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To my friend Fritz Gestztesy on the occasion of his 70th birthday

Abstract. We consider Schrödinger operators in L2(Rν), ν = 2, 3,
with the interaction in the form on an array of potential wells, each
on them having rotational symmetry, arranged along a curve Γ. We
prove that if Γ is a bend or deformation of a line, being straight out-
side a compact, and the wells have the same arcwise distances, such an
operator has a nonempty discrete spectrum. It is also shown that if Γ
is a circle, the principal eigenvalue is maximized by the arrangement in
which the wells have the same angular distances. Some conjectures and
open problems are also mentioned.

1. Introduction

Spectral theory of Schrödinger operators – the area to which Fritz con-
tributed in a number of ways – is a topic which may never be exhausted.
In this paper we focus on what one could call guided quantum dynamics,
in other words, description of particle motion restricted in one dirrection
but free in the other(s). Mathematically such systems are usually described
either by Dirichlet Laplacians in tube- or layer-form regions, or alterna-
tively by Schrödinger operators with a singular interaction supported by a
manifold or complex of a lower dimension, see [EK15] for a survey.

Recently another model attracted attention where, in contrast to the
above mentioned operator classes, the confinement is ‘soft’ being realized
by a regular potential well built over a fixed curve, cf. [Ex20] and the subse-
quent work in [KKK21, EL21, Ex22, EV23] as well as the results concerning
the analogous problem about confinement in the vicinity of surfaces of a
positive Gauss curvature [EKP20, KK22]. One has to add that Schrödinger
operators of this type were studied before – see, e.g. [To88, WT14] – for
a different purpose; the focus in those works was on the limit in which the
‘size’ of the transverse confinement shrinks to zero.

The common feature of all the mentioned work is that the interaction is
invariant with respect to shifts along the defining manifold; the potential
depends on the distance from it only. This is, for instance, a natural model
of semiconductor quantum wires. The present solid-state physics, however,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 81Q37, 35J10, 35P15.
Key words and phrases. Schrödinger operators, geometrically induced discrete spec-

trum, spectral optimisation.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

12
74

8v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

SP
] 

 2
4 

Se
p 

20
23



2 P. EXNER

makes it possible to fabricate many other objects, among which a promi-
nent place belongs to quantum dots, also called semiconductor nanocrystals
[Qwiki]. They often appear in arrays in which case a natural question con-
cerns the electron transport, or the absence of it, in such systems. The
simplest model one can use here features an array of potential wells, which
is what we our going to investigate in this paper. Apart from the indi-
cated physical motivation, an extension of the studies mentioned above to
the situation where a soft quantum waveguide has a nontrivial longitudinal
structure represents a mathematical problem of an independent interest.

We analyze Schrödinger operators in L2(Rν), ν = 2, 3, with the inter-
action term in the form of arrays of potentials wells, for simplicity assuming
that each of those has a rotational symmetry. We derive two main re-
sults. The first concerns infinite arrays obtained by local perturbations of
a straight family of equidistantly spaced wells, bends or deformations; us-
ing Birman-Schwinger analysis we show that they have a nonempty discrete
spectrum (Theorem 3.6). Secondly, in analogy with [EK15, Prop. 3.2.1.
and Thm. 10.6] and [EL21] we consider the situation where the wells are
arranged on a circle; using the Birman-Schwinger principle again we prove
that the principal eigenvalue of such a Schrödinger operator is sharply max-
imized in the arrangement where the wells have the same angular distances
(Theorem 5.1). Before stating and proving these claims, we describe in the
next section the setting of our task in proper terms. We will also outline re-
lations between the present problem and spectral properties of Schrödinger
operators with point interactions [AGHH05], and we conclude the paper by
listing two conjectures about the ground-state optimisation together with
some other open problems about operators of this type.

2. Preliminaries

The setting we consider is simple. Given a ρ > 0 and a real-valued func-
tion V ∈ L2(0, ρ) we define radial potential supported in an open ball Bρ(y)
centered at a point y ∈ Rν , ν = 2, 3, as the map x 7→ V (dist(x, y)); with an
abuse of notation we use for the latter the symbol V again. Furthermore,
we consider a family of points, Y = {yi} ⊂ Rν , finite or infinite, and such
that the balls centered at them do not overlap, dist(yi, yj) ≥ 2ρ if i ̸= j, and
denote by Vi the potential determined by the function x 7→ V (x− yi) in the
ball Bρ(yi). The object of our interest is then the Schrödinger operator

(2.1) HλV,Y = −∆− λ
∑
i

Vi(x)

which is by our assumption about the function V self-adjoint on H2(Rν); we
will use the shorthand −λVY for the potential term on the right-hand side of
(2.1). Without repeating it further we will always restrict our attention to
nontrivial situations when V is nonzero, and unless stated otherwise, we put
λ = 1, and as indicated above we also suppose that potential supports do
not overlap, Bρ(yi) ∩Bρ(yi) = ∅ for i ̸= j. To visualise better the geometry
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of the set Y we suppose that its points are distributed in specific ways over
a curve Γ ⊂ Rν , or alternatively over a surface Σ ⊂ R3. We are interested
in relations between the form of Y and the spectrum of HV,Y , in particular
about implications of variations of the geometry of the curve Γ.

If Y consists of a single point, the position of the interaction plays no role
and we use the abbreviated symbol HλV for the operator (2.1). It is straight-
forward to check that σess(HλV ) = [0,∞) and the discrete spectrum, written
as an ascending sequence {ϵn} with the multiplicity taken into account, is
at most finite. In two dimensions it is nonempty provided

∫ ρ
0 V (r) rdr ≥ 0;

for all small enough positive λ there is a unique negative eigenvalue if and
only if the integral is non-negative [Si76]. In three dimension, the existence
of bound states requires a critical interaction strength.

