that the map

(0,∞) ∋ t 7→ Et[f ]
is decreasing for any f ∈ L2(Rd), see e.g. [17, Lemma 1.3.4]. In particular, the above limit exists
and belongs to [0,∞]. The domain of E is defined as

D(E) = {f ∈ L2 : E [f ] <∞}.
For f, g ∈ L2(Rd) we also define

Et[f, g] =
1

t
〈f − Ptf, g〉 , t > 0.

It is easy to check that

Et[f, g] =
1

2
(Et[f + g]− Et[f ]− Et[g]) ,

which shows that the limit

E [f, g] = lim
tց0

Et[f, g]

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

E [f, g] = 1

2
(E [f + g]− E [f ]− E [g]) ,

holds for f, g ∈ D(E).
The form

(
E(α),D(E(α))

)
of the fractional Laplacian L(α) is defined in the same manner by

replacing the operators Pt with P
(α)
t . Due to (A1), it is a special case of

(
E ,D(E)

)
.
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Below we need to consider the convolution operators

σk∗f(x) =
∫

Rd

σk∗(x− y)f(y)dy, k ∈ N, f ∈ L2(Rd),

where σ comes from (A1). Since σk∗ ∈ L1(Rd), k ∈ N, it defines a bounded operator on L2(Rd).
Indeed, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the Tonelli theorem, for f ∈ L2(Rd), we have

∥∥∥σk∗f
∥∥∥
2

2
6

∫

Rd

(∫

Rd

σk∗(x− y)dy

)(∫

Rd

σk∗(x− y)|f(y)|2dy
)
dx

= |σ|k
∫

Rd

(∫

Rd

σk∗(x− y)dx

)
|f(y)|2dy = |σ|2k ‖f‖22 . (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Under assumption (A1), we have

E [f ] + |σ|‖f‖22 − 〈σf, f〉 = E(α)[f ], f ∈ L2(Rd).

In particular, D(E) = D(E(α)),

D(E) =
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) :

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(x− y)dxdy <∞

}

and

E [f ] = 1

2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(x− y)dxdy, f ∈ L2(Rd).

Proof. We first establish the first identity. For every t > 0, by (2.15) we have
〈
f − P

(α)
t f, f

〉
=
〈
f − e−|σ|tf, f

〉
+ e−|σ|t 〈f − Ptf, f〉

−
〈
e−|σ|ttPt(σf), f

〉
−
〈
e−|σ|t

∞∑

k=2

tk

k!
Pt(σ

k∗f), f

〉
.

Hence,

E(α)
t [f ] =

1

t

〈
f − e−|σ|tf, f

〉
+ e−|σ|tEt[f ]

− e−|σ|t 〈Pt(σf), f〉 − e−|σ|t
〈 ∞∑

k=2

tk−1

k!
Pt(σ

k∗f), f

〉
. (3.2)

As shown above, σf ∈ L2(Rd). Thus, by strong continuity, 〈Pt(σf), f〉 → 〈σf, f〉, as t ց 0.
Moreover, by (3.1),

∣∣∣∣∣

〈 ∞∑

k=2

tk−1

k!
Pt(σ

k∗f), f

〉∣∣∣∣∣ 6
∞∑

k=2

tk−1

k!

∣∣∣
〈
Pt(σ

k∗f), f
〉∣∣∣

6

∞∑

k=2

tk−1

k!

∥∥∥Pt(σk∗f)
∥∥∥
2
‖f‖2

6

∞∑

k=2

tk−1

k!
|σ|k ‖f‖22 6 t|σ|2 ‖f‖22 e|σ|t → 0, as tց 0.

Then, by letting tց 0 in (3.2), we get the first identity of the lemma. In particular, we see that

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

|σ|‖f‖22 − 〈σf, f〉 =
∫

Rd

f(x)

∫

Rd

(f(x)− f(y))σ(x− y)dydx

=
1

2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(f(x)− f(y))2σ(x− y)dydx > 0, f ∈ L2(Rd),
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by symmetrization. By (3.1) this double integral is finite for every f ∈ L2(Rd). Furthermore, it
is known that

E(α)[f ] =
1

2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(α)(x− y)dxdy, f ∈ L2(Rd).

Therefore, by the first identity of the lemma proved above, we see that

E [f ] <∞ ⇐⇒
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(α)(x− y)dxdy <∞.

Consequently, by (A1),

E [f ] <∞ ⇐⇒
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(x− y)dxdy <∞

and the equality

E [f ] = 1

2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
f(x)− f(y)

)2
ν(α)(x− y)dxdy − 1

2

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(f(x)− f(y))2σ(x− y)dydx

holds for f ∈ L2(Rd). This proves the second assertion of the lemma. �

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

semigroup (P̃t)t>0 when acting on D(E). Similarly as above, we define for f ∈ L2(Rd)

Ẽt[f ] =
1

t

〈
f − P̃tf, f

〉
, Ẽ [f ] = lim

t→0
Ẽt[f ].

The domain of Ẽ is

D(Ẽ) = {f ∈ L2 : Ẽ [f ] <∞},
see [39, Chapter 6] and [37, Chapter 10]. The corresponding bilinear form is defined as

Ẽ [f, g] = lim
t→0

1

t

〈
f − P̃tf, g

〉
,

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

Ẽ [f, g] = 1

2

(
Ẽ [f + g]− Ẽ [f ]− Ẽ [g]

)
,

holds for f, g ∈ D(Ẽ). Clearly, the form
(
Ẽ(α),D(Ẽ(α))

)
associated with the semigroup (P̃

(α)
t )t>0

is a special case of
(
Ẽ ,D(Ẽ)

)
. The following lemma partly extends [5, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 3.2. Under (A1), for κ 6 κ∗, we have D(E) ⊂ D(Ẽ) and

Ẽ [f ] = E [f ]−
∫

Rd

V (x)f2(x)dx, f ∈ D(E). (3.3)

Proof. Let 0 6 f ∈ D(E). By perturbation formula (2.18) and Tonelli’s theorem,

Ẽt[f ] = Et[f ]−
∫

Rd

∫

Rd

f(x)f(y)
1

t

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p(u, x, z)V (z)p̃(t− u, z, y)dzdudxdy

= Et[f ]−
∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
Puf(z)P̃t−uf(z)dudz.

