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Abstract

In a seminal work, B. Simon provided a classification of nonnegative Schrédinger op-
erators —A + V into subcritical and critical operators based on the long-term behaviour
of the associated heat kernel. Later works by others developed an alternative subcriti-
cal/critical classification based on whether or not the operator admits a weighted spectral
gap. All these works dealt only with potentials that ensured the validity of Harnack’s
inequality, typically potentials in L]  for some p > %

This paper extends such a weighted spectral gap classification to a large class of locally
integrable potentials V called balanced potentials here. Harnack’s inequality will not hold
in general for such potentials. In addition to the standard potentials in the space LY
for some p > %, this class contains potentials which are locally bounded above or more
generally, those for which the positive and negative singularities are separated as well
as those for which the interaction of the positive and negative singularities is not “too
strong”.

We also establish for such potentials, under the additional assumption that V* e LY |
for some p > %, versions of the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink Principle characterising
the subcritical/critical operators in terms of the cone of positive distributional super-
solutions (or solutions).
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1 Introduction

1.1 A brief review of the literature

Understanding the nature of critical points of functionals has been one of the principal aims
in the calculus of variations. Jacobi [15] was probably the first one to realise that the non-
negativity of the second variation of a functional is closely related to the existence of nontrivial
nonnegative solutions to the associated linear equation. This led to his well-known “non-
conjugacy” condition valid for one-dimensional functionals of the type J(u) = fol [t u,u')dt.
Since then, analogous results in higher dimensions for linear second order symmetric elliptic
operators with a potential term have been investigated by many authors. When the potential
is well behaved, it has been shown that the oscillatory properties of solutions to such operators
are closely related to the Morse index of the associated quadratic form (see for instance [3],
[21] and [22]).

In this work, we consider Schrodinger operators of the type —A + V in a domain © of RY,
N > 1 with a potential V € L} (Q). The properties of this operator will be related to the

loc
following associated quadratic form:

Q@ = [ (VP +ve), gewi=@)
where W¢ ">°(Q) stands for the space of Lipschitz continuous functions with compact support

in . To avoid any confusions, we introduce some basic definitions.

Definition 1.1. We shall call —A + V' a nonnegative operator in Q if Qv (§) > 0 for all
¢ € We™(Q).

Definition 1.2. We say that u € L}, .(2) is a distributional supersolution to —A +V in  if
(1.1) Vue L (Q) and / u{—A¢ + VE}de > 0, V0 <EeCiN).
Q

A distributional solution is a function u € L}, () such that (II)) holds for all £ € CZ(9).

We shall say that u € L}, (Q) is a strict distributional supersolution to —A + V in Q if it is
a distributional supersolution but not a distributional solution.

We define the following cone of all non-negative super-solutions to —A + V:

Definition 1.3. Let
Cy(Q) == {u € L},.(Q) :u #0,u >0 and u a distributional supersolution to —A+V in Q}.

It is easy to see that if u € Cy(2), then —Awu + Vu is a non-negative Radon measure .

Definition 1.4. Given u € Cy (), the measure p := —Au + Vu will be called the Riesz
measure associated to u. We let My (2) := { : p is the Riesz measure of some u € Cy(Q)}.

In this work, we shall label as the “AAP Principle” (“Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink Prin-
ciple”) any statement asserting the equivalence between the strength of “non-negativity” of
the Schrodinger operator —A + V' and the cone Cy () (or the Riesz measure space My (€2)).



The contributions of Agmon [1], Allegretto [3], Gesztesy-Zhao [12], Piepenbrink [22], Pinchover-
Tintaraev [26], and the regularity relaxations on V' brought by them have led to the following
version of the “AAP principle” (see Simon [30, Thm. C.8.1]):

Assume that
(1.2) VT s in the local Kato class and V™~ in Kato class in ).

Then, the quadratic form Qv is non-negative in  if and only if the equation (—A+V)u =0
admits a positive distributional solution in Q i.e., iff 0 € My (Q).

Using the well-known Picone’s identity, one can easily show that the existence of a positive
distributional solution implies that @y must be non-negative. The converse is slightly more
difficult, and relies on the Harnack’s principle which holds if V' satisfies (IL2). As pointed
out by Fischer-Colbrie and Schoen, this principle extends to a complete manifold (see [11],
Thm. 1]), and they used it to classify stable minimal surfaces in 3-manifolds of non-negative
scalar curvature. For analytical applications, AAP type principles can be used to show various
integral inequalities in Sobolev spaces.

Simons [29] also introduced a classification of non-negative operators —A + V into subcritical
and critical operators according to the long-time behavior of the associated heat kernel.
In [20], Murata rephrased Simon’s idea from a different perspective. He considered potentials

. N/2  for N>2
(1.3) VeIl (Q) with { b 2 for N> 2
and classified non-negative operators —A + V by the sign of their fundamental solutions.
He defined any such operator to be subcritical in 2 if its fundamental solution at any point
in Q is positive in €, and defined it to be critical in Q otherwise. The Laplacian in RV
provides a very simple example to illustrate this classification: it is critical for N = 1,2 (all
fundamental solutions are of the type —|z| and — log |x| which are not positive), whereas it
is subcritical for N > 3 (since it has a positive fundamental solution of the type |z — y|>~).
On Riemannian manifolds this classification has led to the notions of parabolic manifold
(versus non-parabolic manifold), depending on whether the Laplace-Beltrami operator admits

a positive fundamental solution at every point or not (see [13]).

A key feature of the classification of Murata is that subcritical/critical operator can be char-
acterized in terms of the quadratic form Qy as follows (see [20, Thm 2.4]):

A nonnegative operator —A+V is subcritical in 2 if and only if for any nonnegative function
w # 0 with compact support satisfying (L3), there exists € > 0 such that Qv (§) > € [, wé?
for all £ € C2(9).

Furthermore, Murata also showed that this dichotomy is reflected in a very interesting way
in the structure of positive solutions:

A nonnegative operator —A +V is critical in Q if and only if the set of all positive solutions
to (—A+V)u=0 in Q is given by positive scalar multiples of a fized positive solution.

Namely, in this case the equation (—A + V)u = 0 admits up to scalar multiplication a unique
positive solution which is usually called the “ground state”. In other words, for subcritical
operators the associated quadratic form satisfies a weighted Poincaré inequality, or possesses



a “spectral gap”, whereas critical operators are the ones for which the non-negativity of the
quadratic form cannot be improved at all. In particular, to show that () can be improved,
it is enough to find two positive linearly independent solutions to (—A 4+ V)u = 0 (see for
instance lemma ?7). This yields a strategy to see how far some well-known inequalities, for
example classical “Hardy inequality” on a bounded domain €, of RN, N > 3,

/ |VEP? — Hylz| 262 >0V € € C2()

*

where Hy = (%)2, can be improved (a question raised by Brezis and Vazquez).

Murata’s classification has been extended to non-symmetric elliptic operators with Holder
continuous coefficients by Pinchover [23]. Extension to the p-Laplace operators have been
studied by Pinchover-Tintarev [27] and [25].

We remark that in one dimension, a rather exhaustive analysis of nonnegative operators
—d?/dxz? + V has been done by Gesztesy and Zhao [12] under the only assumption that V
is locally integrable; see theorems 3.1 and 3.6 there. Therefore, in this work we will mainly
restrict our attention to dimensions bigger than one.

All the above works have one common feature: they impose regularity assumptions on the
potential V' (and the coefficients of the operator) that allow the application of Harnack’s
inequality, which in particular guarantees that the solutions to (—A + V)u = 0 are positive
and continuous.

One maybe interested in frameworks that allow a study of operators which fail to satisfy the
Harnack’s inequality or do not admit a fundamental solution at every point. More specifically,
it will be interesting to extend the subritical/critical classification and obtain the correspond-
ing AAP Principle to the operator —A 4 V for a larger class of locally integrable functions
than previously considered.

In this context we summarise a part of recent work of Jaye, Mazya and Verbitsy [16] which
treats potentials that are in the space H. l;; Given a distribution ¢ on {2, we can define the
following quadratic form

Q0(6) = /Q VEP + (0,€2) Ve € C(9).

Definition 1.5. We say that a distribution o € D'(Q) is
(i) form-bounded if there exist constants (1, 82 > 0 such that

51 [ IVEP < (@) < [ V7 v e C(@):
(ii) upper (lower) bounded if the upper (lower) bound above holds.

We straightaway remark that if o is form bounded, then in fact o € H;, () (see [16, Lemma
2.6]). We note that the quadratic form @, is non-negative if and only if o is lower bounded
with the constant 51 < 1. The work [16] deals with the problem of finding equivalent and
easier to verify conditions for the form-boundedness of a distributional potential o. They
prove the following AAP-Principle :



Theorem 1.6. If o € D'(Q) is form-bounded with $1 < 1, then there exists an a.e. positive
solution v € H: (Q) to the following problem

loc
—Au+ou =0 in D'(Q).

If o is a negative Borel measure, then o is lower bounded (and hence form-bounded) with
b1 = 1 iff there exists a positive superharmonic supersolution to the above equation.

More generally, they prove the equivalence of form boundedness of o to the existence of a
solution to the Riccati-type equation —Au = |Vu|? — ¢ in D’(2) which additionally satisfies
a Caccioppoli-type inequality (see [16, Thm. 3.14]). But the subcritical/critical classification
of nonnegative operators —A + ¢ is not treated in this work.

We remark that in theorem [[L6] the assumption $; < 1 implies a strong form of positivity,
namely, that the pre-Hilbert space (C°(€),/Qy) is continuously imbedded in H} (€2).

In this work, as we said before, our aim is to provide a subcritical/critical classification for
nonnegative operators with locally integrable potentials V' as well as show the corresponding
AAP-Principle. Using the above terminology, our main assumption is that V is a “balanced”
potential in © (see definition [6.3] [6.1T]) which in particular requires that V' is lower bounded
with 81 < 1 but not necessarily that it is upper bounded. In the latter half of the work we
assume additionally that V' satisfies the stronger local integrability property : V' € Lf ()

for some p > %; that is, V is “locally” upper bounded in €. In fact, in our setting V'
will be form-bounded in dimensions bigger than 2, and hence will belong to H l;cl(Q)’ if for

instance V* € L%(Q) More importantly, in contrast to [16], for subcritical operators we
only demand that the pre-Hilbert space (Wa™°(€), /Qv) imbeds continuously into L} ().
A typical example is the critical Hardy operator

—A — f[]\[|$|_2

in a ball B c RN, N > 3, containing the origin. In fact, we base all our development on this
weak assumption about the pre-Hilbert space which necessitates a restriction to balanced
potentials as mentioned above. Nevertheless, we will find that almost all the well studied
potentials fall into this category.

Another motivation to consider potentials V' which are at least locally integrable (and not
more irregular) is the fact that in dimensions NV > 3, the study of form bounded distributional
potentials can be reduced to that of nonnegative quadratic forms @)y with V nonpositive and
locally integrable; see theorem 4.1 in [16].

Notations:

(i) For a set A, we write A € Q if A is a compact subset of €,

(ii) The space of distributions on Q will be denoted as D’(Q2),

1

15c(2), we will write “Qy = w in Q7 to express the condition:

(iii) For a function w € L

Qv (&) > /wag?, Ve € Whe(Q).



(iv) For a function f its support {f # 0} will be denoted as supp(f), and given a space X of
functions on €2, we let X, denote its subspace consisting of those with compact support
in Q.

(v) “inf”, “sup” will denote respectively the essential infimum and supremum.

(vi) || - [|p,a will denote the LP-norm on a set A.

(vii) For N > 3 and 1 < p < oo, the space D(l]’p(Q) is the completion of C2°(§2) with respect

1
to the norm: (/ \V-\p>p
Q

(viii) Given two topological spaces X,Y, we write X — Y to mean that X C Y and the
inclusion map is continuous.

1.2 Contents of the paper

In §2] we recall some preliminary results required in the rest of the paper.

In §3] we show how the energy space Hy (§2) can be constructed from a given nonnegative
quadratic form @y on  under the only assumption that V € L}OC(Q). Some results relating
the singularities of V' to the “size” of the energy space are proved, and we also introduce the

concept of an “energy solution in Hy (2)” to the equation —Au + Vu = f.

We introduce in §4] two types of subcritical/critical classification for nonnegative operators
—A 4+ V on  based on whether the energy space imbeds into Llloc or L120c space. The
former imbedding leads to the L!-subcritical/critical set of operators and the latter into
feebly and globally L2- subcritical/critical set of operators. Given that we work with V/
whose negative part V'~ is especially unrestricted, it is nontrivial to show that these three

notions of criticalities coincide (see §0)).

In §5 we explore the various imbeddings of the energy space Hy (€2) when —A + V is L!-
subcritical in Q. In this a special reference can be made to (5.I) which resembles a statement
of continuity for the map £ — fK Ve, K € Q on the energy space Hy () with a correction
term.

We introduce the notion of “balanced” and “tame” potentials V' in §6] which are central to
the paper. We show that the concept of balanced potentials covers well-known ones as well as
many that are not usually considered. We show that for balanced potentials V' that are also
L'-subcritical, the concept of energy solutions is equivalent to that of distributional solutions.