3. Bound states in bent or locally deformed chains

In this section the set Y is infinite and its points lie at a curve regarded
as a continuous, piecewise C1 map Γ : R → Rν ; without loss of generality
we may suppose that the curve is unit-speed, |Γ̇| = 1, in other words, that
it is parametrized by its arc length. The points of the array, which now
may be denoted as YΓ, will be then supposed to be distributed equidistantly
with respect to this variable with a spacing a ≥ 2ρ. Note that the necessary,
but in general not sufficient condition for the potential components not to
overlap is |Γ(s + a) − Γ(s)| ≥ 2ρ for any s ∈ R; recall that the radius of
suppV is smaller than a by assumption.

3.1. The essential spectrum. Consider first the geometrically trivial case
case where the set Y = Y0 is invariant with respect to discrete translations,
i.e. the generating curve is a straight line:

Proposition 3.1. Let the potentials be placed along a straight line, Γ = Γ0,
then σ(HV,Y0) ⊃ [0,∞). If

∫ ρ
0 V (r) rν−1dr ≥ 0, we have inf σ(HV,Y0) < 0,

and the spectrum may or may not have gaps. Their number is finite and
does not exceed #σdisc(HV ). This bound is saturated for the spacing a large
enough if ν = 2, in the case ν = 3 there may be one gap less which happens
if the potential is weak, i.e. for HλV,Y0 with λ sufficiently small.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may identify Γ0 with the x axis and
Y0 with the set {(ia, 0 ∈ Rν−1) : i ∈ Z}. The inclusion σ(HV,Y0) ⊃ [0,∞)
is easy to check: one has to choose a disjoint family of increasing regions
on which HV acts as Laplacian and construct a suitable Weyl sequence the
elements of which are products of plane waves with appropriate mollifiers.
To establish the band-gap structure of the negative part of the spectrum,
we use Floquet decomposition, HV,Y0 =

∫ ⊕
B HV (θ) dθ with B =

[
− π

a ,
π
a

)
,

where the fiber HV (θ) is an operator in L2(Sa), where Sa := Ja ×Rν−1 and
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Ja :=
(
− a

2 ,
a
2

)
, acting as HV = −∆− V on the domain

D(HV (θ)) =
{
ψ ∈ H2(Sa) : ψ

(
a
2 , x⊥

)
= eiθψ

(
− a

2 , x⊥
)

and(3.1)

∂x1ψ
(
a
2 , x⊥

)
= eiθ∂x1ψ

(
− a

2 , x⊥
)

for all x⊥ ∈ Rν−1
}
,

where we use the notation x = (x1, x⊥) for elements of Sa and Rν . The
negative spectrum of HV,Y0 is nonempty if this is the case for some HV (θ),
and it is obvious that such spectral points can be only eigenvalues of HV (θ).
Each HV (θ) is self-adjoint and associated with the quadratic form

(3.2) QV,θ[ψ] :=

∫
Sa

(
|∇ψ(x)|2 − V (x)|ψ(x)|2

)
dx

with the domain consisting of all ψ ∈ H1(Sa) that satisfy the first quasi-
periodic condition in (3.1). Using further the unitary transformation ϕ(x) =

eiθx1/aψ(x), we can rewrite the form (3.2) as the map

ϕ 7→
∫
Sa

(∣∣(− i∂x1 − θ
a

)
ϕ(x)

∣∣2 + |∇x⊥ϕ(x)|2 − V (x)|ϕ(x)|2
)
dx

defined on H1(Sa) with periodic boundary conditions, ϕ
(
a
2

)
= ϕ

(
−a

2

)
. From

here one can check that the eigenvalues of HV (θ), if they exist, are continu-
ous functions of θ, and their ranges constitute the spectral bands. Moreover,
the lower and upper band edges correspond respectively to the symmetric
and antisymmetric solutions, ψ(x) = ±ψ(−x), due to the smoothness refer-
ring to the Neumann and Dirichlet condition at the slab boundary, while
the bracketing argument [RS72-79, Sec. XIII.15] applied to (3.2) gives the
bounds

(3.3) HN
V,a ≤ HV (θ) ≤ HD

V,a, θ ∈ B,

where H
N/D
V,a are the operators acting as −∆ + V on functions of H2(Sa)

satisfying the Neuman and Dirichlet conditions, respectively, at the bound-
ary of the slab Sa. By minimax principle, this means that the jth spectral
band is squeezed between the jth eigenvalues of the two operator provided
those exist; if such an eigenvalue exists for HN

V,a but not for HD
V,a the upper

bound is replaced by zero. Another simple application of the bracketing ar-
gument shows that the estimating eigenvalues are monotonous with respect
to a, the lower (Neumann) being increasing with respect to a, the upper
decreasing, so that the bands shrink as a increases. Furthermore, we note

that the discrete spectrum of the two operators is the same as that of H̃
N/D
V,a

obtained from HV by adding the Neumann/Dirichlet condition at x1 = ±a
2

since the ‘outer’ part of these operators are positive. Increasing the spacing
of the added conditions we arrive eventually to the same eigenvalue equa-
tion, hence the bands shrink to the eigenvalues of HV as a→ ∞; this yields
the last claim.
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To prove the sufficient condition for the existence of negative spectrum
it is enough to find a trial function which makes the form QV,0 of (3.2)
negative. We can use, for instance, the functions