First note that

1

t

∫ t

0
PufP̃t−ufdu

L1

−→ f2, (3.4)

as t→ 0. Indeed,

PufP̃t−uf − f2 = (Puf − f)P̃t−uf + f(P̃t−uf − f).
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Hence, by Hölder inequality,
∥∥∥∥
1

t

∫ t

0
PufP̃t−ufdu− f2

∥∥∥∥
1

=

∥∥∥∥
1

t

∫ t

0
(PufP̃t−uf − f2)du

∥∥∥∥
1

6
1

t

∫ t

0

∥∥∥(Puf − f)P̃t−uf + f(P̃t−uf − f)
∥∥∥
1
du

6
1

t

∫ t

0

(∥∥Puf − f
∥∥
2

∥∥P̃t−uf
∥∥
2
+
∥∥f
∥∥
2

∥∥P̃t−uf − f
∥∥
2

)
du.

Recall that {Pt}t>0 and {P̃t}t>0 are strongly continuous semigroups of bounded operators on
L2(Rd). Therefore,

∥∥∥∥
1

t

∫ t

0
PufP̃t−ufdu− f2

∥∥∥∥
1

6
∥∥f
∥∥
2

(
1

t

∫ t

0

∥∥Puf − f
∥∥
2
e|σ|(t−u) +

∥∥P̃t−uf − f
∥∥
2
du

)

6
∥∥f
∥∥
2
e|σ|t sup

u∈(0,t]

(∥∥Puf − f
∥∥
2
+
∥∥P̃t−uf − f

∥∥
2

)
t→0−→ 0.

Now, let tn → 0 be a sequence such that

lim inf
t→0

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
Puf(z)P̃t−uf(z)dudz = lim

n→∞

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

tn

∫ tn

0
Puf(z)P̃tn−uf(z)dudz

By (3.4), we can choose a subsequence tnk
→ 0 such that

1

tnk

∫ tnk

0
Puf(z)P̃tnk

−uf(z)du
k→∞−→ f2(z), a.e. z ∈ R

d.

Hence, by Fatou’s lemma, we have

lim sup
t→0

Ẽt(f) 6 E [f ]− lim inf
t→0

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
Puf(z)P̃t−uf(z)dudz

= E [f ]− lim
k→∞

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

tnk

∫ tnk

0
Puf(z)P̃tnk

−uf(z)du

6 E [f ]−
∫

Rd

V (z) lim
k→∞

1

tnk

∫ tnk

0
Puf(z)P̃tnk

−uf(z)dudz

= E [f ]−
∫

Rd

V (z)f2(z)dz.

On the other hand, since 0 6 f ∈ D(E) = D(E(α)), by (2.16) and (2.21),

lim inf
t→0

Ẽt[f ] > E [f ]− lim sup
t→0

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
Puf(z)P̃t−uf(z)dudz

> E [f ]− lim sup
t→0

e|σ|t
∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
P (α)
u f(z)P̃

(α)
t−uf(z)dudz,

and by using (2.18) for p(α)(t, x, y) and p̃(α)(t, x, y), we get
∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
P (α)
u f(z)P̃

(α)
t−uf(z)dudz = E(α)

t [f ]− Ẽ(α)
t [f ].

Consequently, by [5, Lemma 5.1],

lim
t→0

∫

Rd

V (z)
1

t

∫ t

0
P (α)
u f(z)P̃

(α)
t−uf(z)dudz =

∫

Rd

V (z)f2(z)dz.

Therefore f ∈ D(Ẽ) and (3.3) holds for 0 6 f ∈ D(E). Now, consider arbitrary f ∈ D(E). We
observe that |f | ∈ D(E). Indeed,

Et[f, f ] =
1

t

(
〈f, f〉 −

〈
Pt/2f, Pt/2f

〉)
>

1

t

(
〈|f |, |f |〉 −

〈
Pt/2|f |, Pt/2|f |

〉)
= Et[|f |, |f |].
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Hence, E(f, f) > E(|f |, |f |), which yields |f | ∈ D(E). Finally, f = f+ − f− ∈ D(Ẽ), since

f+ = |f |+f
2 ∈ D(Ẽ), f− = |f |−f

2 ∈ D(Ẽ) and D(Ẽ) is a linear space.
We are left to show that (3.3) extends to an arbitrary (in particular, signed) f ∈ D(E). But

this holds by standard polarization identities for the forms E and Ẽ , see e.g. the last lines of the
proof of [5, Lemma 5.1].

�

3.3. Schrödinger operators with subcritical singular potential and their semigroups.
Throughout this section we assume that κ < κ∗, i.e. we consider only the subcritical potential
V (x) = κ|x|−α. In this case the Schrödinger operator H = −L−V can be defined as a form-sum.
Indeed, by the fractional Hardy inequality (1.2) and the identity in Lemma 3.1, we easily get
the inequalities

κ

∫

Rd

f2(x)

|x|α dx 6
κ

κ∗
E(α)[f ] 6

κ

κ∗
E [f ] + κ

κ∗
|σ| ‖f‖22 , f ∈ D

(
E
)
.