J7 deals with AAP principle for a general nonnegative operator —A + V. Assuming V €
L} (), we show that existence of a nonnegative (distributional) super solution to this oper-
ator implies that the associated quadratic form @)y is nonnegative. The converse is proved
under the additional condition that V* € L () for some p > & (N > 2), and relies on the
L'-theory developed by Stampacchia for the operator —A + V7.

We exploit the result on equivalence of energy and distribution solutions to develop an AAP

principle in §8 for L'-subcritical operators with balanced potentials.

Using the results from the previous sections, in subsection §9.11 we show that the notions of
L'- and globally LZ-criticalities (introduced in §4) coincide for nonnegative operators with
balanced potentials. In subsection §9.21 we show that notions of L!- and feebly L?-criticalities
too coincide for the class of tame potentials.



In §I0, we exploit this equivalence between the two notions of criticality for tame potentials
and provide characterisations (in the spirit of the AAP principle) of nonnegative subcriti-
cal operators in terms of their Riesz measures (see theorems and [[0.7)) as well as the
dimension of the cone of nonnegative (distributional) super solutions (see theorem ?7).

Finally in 11l we give applications and examples of our results.

2 Some Preliminaries

We first recall the concept of harmonic capacity (called here as “Cap”):
Definition 2.1. For a compact set K C {2, the harmonic capacity of K with respect to € is
defined as:
Cap(K: Q) = inf{/ VEP €€ CR(Q).6 > 1on K}
Q

The above definition can be used to define the capacity Cap(A4;$2) of any subset A of Q. In
particular, the following fact is well known:

If Cap(A;) = 0 for any bounded subset A of Q then Cap(ANU;U) = 0 for any open set
U C RV, In such a situation, we will simply say Cap(A) = 0.

We have then the following characterisation for the validity of @y = 0 when V' is non-positive
(see chapter 2 in [19]):

Theorem 2.2. Let V € Li, (Q) with V* =0. Then Qv = 0 in Q if and only if the following
inequality holds:

1 < sup ;/ V=<1
47 kenCap(K;Q) Ji
where N := {K : K is a compact subset of  with Cap(K;) > 0}.

The main trouble in using the above characterisation is that the calculation of capacity of
sets is hard. In this context, we cite the following more concrete characterisation:

Theorem 2.3. [16], theorem 5.1]
{V eLL.(Q): Qv =0 in Q} - {V e LL (Q): V > div F+E]? for some f € (L%OC(Q))N}.

The inequality above should be understood in the sense of distributions.

Definition 2.4. Let V € Li, (Q). Given f € L}, (), we say that a function v € L}, () is
a distribution solution of —Au + Vu = f in Q if

Vue L}, (Q) and /
Q

u(—AE+VE) = /fo, for all £ € CZ°().

In the following lemma we recall results on the solvability for a Schrodinger operator with a
non-negative potential and the right-hand side data given in H~!.



Lemma 2.5. Let Q. be a bounded open set, W € L} (), W >0, and f € H 1(Q,). Then
the problem

(2.1) —Au+Wu=f

admits a unique distribution solution u € H}(Q4). Furthermore, for any compact set K C Q.

1
(2.2) IWullay < 20WIE gy 1111020
If in addition f > 0, the solution is nonnegative.

Proof. Let (-,-) denote the duality pairing between H~1(Q,) and H}(Q.). Consider the func-
tional

T HYQ.) = RU {0}, J(w):%/ﬂ [Vul + W (p? }do — (. w)

Since this functional is coercive and strictly convex, it admits a unique minimizer » in the
subspace X := {u € Hj(Q): J(u) < oo}. For each & € C}(Q.), and t € R we have
u + t€ € X and hence

d
T+ tg)(tzo —0.

This implies
| (v verwugt = (1.6, veeclan)

Furthermore, since J(u) < J(0) = 0 we deduce

| {19uP + Wi Y < 2010,

*

ull g3 (.-

Therefore, [[ullg1(q,) < 2[|fllg-1(.) and hence, W[ 10,y < 4HfH§{_1(Q*). So, on each
K € Q, we get,

1/2 1/2 .
Jowta ([ w) ([ wil) " <210l
K K K

Under the further assumption that (f,¢)
(f,|u]—u) > 0. In this case we deduce J(u)
is a nonnegative function. ]

0 for all nonnegative & € HE(Q4), we have
J(|u|), which proves that the unique minimizer

>
>
Using the imbedding L>(Q,) — H~!(Q.), as a particular case of Lemma 5] we have

Corollary 2.6. Let Q, be a bounded open set, W € L} (), W > 0, and f € L®(1,).

loc

Then the problem 1) admits a unique distribution solution u € HE(Q4). Furthermore, for
any compact set K C €,

1
(2.3) IWullraey < 2IWIE oy 11l 2o (2.)-

If in addition f > 0, the solution is nonnegative.



In order to solve with a general measure as the right-hand side data, we need to go out of the
space Hol(Q) Indeed, we require the following concept of “very weak” solutions:

Definition 2.7. Let V € L} () and p be a finite Borel measure on . Then, u € L*(Q)
is said to be a very weak solution of the problem —Au + Vu = p in Q, v = 0 on 9 if
Vu € LY(Q) and

/ u(—AE+VE) = / Edp for all € € C*(Q) NCH(Q).
Q Q

Remark 2.8. This notion of solution is equivalent to asking that u € WO1 1(Q) solve the
above equation in the sense of distributions (see [28], Corollary 4.5]).

We then have the following fundamental result due to Stampacchia based on the duality
method (see [31], théoreme 9.1]):

Proposition 2.9. Let u be a finite Borel measure on a bounded smooth domain €, and
W e LP(Qy) for some p > N/2 be a nonnegative function. Then there exists a very weak
solution u € L'(Q) of the problem —Au + Wu = p in Q, u = 0 on 0Q,. Furthermore,
u € Wol’p(Q*) for any p € [1, 52=) and the following estimate holds:

(2.4 lulhyprq,) < ORI, Y1<p < 5

A very weak solution satisfying the above properties will be identical to u.

The following is a local version of regularity for solutions with measure data :

Proposition 2.10. Let u be a distributional solution of —Au = u for some Radon measure
win Q.Then u € I/Vli’cq(Q) for any q € [1, :25).

Proof. Fix any ball B € Q). Let By, By be balls with B € By € By € 2. Define uy := uLB;.
Consider the problem
—Av = in By, v =0 on 0B;.

Then by proposition[2.9]above, there exists a unique very weak solution v of the above problem
with v € Wol’q(Bg) forall1 <g< % Let ¥ := u —v. Then % is harmonic in B; and hence
is locally smooth there. Thus u € W4(B) for any ¢ € [1, :25). O

The following weak maximum principle for distributional supersolutions is well known (see
[8, proposition B.1]):

Lemma 2.11. Let Q. be a bounded smooth open set. If u € Wol’l(Q*) satisfies —Au > 0 in
D'(Q), then u >0 a.e. in Q.

The following is a version of the strong maximum principle due to Ancona [4] and Brezis,
Ponce [6](see theorem 1), but in a distributional setting:

Theorem 2.12. (Strong Maximum Principle)
Let U C RY be a non-empty open connected bounded set and W € L} (U) with W > 0.

loc



Assume u € L}OC(U) is an a.e. monnegative quasi-continuous function such that Au is a
Radon measure on U and Wu € L} (U). If u satisfies the differential inequality

loc

—Au+ Wu > 0 in D'(U),

then either w = 0 a.e., or else Cap({u = 0}) = 0. If the latter holds, we say u > 0 q.a.e.
(quasi almost everywhere).

We note that, since Wu € L} (U), from Remark 3 of [6] indeed we have Au < Wu in the

loc
sense of measures and theorem 1 of [6] applies.

3 Energy space Hy (1)

Throughout this section we only assume V € L} ().

Definition 3.1. Let W2™°(€) be the vector space of Lipschitz continuous functions with
compact support in 2. We define the quadratic form

Qv (u) := /Q {yw\? + vu2}, u e WhHe(Q).

Lemma 3.2. (i) Qv is non-negative in W™ () whenever Qv is non-negative in C1(£2).
(ii) Given u € WEH™(Q), we have |u| € W (Q) and Qv (u) = Qv (|ul).
(iii) Assume Qy is non-negative in C1(Q). Then, Qv is positive definite on W ™°() and

in particular on CL().

Proof. (i) Let u € W2™®(Q). Let p. € C>°(2) be an approximation of the unity and define
Ue = U * pe. Since u has compact support, we have u. € C2°(Q2) with all their supports
contained in a fixed compact set in € for all & > 0 sufficiently small. Furthermore, wu.
converges uniformly to u in Q and Vu. — Vu in (L?(2))Y. We therefore conclude that
Qv (uz) = Qv (u). Non-negativity of Qy in W2>°(Q) follows from its nonnegativity in C1(1).
From the identity,

Qu(u—w) = Qulw) + Qu(w) -2 [ {VuYu+ Vuw)

Q

we infact obtain that Qv (u —u:) — 0 as € — 0.
(ii) Well known.

(iii) Assume that Qv (ug) = 0 for some ugy € Wcloo(Q) Then, ug is a minimizer for Qy on
WEHS(Q). Since |ug| € WE*°() and Qv (ug) = Qv (|ug|), we may assume that ug > 0 and
the following Euler-Lagrange equation holds:

/ Vug-VE+Vugt =0, V&€ CHQ).
Q

Therefore,
/ Vug-VE+VTugt >0, Ve CH), €>0.
Q

10



By applying the strong maximum principle as stated in Theorem 2.12] we have the alternative:
either ug > 0 a.e. or ug = 0. Since ug has compact support, we conclude that indeed ug = 0.

0

Definition 3.3. Suppose Qy = 0in €, i.e., Qy is non-negative on Wcl’OO(Q). From the above
lemma we deduce that

(€, ) = /ﬂ VeVt VED

defines an inner product on W2 °(Q) x W2™(€) with the associated norm /Qy.

The pre-Hilbert space (W2°(Q), v/Qy) will be denoted £y (2) and its closure under the /Qv
norm will be called the energy space Hy (2) associated to the Schrédinger operator —A + V.
We denote the resulting inner-product on Hy () as ay,n, and the associated norm as || - ||v.q.

Lemma 3.4. C°(Q2) is a dense subspace of Hy ().

Proof. From (i) in the proof of lemma [3.2] we obtain that C2°(Q) is dense in Ly/(£2). Density
in Hy (Q) now follows from the fact that £y(Q2) is a dense subspace of Hy (Q). O

In the following proposition, we state some relations between the singularities of V' and the
“size” of the corresponding Hy (£2) space.

Proposition 3.5. Let U be an open set in RN, N > 2 which is restricted to be bounded if
N =2. Assume V € L} (U) to be such that Qv = 0 in U.

(i) Let V*t e L%(U) if N>3 and V* € LYU) for some ¢ > 1 when N = 2. Then

(3.) (W2, - lypzqy) = L U).
(ii) If for some 1 <p < 2,
(3.2) (WU, [+ o)) = Lv(U)

then V— & L%(B) for any ball B € U. In particular, if N = 2, the above imbedding is
impossible.

Proof. (i) Let N > 3. Using Sobolev imbedding we note that for any & € W2™(U),

0<Que) < [ {IVEr e} < (1 IV i€l

L2 (U)
A similar proof holds when N = 2.

(ii) We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume V7~ € L%(B) for some ball B € U with
center zg. Choose the sequence {&;} :

gk(%’) = (1 — k‘.%' — xo‘)x{|$—$0\§%}’

11



and note that {{x} C W, "°(B) for k large. A straightforward computation and Hélder’s
inequality give

/U\V&c!p ~ kPN /UV&% < OrE NIVl prre(fo—so < 2))-

Hence, for some constant ¢ > 0,

Qv (§k) N ¢ / {|V£k|2 —foli} > ckN@Ep)/p,
U

||£k||2‘Dé’p(U) N kQ(l—N/p)

Since p € [1,2), it follows that the imbedding (3.2]) cannot hold. O

N
Corollary 3.6. Let VT € L2 (Q) if N >3 and V't € L] (Q) for some ¢ > 1 when N = 2.

Then, for each open set U € Q the imbedding B.I) holds and denoting by T : @é’Q(U) —
Hy (U) the continuous linear extension of this imbedding, we have

w3, = ul? u? U 1 (U).
Ty = [ {val+vit} vuenlonew)

Proof. Consider the approximating sequence {u. := u * p.} considered in (i) of lemma
above. Clearly, u, — u in H(U). Hence, we have that {u.} is a Cauchy sequence in Ly (U).

Necessarily, ue — T'(u) in Hy (U); that is, Qv (uc) — || T'(u)|lv,v. Since ue — u in C(U) and
Vue — Vu in (L2(U))N, we get

Qv (ue) — /U {|Vu|2 n vu2}.
O

In the energy space, we can consider the notions of solution and supersolutions in the following
sense:

Definition 3.7. Let V € L} (Q) and f € L} (). We say that u, € Hy () is an “energy
supersolution” to —Au 4+ Vu = f if

avalus, ) Z/Qf& VEEWLR(Q), €3 0.