(3.4) χb,c(x) =


1 . . . |x⊥| ≤ b

c−x⊥
c−b . . . b ≤ |x⊥| ≤ c

0 . . . |x⊥| ≥ c

independent of x1 if ν = 2, and

(3.5) χb,c(x) =


1 . . . |x⊥| ≤ b

− ln |x⊥|
c

(
ln c

b

)−1
. . . b ≤ |x⊥| ≤ c

0 . . . |x⊥| ≥ c

if ν = 3. Choosing b > ρ we ensure that the supports of V and ∇χb,c are
disjoint. The potential term in QV,0[χb,c] equals inf σ(HV,Y0)) being negative
by assumption, and it is easy to chect that the kinetic term can be made
arbitrarily small by putting c sufficiently large; this concludes the proof. □

Remark 3.2. The fact that inf σ(HV,Y0)) < 0 holds whenever the potential
V is attractive in the mean is not in contradiction with the need of critical
strength to achieve inf σ(HV ) < 0 in the three-dimensional case; note that
the lower edge of the spectrum indicated in the proof converges then to
zero as a → ∞. We also note that the spectrum is absolutely continuous,
however, we will not need this property in the following.

Our aim is to find what happens with the spectrum, if Γ is bent or locally
deformed; to make things simpler we assume that the curved part is finite
and the halfline asymptotes of Γ are either not parallel, or if they are, they
point in the opposite directions. Then the continuous spectrum does not
change, however, we limit ourselves to the claim we will need in the following.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that the curve Γ is straight outside a compact
set and |Γ(s)− Γ(−s)| → ∞ holds as |s| → ∞, then σess(HV,Y ) ⊃ σ(HV,Y0)
and the thresholds of the two sets coincide.

Proof. The inclusion σ(HV,Y ) ⊃ [0,∞) is checked as in the previous case.
To prove that also the negative part of the straight array essential spectrum
is preserved, we use again the Weyl criterion by which µ belongs to σ(HV,Y )
if and only if there is a sequence {ψn} ⊂ D(HV,Y ) such that

(3.6) lim
n→∞

∥(HV,Y − µ)ψn∥ = 0.

For HV,Y0 such a sequence can be constructed explicitly, its elements be-
ing products of the generalized eigenfunction of HV,Y0 corresponding to the
eigenvalue µ of HV (θ) for an appropriate θ ∈ B with suitable mollifiers in
the x1 variable; without loss of generality the latter can be chosen to have
disjoint supports. This can be used to construct a Weyl sequence for HV,Y in
the form {ψnχn} where χn are transverse mollifiers of the type (3.4) or (3.5)
for ν = 2, 3, respectively. By assumption the radius of suppχn can be made
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arbitrarily large, and consequently, this mollifier influence on ∥(HV,Y −µ)ψn∥
arbitrarily small if the longitudinal mollifier is supported far enough from
the curved part of Γ; this yields the inclusion σ(HV,Y0) ⊂ σ(HV,Y ), and as
the supports of ψn’s are disjoint, we also have σ(HV,Y0) ⊂ σess(HV,Y ).

In order to prove the remaining claim, we divide the plane into four closed
regions, Σ+ ∪ Σ− ∪ Σ0 ∪ Σext. The first two are semiinfinte rectangular
strips of width L, the axes of which coincide with the straight parts of Γ;
the perpendicular boundary of each of them passes through some of the
points yi. The third one is a polygon, to which Σ± are attached, and Σext

is the rest of the plane. Imposing Neumann conditions on the common
boundaries of the regions, we get by [RS72-79, Sec. XIII.15] an operator
estimating HV,Y from below. Its part in Σ0 is finite, thus irrelevant from
the viewpoint of the essential spectrum. Likewise, the part in Σext is a
positive operator which tells us nothing about inf σess(HV,Y ). Since the ‘lids’
of Σ± are Neumann, the spectral threshold of these operator parts coincide
with that of the straight array confined symmetrically to a Neumann strip of
width L and that one, mutatis mutandis, in analogy with (3.3) is the ground

state eigenvalue of HN,L
V,a , the restriction of our operator to the rectangle

Sa,L =
(
− a

2 ,
a
2

)
×
(
− L

2 ,
L
2

)
with Neumann boundary.

What is important, the plane decomposition can be chosen to have L
arbitrarily large. It may require to make Σ0 appropriately large, but it does
not matter as long as it is finite; the task then reduces to checking that

limL→∞ inf σ(HN,L
V,a ) = inf σ(HN

V,a). Such limits for Neumann Schrödinger
operators have been studied only in one dimension or for domains of partic-
ular shapes [DH93], however, the rectangular shape of the support makes it
possible to check the indicated limit directly. Passing from the coordinate y
in Sa,L to u := 2L

π tan πy
2L , we see that the problem is equivalent to finding

the ground-state eigenvalue of the operator

H̃N,L
V,a := − d2

dx2
−
(
1 +

(πu
2L

)2) d

du

(
1 +

(πu
2L

)2) d

du
+ V

(
x,

2L

π
tan

πy

2L

)
on Sa in the limit L→ ∞. We can treat it as a perturbation of HN

V,a since for

V = 0 the relation H̃N,L
0,a → HN

0,a in the generalized strong resolvent sense

[We84] is established directly and the potential perturbation is relatively
bounded; this yields the desired result. □