This means that the form of the potential V (x) = κ|x|−α is relatively E-bounded with relative
E-bound κ/κ∗ < 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

(
EH ,D(EH)

)
of H satisfies

D(EH) = D(E) and EH [f, g] = E [f, g]−
∫

Rd

V (x)f(x)g(x)dx, f, g ∈ D(EH).

We will now show that the form of the Schrödinger operator H and the form Ẽ discussed in
the previous section are equal. Consequently, the strongly continuous semigroup of operators

corresponding to H can be identified with the semigroup
{
P̃t : t > 0

}
constructed above. In

particular, e−tH , t > 0, are integral operators with kernels p̃(t, x, y). This is crucial for our
further investigations.

Theorem 3.3. Under (A1), for κ < κ∗, we have

D
(
Ẽ
)
= D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
= D

(
E(α)

)
= D(E). (3.5)

In particular,
(
EH ,D(EH)

)
=
(
Ẽ ,D

(
Ẽ
))

and the semigroups
{
e−tH : t > 0

}
and

{
P̃t : t > 0

}

are equal on L2(Rd).

Proof. The equality D
(
E(α)

)
= D(E) and the inclusion D(E) ⊂ D

(
Ẽ
)

were established in Lemmas
3.1 and 3.2, respectively. In order to complete the proof of (3.5) we need to show the inclusions

D
(
Ẽ
)
⊂ D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
⊂ D

(
E(α)

)
. Observe that by (2.21) we have for 0 6 f ∈ L2(Rd)

Ẽt[f ] =
1

t

(
〈f, f〉 −

〈
P̃tf, f

〉)
>

1

t

(
〈f, f〉 − e|σt|

〈
P̃

(α)
t f, f

〉)

=
1

t

(
〈f, f〉 −

〈
P̃

(α)
t f, f

〉)
− 1

t

(
e|σt| − 1

) ∥∥∥P̃ (α)
t
2

f
∥∥∥
2

2

> Ẽ(α)
t [f ]− |σ|e|σt| ‖f‖22 .

Letting t → 0, we see that if 0 6 f ∈ D
(
Ẽ
)
, then f ∈ D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
. By the same argument as in

the proof of Lemma 3.2, this extends to a general f = f+ − f− ∈ D
(
Ẽ
)
, giving the full inclusion

D
(
Ẽ
)
⊂ D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
.

We are left to show that D
(
Ẽ(α)

)
⊂ D

(
E(α)

)
. First note that by [5, Lemma 5.1] and the

fractional Hardy inequality (1.2), we have D
(
E(α)

)
⊂ D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
and

E(α)[f ] = Ẽ(α)[f ] +
κ

κ∗
κ∗
∫

Rd

f2(x)

|x|α dx 6 Ẽ(α)[f ] +
κ

κ∗
E(α)[f ], f ∈ D

(
E(α)

)
.

Hence,

E(α)[f ] 6
κ∗

κ∗ − κ
Ẽ(α)[f ], f ∈ D

(
E(α)

)
. (3.6)
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By [5, Theorem 5.4], C∞
c (Rd) is dense in D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
with the norm

√
Ẽ(α)[·] + ‖ · ‖2. Furthermore,

C∞
c (Rd) ⊂ D

(
E(α)

)
. We will now use these facts to complete the proof.

Let f ∈ D
(
Ẽ(α)

)
and let fn ∈ C∞

c (Rd) be a sequence such that Ẽ(α)[f − fn] → 0 and

‖f − fn‖2 → 0 as n→ ∞. In particular, Ẽ(α)[fn − fm] → 0 and ‖fn − fm‖2 → 0 as n,m → ∞.

By (3.6) we obtain that E(α)[fn− fm] → 0 as n,m→ ∞. Since
(
E(α),D

(
E(α)

))
is a closed form,

we obtain that f ∈ D
(
E(α)

)
, showing the inclusion D

(
Ẽ(α)

)
⊂ D

(
E(α)

)
.

The equality
(
EH ,D(EH)

)
=
(
Ẽ ,D

(
Ẽ
))

follows directly from (3.5) and Lemma 3.2. 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
L2(Rd), see e.g. [39, Theorem 6.2 (b)]. This completes the proof. �

4. Pointwise estimates of eigenfunctions

In this section we find pointwise estimates for eigenfunctions of the Schrödinger operators
H = −L− V with subcritical potential V (x) = κ|x|−α, i.e. we consider the case κ < κ∗.

Throughout this section we assume that ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) is an eigenfunction of the operator H
corresponding to a negative eigenvalue, i.e.

there exists E < 0 such that Hϕ = Eϕ. (4.1)

It is now crucial that by Theorem 3.3 we have

ϕ(x) = eEte−tHϕ(x) = eEtP̃tϕ(x) = eEt
∫

Rd

p̃(t, x, y)ϕ(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 ϕ is normalized so that ‖ϕ‖2 = 1.

Proposition 4.1. Let (A1) hold and let κ < κ∗. Any ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) satisfying (4.1) has a version
which is continuous on R

d \ {0} and satisfies the following upper estimate: there exists c > 0
such that

|ϕ(x)| 6 ce|σ|+E
(
1 +

1

|x|δ
)
, x ∈ R

d,

where δ is determined by (2.17). The constant c depends neither on ϕ, E nor σ.

Proof. It follows directly from (4.2) and Lemma 2.4 by taking t = 1. �

In what follows, we work with the version of the eigenfunction ϕ which is continuous on
R
d \ {0}. In particular, the eigenequations (4.2) can always be understood pointwise.
Estimates at infinity will be given in terms of the resolvent kernel of the free operator L:

gλ(x) =

∫ ∞

0
e−λtp(t, x)dt, x ∈ R

d, λ > 0.

It is not difficult to show that for every λ > 0 the map x 7→ gλ(x) is continuous on R
d \ {0}.