(ux € Hy () will be called an “energy subsolution” if the inequality above is reversed.)
We say that u, € Hy () is an “energy solution” to —Au + Vu = f if

avalu§) = [ 76 veeWI(@)
4 Classification of Schrodinger operators : Two notions of
Criticality

Definition 4.1. We call the quadratic form @y to be supercritical in €, if Qv % 0 in €; that
is, Qv (£) < 0 for some £ € WL (Q).
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We introduce the following classification of criticality to Schrédinger operators with only
locally integrable potential V. We can use the pre-energy space Ly () to define the following
L'-version of criticality:

Definition 4.2 (L!— criticality). Let V € L} (). We say that the operator —A + V is:

loc

(i) L'-subcritical in Q, if Qy = 0 in Q and Ly (Q) < L},.(Q);
(ii) L'-ecritical in Q, if Qy = 01in Q but —A + V is not Ll-subcritical in €;

Definition 4.3. If £y/(Q) < L}

1o (§2), we can uniquely extend this inclusion map to a con-
tinuous linear map

J:Hy(Q) — L}, ().

In particular, for any compact set K C ), we have
/ |J(u)| < Ckllullva  for all u € Hy ().
K

The map J may not be injective in general. For a large class of potentials called balanced
potentials (see definition [6.3]) we can show the injectivity; see corollary

We now define two notions of criticality based on weighted L?—spaces, one notion global in
Q) and the other local.

Definition 4.4 (Global L2- criticality). Let V € L} (). The operator —A + V is said:

loc

(i) globally L?-subcritical in €, if Qy = 0 in Q and Ly () — L?(;w dx) for some non-
negative weight w € L} () satisfying 1/w € L} (9).

loc loc

(ii) globally L?-critical in 0 if Qy >= 0 in Q, but it is not globally L?-subcritical in Q.

Definition 4.5 (Feeble L% criticality). Let V € L} (). The operator —A + V is said:

loc

(i) feebly L2-subcritical in €, if Qy = 0 in Q and Ly () — L?(K) for some compact set
K C Q with positive measure;

(ii) feebly L2-critical in 2 if Qy = 0 in Q, but it is not feebly L2-subecritical in Q.
The following implications are easy to show:

global L2-subcriticality = feeble L?-subcriticality
global L2-subcriticality = L'-subcriticality.

We refer to proposition (see definition [6.34]) for a large class of potentials V' for which all
the three definitions of criticality are equivalent.

Note that our definitions differ from the ones given in the literature for more “regular”
potentials V' (see for instance, [20] and [26]) in two respects. Firstly, in our setting the
operator —A + V does not necessarily admit a Green’s function. Secondly, in the global
L?-subcriticality definition, we allow weights w that may vanish in a null set and in the feeble
L?-criticality definition, the quadratic form is assumed to be “coercive” only on a compact
set with positive measure.

The following proposition justifies the use of weights like w and yg in our definitions of L2
-subcriticality.
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Proposition 4.6. Let N >3 and V € L, (Q). Assume that Qy = 0 in Q and

2N
N+2

(WER(Q). - lygo(ey) = Lv(Q) for some 1 < p <

g
Then any nonnegative weight w € L}, () such that

Ly(Q) — L*(Q;w dx)
must satisfy infgw =0 on any ball B € Q. In particular, if w € C(Q2) then w = 0.

Proof. Let B € Q be a ball. With our assumption on p, we note that Wol’p(B) ¢ L*(B).
Choose a sequence {,} C C°(B) such that

sup H§nHWO1,p(B) <oo and |[[&llz2(p) — o0 asn — .
n

By the assumed imbedding, we note that {{,} is a bounded sequence in Ly (€2). Therefore,

/Qwrfsnﬁ < Ov(En) < C < 0.

This shows that i%f w = 0. ]

5 Various embeddings of the space Ly(f2)

Recall from definition B3] that Ly (Q) := (W2°(Q), vVQv ).

Proposition 5.1. Let V; € L}, () be such that Qy, = 0 in Q,i=1,2 and V; > Va.

(1) Then, the identity map id : Ly, () — Ly, (Q) is continuous and it admits a unique
continuous linear extension id* : Hy, () — Hy, (Q);

(ii) If furthermore —A+V; is an L'-subcritical operator in Q (i = 1,2) with the correspond-
ing extensions J;, then J1 = Jo oid* and id* is injective whenever Jy is injective.

Proof. (i) Follows from the fact : 0 < Qy,(£) < Qu; (€) for all £ € W™(Q).

(ii) Let u € Hy, (Q) and {&,} C C°(R2) be such that &, — u in Hy, (). Then, &, — J1(u) in
L} (). Note that {&,} is a Cauchy sequence in Hy, (€2). Let @ be the limit of {¢,} in Hy, (Q

)
This means that id*(u) = @ and &, — Jo(@) in L], (). Therefore, Jo(id*(u)) = Ji(u)
Injectivity of id* follows easily. O

Lemma 5.2. Assume Qv = 0 in Q. Then, the following properties hold:

(i) Ly+(Q) = L}

loc

(i) Fiz o € CZ(). Then, there exists a constant C := \/Qv (¢) + [|A@| Loo (supp(p)) Such
that

(Q), Ly+(Q) = L*(Q,V~dz) and Ly+(Q) — L*(Q,V Tdx).

(5.1) ' /| wg‘ §C< Ve + /upp(w) |£|>, Ve € W ().

s
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iii) Suppose Ly(Q) — L} (Q). Fiz ¢ € C?(Q),¢ > 0. Consider the linear maps
loc ¥ c ¥
(5.2) OE: Ly (Q) = LY (Q), given by (&) = VEpL
Then ®T is continuous iff ® is continuous.

(iv) Suppose Ly (Q) — L}

loc

(Q). Then,
Ly(Q) = LL(Q,VVdr) iff Ly(Q)— LL.(Q,V dx).

Proof. (i) Note that Qv+ > 0in Q. Then, the embedding L+ (2) — Ly () is a special case
of proposition 5.l The other two imbeddings follow from the inequalities

/ V€ < Qu(6), / Ve < / (IVER +V+E2) for all € € WH(Q).
Q Q Q

(ii) Noting that ayv.o(p, &) < /Qv(¢)/Qv(€) we deduce that

[ vee = avale.6) - [ ve-ve

< VAV + [ (A
< c<v,¢>< QvE + / €) veewiem),
supp(y)
where C(V, = Qv () + |Apll Lo (supp(y))- Replacing £ by —& in the above calculation,

we obtain (IBII)
(iii) Using £y < Li,.(Q), we rewrite (5.I) as the following (replacing & by [¢]):

‘/QVWW—/QV‘@DKI( < Co\/Qu(E), VEeWIe(Q).

We conclude that
| vEelel < covav® + [ ol

It follows now that ®1 is continuous iff ®~ is continuous.

(iv) follows from (iii) by noting that ®* is continuous for any ¢ € C2(Q),¢ > 0, iff L1/ () —
loc(Q Vidﬁﬂ) O

Lemma 5.3. Assume —A +V is an L'— subcritical operator in Q. Then
(i) Qu(E¥) < Qu(8) for each & € Wer™(Q);
(ii) Given u € Hy(Q), we can find uy € Hy (Q) such that
w=uy —u_ and J(us) = (IJ(u))* > 0.

(iii) Given u € Hy (), choose uyr € Hy () as in (i) above. Then,

lut llvie < llullva,  [[ur +ulva < ullvo.
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(iv) Given u € Hy (), choose us € Hy () as in (i) above. Then,
av,Q(u,u-) <0.
Proof. (i) For each £ € W2 ™°(Q) we have
E,6 eWr™(Q) and  Qv(€) =Qv(EN) +Qu(ET) > Qu(€).

(ii) Let {&,} € WE() be such that &, — u in Hy (Q). From part (i) we get that Qy (£3)
is also bounded. Therefore, there exists uy € Hy () such that (up to a subsequence)

(5.3) £ — usr  weakly in Hy (Q).

Clearly, u = u, —u_. Recalling from definition &3] that J : Hy (Q) — L}

1(€) is a continuous

linear map, we have

a.e

Ll a.e
(a) & LU) J(u), which implies (up to subsequence) &, —— J(u), and hence && %
I(u)*;

(b) & — J(uy) in the weak topology on L} () (vecall that L°(€) is the dual of L}, ();
refer Thm. 4, p.182 of Horvath [14]).

Let B € 2 be a ball. By property (b) above, we have

(5.4) ¢F — J(us) weakly in LY(B).

n

This is equivalent to {£} being an equi-integrable family in L'(B) (see lemma 21 in the
a.e

appendix). By Vitali’s convergence Theorem (¢ 2% J(u)* and is equi-integrable) we

LY(B .
conclude that &F RGNy (u)*. Hence in (5.4) we have strong convergence, and furthermore

J(us) = J(u)* > 0.

(iii) Let u € Hy (), and as in part (ii), consider a sequence {&,} C Wo™(Q) such that
& — uwin Hy (Q) as well as

& —uy and &, — u_ weakly in Hy (Q).

Hence, [£,| — us + u_ weakly in Hy (). Since a norm is sequentially weakly lower semi-
continuous and Qy (|€]) = Qv (€) for any & € W2 °(Q) we deduce that

| us +u_ ve < liminf Qu(ig.) = liminf Qy (€,) = [lullve.

In a similar manner, using (i), we can show that || ut |lv.o < |ullva.

(iv) The parallelogram law and part (iii) imply the following

davalus,us) = Jus +u-fa — g — u-[fo < 0.
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6 Balanced potentials, Energy and Distribution Solutions

6.1 Balanced potentials: definition and properties

Let V € L}OC(Q) and Qy = 0 in . For U € () a non-empty open set, we consider the space

Ly (0) = (W@, |- f0)

with the norm

1610 = Vv (© + /U €, € e whe(q),

and let By (Q2; U) denote the completion of this space.

Remark 6.1. (i) In general, the norms || - ||¥, are not equivalent as U varies over (2. For
a general nonnegative operator equivalence of these norms seems to require a further
restriction on V' (see corollary and also [26, Theorem 1.4]).

(i) When —A + V is an L'-subcritical operator in Q or if £/ (Q;U) < L}, (Q) for any U,

it is easy to see that the norms | - ||¥, are equivalent as U varies over 2. In the former
case all the spaces By (Q;U) are equivalent to Hy (2).

The inclusion map Ly (;U) — LY(U) being continuous, it admits a unique continuous
extension to By (Q;U) that will be denoted as Jyy. If —A + V is an Ll-subcritical operator
in Q, we can identify By (€2;U) with Hy (2), and we will let Jy(u) := J(u)y-

Given a closed ball B C €, let X denote the completion of the space C?(B) under the C%(B)
norm and X} denote its dual space. Based on (E.1I), we have the following result.

Proposition 6.2. Let V € LI (Q) be such that Qy = 0 in Q. Then for any closed ball

loc

B C Q, and any open set U € § containing B, the linear map
(6.1) Ly(QU)2€6—VEe X5

is continuous. In particular, if —A + V is an L'-subcritical operator in Q, then the map in
©T)) is continuous from Ly () to X3 for any such ball B.

Proof. From (5.0), we easily obtain that

Vel = sw_| [ Veo| < Clielia, v e wi=@)
lellxg<1'/Q

O

Denote by Vp 17 the unique continuous linear extension of the map given in (6] to By (2; U).
Consider the following “multiplication by V” map

Mp:{we L'(B): Vwe L'(B)} = L'(B) given by Mg(w) = Vuw.

We consider situations where we can recover Vg 17 as the composition of Jiy and the map Mp.
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Definition 6.3. A potential V € L} () is called balanced in § if
(i) Qv = 0in €,

and for any closed ball B C €2 there exists an open set U € {2 containing B such that
(ii) VIy(u) € LY(B) for any u € By (;U),
(iii) VB,U = MB o JU on ‘Bv(Q; U)

That is, for a balanced potential, the following diagram commutes:

LY(B —t X5

(6.2) By (Q;0)
Ly (s 0)
In the subsections and we will give examples of both balanced and non-balanced
potentials.
Proposition 6.4. Let (i) and (ii) of definition be satisfied. Then the following are
equivalent:
(1) V is balanced in €2,
(ii) the map Mp o Jy : By (Q;U) — L*(B) C X}, is continuous (in the X} norm),

(iii) for any sequence {€,} C WE™(Q) such that & — u in By (Q;U), we have
[ Ve [ VIutg, vee ).
B B

Proof. (i) = (ii): follows from the continuity of Vg 1.

(il) = (iii): is trivial.

(iii) = (i): Note that {V&,} is a sequence converging to Vg r7(u) in X} by proposition
Since C%(B) is dense in X, assumption (iii) implies that Vg 7(u) = VIy(u) = (MpoJy)(u).
Thus, condition (iii) of definition [6.3] holds. O

Remark 6.5. (i) If V is balanced in , then Range(Vp ) C LY(B).