3.2. The discrete spectrum. Now we are going to suppose that the po-
tential is purely attractive, V ≥ 0, and show that geometric perturbations
do then give rise to a noempty spectrum below µ0 := inf σ(HV,Y ). We will
employ the Birman-Schwinger principle; for a rich bibliography concerning
this remarkable tool we refer to [BEG22]. To this aim we define for any
z ∈ C \ R+ the operator in L2(Rν),

(3.7) KV,Y (z) := V
1/2
Y (−∆− z)−1V

1/2
Y ;



GEOMETRY EFFECTS IN QUANTUM DOT FAMILIES 7

we are particularly interested in the negative spectral parameter value,
z = −κ2 with κ > 0. In view of our assumptions about the potential the non-
trivial part of KV,Y (−κ2) is positive and maps L2(suppVY ) → L2(suppVY ).
Since the supports of the potentials Vi are disjoint by assumption, we have

L2(suppVY ) =
∑
i

⊕
L2(Bρ(yi))

and using this orthogonal sum decomposition we can write the Birman-
Schwinger operator (3.7) in the ‘matrix’ form with the ‘entries’

(3.8) K
(i,j)
V,Y (−κ2) := V

1/2
i (−∆+ κ2)−1V

1/2
j

mapping L2(Bρ(yj)) to L
2(Bρ(yi)). The Birman-Schwinger principle allows

us to determine eigenvalues of HV,Y by inspection of those of KV,Y (−κ2):

Proposition 3.4. z ∈ σdisc(HV,Y ) holds if and only if 1 ∈ σdisc(KV,Y (z))
and the dimensions of the corresponding eigenspaces coincide. The operator
KV,Y (−κ2) is bounded for any κ > 0 and the function κ 7→ KV,Y (−κ2) is
continuously decreasing in (0,∞) with limκ→∞ ∥KV,Y (−κ2)∥ = 0.

Proof. The first claim is a particular case of a more general and commonly
known result, see, e.g., [BGRS97]. Using the explicit form of (−∆− z)−1 as

the integral operator with the kernel (x, x′) 7→ 1
2πK0(κ|x−x′|) and e−κ|x−x′|

4π|x−x′|
for ν = 2, 3, respectively, we can check thatKV,Y (−κ2) is bounded if V ∈ L2.

Using Sobolev inequality [RS72-79, Sec. IX.4] we infer that each K
(i,j)
V,Y (−κ2)

has a finite Hilbert-Schmidt norm, uniformly in i, j, if ν = 3. To make
the same conclusion for ν = 2 one has to use in addition the fact that
|K0(κr)| ≤ cr−1 holds on [0, 2ρ] for a fixed κ > 0 and some c > 0. The

operator KV,Y (−κ2) =
∑

i,j K
(i,j)
V,Y (−κ2) is no longer compact, of course, but

due to the uniformity the boundedness persists.
The continuity in κ follows from the functional calculus and we have

d

dκ
(ψ, V

1/2
Y (−∆+ κ2)−1 V

1/2
Y ψ) = −2κ(ψ, V

1/2
Y (−∆+ κ2)−2 V

1/2
Y ψ) < 0

for any nonzero ψ ∈ L2(suppVY ) which implies, in particular, the norm
monotonicity. It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that

limκ→∞ ∥K(i,i)
V,Y (−κ2)∥2 = 0 holds for the ‘diagonal’ operators, uniformly

in i. Using further the fact that dist(yi, yj) ≥ δ := a− 2ρ > 0, i ̸= j, we get

∥K(i,j)
V,Y (−κ2)∥ ≤ ∥K(i,j)

V,Y (−κ2)∥2 ≤
e−κδ

4πδ
∥K(i,i)

V,Y (−κ2)∥2

for the ‘non-diagonal’ opertors if ν = 3, and a similar estimate with the
right-hand side factor replaced by 1

2πK0(κδ) if ν = 2. □

Remark 3.5. Applying the Birman-Schwinger principle to the fiber op-
erators in the decomposition HV,Y0 =

∫ ⊕
B HV (θ) dθ one can check that

the spectrum of K
(i,j)
V,Y0

(−κ2) has the band-gap structure and the function
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κ 7→ supσ(KV,Y0(−κ2)) is decreasing being equal to one at κ0 =
√
−ϵ0. By

Proposition 3.3 the essential spectrum threshold is preserved by the consid-
ered geometric perturbations, hence the function κ 7→ supσess(KV,Y (−κ2))
has the same properties; note that one can apply the BS principle to the
essential spectrum directly using the spectral shift function [Pu11].

Now we are in position to state the main result of this section:

Theorem 3.6. Assume that Γ satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 3.3
is not a straight line and V ≥ 0, then inf σ(HV,Y ) < ϵ0, and consequently,
we have σdisc(HV,Y ) ̸= ∅.

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.4 we have to show that there is a κ >
√
−ϵ0

such that KV,Y (−κ2) has eigenvalue one. By Remark 3.5 such a spectral
point can be an eigenvalue of finite multiplicity only, and Proposition 3.4
tells us that any such eigenvalue is a decreasing function of κ which tends
to zero as κ → ∞. To prove the theorem, it is thus sufficient to check that
supσ(KV,Y (−κ20)) > 1 = supσess(KV,Y (−κ20)). Note that by Proposition 3.4
and minimax principle the function κ 7→ supσess(KV,Y (−κ2) is continuously
decreasing as well. One cannot exclude situations when an eigenvalue branch
will be absorbed in the continuum as κ increases, however, in view of the
indicated monotonicity it must first cross level one.

We are going to use the fact that our geometric perturbations are sign-
definite – in the mean sense – and construct a trial function ψ such that

(3.9) (ϕ,KV,Y (−κ20)ϕ)− ∥ϕ∥2 > 0.