For a Borel function f > 0 we also define

Gλf(x) =

∫ ∞

0
e−λtPtf(x)dt =

∫

Rd

gλ(x− y)f(y)dy, λ > 0.

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 κ < κ∗. If ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) is such that (4.1) holds, then

|ϕ(x)| 6 G|E|(V |ϕ|)(x), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (4.3)

If, in addition, ϕ > 0, then

ϕ(x) = G|E|(V ϕ)(x), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (4.4)
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Proof. We first show (4.3). Recall that E < 0. We let λ := |E| = −E > 0 to simplify
the notation. By the eigenequation (4.2) and the perturbation formula (2.18), we have for
x ∈ R

d \ {0}

ϕ(x) = e−λtP̃tϕ(x) = e−λtPtϕ(x) +
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

e−λsp(s, x, z)V (z)e−λ(t−s)P̃t−sϕ(z)dzds

= e−λtPtϕ(x) +
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

e−λsp(s, x, z)V (z)ϕ(z)dzds. (4.5)

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

Rd

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

e−λsp(s, x, z)V (z)e−λ(t−s)p̃(t− s, z, y)|ϕ(y)|dzdsdy 6 e−λtP̃t|ϕ|(x) <∞,

by (2.18) and Lemma 2.4. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). By (4.5), we have

e−εt|ϕ(x)| 6 e−(λ+ε)tPt|ϕ|(x) + e−εt
∫ t

0
e−λsPs(V |ϕ|)(x)ds

and, by integrating with respect to t ∈ (0,∞) on both sides of this inequality, we get

|ϕ(x)| 6 εGλ+ε|ϕ|(x) +Gλ+ε(V |ϕ|)(x). (4.6)

For the last term on the right hand side we used Tonelli’s theorem. Since the map λ 7→ gλ(x) is
decreasing, (4.6) leads to the final estimate

|ϕ(x)| 6 εGλ|ϕ|(x) +Gλ(V |ϕ|)(x).
We are left to make sure that

Gλ|ϕ|(x) <∞, x 6= 0. (4.7)

Once we know this holds, we can get (4.3) by letting ε → 0. To this end, we first use the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to show that

Pt|ϕ|(x) 6
(∫

Rd

p(t, x, y)dy

)1/2(∫

Rd

p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy
)1/2

=

(∫

Rd

p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy
)1/2

.

Observe now that for t > 1 we have

p(t, x, y) = pt(y − x) 6 pt(0) = (2π)−d
∫

Rd

e−tψ(ξ)dξ 6 (2π)−d
∫

Rd

e−ψ(ξ)dξ <∞, x, y ∈ R
d,

by (2.10). This implies that
∫

Rd

p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy 6
‖ϕ‖22
(2π)d

∫

Rd

e−ψ(ξ)dξ, t > 1.

On the other hand, for t ∈ (0, 1) and x 6= 0,
∫

Rd

p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy =

∫

|y|61∧|x|/2
p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy +

∫

|y|>1∧|x|/2
p(t, x, y)|ϕ(y)|2dy

6 sup
|y|61∧|x|/2

p(t, x, y) ‖ϕ‖22 + sup
|y|>1∧|x|/2

|ϕ(y)|2.

It follows from (2.16) and (2.12) that

sup
|y|61∧|x|/2

p(t, x, y) 6 c1e
|σ|(2/|x|)d+α, t ∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, by (4.2) and the estimate in Lemma 2.4,

sup
|y|>1∧|x|/2

|ϕ(y)|2 6 e2λ sup
|y|>1∧|x|/2

(P̃1|ϕ(y)|)2 6 c2
(
1 + 1/(1 ∧ |x|/2)

)2 ‖ϕ‖22 ,

respectively. By putting together all the estimates above, we conclude that supt>0 Pt|ϕ|(x) <∞,
for every x 6= 0. This clearly gives (4.7) and completes the proof of (4.3).
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In order to get the identity (4.4), we just come back to (4.5) and observe that now we have an
equality in (4.6) because ϕ > 0. In particular, ϕ(x) > Gλ+ε(V ϕ)(x). Finally, by letting ε → 0,
we get

ϕ(x) > Gλ(V ϕ)(x).

Together with (4.3) proven above, this gives the assertion (4.4). �

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 λ > 0 we have

g∗nλ (x) =

∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−λtpt(x)dt x ∈ R

d, n ∈ N. (4.8)

Proof. We use induction. Clearly (4.8) holds for n = 1. Assume (4.8) holds for some n ∈ N.
Then, by the Tonelli theorem and the Chapman–Kolmogorov identity (2.14),

g
∗(n+1)
λ (x) =

∫

Rd

g∗nλ (x− y)gλ(y)dy

=

∫

Rd

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−λtpt(x− y)e−λsps(y)dsdtdy

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−λ(t+s)pt+s(x)dsdt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

t

tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−λsps(x)dsdt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ s

0

tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−λsps(x)dtds =

∫ ∞

0

sn

n!
e−λsps(x)ds.

�

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

Lemma 4.4. Let (A1) hold and let κ < κ∗. If ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) is such that (4.1) holds, then for
every ε ∈ (0, |E| ∧ 1) there is R = R(ε) > 1 such that

|ϕ(x)| 6
∫

|y|6R
g|E|−ε(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy, x ∈ R

d \ {0} . (4.9)

Proof. As before, we denote λ := |E| = −E > 0. Let ε ∈ (0, λ ∧ 1). We first prove that there
are R > 1 and M ∈ (0, 1) such that

|ϕ(x)| 6
n∑

k=1

εk−1

∫

|y|6R
g∗kλ (x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy +Mn‖ϕ1‖∞, x ∈ R

d \ {0} , n ∈ N, (4.10)

where ϕ1(y) := 1{|y|>1}ϕ(y). Clearly, ‖ϕ1‖∞ < ∞ because of (4.2) and the estimate in Lemma
2.4.