(ii) One can easily check that the graph of the map Mp is always closed in L'(B) x L'(B),
but not necessarily so in L'(B) x X%. But, if definition [6.3] (i)-(ii) are satisfied and the
graph of the map Mp is closed in L'(B) x X%, then V is balanced in €. This follows
from proposition

(iii) When Ly (Q) — L} (Q) (ie. —A + V is an L'-subcritical operator in ), we can

identify By (;U) with Hy(Q). In this case, for each ¢ € C?(Q) consider the linear
form

(6.3) Ly(9) 5 € /Q Ve
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which is continuous by (G.1]), and let J be as given in definition [£3l Hence, in the
subcritical case, the potential V is balanced iff VJ(u) € L} () for all u € Hy (Q2) and
the unique continuous extension of ([6.3) to Hy (2) is given by

Hy(Q) > ur /QVJ(u)cp.

Proposition 6.6. (i) The class of balanced potentials form a convex set in L} (€2).

(ii) Let V € L} (Q) be balanced in Q and W € L} (Q) be nonnegative. Then V + W is

loc loc
balanced in Q.

Proof. (i) Let Vi, Va be balanced in Q and let V :=tVj + (1 —t)Va, t € (0,1). It is easy to
see that Qy > 0 in . Fix a ball B € ) and choose Uy, Us corresponding to Vi, Vo from
definition Let U := U; UUs,. To avoid confusion we denote the maps Jy, associated to
the potentials V; and the open set U; by J%]Z, fori=1,2.

Using the concavity of the square root function, we get for t € (0,1), £ € W (Q),

((Vaw@+ [ 1) +0-0(vau@+ [ 16) < var@+ [ il

From the above inequality, it follows that if &, — u in By (Q;U), then &, — u; (for some
u;) in By, (Q;U;) for ¢ = 1,2. We note that for such a sequence {&,}, we obtain also that
&n = Ju(u) in LY(U) as well as &, — Ji; (u;) in L' (U;) for i = 1,2. Therefore,

Ju(u) = Iy, (w1) = I, (u2) on B forany u € By (Q;U).

It follows that (ii) of definition holds for this U. Similarly, it also follows that (iii) of
definition holds since

Ve, =tV (un) + (1 — )VaJE, (ug) = VIy(u) in Xp.

(ii) Clearly Quiw = 0 in Q. Fix a ball B € Q and choose U corresponding to B from
definition applied to V. We note that

s(var@+ [ 1) +5( [ wier)' < vavw@ + [ el

We denote the maps associated to the potentials V,V + W and the open set U by Jy and
Ju respectively. As above, if &, — u in By 1w (Q;U), then &, — v for some v € By (Q;U),
&n — Ju(u), & — Jy(v) in LY(U) and &, — w in L' (U; Wdz) for some w. Arguing as before,
we can verify (ii) and (iii) of definition [6.3] hold for V' + W. O

6.2 Distribution Vs Energy solution

Distributional solutions to —Au+Vu = h (see definition [2.4)) do not necessarily belong to the
energy space Hy () associated to the Schrodinger operator —A + V. For instance, non-zero
constants are distributional solutions to Au = 0 in €2; however, non-zero constants do not lie
in Ho(R2) = @é’Q(Q) for dimensions larger than two.
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When Ly (Q) < L} (), it is natural to ask if for an element in Hy (€2), the notions of distri-
butional solutions and energy solutions (see definition B.7)) are equivalent. This equivalence
is not obvious since the energy solution v may not have the property that Vu € L}OC(Q). But
this equivalence is true under the restriction that V is balanced as shown by the following
proposition.

Proposition 6.7. Assume V € L} (Q) is balanced in Q and —A +V is an L'— subcritical

loc
operator in Q2. Given f € L} (Q), an element u € Hy () is an energy solution (see definition

[37) to —Au+ Vu = f iff IJ(u) is a distributional solution.

Proof. Assume first u € Hy (Q) is an energy solution and consider a sequence {€,} C W2>°(Q)
such that &, — u in Hy (). Since

ava(&n, ) = /Qfso +ava(&n —u,p) Vo e Whe(Q),

we get

/Q Ea(—Ap) + /Q Ve = /Q fo+oa(l), Ve CHQ).

Remark (iii) implies,
[3weae+ [ viwe= [ re. veecio.
Q Q Q

Conversely, let u € Hy () be such that J(u) is a distributional solution; in particular,
VI(u) € LL.(R). Tracing back the steps given above, we conclude that u is an energy
solution as well. O

Corollary 6.8. Let V € L} (Q) be balanced in Q and —A +V an L'— subcritical operator
in Q. Then J is injective.

Proof. Let u, € Hy(Q) be such that J(u,) = 0. We note that, since 0 is a distributional
solution to —Awu + Vu = 0, by the above proposition u, is an energy solution to this same
equation. Since an energy solution is unique in Hy (£2), we get u, = 0. U

Lemma 6.9 (Comparison principle for energy solutions). Let V € L} (Q) be such that
—A+V is an L'— subcritical operator in Q2. Let f € L} () and u € Hy(Q) be an energy
super solution :

wa > [ f& Vo<eewi=@).
Q
If f >0, then J(u) > 0.
Proof. Using the equation satisfied by u we get

avo(u,&) >0, Y0 <&eWhe(Q).

By Lemma 5.3 (i), we can find a sequence {&,} C W2°°(€2) such that

(6.4) En — uin Hy(Q), €& — ug weakly in Hy(Q), &5 — J(u)™ in LL.(Q).
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Recalling . = uy — u_, we can now argue as follows:
0< lim avg (u, &)

= avo(u,u_) (by (6.4))
=avo(us,u_) —avo(u_,u_)
< —avo(u_,u_). (Lemma 5.3 (iv))

Hence u_ = 0 and thus, J(u) = J(uy) = J(u)* > 0. O

Proposition 6.10 (Strong Maximum principle for energy solution). Assume V € L}, () is
balanced in Q and —A+V is an L' — subcritical operator in ). Given a non-negative function

feLl (Q),f#0, let uc Hy(Q) be the energy solution of —Au + Vu = f. That is,

loc
ave(u, ) = /ﬂ 6, VEeWho(Q).

Then, J(u) (a distributional solution of —Au+Vu = f) has a quasi-continuous representative
U which satisfies

(6.5) Cap({a = 0}) = 0.

Proof. By corollary and lemma [6.9] we have J(u) # 0 and J(u) > 0. Furthermore, J(u)
is also a distributional solution of the corresponding equation from proposition From
proposition 2.I0l we conclude that J(u) € Wli)cl(Q) and hence admits a quasicontinuous
representative # in this space. Now the strong maximum principle in theorem can be
applied to @ showing that Cap({a = 0}) = 0. O

6.3 Strongly Balanced Potentials

We note that any non-negative operator —A + V leads to an estimate like (5.]) but not to
similar estimates involving only the positive or negative parts of V. We are therefore led to
introduce the following more concrete formulation:

Definition 6.11. A function V € L} () is called strongly balanced in 2 if Qy = 0 in 2 and
for any compact K C 2 there exists an open set U &€ 2 containing K for which the linear
map:

Ly(U) > &= Ve e LYK)

is continuous. That is, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 (depending on K, U) satisfying
(6.6 e [ Vg <€l = VRTE + [ lel v Wi
K U

Remark 6.12. (i) If all the norms | - ||¥(, are equivalent as U varies over {2, we can easily
see that the definition [6.11] is the same as requiring that (6.6]) holds for any pair K, U.

(ii) Indeed, for the class of strongly balanced potentials in V() (see definition [6.28 and
proof of proposition [6.31]) given the compact set K we cannot ensure that (6.6]) holds
for an arbitrary open set U containing K.
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Proposition 6.13. Let V € L}, () be such that Qv = 0 in Q. Then, the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) V is strongly balanced in Q;

(ii) for any compact set K C ), there exists an open set U € Q containing K for which the
following linear map is continuous

(6.7) Ly(U)3 &V Ee LNK);

(iii) for any compact set K C €, there exists an open set U € Q containing K for which the
following linear map is continuous

(6.8) Ly(QU) 3 € VE e LYK).

Proof. (i) <= (ii): Let V be strongly balanced in  and a compact K be given. Corre-
sponding to K choose an open set U; from definition Following a similar argument
using (B.1)) as in lemma [5.2] (iii) there exists an open set U € €2 containing K such that (6.7)
is continuous. Converse is similar.

(i) <= (iii): Follows from the equivalence (i) and (ii). O

Proposition 6.14. Let V € L} (Q) be a strongly balanced potential in Q. Then,

loc

(i) for any compact K C Q we may find an open set U @ Q containing K such that

VIy(u) € LYK) Yue By(Q;U),

(ii) for K,U as in (i), it holds
bn—u in By(QU) = V&, = VIp(u) in LYK).

Proof. (i) Given compact K choose open set U as in (i) above. Let u € By (©;U). Choose
a sequence {&,} C Ly(Q;U) converging to u. Then, it follows from (6.7) that {V*¢,} is
Cauchy in L'(K) and hence converges there. Noting that &, — Jy(u) in L'(U) and hence
pointwise a.e. in U for a subsequence, we get that V=Jy(u) € L1(K).

(ii) From (i) above, we obtain that {V¢,} is Cauchy in L!(K). Noting that (up to a subse-
quence) &, — Jy(u) pointwise a.e. in K, the result follows. O

Finally, we can justify our terminology :

Corollary 6.15. V € L}OC(Q) s a strongly balanced potential in € iff it is balanced in Q and

the map
VB,U : ‘Bv(Q; U) — Ll(B)

is continuous in the norm.

Proof. Follows from both statements proposition [6.14] (i) and (ii) along with a simple covering
argument. ]

Remark 6.16. Let V € Li () such that Qy = 0 in 2. Then, the proofs given in proposition
above shows that (6.6) holds
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(i) for any pair (K,U) iff the linear maps
(6.9) Ly(QU) 3 & VEEE L, (Q)
are continuous for any U.

(ii) for any pair (K,U) such that K C U iff the linear maps
(6.10) Ly(QU) 3 & VE € LL (U).

are continuous for any U.

Next result provides an abstract result for ensuring strong balancedness.

Proposition 6.17. Let V € L} (Q) be such that Qv = 0 in Q. Suppose for any ball B € Q

loc
there exists an open set U € Q containing B and a reflexive space (Zp, | - ||B) consisting of

LY(B) functions closed under the | - | operation such that
(i) H|Z|HB < ||zl for all z € Zp,
(i) Lv(%U) = Zp <= LY(B),
(iii) Vz e LY(B) for all z € Zp.
Then V' is strongly balanced in €.

The above proposition uses the following basic result, whose proof is recalled in the appendix.

Lemma 6.18. Let K C RY be a compact set (with positive measure) and (Z,]|-||) a reflexive
space consisting of L*(K) functions closed under the | - | operation such that

2 — LYK) and H|2|H < |lz|| ¥z € Z.

Then given any sequence {z,} C Z converging to some z € Z, we may find a subsequence
{zn, } and z* € Z such that

|2n, | < 2" in K Vk, and 2z, converges pointwise to z.

Proof of Proposition Take any ball B € € along with the corresponding U and a
sequence &, — 0 in £1/(Q;U). It follows that &, — 0 in Zp (and hence in L!(B)). We claim
that V¢, — 0 in L'(B). Consider any subsequence {V¢,, }. From Lemma [6.I8] we may find
a further subsequence {fnkj} and a function z* € Zp such that

\gnkj\ <z inB VY] and §nkj converges pointwise to 0.
L'(B)

Since Vz* € L'(B) (by assumption), we have Vén,, — 0 (by Lebesgue dominated con-

vergence theorem) and hence the claim follows. Proposition [6.13 (iii) shows V' is strongly
balanced in €. O
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Proposition 6.19. (i) The class of strongly balanced potentials form a convex set in Li, ().
(ii) Let V € L} (Q) be a strongly balanced potential in Q and W € L}, () be nonnegative.
Then V + W is strongly balanced in €.

Proof. (i) Let V1, V; be strongly balanced potentials in 2. Fix a compact set K C Q and
choose c1, co and Uy, Us corresponding to Vi, Vs from definition [6.111 Let ¢ := min{cy, c2} and
U := Uy UU,. Using the convexity of the map x — x* and the concavity of the square root
function, we get for ¢t € (0, 1),

¢ / (EVi+ (1 -Vt < et / ViHle] + es(1 — ) / vilel
K K K
N GEE NTAGE / €
U

IN

< QtVH— 1-tyv (€ / €]

(ii) Fix a compact K C Q and choose ¢, U corresponding to K from definition [6.111 Using
the convexity of the map = +— =T again,

[ wewrid < s [ e [ wier)
o (VaV@ + Ve ®) + 3 [ 1
2ck QV+W(§)+%/U’§\-

IN

IN

6.4 Balanced condition for L!-subcritical operators

In this subsection we show that for L!-subcritical operators the balanced condition in defini-
tion [6.3] can be simplified and that the concepts of balanced and strongly balanced potentials
coincide. We first restate some of the previous results for an L'-subcritical operator. Recall
that for these operators the space Ly (€2;U) is equivalent to Ly(2) for any open set U € ().