The first expression on the right-hand side can be rewritten as∫
Rν×Rν

ϕ(x)V
1/2
Y (x)(−∆+ κ20)

−1(x, x′)V
1/2
Y (x′)ϕ(x′) dx dx′,

or more explicitly using the operators (3.8) as∑
i,j∈Z

∫
Bρ(yi)×Bρ(yj)

ϕ(x)V
1/2
i (x)(−∆+ κ20)

−1(x, x′)V
1/2
j (x′)ϕ(x′) dx dx′.

Denote now by ϕ0 the generalized eigenfunction ofKV,Y (−κ20) corresponding
to the spectral threshold of the straight chain Y0; as this function is the

product of the corresponding generalized eigenfunction of HV,Y0 and V
1/2
Y ,

it is periodic and without loss of generality we may suppose that it is real-
valued and positive. What matters are the restrictions of ϕ0 to the balls
supporting the potential, ϕ0,i = ϕ0 ↾ Bρ(yi), which are shifted copies of
the same function, ϕ0,i(ξ) = ϕ0(ξ + yi) for ξ ∈ Bρ(0). Recall that we
identified Y0 with the set {(ia, 0 ∈ Rν−1) : i ∈ Z}, then functions ϕ0,i are
even with respect to the ball centers in the direction of the chain axis, and
have rotational symmetry with respect to it (for ν = 2 this means being even
also transversally), in other words, ϕ0,i(−ξ) = ϕ0,i(ξ) holds for ξ ∈ Bρ(0).

As it is common in such situations [Ex20], we use the function ϕ0 as the
starting point for construction of the sought trial function. Using it we
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construct for a given Y the functions ϕY0 as an ‘array of beads’: its values
in Bρ(yi) would coincide with ϕ0,i rotated in such a way that the axis of
ϕ0,i agrees with the tangent to Γ at the point yi; for Y = Y0 we drop the
superscript Y . To make such a function an L2 element, we need a suitable
family of mollifiers; we choose it in the form

(3.10) hn(x) =
1

2n+ 1
χMn(x), n ∈ N.

where Mn := {x : dist(x,Γ ↾ [−(2n + 1)a/2, (2n + 1)a/2]) ≤ ρ} is a 2ρ-
wide closed tubular neighborhood of the (2n + 1)a-long arc of Γ. We have
to ensure that the positive contribution from such a cut-off can be made
arbitrarily small. This is indeed the case:

Lemma 3.7. (hnϕ
Y
0 ,KV,Y (−κ20)hnϕY0 )− ∥hnϕY0 ∥2 = O(n−1) as n→ ∞.

Proof. Since ϕ0 is periodic along the chain, one obtains for the second term
the following expression,

∥hnϕ0∥2 =
1

(2n+ 1)2

∫
Bρ(0)

|ϕ0(x)|2 dx.

Using the fact that the function (3.10) is constant on its support, we get

(hnϕ
Y
0 ,KV,Y (−κ20)hnϕY0 ) =

1

(2n+ 1)2

∑
|i|≤n

∑
|j|≤n

∫
Bρ(yi)

dxϕY0,i(x)

×
∫
Bρ(yj)

V
1/2
Y (x) (−∆+ κ20)

−1(x, x′)V
1/2
Y (x′)ϕY0,i(x

′) dx′

=
1

(2n+ 1)2

∑
|i|≤n

∑
|j|≤n

∫
Bρ(0)

dξ ϕ0(ξ)

×
∫
Bρ(0)

V 1/2(ξ) (−∆+ κ20)
−1(ξ, ξ′ + yj − yi)V

1/2(ξ′)ϕ0(ξ
′) dξ′

By assumption, ϕ0 – now understood as a periodic function on R – is the gen-
eralized eigenfunction ofKV,Y0(−κ20) corresponding to the spectral threshold;
this makes it possible to rewrite the right-hand side of the last relation as

1

(2n+ 1)2

∫
Bρ(0)

|ϕ0(x)|2 dx− 1

(2n+ 1)2

∑
|i|≤n

∫
Bρ(0)

dξ ϕ0(ξ)

×
∑
|j|>n

∫
Bρ(0)

V 1/2(ξ) (−∆+ κ20)
−1(ξ, ξ′ + yj − yi)V

1/2(ξ′)ϕ0(x
′) dξ′

For a straight chain we have |yj − yi| = a|j − i|, for a curved one the
distance under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3 also increases linearly as
|j − i| → ∞. Given the fact that the resolvent kernel is asymptotically
exponentially decreasing, we see that the second sum converges for a fixed
Y and has a bound independent of i which yields the sought result. □
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In view of the lemma and relation (3.9) one has therefore to check that

(hnϕ0,KV,Y (−κ20)hnϕ0)− (hnϕ0,KV,Y0(−κ20)hnϕ0) > 0.

holds for all n large enough, or equivalently, that

lim
n→∞

(hnϕ
Y
0 ,KV,Y (−κ20)hnϕY0 )− (hnϕ0KV,Y0(−κ20)]hnϕ0) > 0.