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

|ϕ(x) 6
∫

|y|6R
gλ(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy + κR−α

∫

|y|>R
gλ(x− y)|ϕ(y)|dy (4.11)

6

∫

|y|6R
gλ(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy + κR−αGλ|ϕ1|(x) .

Put R = 1 ∨
(
κ
ε

)1/α
and M = ε

λ < 1. Then, using the estimate Gλ|ϕ1|(x) 6 ‖ϕ1‖∞/λ and the
inequality κ

Rα 6 ε,

|ϕ(x) 6
∫

|y|6R
gλ(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy +M‖ϕ1‖∞, x ∈ R

d \ {0} .
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So (4.10) holds for n = 1. Now, suppose that (4.10) holds for some n > 1. Then, we can use
(4.10) to estimate |ϕ| under the second integral in (4.11). By proceeding in that way, we get

|ϕ(x) 6
∫

|y|6R
gλ(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy

+ ε

∫

|y|>R
gλ(x− y)

(
n∑

k=1

εk−1

∫

|z|6R
g∗kλ (y − z)V (z)|ϕ(z)|dz +Mn‖ϕ‖∞

)
dy

6

∫

|y|6R
gλ(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy

+

n∑

k=1

εk
∫

|z|6R
g
∗(k+1)
λ (x− z)V (z)|ϕ(z)|dz +Mn+1‖ϕ‖∞

=

n+1∑

k=1

εk−1

∫

|z|6R
g∗kλ (x− z)V (z)|ϕ(z)|dz +Mn+1‖ϕ‖∞.

Hence, by induction, (4.10) holds for all n > 1 and x ∈ R
d \ {0}.

Lemma 4.3 and Tonelli’s theorem lead us to a concluding estimate

|ϕ(x)| 6
n∑

k=1

εk−1

∫

|y|6R

∫ ∞

0

tk−1

(k − 1)!
e−λtpt(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dtdy +Mn‖ϕ‖∞

6

∫

|y|6R

∫ ∞

0

∞∑

k=1

(εt)k−1

(k − 1)!
e−λtpt(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dtdy +Mn‖ϕ‖∞

=

∫

|y|6R
gλ−ε(x− y)V (y)|ϕ(y)|dy +Mn‖ϕ‖∞.

By letting n→ ∞, we obtain the claimed bound (4.9). �

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 κ < κ∗. If ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) is such that (4.1) holds, then for
every ε ∈ (0, |E| ∧ 1) there is R = R(ε) > 1 and c = c(ε) such that

|ϕ(x)| 6 c sup
|y|6R

g|E|−ε(x− y), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (4.12)

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

ϕ(x) > c̃ inf
|y|61

g|E|(x− y), x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (4.13)

Proof. The upper bound holds by Lemma 4.4 and the lower estimate follows from the second
assertion of Lemma 4.2. �

5. Estimates of heat kernels

Throughout this section we assume that κ 6 κ∗, i.e. we allow for critical potential V (x) =
κ∗|x|−α. Recall that ν(dx) = ν(x)dx is a symmetric Lévy measure such that the assumption
(A1) holds. The heat kernel of the operator L is given by p(t, x, y) := pt(y − x), where pt is a
probability density function given by (2.10). Hence, for every t > 0, pt is a symmetric, bounded
and continuous function such that∫

Rd

eiξ·ypt(y)dy = e−tψ(ξ), t > 0, ξ ∈ R
d,

where

ψ(ξ) =

∫

Rd\{0}
(1− cos(ξ · y)ν(dy), ξ ∈ R

d.
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5.1. Upper estimates of the perturbed heat kernel. In this section we prove the upper
estimates for the kernel p̃(t, x, y) which was constructed in Section 2.3. This will be done for
Lévy measures with densities that satisfy our both assumptions (A1) and (A2).

Let

ψ∗(u) := sup
|ξ|6u

ψ(ξ), u > 0,

be a maximal function of ψ. Recall that ψ(ξ) ≍ |ξ|α, for |ξ| > (2|σ|)1/α, see (2.8). Since

ψ(ξ) ≍ ψ∗(|ξ|), ξ ∈ R
d, (5.1)

(see [27, Lemma 5(a)]), it extends to

ψ(ξ) ≍ |ξ|α, |ξ| > r, (5.2)

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

ν(x) > c
ψ∗(1/|x|)

|x|d , |x| 6 r. (5.3)

This was originally established in [6, Theorem 26] for radial decreasing densities ν(x), but due
to (1.7) it easily extends to our setting, see [27, Lemma 5(b)] or [19, Lemat 2.3], [20, Lemat
A.3].

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

Lemma 5.1. Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), we have the following statements.

(a) For every r > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 such that

cν(α)(x) 6 ν(x) 6 ν(α)(x), |x| 6 r.

(b) For every r > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 such that

ν(y) 6 cν(x), |y| > 1, |y − x| 6 r. (5.4)

(c) There exists a constant c > 0 such that

ν(y)ν(x) 6 cν(y − x), |x|, |y| > 1.

(d) For every T,K > 0 there exist the constants c, c̃ (depending on T and K) such that

p(t, x, y)
c≍ t−d/α, t ∈ (0, T ], |y − x| 6 Kt1/α,

and

p(t, x, y)
c̃≍ tν(y − x), t ∈ (0, T ], |y − x| > Kt1/α.

In particular,

p(t, x, y) ≍ t−d/α ∧ tν(y − x), t ∈ (0, T ], x, y ∈ R
d.

(e) For every T,K > 0 there exists a constant c > 0 (depending on T and K) such that

p(t, z, y) > cp(t, x, y), x, y, z ∈ R
d, |x− z| 6 Kt1/α, t ∈ (0, T ].