Proposition 6.20. Let V € L} () be such that Ly (Q) < LL.(Q) (i.e. —A+V is an
L'-subcritical operator in §). Then,

(i) V is strongly balanced in Q@ <= Ly (Q) — L} (Q,VEdz).

loc
(ii) Let J be as in definition [{.3, and denote by J*, the unique continuous extensions to
Hy () of the two imbeddings given in (i). Then, J*(u) = J(u) a.e. in supp(V*).
Proof. (i) follows from proposition [6.13] (i).

(ii) Let {&,} € W™ (Q) be a sequence Converging to u € Hy (). Then, {&,} converges to
J(u) in L} () and to J*(u) respectively in L} (Q,V*dx) as n — oo. The result follows

loc loc
from a.e. pointwise convergence (up to a subsequence) of L!'— convergent sequences. U
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For L'-subcritical potentials of the form Vj := div f+ |F |2 we show injectivity of the associated
Jo map by connecting it to the closability of the “magnetic operator”.

Lemma 6.21. Let f € (L2 ()N and denote Vg := div f+ |f]2. Assume Vo € L} (Q) is

loc
such that —A + Vy is an L'-subcritical operator in Q with the associated map Jo.

Then Jg is injective iff the magnetic operator
(6.11) Ty(€) = VE—f¢, €€ CHO)
is closable with domain (CL(Q), || -|l1) to (L*())N.

Proof. By a straightforward integration by parts, we get
(6.12) Qu(©) = [ V6P +vig? = [ [V~ TP ve e clio.

Let Ty be closable. Take {,} C C2(Q) such that {¢,} is a Cauchy sequence in Hy ()
and &, — 0 in L, (). Then, it follows from @I2) that {T3(&,)} is a Cauchy sequence in
(L2(2))" and hence converges to 0 by the closability property. From (.12 again, &, — 0 in
Hy, () and hence Jy is injective.

For the converse, let {¢,} C CL(2) be such that

& — 0 in Lj,,(Q) and Tg(&,) — & in (L*(Q)V.

Then from (6.12) we get {&,} is a Cauchy sequence in Hy; (€2) and hence by injectivity of Jo,
& — 0 in Hy, (). By ([612) again, we get g = 0. 0

Lemma 6.22. T} is a closable operator from Li, () to (L*(Q))N for any fe (L ()N,
Proof. Let {¢,} C CH(Q) be such that
(6.13) & — 0 in L} () and T¢(&n) == €n — & in (LY Q)N

Let us denote £ = (f1,--, fn), & = (g1, ,gn) and &, = (97, ,9§)- Fix a cube E :=
1Y, (a;, b;) and choose any ¢ € CL(E). Consider the modified sequence {&, := ¢&,}. Then,

from (6.13]),
(6.14) & —0 in LL,.(Q) and Ty(&) = ¢T§(6n) + Vb, = g — & in (L'(Q)V.

We note that f; is locally integrable on a.e. line parallel to the i-th co-ordinate axis. We can
hence define for a.e. (z1,-- ,&i—1,Zit1, -+ ,2n) € ILj£(aj, b)),

x;
Fi(z) = —/ filr, - 21,8, Tig1, -+ ,xN) ds.
a;

We note that F; is absolutely continuous on [a;,b;] for a.e. (x1, - ,%i—1,%it1,  * ,ZN) €
II;2;(a;,b;). Denoting g, = (g7, , g ), we can then write (6.14]) as

(6.15) di(Enef™) = glel a.e. in (aj,b;) for i=1,--- ,N.
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In the above equation 9; stands for pointwise i-th partial derivative. For any i we note that

(T1, ", Ti—1, 05, Tit1, - ,ZN) & supp(p). For any x € E, integrating along i-th coordinate
direction in (G.I5I),
(erg‘n)(w) == (eFlgn)(x) - (eFign)(xla'“ y Lj—1y gy Tj1," " " ,.%'N)
;
(6.16) - / (g?eFi)(.%'l,--- sy Lig—15S, Li+1," " ,.%'N) ds.
a;
Since &, — 0 and g — g; in L}OC(Q), we obtain for a.e. (1, ,Ti—1,%Tit1, " ,IN) €

Ijzi(aj, by) - i
& — 0 and gP — pgi in L'((as, b))

Taking subsequential limit in (@I6]), for a.e. (21, -+ ,%i—1,%i11, - ,oN) € jx(a;,b;) and

a.e. x; € (a;,b;) we get,

z;
/ ((pgleFl)(mh sy Lj—1y Sy Lj41," " 71.N)d8 = 07 1= 1727”' 7N'
a

%

Hence og =0 in F. O

Corollary 6.23. Let f € (L2 ()N and assume Vy := div f+|f]2 e L} () is such that
—A 4V is an L'-subcritical operator in Q. Then the associated map Jo is injective.

Proof. Follows from lemmas [6.21] and [6.22] O
Finally, we characterise balanced potentials in the L'-subcritical operator context.

Lemma 6.24. Let V € Li () be such that —A+V is an L*-subcritical operator in Q. Then

loc
the following are equivalent:

(i) V is balanced in €2,
(ii) J is injective and VI(u) € L}, (Q) for any u € Hy (),
(iii) V s strongly balanced in SQ.
Proof. (i) = (ii): follows from definition [6.3] and corollary
(ii) = (iii): Let 2 := J(Hy(Q)) C L}, .(Q) with the norm
llz]] :== lullv.a where z=J(u),ue Hy(Q).

Therefore, Z and Hy (2) are isometric. Given any z = J(u), we write u = uy — u_ as in
lemma [5.3l Then, again as in that lemma,

J(us) = (J(u)™.
Therefore, |z] = J(uy +u_) € Z and
2l = llug + u-llv,a < lullva = =]
Thus, V, Z satisfy assumptions of proposition and hence V is strongly balanced in €.
(iii) == (i): follows from corollary 6.15] O
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Remark 6.25. If V := 1} is as in corollary [6.23] then we have that the statements (i) and
(iii) of lemma are equivalent to the following

(i) : VoJo(u) € LL.(Q) for any u € Hy, (Q).

6.5 Examples of Strongly Balanced Potentials

We now give examples of large class of strongly balanced potentials.

6.5.1 Some very general examples

Remark 6.26. Assume Qv > 0 in (.

(i) If either V= € L(Q), or VT € L (Q), then V is strongly balanced in Q. This follows

loc loc

from proposition [6.13]

(Q) for some q > 1. If Ly(Q) — L

loc

(ii) Let V* e LY

loc

strongly balanced in 2.

(Q) (where ¢’ = ), then V is

q
q—1

Lemma 6.27. Let V € L} (Q) be such that Qy = 0 in Q.

loc
(i) Ve:= 1+ eVt =V~ is a strongly balanced potential for any e > 0.
(ii) V.:=V+ — (1 — €V~ is a strongly balanced potential for any e > 0.
(iii) Define V,, := min{V,n}. Then V is strongly balanced in 2 if Qv, = 0 in Q for some n.

Proof. (i) Clearly Qv. »= 0 in . Now, for any compact set K C Q and & € WCI’OO(Q),

1iE/I(K+|€|=/I(V+|€|SCK(/KV+|€|2>%SC—\/KE(/KEVJF|§|2>%SC—;\/QVE(@.

(ii) We note that
e [ VIR <@g o), vee wim(@).
Q

We may assume e < 1 as otherwise the result is obvious by remark [6.26/i). As above,

1i6/K‘7e|€|=/KV|€|§C—fg(/KeV|§|2>%§c—i Qp, ().

That V, is strongly balanced in Q follows from proposition [G.13

(iii) Noting that V,, is a strongly balanced potential (since it is bounded above), the result
follows from the identity
V =min{V,n} + (V — n)X{VZn}

and proposition [6.19(ii). O
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6.5.2 Balanced potentials whose positive and negative singularities are separated

We now define a class of potentials whose positive and negative singularities are separated.

Definition 6.28. Let V() denote the class of functions V € L} () for which we can find

loc

a cover of by open sets {U;} , U; @ , such that either V' is bounded on Uj or else there
exists an open set O; satisfying U; € O; € 2 and V™ is bounded on O;.

Proposition 6.29. Let V € V(Q).
(1) If hi,he € LS .(Q) and hy nonnegative, then hiV + hy € V(Q).

loc

(ii) tV+ — sV~ € V(Q) for all t,s > 0.

Proof. We take the cover {U;} for V. The same cover works for iV + hy and tV* — sV,
t,s > 0. O

Example 6.30. (i) If V* or V=~ € L (Q), then clearly V € V(Q) (we simply take {U;}

loc
to be any countable collection of open balls covering §2).

(ii) If there exists a compact set K and an open set O € € such that

K CO, supV < +o00 and infV > —oo,
O\K o

then V € V(). In this case we take any open set U such that K C U € O to be a
member of the open cover and note that V' is bounded from above outside K.

(iii) Let S := {z;} be a discrete set of points in 2 contained in an open set U C R" such that
U C Q. Associated to each x; we choose o; € (—N,0) and a; > 0 such that Y, a; < oo.
Then, any V € L}, () such that

0§V§Zai|x—xi|ai a.e. nU and V <0a.e. in Q\U

is in V(2). Indeed, we choose open balls B; € U centered at the singularity x; and
excluding other singularities. Noting that V is locally bounded above outside the union
of these balls, it is easy to construct the cover {U;} as required by the definition
by enlarging the collection {B;}. We can easily generalise this example by replacing
the point singularities {x;} by a disjoint sequence of compact sets {K;} containing the
positive singularities of V.

(iv) Let U and {a;} be as in (iii). Let S := {;} be any countable set such that S € U
(S maybe even dense in a portion of U). Choose o € (—N,0). Then any V € L} (Q)
satisfying

OgVSZai]x—xi]aa.e. inU and V<0ae. in Q\U

will be in V() as it satisfies conditions in example (ii).
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(v) Suppose there exist zp € €2 and a sequence of open balls B, (zg), €, > 0, contained in
 such that
supV = +o00 and ing = —oo for all n.
Be, e

Then V' is not in V().

Proposition 6.31. Let V € V(Q) be such that Qy = 0 in Q. Then V is strongly balanced in
Q.

Proof. Let ¢ € W2(Q). Let the cover {U;} be as given in the definition If V7T is
bounded on U; then clearly

(6.17) / V¢l < (supV*)/ €]

j Uj Uj
If not, we can obtain open set O; as in definition on which V'~ is bounded. Choose
¢ € C2(0;), 0< ¢ < 1and ¢ =1 on U;. Then, by 5.1,

o) [ vigso( [ vides var@) <o [ 16+ vare)

J

From (6I7) and (6I8]) we get that for any Uj,

/_vﬂgm%(/@mum)-

UJ
Given a compact set K C 2 we can cover K by finitely many U;’s and use the above inequality
to verify the inequality in (6.6]) holds. O

Example 6.32. Let N >3, a4, € Q, o; € (1, N/2) and ¢; € R for i = 1,--- , N. We choose
leil > 1 if a; = 1. Define

L= (c]z—ail|~®, - ,enle —an|™®), Vp:=div T + T2

Using the proposition [6.31 we can check that Vj (and hence any locally integrable V' > Vj)
is strongly balanced in 2.

For more examples of potentials satisfying the conditions in the proposition[6.31] see corollary

and remark I1.71

6.5.3 Balanced potentials whose energy space imbeds in Hlloc

The following result shows that a large class of locally integrable functions that fall in the
framework of [16] are balanced potentials. We also remark that this result allows a balanced
potential to oscillate infinitely often near a singularity, but not in a “wild” manner; see remark
in this context. Example (see again remark [6.45]) shows that the assumption on V™
made in the following lemma is sharp.

2N

Lemma 6.33. Let V € L} (Q) be such that V¥ € LY (Q) when N >3 and V't € LY (Q)

loc loc

for some p > 1 when N = 2. If Qv = 0 in Q and Ly (Q) — H} (Q), then V is strongly

loc
balanced in Q. Same conclusion holds if above conditions are imposed on V~ instead of V.
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Proof. Let N > 3. We estimate for any ball B € Q and £ € Wcl’OO(Q),

/BV+|§| </B(V+)5—$>%(/B|£|%)%

< élléllm (s
< cpVQv(§).

A simple covering argument shows that V is strongly balanced in Q. A similar proof holds
for N =1,2. The case of V™ can be shown using proposition [6.13[1). O
Next, we make the following definition which plays a main role in showing the equivalence of
L' and feeble L? criticalities (see proposition [0.7):

Definition 6.34. We call V € L] () a tame potential in Q if V is balanced in Q and
vVt e Ll (Q) for somep > & (N >2).

loc

Lemma 6.35. Let V € LV (Q) for some p > & when N >2 and V € L}, (Q) when N = 1.
If Qv = 0 in Q, then V is strongly balanced (infact, tame) in Q.

IN

Proof. We shall use some results from [26] to show the lemma. If —A + V is L!-critical in
Q, let & > 0 denote the ground state solution of this operator. Fix a ball B € § and a
Y € C(B) such that [, 1 ® # 0. Consider the quadratic form

2 1
, EEW™(Q).