In view of (3.8), in turn, this will be true if we prove that

(3.11) (ϕ0, [K
(i,j)
V,Y (−κ2)−K

(i,j)
V,Y0

(−κ2)]ϕ0) ≥ 0

holds any κ > 0 and all i, j ∈ Z being positive for some of them. In the
last relation we allow for an abuse of notation writing the first part as the
matrix element between the functions ϕ0 keeping in mind, of course, that
the axes of its components in Bρ(yi) and Bρ(yj) are in general not parallel.
Naturally, the left-hand side of (3.11) is zero for i = j or for i, j such that
the segment of Γ between yi and yj is straight. If Y ̸= Y0, however, there
is a pair of indices for which this is not the case, |yi − yj | < |i − j|a, in
fact, infinitely many such pairs. Was the potential a point interaction as in
[Ex01], the result would follow immediately from the monotonicity of the
resolvent kernel, but the problem is more subtle here because bending of
the chain, even a weak one, may cause some distances between points of
potential supports outside the ball centers to increase.

Denoting the resolvent kernel by Giκ for the sake of brevity, we can write
the left-hand side of (3.11) explicitly as∫
Bρ(0)

∫
Bρ(0)

ϕ0(ξ)V
1/2(ξ)

[
Giκ(yi − yj + ξ − ξ′)−Giκ(y

(0)
i − y

(0)
j + ξ − ξ′)

]
× V 1/2(ξ′)ϕ0(ξ

′)dξ dξ′

=
1

2

∫
Bρ(0)

∫
Bρ(0)

ϕ0(ξ)V
1/2(ξ)

[
Giκ(yi − yj + ξ − ξ′)−Giκ(y

(0)
i − y

(0)
j + ξ − ξ′)

+Giκ(yi − yj − ξ + ξ′)−Giκ(y
(0)
i − y

(0)
j − ξ + ξ′)

]
V 1/2(ξ′)ϕ0(ξ

′)dξ dξ,

where we have used the fact that ϕ0(ξ)V
1/2(ξ) = ϕ0(−ξ)V 1/2(−ξ). The

integration over ξ can be split into the transversal and longitudinal part

with respect to the vector yi−yj , namely
∫
Bρ(0)

dξ =
∫ ρ
−ρ dξ⊥

∫√ρ2−s2⊥

−
√

ρ2−s2⊥
dξ||,

and similarly for ξ′. What is important is the behavior of the square bracket
at the longitudinal integration. We observe that not only the function Giκ(·)
is convex, but the same is true for Giκ(|yi − yj |+ ·)−Giκ(|y(0)i − y

(0)
j |+ ·) as

long as |yi − yj | < |y(0)i − y
(0)
j |, and in that case the square bracket can be

estimated by virtue of Jensen’s inequality from below by

Giκ(|yi − yj |)−Giκ(|y(0)i − y
(0)
j |) > 0.
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In combination with the positivity of ϕ0V
1/2 this proves that the right-hand

side of (3.11) is positive whenever |yi − yj | < |i − j|a; this concludes the
proof of the theorem. □

Remark 3.8. The symmetry of the potential V played an important role
in the proof. In its absence the above argument would work only if the
deformation of Γ is strong enough to diminish all the distances between the
points of the considered pairs of balls, for instance, if |yi − yi+1| < a − 2ρ
holds for neighboring balls. Such a condition is clearly not optimal and the
harder to fulfill the larger the ratio ρ

a is; we postpone the discussion of this
question to a later publication.

4. Shrinking the potential

If the potential V is strongly localized one may think about replacingHV,Y

by a singular Schrödinger operator. Properties of point-interaction Hamil-
tonians are well known and nicely summarized in the classical monograph
[AGHH05]. These operators can be introduced by several equivalent ways;
one of them is based on self-adjoint extensions, starting from restriction of
the Laplacian to C∞

0 (Rν \ Y ). In dimensions ν = 2, 3 the resulting operator
has deficiency indices (#Y,#Y ) [BG85]; among its numerous self-adjoint ex-
tensions one focuses on the local ones characterized – in the present situation
when all the interactions are the same – by the boundary conditions

(4.1) L1(ψ, yj)− αL0(ψ, yj) = 0, α ∈ R,

coupling the generalized boundary values

L0(ψ, y) := lim
|x−y|→0

ψ(x)

ϕν(x−y)
,

L1(ψ, y) := lim
|x−y|→0

[
ψ(x)− L0(ψ, y)ϕν(x− y)

]
,

where ϕν are the appropriate fundamental solutions,

ϕ2(x) = − 1

2π
ln |x|, ϕ3(x) =

1

4π|x|
,

for ν = 2, 3, respectively. These point interactions are non-additive pertur-
bations of the free Hamiltonian; the latter obviously corresponds to α = ∞.
Following [AGHH05] we employ the symbol −∆α,Y for the singular opera-
tors defined by boundary conditions (4.1).

Approximation of point interactions in dimensions ν = 2, 3 is not an easy
matter; it is well known that such a limit is generically trivial. There are
nevertheless situations when one can make sense of such a limit:

Proposition 4.1. Let ν = 3 and assume that HV has a zero-energy reso-
nance with which one can associate a solution f ∈ L2

loc(Rν) of the equation
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V 1/2(−∆)−1V 1/2f = f , then the family of operators

HVε,Y := −∆+
µ(ε)

ε2

∑
i

V
( · − yi

ε

)
,

where µ is real analytic in the vicinity of zero and such that µ(0) = 1, con-

verges in the norm resolvent sense to −∆α,Y with α := −µ′(0)|(V 1/2
Y , f)|−2.

Proof. Since the points of Y do not accumulate, infi ̸=j |yi − yj | ≥ 2a > 0,
the claim follows from the analysis presented in [AGHH05], in particular,
from Theorems II.1.2.1 and III.1.2.1 there. □

In the two-dimensional case zero-energy resonances of HV are again cru-
cial. The scaled-potential approximation is worked out in [AGHH05] for
single point interaction but it can be extended to more complicated sets
Y similarly as for ν = 3; the resulting parameter α again depends on how
exactly the coupling constant is scaled in the vicinity of the resonance.