Proof. (a) The upper bound is a direct consequence of (A1). The lower bound follows directly
from (5.3), (5.1) and (5.2).

(b) Due to (1.7) the assertion is trivial for |x| < 1. We are left to consider |x| > 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 ν such that

∫

Rd

f1(|x− y|)f1(|y|)dy 6 c1f1(|x|), x ∈ R
d, (5.5)

for a constant c1. Here f1 = f ∧ 1. Moreover, observe that

c2f(|x|) 6 f1(|x|) 6 f(|x|), |x| > 1,
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where c2 = 1/(1 ∨ 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 c3 = c3(r) > 0 such that

f1(u) 6 c3f1(u+ r), u > 1.

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

c1f1(u+ r) = c1f1(|x|) >
∫

|y−x|<r
f1(|x− y|)f1(|y|)dy > f1(|x| − r)

∫

|y|<r
f1(|y|)dy.

Since |x| − r = u and
∫
|y|<r f1(|y|)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], (5.5) is equivalent to the condition that for every
r > 0 there is a constant c4 = c4(r) > 0 such that

∫
|y−x|>r
|y|>r

ν(x− y)ν(y)dy 6 c4ν(x), |x| > r

(this is stated for r = 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 r0 > 0 (according to the notation in the quoted
paper). This theorem gives that for every T > 0 there exist constants c5, c6 (depending on T )
and θ > 0 such that

p(t, x, y)
c5≍ t−d/α, t ∈ (0, T ], |y − x| 6 θt1/α,

and

p(t, x, y)
c6≍ tν(y − x), t ∈ (0, T ], |y − x| > θt1/α.

By part (a), for any fixed r > 0 (in particular, r = KT 1/α for anyK > 0) we have ν(x) ≍ |x|−d−α,
|x| 6 r . Hence, we see that

p(t, x, y) ≍ t−d/α ∧ tν(y − x), t ∈ (0, T ], x, y ∈ R
d,

and the similar comparabilities hold with θ = 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 r0 > 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 [18, Corollary 4.2] (with t0 =
T ). �

For t > 0 and x ∈ Rd \ {0} we denote

H(t, x) = 1 + (t−1/α|x|)−δ . (5.6)

It follows from [5, Proposition 3.2] and (2.21) that there exists a constant c > 0 such that
∫

Rd

p̃(t, x, y)dy 6 ce|σ|tH(t, x), t > 0, x ∈ R
d \ {0} . (5.7)

Lemma 5.2. For every T > 0 and R > 0 there is a constant c > 0 such that

p̃(t, x, y) 6 cH(t, x)H(t, y)p(t, x, y), |x|, |y| 6 R, t ∈ (0, T ]. (5.8)

Proof. Fix T,R > 0. By (2.21) and (2.19), for t ∈ (0, T ] and x, y ∈ R
d, we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 c1p̃
(α)(t, x, y) 6 c2H(t, x)H(t, y)

(
t−d/α ∧ t

|x− y|d+α
)
.

Since |x− y| 6 |x|+ |y| 6 2R, Lemma 5.1 (a) implies that there is c3 = c3(R) such that

t−d/α ∧ t

|x− y|d+α 6 c3

(
t−d/α ∧ tν(x− y)

)
.

Together with Lemma 5.1 (d), this gives the claimed bound. �
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Observe now that for any t > 0, x, y ∈ R
d and R > 0, by (2.18), we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R
p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)p(s, z, y)dzds

+

∫ t

0

∫

|z|>R
p̃(t− s, x, z)κR−αp(s, z, y)dzds

6 p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R
p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)p(s, z, y)dzds + tκR−αp̃(t, x, y).

Hence, if tκR−α < 1, then

p̃(t, x, y) 6
1

1− tκR−α

(
p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R
p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)p(s, z, y)dzds

)
.

For any fixed T > 0 we set

R0 = R0(T ) := 1 ∨ (2Tκ)1/α. (5.9)

Then,
1

1− tκR−α
0

< 2, t ∈ (0, T ],

and, consequently,

p̃(t, x, y) 6 2

(
p(t, x, y) +

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)p(s, z, y)dzds

)
. (5.10)

Lemma 5.3. Let T > 0 and let R0 = R0(T ) be a number given by (5.9). Then there is a
constant c = c(T ) such that for any |x| 6 R0 + 1, |y| > R0 + 2 and t ∈ (0, T ] we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 cH(t, x)tν(y − x). (5.11)

Proof. First observe that if |z| < R0, then |y− z| > 1 and |(y−x)− (y− z)| = |x− z| < 2R0+1.
Hence, by using Lemma 5.1 (b), we get ν(y−z) 6 c1ν(y−x), for a positive constant c1. Together
with the estimate in Lemma 5.1 (d), this implies that

p(s, z, y) 6 c2sν(y − x), |z| < R0, s ∈ (0, T ], (5.12)

for some c2 = c2(T ). By (5.10) and (5.12), we get

p̃(t, x, y) 6 2p(t, x, y) + 2c2tν(y − x)

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)dzds

6 2p(t, x, y) + 2c2tν(y − x)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)dzds.