Qe =auie)+| [ ve

Let () denote the Hilbert space obtained by completing the space £(€) := (W2 (Q), (Q) 3 ).
It can be shown (see theorem 1.4 in [26]) that the above quadratic forms generate equivalent
norms on H(Q) as such ¢ € C(Q) is varied. Then from proposition 3.1 in [26] we obtain
that if —A + V is Ll-subcritical in §, then £y(Q) — H. (Q) and if —A + V is Ll-critical
in €, then E(Q) — H!

10c(€2). We can proceed as in the proof of the last lemma to conclude
noting that

‘/§2¢5‘§03/3|5|-

Remark 6.36. Since all our results beginning from section [ are valid for any tame potential,
it follows that they generalise (in view of the above lemma) the corresponding results in
Murata [20] and Pinchover-Tintaraev [26].

O

We provide examples of potentials for which a strengthened version of assumption (ii) of
definition is enough to ensure that it is strongly balanced.

Proposition 6.37. Let N > 3 and Vy = div  + |£2 where £ := (f1,-- , fn) satisfies the
following conditions (fori=1,--- ,N):
4N

(i) fi € Ly ()

loc

(ii) (0if;) w € L},.(Q) for any w € H} (Q).

loc

IfV e L}OC(Q) is such that V- >tV in Q for some t € (0,1), then V is strongly balanced in
Q.
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Proof. From theorem 2.3] it follows that Qy; = 0 in . Fix any ¢ € (0,1). Then, Ly, (2) —
H} (Q). We note that for any w € H} () and any ball B € ,

loc loc

[ EPll < 1P, gy, ol g, < oo
B LN+2(B)" L

Therefore, from Proposition [6.17] we obtain that tVj is strongly balanced in 2. That V is also
strongly balanced follows from proposition [6.19 (ii). O

Let 9; and 9 stand respectively for the i-th distributional and pointwise derivatives. In what
follows we fix a generic cube E := IIIY [a;,b;] € Q. First we state the following standard
result :

Proposition 6.38. Let f € LY(E). If oif € LY (E), then for a.e. ¥ € TN, la;,bi] the
function f(-,%) is absolutely continuous on [a1,b1] and O1f(-, %) = K f(-, &) a.e. in [a1,bi].
Corresponding statement holds for any i =2,--- | N.

We now provide easier to verify sufficient conditions ensuring assumption (ii) of proposition
[6.37] holds.

Proposition 6.39. (i) Let f; € L2 (). Suppose that for any cube E € Q, we can write
8,f, as

(6.19)  0ifi = 094+ — Oig— where gi € L*(E), 99+ € L'(E) and 8;g+ > 0.
Then 0; f; satisfies condition (ii) in proposition [6.37

(ii) Let fi € L? (Q) and O, f1 € L} (). Suppose that for any cube E € (2,

loc loc

b1 2
/N [ | (/ |(91f1|d$1> dT < 0.
I 5 [as,b; a1

Then (6I9) holds for fi. A corresponding statement is true for any i = 2,--- N.

(iii) If fi € L2 (), Oif; € L: () and 0;f; is locally bounded above (or below), then f;

loc loc

satisfies condition (i) in proposition [6.37.

() and any ¢ € CL(E)

Proof. (i) For convenience, we may take i = 1. For w € H]
nonnegative, by Tonelli’s theorem and proposition 6.38],

1

b1
— —/ droy - - dmN/ g:l:al(’w’()o) dxy
Hi\;Q[ai,bi] a

1
= —/Egi81(|w|g0) < +o0.

b1
/ (Orge)wlp = / dwy - dox / (B192) wle da
E N, [a;,bi] a

(ii) We define

1
gi(xl,ic) = / (31f1)i(t,i') dt, xr1 € [al,bl] for a.e. T € Hﬁiﬂai,bi].

al
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We also have g+ € L*(E), 019+ = (01 f1)F € L'(E) and hence 0, f; = 0194 — O19_.

(iii) We note that on any cube E € 2, we have 0;(Cz; = f;) > 0 for some constant Cr > 0
and can apply Tonelli’s theorem as above. O

Corollary 6.40. If f1(z) = p(z1)n(x2, 23, -+, zN) for some p € I/Vlicl(R) andn € L (RN-1),
then f1 satisfies the assumptions of proposition [6.39 (ii) and hence ([619) holds.

See also example [[T.3] and theorem 4.1 in [16] in the context of the above two results.

Remark 6.41. From the construction of g+ in proposition [6.39 (ii) it is clear that (619
always holds if we relax the requirement g+ € L2 (Q) to g+ € L} ().

6.5.4 Some well-known potentials are balanced

We provide some examples of strongly balanced potentials not in Lf’oc for some p > % and as

well as not in the class V.

Example 6.42. (i) Let N > 3 and 1/Sy denote the norm of the imbedding @é’Q(RN) —
L%(RN). Assume V € L} () satisfies HV‘HL%(Q) < 8%. Then Q_y~ = 0 in Q and
hence —V~ is strongly balanced in Q by remark [6.26] (i). Thus V is strongly balanced
in by proposition (ii). Using example (v), we can choose V1, V™~ such that
V' is not in V().

(ii) Let V, W be as in proposition [6.19(ii). Suppose that
- 1
cB ::/ — < +o0o for any ball B € (.
s W

Then
0= L e < v

That is, we additionally have that —A 4+ V + W is an L'— subcritical operator in €.

We now give some examples that involve Hardy type potentials.

Example 6.43. Let N > 3 and consider the Hardy constant Hy := (NZ2)2.

(i) Let {z;}%_, c RN and choose {a;}¥_, C R\ {0} such that

k

o= Zmax{ai,O} < Hpy.
i=1

Define i
Vie) = =S aile — il %0 ¢ {o1,02, - 2},
1

Then, we can write V = V)4 V; by summing all the poles with a; < 0 to get V, and those
with a; > 0 to get V3. It can be shown that Qy, = 0 in RY (and Ly (RY) < D}O’i(RN)

if « < Hy); see proposition 1.2 in [10]. Since V; < 0, it is strongly balanced in Q. Thus,
by proposition B.I9(ii), V is a strongly balanced potential in R,
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(ii) If {a;}¥_, in the previous example are chosen so that

k
a; < Hy and Zai < Hy,
1

then we can find atleast one configuration of poles {xi}le C RY so that Qy = 0 in
RY and Ly (RY) — 35’2(RN) (see theorem 1.1 in [9]). We see that V € V(RY) from
example (iii) and hence is strongly balanced in R,

(iii) We take S := {x;} C R¥ to be a countable dense set and {a;} be a sequence of positive
numbers whose sum is not bigger than Hy. Consider the Hardy potential with poles

on the dense set S:
V(z):=— Zaﬁx — x| 2.
i

Recalling that —A — Hy|z|~2 is a non-negative operator in RY, we obtain for any

£ e C2RY),
1 _
L ver 2 g S [ et a2 o [ el == [ ve

Thus Qy = 0 in RY and since V < 0 it is a strongly balanced (infact a tame) potential
in RY. Indeed, V ¢ L= (B) for any ball B.

(iv) Consider the critical Hardy operator —A+V, V := —Hy|z|~2, on any bounded domain
U C RY,N > 3. Then it is well known that the operator is L'-subcritical in U and
Ly (U) & H(U). Clearly, V is tame in U.

For more examples of strongly balanced potentials see corollaries [1.5land I1.6]in §11.2. These
examples require some further results than presented so far.

6.6 Examples of non balanced potentials

The previous discussion shows that if the negative and positive parts of the potential V' do
not interact too much, then the potential is balanced. We describe below a non balanced
potential that oscillates infinitely often near its point singularity. We also point out that
these oscillations are “wild” in the sense of remark below.

Example 6.44. Denote B := B1(0) C RY, N > 3 and fix any t € (0,1). Let Hy = (£52)?

denote the critical Hardy constant. We take any ¢ € (0, Hy/4 ], @ < 0 and consider the
potential
Vo(z) := —c sin®(|z|*)|z|™%, =€ B.

Define then the vectorfield fa = (vV—V4,0,---,0). Thanks to Hardy’s inequality we have
Q—4|fa\2 =@y, =0 in B.
By setting o, = div l:“a, an explicit computation gives,

Tale) = Ve (alal® cos(|z|?) — sin(|al*)]a| ),
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We choose o > 2 — N and check that o, € L'(B). Now, by theorem 4.1 (iii) in [16],
2 2 1,00
| [ o] [ 1veP veewi=)
B B

In particular, o, € H l;cl(B ). It is easy to see from the above inequality that we can identify

Hio, (B) with HY(B). If we choose 8 € (252, 0), then

ws(z) == |z|® — 1 € HY(B).

A straightforward consideration involving radial-angular coordinates shows that

(6.20) oawp & L'(B(0)) for any €€ (0,1] if a+B<2—N.
Therefore, for any a € (2 — N, 25%) we may find 8 € (252, 0) such that (G.20) holds. Hence
to, is not balanced in B for any a € (2 — N, 25Y). O

2N

Remark 6.45. We note that o} ¢ LZIZ? (B) if a < 258 and hence for such a the potential
tog for t € (0,1) does not satisfy the assumptions of lemma [6.331 Conversely, if o > %,

N
then o, € L1\2’7+2(B) and lemma [6.33] ensures that to, is balanced in B for t € (0,1). Thus,
balanced potentials are allowed to oscillate infinitely often near a singularity as long as these
oscillations are not “wild”.

7 AAP principle in the space of Distributions for general non-
negative operators

In theorems and [L.7] below, we will show that given a non-negative quadratic form Qy in
Q with V € L? (Q) for some p > & (N > 2), the set €y/() is non-empty and the converse
for any V € L}, ().

loc

7.1 Cy(Q) # 0 implies Qy = 0 in

We recall the following well-known result (whose proof is given in the appendix 12.2):

Proposition 7.1. Let Q, be a bounded open set, W € L} (S),W >0, f € L=(Q.), f > 0.
If u € Hol(Q*) is a mon-negative nonzero weak solution of —Au+ Wu = f in Q,, then

[ wspaes [ wes [ (D)e wecmm

In particular, f/u € L} ().

loc

We extend the above result to the distributional framework for any V € L} ().

loc

Theorem 7.2. Let V € L}, () and ® € Cy(Q) (i.e., ® # 0, ® > 0 satisfies —AP+ VS > h
in D'(Q) for some non-negative h € L} (). Then,

loc
(7.1) Qv(§) > /

(%) dx,  VEe WHe(Q).
Q

In particular, h/® € L} (9).

loc
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Proof. From theorem we obtain that ® > 0 a.e. in 2. Now if both h =0 and V~ = 0,
then the result follows immediately. Therefore, we may assume h + V~® # 0 in . Define
the truncation function

ko if s>k,
Te(s) =142 s f0<s<k
0 if s<0.

For each k € N define
Hy =Ty (h+ V™ ®) e L™(Q).

Note that
0<H,<H, 1< <h+V dcL..(Q).

Fix a € € Wcl’OO(Q) and choose an open bounded set 2, € 2 with smooth boundary which
contains the support of & as well as so that h + V~® # 0 in ,. In particular, we have that
Hy # 0 in Q, for all large k.

Consider then the unique nonnegative (distributional) solution wy of the Dirichlet problem
(7.2) — Awy, + V+wk = Hp, wgé€ Hol (Q*),

whose existence is ensured by corollary It is also the case that wy > 0 a.e. in 2, for all
large k since we have Hy # 0 in €, for all large k.

Claim: wy < ® a.e. in Q..
Proof of claim: Let Q.. be a bounded open subset of €2 with Q, € Q. € €. Since Vo €
Li (Q), by proposition 210, we get ® € Wl’l(Q). We use the following version of Kato’s

loc loc

inequality (see proof of proposition B.5 in [5]):
Kato: Let u, f € L'(Q,) solve — Au < f in D'(€,). Then, — A(u™) < Xfuz0yf in D'(Q).

‘We note that
—Awy, — @) < =V (w, — @) in D'(€2,).

Therefore, by the above Kato’s inequality,
~Aw, — )" < —X{wk_¢20}V+(wk —®) <0in D'(Q).

Further, since ® > 0 and ® € I/Vli’cl(Q), we get that (wr, — ®)T = 0 on 9. From lemma
211, we get (wy — ®)T < 0 a.e. This proves the claim.

By similar arguments as in the claim above, but applied to wy — wg41, we conclude that
0 <wp < wkgq in Q.

Let wr — weo a.e. Note that 0 < we < ® and wy, #Z 0. By dominated convergence theorem,
Wj — Weg 1N L}OC(Q*) and hence wq, is a distributional solution of —Awe+V Twe = h+V @
in Q.. From theorem 2.12] we conclude that ws, > 0 a.e. in ..

From (Z.2) and proposition [[.Jl we conclude that for all large k,
H
(7.3) / Vel da +/ Ve > / <—k> €.
Q. Qs Q. \ Wk
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Noting that pointwise we have

Hy  Tp(h+V~— Q) . h+V~-®

Wi W Woo

a.e. in €1,

and applying Fatou Lemma, we conclude

liminf/ <ﬂ> 522/ (M) 2.
k—o00 Q. \ Wk Q. Woo

Finally, since we < @, from (.3]) and the above inequality we obtain,

vers [ ves [weps [ vie- [ v (2)es [ (1) e
Q. Q. Q. Q. Q. Woo AN

Since £ was any test function with support in €2, the theorem follows. O

Remark 7.3. If in the above theorem
inf h >0 f B e
inf — or an e
B @ Y

then in fact we obtain that £y () — L?

loc

regular (say in L} () for some p > ).