For point-interaction Hamiltonians −∆α,Y one can also ask about the im-
plications that a nontrivial geometry would have for the spectrum. What
one finds in this case is consistent with the results of the previous section: a
bend or a local deformation of a straight periodic array, which shortens the
Euclidean distances, lowers the spectral threshold, and if Y is asymptotically
straight in a suitable sense so that the essential spectrum is preserved, iso-
lated eigenvalues emerge again [Ex01]. At the same time, the approximation
of −∆α,Y by Schrödinger operators with scaled potential does not require
spherical symmetry of the potential V which, similarly as Remark 3.8, gives
a hint that assumptions of Theorem 3.6 might be weakened.

5. Ground state optimization

Let us return to arrays of regular potentials, this time finite ones, and
change slightly the setting. We consider the two-dimensional situation and
fix the curve Γ which will be now a circle of radius R on which we place the
centers of the disks Bρ(yi); without loss of generality we may identify the
circle center with the origin of the coordinates. The only restriction imposed
is that they must not overlap, that is, ρ ≤ R sin π

N , where N := #Y .
We are interested in the configuration which makes the principal eigen-

value of HV,Y maximal. It appears that this happens if Y has the full
symmetry with respect to the discrete rotations:

Theorem 5.1. Up to rotations, ϵ1(HV,Y ) = inf σ(HV,Y ) is uniquely max-
imized by the configurations in which all the neighboring points of Y have
the same angular distance 2π

N .

Proof. The potential is compactly supported, so the negative spectrum of
HV,Y is now discrete and finite, and the ground state ϵ1(HV,Y ) is a sim-
ple eigenvalue. We denote by Ysym the symmetric array in which all the
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neighboring points have the same angular distances. The real-valued eigen-
function ψsym associated with ϵ1(HV,Ysym) has the appropriate symmetry: in

polar coordinates we have ψsym(r, φ) = ψsym(r, φ+ 2πn
N ) for any n ∈ Z.

We use the Birman-Schwinger principle again and denote by ϕsym the
eigenfunction corresponding to the largest eigenvalue ofKV,Ysym(ϵsym), where
ϵsym = inf σ(HV,Ysym). It also has the symmetry with respect to rotations on

multiples of the angle 2π
N , and as in the proof of Theorem 3.6 we may suppose

that it is real-valued and positive. Referring to the monotonicity of KV,Y (·)
stated in Proposition 3.4, in order to show that ϵ1(HV,Y ) < ϵ1(HV,Ysym)
holds whenever Y ̸= Ysym, modulo discrete rotations, one has to check the
inequality maxσ(KV,Y (ϵsym)) > maxσ(KV,Ysym(ϵsym)), and to this goal it is
sufficient to find a trial function ϕ such that

(5.1) (ϕ,KV,Y (−κ2sym)ϕ)− ∥ϕ∥2 > 0, κsym =
√
−ϵsym.

A general configuration Y of point on the circle is characterized by the
family of angles θi, i = 1, . . . , N satisfying

∑N
i=1 θj = 2π as sketched in

Fig. 1 for N = 5. As before we construct the trial function ϕY as a ‘array

d12

d13

d14

d15

φsym,1

φsym,2

φsym,3

φsym,4

φsym,5

θ1

θ2θ3

θ4

θ5

1

Figure 1. To the proof of Theorem 5.1

of beads’; we start from the restriction of ϕsym to the ball Bρ(y1) calling it
ϕsym,1 and use it to create ϕsym,j , j = 2, . . . , N , by rotating this function

on the angle
∑j−1

i=1 θi around the origin. For Y = Ysym the left-hand side of
(5.1) vanishes by construction, hence it is sufficient to prove that

(ϕY ,KV,Y (−κ2)ϕY )− (ϕsym,KV,Ysym(−κ2)ϕsym) > 0
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holds for any κ > 0, in particular, for κ = κsym, or explicitly

1

2π

N∑
i,j=1

{∫
Bρ(0)

∫
Bρ(0)

ϕsym(ξ)V
1/2(ξ)K0(κ|yi + ξ − yj − ξ′|)

× V 1/2(ξ′)ϕsym(ξ
′) dξ dξ′

−
∫
Bρ(0)

∫
Bρ(0)

ϕsym(ξ)V
1/2(ξ)K0(κ|y(0)i + ξ − y

(0)
j − ξ′|)

× V 1/2(ξ′)ϕsym(ξ
′) dξ dξ′

}
> 0

We denote dij := |yi − yj | and d(0)ij := |y(0)i − y
(0)
j | and write the first part

of the above expression as
∑N

i,j=1 G̃iκ(dij), in the second one dij is replaced

by d
(0)
ij ; we can do that because the expressions obtained by the integration

over the balls depend only on the distances between the their centers. The
sought inequality then takes the form

N∑
i,j=1

G̃iκ(dij) >
N∑

i,j=1

G̃iκ(d
(0)
ij ),

and rearranging the summation order, we have to check that

F (dij) :=

[N/2]∑
m=1

∑
|i−j|=m

[
G̃iκ(dij)− G̃iκ

(
d
(0)
ij

)]
> 0

holds for every family {dij} which is not congruent with {d(0)ij }.
The resolvent kernel contained in the expression is a convex function of its

argument, and since |ξ−ξ′| < 2ρ < dij , the function dij 7→ |yi+ξ−yj−ξ′| is
increasing and concave. Consequently, dij 7→ K0(κ|yi+ξ−yj−ξ′|) is convex
again for any ξ, ξ′ ∈ Bρ(0), and being integrated with the positive weight
the result will be again convex. This makes it possible to apply Jensen’s
inequality which yields

(5.2) F (dij) ≥
[N/2]∑
m=1

νn

[
G̃iκ

( 1

νn

∑
|i−j|=m

dij

)
− G̃iκ

(
d
(0)
i,i+m

)]
,

where νn is the number of distinct line segments connecting the points yi
and yi+m for m = 1, . . . , N , that is, νn = N except the case when N is even
and m = 1

2N where νn = 1
2N .