On the other hand, by integrating on both sides of the equality (2.18), we obtain
∫

Rd

p̃(t, x, y)dy = 1 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)dzds,

and further, by using (5.7), we get
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

p̃(t− s, x, z)V (z)dzds 6 c3H(t, x),

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

p̃(t, x, y) 6 2p(t, x, y) + 2c2c3tν(y − x)H(t, x) 6 c4H(t, x)tν(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 R0 = R0(T ) be a number given by (5.9). Then there is a
constant c = c(T ) such that for any x, y ∈ R

d satisfying the condition |x| ∨ |y| > R0 + 2 and
t ∈ (0, T ] we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 cH(t, x)H(t, y)tν(y − x). (5.13)

Proof. By symmetry of the kernel p̃(t, x, y) and Lemma 5.3 it suffices to consider only the case
R0 + 1 < |x| 6 |y|. By (5.10) and Lemmas 5.1 (d) and 5.3, we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 2p(t, x, y) + 2

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

p(t− s, x, z)V (z)p̃(s, z, y)dzds

6 c1tν(y − x) + c1

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

(t− s)ν(z − x)V (z)sν(y − z)H(s, z)dzds

6 c1tν(y − x) + c1t
2

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

ν(y − z)ν(z − x)V (z)H(s, z)dzds.

Since for |z| < R0 we have |y − z|, |z − x| > 1, Lemma 5.1 (c) implies that

ν(y − z)ν(z − x) 6 c2ν(y − x).

Hence,

p̃(t, x, y) 6

(
c1 + c1T

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

V (z)H(s, z)dzds

)
tν(y − x).

By definition of H,

∫ t

0

∫

|z|<R0

V (z)H(s, z)dzds 6 κ

(
T

∫

|z|<R0

|z|−αdz + T 1+δ/α

∫

|z|<R0

|z|−α−δdz
)
.

Recall that α < d, which implies that the first integral on the right hand side is finite. Since
α 6 α+ δ 6 α+ (d− α)/2 = (d+ α)/2 < d, the second integral converges as well. Hence,

p̃(t, x, y) 6 c3tν(y − x) 6 c3H(t, x)H(t, y)tν(y − x)

with c3 = c3(T ), which completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix T > 0 and R0 = R0(T ) as in (5.9). If |x|, |y| 6 R0 + 2, then the
claimed estimate follows from Lemma 5.2 with R = R0 +2. If |x| ∨ |y| > R0 +2, then by (2.21)
and (2.19) we have

p̃(t, x, y) 6 e|σ|T p̃(α)(t, x, y) 6 c1H(t, x)H(t, y) t−d/α

and, by Lemma 5.4,

p̃(t, x, y) 6 c2H(t, x)H(t, y) t ν(y − x),

for every t ∈ (0, T ]. The result follows then from Lemma 5.1 (d). �

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 1.3. (a) ⇒ (b) Fix R > 0 and take T = (2R)α. By (4.2) and the estimate in

part (a) applied to |x| 6 T 1/α and Lemma 5.1 (d),

ϕ(x) = eET
∫

Rd

p̃(T, x, y)ϕ(y)dy

> c
eETT δ/α

|x|δ
∫

|y|<T1/α

2

p(T, x, y)ϕ(y)dy

> c1
eETT (δ−d)/α

|x|δ
∫

|y|<R
ϕ(y)dy

= c1
eE(2R)α

(2R)d−δ

(∫

|y|<R
ϕ(y)dy

)
1

|x|δ =
c2
|x|δ , |x| 6 R.

This gives the estimate in (b).

(b) ⇒ (a) We adapt the argument from [5, Section 4.2]. First we fix the notation:

φt(x) = 1 + tδ/αϕ(x), µt(dz) = φ2t (z)dz, q(t, x, y) =
p̃(t, x, y)

φt(x)φt(y)
.

Fix T > 0. By (4.2), we have for t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R
d \ {0},

∫

Rd

q(t, x, z)µt(dz) =

∫
Rd p̃(t, x, z)dz + tδ/αe−Etϕ(x)

φt(x)
>

1 + tδ/αϕ(x)

φt(x)
= 1. (5.14)

Recall that H(t, x) = 1 + tδ/α|x|−δ. Observe that for |x| > T 1/α we have

H(t, x)

φt(x)
6 1 + T δ/α|x|−δ 6 2, (5.15)

while for |x| 6 T 1/α,

H(t, x)

φt(x)
=

1 + tδ/α|x|−δ
1 + tδ/αϕ(x)

6 c3, (5.16)

by the estimate of the ground state in (b). Together with Theorem 1.2 and (2.16) this implies
that

q(t, x, z) 6 c4p(t, x, z) 6 c4e
|σ|T p(α)(t, x, z), t ∈ (0, T ], x, z ∈ R

d \ {0} .
Hence, by using the scaling property (2.11), (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 + 41/α such that
∫

r6 |z|

t1/α
6R

q(t, x, z)µt(dz) >
1

2
, |x| 6 (4t)1/α, x 6= 0, t ∈ (0, T ]. (5.17)

We are now ready to give the proof of (a). By the symmetry of the kernel p̃(t, x, y), it is enough

to establish the estimate for |x| 6 t1/α, t ∈ (0, T ], y ∈ R
d.

Assume first that |x| 6 (4t)1/α and |y| > r(2t)1/α. By the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation
(2.1),

q(2t, x, y) > c5

∫

r6
|z|

t1/α
6R

q(t, x, z)q(t, z, y)µt(dz) > c5

∫

r6
|z|

t1/α
6R

q(t, x, z)
p(t, z, y)

φt(z)φt(y)
µt(dz).

By Lemma 5.1 (e) (here we use that |x− z| 6 (41/α +R)t1/α) and Proposition 4.1,

p(t, z, y)

φt(z)φt(y)
> c6

p(t, x, y)

(1 + c7tδ/α(1 + |z|−δ))(1 + c7tδ/α(1 + |y|−δ)) > c6
p(t, x, y)

(1 + c7T δ/α + r−δ)2
.