(©). This is a situation one encounters when V' is

We can now state a version of the above theorem for the energy supersolution.

Proposition 7.4. Assume V € L} (),V is balanced and —A +V is L'—subcritical (i.e.,
Ly(Q) < LL (). Given a non-negative non-zero function f € L} (Q), let u € Hy () be

loc
an enerqgy supersolution of —Au+ Vu = f. That is,
ava > [ f& VO<EeWiT@)
Q

Then,

(7.4) w© = [ (3) e wewt=aq)

o \J(u)
Proof. 1t follows from lemma and proposition that J(u) is a non-negative non-zero
distributional supersolution. In particular, from theorem 2.12] J(u) > 0 a.e. in Q. The result
now follows from theorem O

7.2 V*telLl (Q) for some p> T and Qv = 0 in Q imply Cy(Q) # 0

From standard existence results for Green’s function (see, for instance, [33]), we have :

Proposition 7.5. Let V* € L} (Q) for somep > % (N >2) and Q. € Q be a domain with

loc

smooth boundary. Then, there exists a Green’s function G for —A + V7T in Q, satisfying the
following properties:

(1) G: % xQ =R, G>01inQy, G(z,y) =Gy, z),
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(ii) G(z,y) ~ d(x) (the distance to the boundary function) uniformly for x near 02 and y
restricted to a compact subset of Q) and

(iii) for a given f € L*>®(8), the very weak solution of the boundary value problem
(~A+VHu=f in Q. u=0 on O
is given by the Green’s representation formula u(x) = fﬂ* G(z,y)f(y)dy.

Remark 7.6. The existence of Green’s function, Green’s representation formula as well as
Harnack inequality can be ensured under weaker assumptions on V', for example, member-
ship in the local Morrey spaces or the local Kato class. Consequently, the analysis done here
can be modified to handle these more general situations without changing the final results.

Theorem 7.7. Let N > 2. Assume V € L} (Q), V* € LV (Q) for somep > L (N >2)
and Qv = 0 in Q. Then there exists a non-negative Radon measure p and an a.e. positive
function u € VVlig(Q) foranyl <q< % which is a distributional solution of —Au+Vu = p

in Q. In particular, Cy (Q) # 0.

Proof. Consider an exhaustion {€,,}5°_; of Q by open bounded sets €2,,, with smooth bound-
ary such that Q,, € Q11 € Q. Let V7 = min{V~,n},n € N. Define

(7.5) g Jan VP (VT - Vi)e
' T e (Qm\ {0} Ja,, ¢ '

Using the assumption Qv > 0 in 2, we obtain that A, ,, > 0. Since V1 € L%(Qm), there
exists a non-negative function wu, ,, € H&(Qm) that achieves the above infimum. Clearly wy, ,,
solves the following equation in the H!— weak sense:

_Auan + V+un,m = (Vn_ + An7m)un7m ln Qm,
(76) Un,m > 0in Qm§

Up,m = 0 on 0€,.

Again by the assumption on V', we note that u,, is continuous in Q,,. Fix a ball By € Q.
Let z, ,, € By denote a point at which wu, ,,, achieves its minimum in By, that is:

(7.7) Unm (Tnm) < Unm(z) for all x € By.

Let G, be the (positive) Green’s function for —A + V' on §2,. We now normalise Up,m AS:

Wnm = Upm/Pnm Where
(7.9 e 5= [ OV 0+ M ()G () > 0.
Define
(7.9) Jom = (Vi 4 Anm) Wnm-
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Clearly wy, m € H&(Qm) satisfies in the H!—weak sense:

_Awn,m + V+wn,m = fn,m in Q,, Wn,m >0 in Qyy,
(7.10)

me FamW)Gm (Tnm,y)dy = 1.

From Green’s function representation,
Qm

We note from the above expression and the normalisation in (ZI0) that wy m(2nm) = 1 for
all n,m. Clearly, from (7)) and the above normalisation,

(7.11) 1 = Wy (Tp,m) < Wy m(z) for all z € By.

Fix mp > 1. We note that Gy, > Gy, on Qy,, for all m > mg (proof similar to that of the
claim in theorem [(.2]) and hence,

v(mp) := _min  Gpt1(x,y) > 0.
z€B0,YyEQm,
Therefore,
Gm(xn,may) > ’Y(mO) Vn > 1,m > mg+ 1ay € Qmo-
Consequently,
(7.12) Vn>1,m>mo+1: ~y(mo) fom < frm(Y)Gm (Tn,m, y)dy < 1.

Thus, we get that,

1
v(mo)

(7.13) an7m”Ll(QmO) < forall n>1,m>mg+1 and mg > 1.

Consider the very weak solution v, ,, of the following problem for n > 1,m > mg + 2:

_Awn,m + V+¢n,m = fn,m in Qmo+27
T;Z)n,m >0 in Qm0+2;

Ynm =0 on 0Qp,42.

In what follows ¢ will denote any number in the interval [1, i257). By the estimate in (2.4)
in proposition 2.9 and (T.12]),

||7/)n,m||wol"1(gm0+2)

< C q,m fn,m 1(Qm,
(7.14) c( O frmll L1 (g +2)

(g;m0)
< v(m0+(’2), VYn > 1,m > mg+ 3.

We note that hy, m, 1= Wy m — Yn,m solves the following equation for all n > 1,m > mg + 2 :

{ ~Ahp g+ Vb m = 0in Qg 12,

hpm >0 on 0,42
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By the weak comparison principle, hy , > 0 in Q,,,42. By using Harnack’s inequality we
obtain that

sup hpm < C(mg) inf hy . < C(mo)inf by < C(mo)hnm (Tnm)
Qmgy+1 Qmg+1 Bg

(7.15) < C(mo)wn,m(znm) = C(mg), Yn>1,m > mg + 2.

Therefore, {—Ah,, .} is a bounded sequence in LP(€,,+1). Therefore, by standard elliptic
regularity and (Z.I5]) we obtain that (for different constants C'(my)),

[hnmllwer@,,) < C(mo) (||hn,mHLp(Qm0+l) + ||V+hn7mHLP(QmO+1))
< o) (L+ IV @) ) Mm% (210
(7.16) < C(mo)(l + |yv+|ym(gmo+1)) Vi > 1,m > mo+ 2.

From the above estimates (Z.I4]) and (Z.I6) we obtain
|wnmllwra(@m,) < Clg,m0), Yn = 1,m >mo+ 3.

In what follows, we fix r to be the Holder conjugate of p, and we note that r € [1, %) The
last inequality together with Sobolev imbedding means that

7.17 Wpm N > 1,m > mg+ 3} is relatively compact in L™ (Qn,), Ymg > 1.
) 0

Consider the diagonal sequence {wy, ,,} which we will denote by {v,}. By (ZI7), there exists a
subsequence of {v;, }, which we will denote by {v,,,(1)} and a non-negative function uy € L" (1)
such that

Up,(1) = w1 in L7(Q1) as j — oo.

Considering now the sequence {vnj(l)} and again applying (CI7) to it, we obtain a subse-
quence of {v,, (1)}, which we will denote by {v,,,(2)}, and a non-negative function uy € L"(£22)
such that

Up,(2) = u2 in L"(€) as j — oo.

It is easy to see that u; = us in 1. Proceeding inductively, we obtain subsequences {vnj (m)}
and non-negative functions u,, € L"(€,) such that

{Unj(erl)}j C {Unj(m)}j for all m;

(7.18) Un(m) — Um D L"(Q,,) as j — oo, for each m € N;
Uy = U1 10 Q.

Define

(7.19) u € L, () as: u=uy, on Qpy,m=1,2,3,---.

We note that each v, (,,) solves :
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Take any £ € C2°(Q2), £ > 0. Choose m such that support of £ is contained in Q,,. Letting
j — oo in the above equation with such a &, using (ZI8)-(ZI9), the assumption V*t € L (Q)
and Fatou’s lemma on the right hand side, we get,

/Qu(—A£+V+€) 2/Qv—ug.

Since £ > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain that —Awu+ Vu > 0 in the sense of distributions. Define
the non-negative Radon measure y := —Au + Vu. Then, we get that u is a distribution
solution of —Au+ Vu = p in Q. From (ZI9) and (ZII]) we get that u is non-negative in

and infp, u > 1. Appealing to theorem [2.12] we obtain that « > 0 a.e. in Q. That u € Wl’q(Q)

loc
for ¢ € [1, %) follows from proposition 2101 O

Theorem 7.8 (AAP Principle in D'(Q)). Assume V € L} ().
(i) If ev(Q) 7& @ then QV >0 1in Q.

(i) Conversely, if N > 2, V* € LV (Q) for somep > & and Qv = 0 in Q, then Cy () # 0.
(iii) When N =1, we have Qv = 0 in Q iff Cy () # 0.

Proof. The case N > 2 follows from theorems and [.7. When N = 1 we refer to theorem
3.1 in [12. O

8 AAP principle for L!-subcritical operators with balanced
potential

Our assumptions on V' are rather weak and may prevent the existence of a Green’s function
for the operator —A + V in Q. Nevertheless, if the operator is L'-subcritical, within the
energy space Hy (§2) it continues to retain the unique solvability and monotonicity properties
that are usually implied by the existence of a nonnegative Green’s function.

Lemma 8.1. Let V € L (Q) and Qv = 0 in Q. Then, —A + V is L'-subcritical in Q if
and only if there exists a (unique) energy solution (see definition [3.7) u € Hy () solving
—Au+Vu=f for any f € L°(Q). Indeed, if f is nonnegative, then so is J(u).

Proof. Let —A +V be Ll-subcritical, i.e., L1/ () < L}
the continuous linear map

(Q). Take any f € L°(€2). Define

®p:LL. () =R by &sh) ;:/th.

Then ®; is continuous on Ly (2), and can therefore be uniquely extended to a continuous
linear map on Hy (£2). Using Riesz representation theorem, we can find a unique u € Hy ()
satisfying

(8.1) avolu,h) = ®p(h), Vhe Wh>(Q).

Conversely, assume that the operator equation is solvable in Hy () (in the energy sense) for
cach given f € L(Q). By density of W2 °(Q) in Hy (Q) such a solution is unique. Suppose
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that Ly (Q) # Li,.(Q2). Then, we may find a ball B € 2 and a sequence {&,} C W2 () such
that &, — 0 in Hy (Q), but inf,, [ |£,] > 0. By considering |&,] in place of &, and noting that
Qv (&) = Qv (|&n]), we may assume without loss of generality that &, > 0. Let u € Hy (2) be
the energy solution of —Au + Vu = xp. It then follows that fB én =avo(u, &) — 0asn—
oco. This gives a contradiction, thereby showing the imbedding £y () — L], ().

The assertion that J(u) > 0 whenever f > 0 follows from lemma O

The following corollary shows that L' —subcritical operators with balanced potentials possess
a hidden nonnegative Green’s function.

Corollary 8.2. Let V € Li, (Q) be such that Qv = 0 in Q. Then,

(i) If V is balanced in Q and —A + V is L'-subcritical in Q, then given any f € L°(Q),
there exists a unique distributional solution u, € L}, .(Q) obtained as u, = J(u) for

some u € Hy (), solving —Auy + Vu, = f. Indeed, if f is nonnegative, then so is the
corresponding solution .

(ii) Conversely, if for any compact subset K of Q with positive measure, the problem —Au+
Vu = xx admits a nonnegative distributional solution u, then —A +V is L'-subcritical
in .

Proof. (i) Follows from the above lemma and proposition

(ii) We take any such compact K and the coresponding solution u. From theorem [2.12] we
have u > 0 a.e. in Q and from theorem [T.2] we obtain that Qv = w := xx /u in Q. Therefore,

([ ) vav@= ([ ) ([ wer) > [ 16 weemwe=@.

O

Remark 8.3. From the above results, it is clear that if V is balanced and —A + V is
L'—subcritical in Q, there exists no nonzero u € Hy () such that u, = J(u) solves in
the distributional sense —Au, + Vu, = 0 in Q. In other words, in this situation, the only
distributional solution u, € J(Hy(Q)) to —Au+ Vu =0 in Q is the trivial solution.

Corollary 8.4. Let V € L}OC(Q) and Qv = 0 in ). Suppose for some €y chosen to be positive
if —A +V is L-critical in ) and zero otherwise, there exists fo € LS°(Q) such that the
problem —Au+ (V 4 €g)u = fo has no distribution solution in 2. Then V is not a balanced

potential in §2.