To prove that the right-hand side of (5.2) is positive we use the fact the

convexity is not the only property which G̃iκ(·) inherited from the resolvent
kernel; since dij 7→ |yi + ξ − yj − ξ′| is increasing, the integrated function is
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(strictly) decreasing which means that it is only necessary to check that

(5.3)
1

νn

∑
|i−j|=m

dij < d
(0)
i,i+m

for any fixed i. Denoting βij =
∑j−1

k=i θk, we have dij = 2 sin 1
2βij and

d
(0)
i,i+m = 2 sin πm

N , and since the sine is concave in (0, π), we can use Jensen’s
inequality for concave function which gives

1

νn

∑
|i−j|=m

2 sin
1

2
βij < 2 sin

( 1

νn

∑
|i−j|=m

1

2
βij

)
= 2 sin

πm

N
= d

(0)
i,i+m

for those families {dij} of circle chords which are not congruent with {d(0)ij };
this concludes the proof. □

Remark 5.2. For simplicity, we have formulated the claim and its proof
in the two-dimensional setting but the argument extends easily to arrays
Y ⊂ R3 situated on a planar circle. Note also that the symmetry of the
potential V can abandoned as long as all the potential wells involved can be
obtained one from another by rotations.

Beyond this simple extension there are more complicated questions. To
begin with, the maximizing configuration in Theorem 5.1 places the disk
centers at vertices of regular polygon of the perimeter 2NR sin π

N . It is then
natural to ask about the maximization within a wider class of sets Y in the
setting analogous to that used in Sec. 3.

Conjecture 5.3. Suppose that the points of Y are on a loop Γ of a fixed
length in Rν , ν = 2, 3, equidistantly in the arc length variable, and the balls
Bρ(yi) do not overlap. Then ϵ1(HV,Y ) = inf σ(HV,Y ) is maximized, uniquely
up to Euclidean transformations, by a planar regular polygon of #Y vertices.

The next question is much harder. We again fix the manifold on which
points of Y are allowed to be, but this time not as a curve, but as a sphere
in R3, and ask about the configurations optimizing the ground state energy
of HV,Y . This problem has the flavor of the celebrated Thomson problem
[Th 1904, Twiki], not fully solved after more than a century of efforts, except
that we seek a maximizing, not minimizing configuration. What one can
realistically hope for is the solution in particular cases of low N = #Y :

Conjecture 5.4. Let the point of Y be arranged on the a sphere in such a
way that the balls Bρ(yi) do not overlap. Then ϵ1(HV,Y ) = inf σ(HV,Y ) is
maximized, uniquely up to Euclidean transformations, by the following five
‘equilateral’ configurations:

• three simplices, with N = 2 (a pair antipodal points), N = 3 (equi-
lateral triangle), and N = 4 (tetrahedron),

• octahedron with N = 6,
• icosahedron with N = 12.
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Both the conjectures we have stated are motivated by the fact that in the
singular limit discussed in Section 4 the corresponding optimisation results
are known to be valid as demonstrated in [Ex19].

6. Conclusions

The question about spectral properties of Schrödinger operators with po-
tentials mixing a local order with a nontrivial geometry is rich and the
current discussion just scratched the surface while suggesting various open
problems. One may ask, for instance, about finer properties of the curvature-
induced spectrum in relation to the geometry of the array and the shape of
the single cell potential, such as the spectral counting function, the weak-
deformation asymptotic behavior of the ground state, etc. At the same
time, there are numerous generalizations one can think of. In addition to
the asymmetry of V mentioned in Remarks 3.8 and 5.2, they include sign-
changing potentials, replacing the chain Y by more complicated lattices, or
a quasi-periodic arrangement of the building blocks.

Another question of interest concerns the influence of a magnetic field.
The two-dimensional Landau Hamiltonian perturbed by a straight periodic
array of point interactions is known to have the spectrum containing the
unperturbed Landau level and absolutely continuous bands between them
[EJK99]. The point part is not likely to persist if the singular interactions
will be replaced by regular potentials but the absolute continuity is expected
to be preserved. One can again ask whether some geometric perturbations
will give rise to a discrete spectrum. From the point of view of applications,
it is also important to find out whether a part of the absolutely continuous
spectrum can survive random perturbations.

Conjectures 5.3 and 5.4 are not the only optimisation problems one can
address in systems with finite numbers of potential wells. As long as we
suppose that the balls supporting the individual potentials do not overlap,
it is also natural to ask about the configurations that minimize the ground
state. Under our assumptions about the potential V the answer can be easily
found for a few smallest values of N , for larger ones – or with additional
geometric constraints – the task may be considerably more difficult.

This list is no doubt incomplete and could go on, but we prefer to stop
here and leave the continuation open.
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[KKK21] S. Kondej, D. Krejčǐŕık, J. Kř́ıž.: Soft quantum waveguides with a explicit cut
locus, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 54, 30LT01 (2021).
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