Together with (5.17), this implies that

q(2t, x, y) >
c8

2(1 + c7T δ/α + r−δ)2
p(t, x, y),
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and, by using the two-sided sharp estimates in Lemma 5.1 (d) (giving p(t, x, y) ≍ p(2t, x, y)),
we see that

q(2t, x, y) > c9p(2t, x, y), |x| 6 (4t)1/α, |y| > r(2t)1/α, t ∈ (0, T ]. (5.18)

In particular,

q(t, x, y) > c9p(t, x, y), |x| 6 (2t)1/α, |y| > rt1/α, t ∈ (0, T ]. (5.19)

Consider now the case |x| 6 (2t)1/α and |y| 6 r(2t)1/α (in particular, |y| < (2t)1/α). By the
symmetry of the kernel q(t, x, y) and (5.19), we get

q(2t, x, y) > c5

∫

r6
|z|

t1/α
6R

q(t, x, z)q(t, z, y)µt(dz) > c10

∫

r6
|z|

t1/α
6R

q(t, x, z)p(t, z, y)µt(dz).

One more use of Lemma 5.1 (e), (d) and (5.17) as above leads us to the estimate

q(2t, x, y) > c11p(2t, x, y), |x| 6 (2t)1/α, |y| 6 r(2t)1/α, t ∈ (0, T ].

Finally, by combining this with (5.18) and by using (5.15)–(5.16), we obtain the estimate in (a)
and complete the proof of the theorem. �

6. Applications to relativistic Coulomb model

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

Hm =
√

−∆+m2 − κ

|x| , where 0 < κ < κ∗ :=
2

π
, (6.1)

and let δ be the unique number such that

0 < δ < 1 and κ =
2Γ
(
1+δ
2

)
Γ
(
3−δ
2

)

Γ
(
δ
2

)
Γ
(
1− δ

2

) = (1− δ) tan
πδ

2
.

Herbst [21] and Weder [40] studied the structure of the spectrum of the operator Hm. It is
known that spece(Hm) = [m,∞),

specd(Hm) ⊂
[
m

√
1−

(κπ
2

)2
,m

)
,

and specd(Hm) is infinite. The ground state eigenvalue Em,0 := inf spec(Hm) = inf specd(Hm)
is simple and the corresponding ground state eigenfunction ϕm,0 is strictly positive, see the
discussion in Daubechies and Lieb [11], and Daubechies [10].

Corollary 6.1. Let Hm be given by (6.1). Any L2-eigenfunction of Hm is continuous on R
3\{0}

and the following pointwise estimates hold.

(a) (General upper estimate) For any eigenfunction ϕm of Hm corresponding to eigenvalue
Em < m there exists a constant c > 0 such that

|ϕm(x)| 6
c

|x|δ , 0 < |x| 6 1,

and for every ε > 0 there exists a constant c̃ = c̃(ε) > 0 such that

|ϕm(x)| 6 c̃ e−
(√

m2−E2
m−ε

)
|x|, |x| > 1.

(b) (Two-sided estimate of the ground state) There exists c > 1 such that

1

c

1

|x|δ 6 ϕm,0(x) 6
c

|x|δ , 0 < |x| 6 1,

and for every ε > 0 there exists c̃ = c̃(ε) > 1 such that

1

c̃
e
−
(√

m2−E2
m,0+ε

)
|x|

6 ϕm,0(x) 6 c̃ e
−
(√

m2−E2
m,0−ε

)
|x|
, |x| > 1.
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Proof. We apply our results to the operator H = Hm−m. In particular, if ϕm is an eigenfunction
of Hm corresponding to an eigenvalue Em < m, then Hϕm = Eϕm, where E = Em −m < 0.

We first show the upper bound for |x| > 1. Fix ε > 0. By the estimates of the resolvent kernel
gλ established in [9, (II.19)–(II.20) on p. 128–129] we obtain that for every λ ∈ (0,m) there is a
constant c1 = c1(ε, λ) > 1 such that

c−1
1 e−(

√
2mλ−λ2+ε/2)|x| 6 gλ(x) 6 c1e

−(
√
2mλ−λ2−ε/2)|x|, |x| > 1. (6.2)

Moreover, we observe that
√
2mλ− λ2 =

√
m2 − (m− λ)2, |E| = m − Em, and that by the

continuity of the map [0,m] ∋ u 7→
√
m2 − u2 we have the following: there is ε̄ ∈

(
0, (m−Em)∧1

)

such that √
m2 − (m− |E|+ ε̄)2 =

√
m2 − (Em + ε̄)2 >

√
m2 − E2

m − ε/2.

Hence, by the upper bounds in Theorem 1.1 (b) and (6.2), there exists R = R(ε̄) such that for
every |x| > R+ 1 we have

|ϕm(x)| 6 c2 sup
|y|6R

g|E|−ε̄(x− y) 6 c3e
−(
√
m2−(m−|E|+ε̄)2−ε/2)(|x|−R) 6 c4e

−(
√
m2−E2

m−ε)|x|.

On the other hand, since ϕm is continuous on Rd \ {0}, for 1 6 |x| 6 R+ 1 we get

|ϕm(x)| 6 c5 sup
16|x|6R+1

|ϕm(x)| 6 c6e
−(
√
m2−E2

m−ε)|x|,

with c6 := c5 sup16|x|6R+1 |ϕm(x)|e
√
m2−E2

m(R+1).

The lower bound of the ground state for |x| > 2 follows from the lower estimates in Theorem
1.1 (b) and (6.2) by similar arguments. For 1 6 |x| 6 2 we just use the continuity and the strict

positivity of the ground state, and the inequality exp(−
√
m2 − E2

m) 6 1.
The estimates for |x| 6 1 follow directly from Theorem 1.1 (a), Theorem 1.3 and the lower

estimate of the heat kernel p̃(t, x, y) in [23, Theorem 5.1] (our p̃(t, x, y) is emtp̃m
V 0
δ
(t, x, y) in the

notation of the quoted paper). �

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