Proof. Suppose V is balanced in Q. Then by proposition [6.6l(ii), V + ¢( is balanced in 2. We
note that the operator —A +V + ¢ is L'-subcritical in € and apply corollary to conclude
that for any f € L2°(Q2) we obtain a distributional solution of —Au+ (V +¢p)u= fin Q. O

Corollary 8.5. Let V € L}OC(Q) and Qv = 0 in Q). Suppose for some €y chosen to be positive
if —A+V is L'-critical in Q and zero otherwise, we have Cy 1, (Q) = 0 (see definition [I.3).
Then, V is not balanced in ).
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Proof. Follows by the contrapositive argument as above and noting that if f € L2°(Q), f # 0
is chosen nonnegative, the corresponding distributional solution will be positive a.e. in
from corollary and theorem [2.12] O

But, we can show that the above results imply the existence of a positive distributional
solution to the equation —Awu + Vu =0 on any “strict” sub-domain of 2.

Proposition 8.6. Assume V € L} (), V is balanced in Q and —A+V is L'—subcritical in
Q. Then, given any compact set K € Q with positive measure, there exists an a.e. positive

distribution solution w satisfying (—A+V)u =0 in Q\ K .

Proof. Since —A + V is L'-subcritical, by corollary we can solve (—A + V)u = xx in
D'(Q) with u > 0. From proposition [ZI0] we can find a quasicontinuous representative of u,
which solves the same PDE as u in the distributional sense, and from theorem 2.12], we get
u > 0 a.e. in €. O

Corollary 8.7. Assume V € Li (Q),V is balanced in Q and —A +V is L'—subcritical in

loc
Q. Then, Cy(Q) contains an infinite set of linearly independent functions.

Proposition 8.8. Assume that V € L, (Q) is a balanced potential and —A +V is L'—
subcritical in Q. Suppose additionally that for some compact submanifold 3 contained in €,
the restriction map

Lv(Q) = LYE), &—¢s

1
loc

is continuous. Then there exists an a.e. positive distributional solution u € L; () solving

—Au+Vu=01inQ\ 2.

Proof. By Riesz representation argument, for any h € L>®(X), h > 0,h # 0, we obtain an
Energy solution u, € Hy (£2) such that

ay (uy, ) = /Z hédy,  VE € Whe(Q).

For simplicity we let h = 1 on . We can then proceed as in proposition to show that
u = J(u,) is a nonnegative distribution solution of —Au + Vu = v in Q. Therefore, u # 0
and —Au+Vu=0in Q\ X. O

Remark 8.9. The main point of the above results is that Harnack inequality may fail for
the operator —A + V. It seems natural to push the arguments in proposition further by
taking a sequence {K,,} of compact sets approaching the boundary (or point at infinity) of {2
and show that the corresponding sequence of solutions {u,} converges (up to a subsequence)
locally to an a.e. positive function u solving (—A + V)u = 0 in the distributional sense in
the full domain €. Such an argument seems to require Harnack-type inequality for its success
(see [2], and [27] for further generalisations).

This motivates the following
Open problem : Assume V € L} (Q),V is balanced and —A + V is L'—subcritical in 2.
Does 0 € My (£2) ?

Corollary 8.10. Assume V € L} (Q),V is balanced and —A +V is L'—subcritical in Q.
Then, there exists an open dense subset U of ) and an a.e. positive distribution solution u
satisfying (A +V)u=0 in U.
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Proof. Take a compact K C §2 to be any “Cantor-like” set with positive measure and empty
interior. Then U := Q\ K is an open dense subset of 2 and then we apply proposition O

Proposition 8.11 (AAP Principle in Hy (Q2) for L' —subcritical operator). Let V € L} ()
be such that Qy = 0 in Q. Then —A +V is L'-subcritical in S iff there exists u € Hy (£2)
and f € L} () with infp f > 0 for any ball B € Q such that —Au+ Vu = f in the energy
sense in €.

Proof. Let —A + V be L'-subcritical. Consider an exhaustion {£2,} of by open sets such
that B
Q,€Q, Q,C Qy1.

Set K1 :=Q and K11 := Q11 \ Qp (for n > 1). Note that given a compact set K C €2,
(8.2) {neN: KNK, # 0} is a finite set.

By lemma [R] there exists u,, € Hy (), u, # 0 such that
aV,Q(un’g) = /QXKnga v£ € WCLOO(Q)

Setting

||ug||v9 Z 2 HU]HVQ

"1
'O":ZZ 72
ji

we have also

ay.0 Pna / fné, VEE WIOO(Q)

We easily see that

1 .
pn—>u::Z_— Y Fv(£2).

Concerning the sequence {f,}, from the observation (82]) we see that

1 XK 1 Xk .1
Z 1 . Z _2 m Lloc(Q)'
j= j=1

P Tuglv Tugllv

Note that infg f > 0 for any ball B € Q. Therefore, for each ¢ € Wcl’oo(Q) we have
av,alpn,§) = ava(u,§) and [, fo€ = [, f€ Hence, we get in the limit:

ave(u,€) = /Q € VE e Wo(Q).

Conversely, let u € Hy (£2) be an energy solution of (—A+V)u = f for some f € L}, () with
infp f > 0 for any ball B € © . Suppose that £1/(Q) % Li (). Then, we may find a ball
B € Q and a sequence {£,} C W™ (Q) such that &, — 0 in Hy (), but inf,, J51én| > 0. By

43



considering || in place of £, and noting that Qv (§,) = Qv (|&]), we may assume without
loss of generality that §, > 0. It then follows that

inf/ f&n > (i%ff)inf/ & >0 and ayo(u,§,) -0 as n — oo.
nJa n JB

This gives a contradiction to the assumption that u is the energy solution of —Au+ Vu = f,
thereby showing the imbedding Ly () < LI (Q). O

loc

Theorem 8.12 (AAP Principle in D’(Q) for L'—subcritical operator). Let V € L () be
such that Qv > 0 in €.

(i) Let V be balanced in Q. If —A + V is L'-subcritical in ), then there exists an a.e.
positive function u, € L} () (obtained as u, = J(u) for some u € Hy(Q)) and

f € LL.(Q) with infg f > 0 for any ball B € Q, solving —Au, + Vu, = f in the sense
of distributions in €.

(ii) Conversely, if there exists a nonnegative function u € L} () and f € Li (Q) with

loc loc

infg f > 0 for any ball B € ), solving —Au + Vu = f in the sense of distributions in
Q, then —A +V is L'-subcritical in .

Proof. (i) follows from proposition RI1] proposition [6.7, lemma and theorem 2.12]

(ii) follows in the same way as the proof of corollary (ii) by noting that w := f/u satisfies
1/w € Li (). O

loc

9 Equivalence of L' and L?-subcriticality notions

9.1 Equivalence of L'- and global L?-subcriticality when V is balanced

When V is balanced, it is a rather straightforward affair to prove the equivalence of the
notions of L'- and global L?- subcriticalities as the following result shows:
Proposition 9.1. Assume V € L} (Q) is such that Qv = 0 in €.
(i) Let V be balanced in Q. Then —A+V is globally L?-subcritical in Q if it is L'-subcritical
in Q.
(i) —A +V is L'-subcritical in S if it is globally L?-subcritical in ).

Proof. (i) By theorem BIZ] there exists u. € L} () obtained as u, = J(u) for some u €
Hy () and f € L], (Q) with infp f > 0 for any ball B € §, solving —Au, + Vu, = f in the
distribution sense. Indeed, u, > 0 a.e.. By theorem [[2] we get Qv = f/u, in Q. This in
particular shows that w := f/u, € L} (Q). It is easy to see that 1/w € L} (). Therefore,

loc loc
—A +V is globally L?-subcritical.

(ii) Conversely, let —A + V be globally L2-subcritical with the weight w. Then given any
compact set K C €2, by an application of Holder’s inequality,

(/Kl/w)é\/QV—(f)Z (/Kl/UJ);(/Kw\&!?)é Z/KIS\, VE € W (Q).

This shows that —A + V is Ll-subcritical. O
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9.2 Equivalence of L' and feeble L?-subcriticality when V is tame in

In this subsection we assume V* € L? (Q) for some p > & (N > 2). Mainly, we show that
the validity of the imbedding Ly (Q2) — L} () is determined (somewhat surprisingly) by

loc
whether or not Ly () — L'(K) for some compact set K C  with positive measure. From

this, we deduce the equivalence between the notions of L'- and feeble L?- subcriticality.

Proposition 9.2. Let Q, be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let Ky, Ko be two
disjoint compact sets with positive measure contained in Q.. Assume that V¥ € LP(,) for
some p > % (N >2). Then, the unique weak solution 1, to the problem

(9.1) —Au+VTu=axk, — XK,y u€ HI(Q), acR,

is in the space W2P(§,) for all a and is positive a.e. in Q for all o > 0 large enough. In

particular, 1, € Co(2) and satisfies the equation (Q.J]) pointwise a.e. in Q.

Proof. Let G, Gy be the Green’s functions of the operators —A + VT and —A respectively in
Q.. It is well known that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

¢t Go(z,y) < G(z,y) < ¢ Go(z,y) for all z,y € Q,.

The solution ¥, to (@) can be represented as follows

Yo(z) =a [ Gz,y)dy — | G(z,y)dy.
Kl K2

Hence, we deduce

(0]
(—) Go(z,y)dy —c | Go(z,y)dy < Yo(zx) <ca [ Go(z,y)dy.
& Kl K2 Kl

Therefore,

(9.2) (g)ul(m) —cug(z) < Yo(x) < acui(z) in Q.

c
where uy,us € Hg () solve the following problems:
—Au; = xg, and —Auy=—Xxk,-

We note that uy,us € C'(,) and that by Hopf lemma, % < 0 on 0€. Therefore, we
obtain from ([Q.2) that ¢, is bounded in €, for all @ and can be made positive by choosing
a > 0 large enough. By elliptic regularity, 1, € W2P(€,) C C(£,) for all a. O

Lemma 9.3. Assume that p > % (N > 2) and Q. € Q be a bounded domain with smooth
boundary, u € W2P(Q,)NH ()N Co(Q) be a nonnegative function. Consider the extension

- Ju inQ,
YTlo0 im0\ Q.
Then, v(@) € W2 (Q) for any function v € C2(R) with v(t) = 0 for all t < 0.
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Proof. Note that y(u),v'(u) € H}(€) and hence y(@) € H(2). Fix 1 < 4,5 < N. Choose
now a sequence {¢,} C C°°(Q) such that

bn — u in WHP(Q,).
Since W2P(€,) — HY(Q.) and W2P(€,) — C(Q,), we additionally have
b — uin H'(Q,) NC(QL).
It is a simple calculation to check that
Y(¢n) — ~v(u)in Hl(Q*) NC(Q),
Y (pn) — v'(u)in H'(Q,) N C(Q) and
(9.3) Y (dp)Oidn — ' (w)du in WH(Q,).

From the facts that ¢,, — 0 uniformly on 9, and 9;¢,, — ;u in WP(Q,) we obtain using
the Trace embedding that

[ @il < maxir @)l [ 10621 = on()

From (@.3)), the above estimate and the Trace embedding, we obtain that v'(u)0;u = 0 on
0. That is,
y(u) € HY(Q) and 9yy(u) = v/ (u)dju € Wol’l(Q*).

Therefore, for a test function £ € C°(12),
/ (@) 955€ = / V(u) i€ = —/ 7 (u)0iu 0§ = / 0;(7 " (w)dsu) €.
Q Qs Qs Qs

This shows that the second distributional derivative of (%) is clearly an L!(£2) function with
support in €,. O

(Q) for some p > % (N > 2). Let Ki,Ks be two
disjoint compact subsets of ). Then, there exists a nonnegative function ¥ &€ Wfl(Q) N
HX Q)N C.(Q) and a constant C > 0 such that the following inequality is satisfied pointwise

a.e. in :

Proposition 9.4. Assume V* € L?

loc

—AV + VT < Oxre, — Xk

Proof. Choose a bounded domain 2, €  with smooth boundary such that K, Ky are
compactly contained in €. Applying proposition [@.2], we choose a positive function 1) :=
Yo € W2P(Q,) N HY (%) N Co(Q4) solving problem (@), and extend it by zero on  \ €,
(while still referring to this extension as ).

Let v(s) = X(07oo)33- Then v € C%(R) and

" >0foralseR; ~'(s)>0and~(s)—v'(s)s <0 for s > 0.
Define 9 := v(¢). Clearly 1 > 0 and by Lemma @3] 1 € Wf’l(Q). Hence, for a.e. in ),

—AG+VTE = =" (@) VY =y () AY + V()
= =y "@IVHP 7" (@) (= A+ V) + VE (3() =7 ()9)
(9.4) < YW (- A+ V).

46



Since 1) is continuous in €2, and positive in €2, we have for some positive constant c,

v'(W) <cin K; and~y'(¢) >

Since 1) solves ([O.1), we obtain from (9.4]),
— — 1
—AY+ VT Y < acxi, — <_)XK2 a.e. in Q..
c

Hence, ¥ := ¢ 1) is the required function. ]
Lemma 9.5 (Non-Vanishing of null sequences). Assume VT € L7 (Q) for some p > &

(N>2), V- e Ll (Q) and Qy(Q) = 0. Then, for any sequence {€,} C Wa™*(Q) such that

loc

Qv (&n) — 0 we have the following alternative

(1) either / |€n] — O for any compact set K with positive measure,
K

(ii) or, inf/ |&n| > 0 for any compact set K with positive measure.
" JK

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Let Ki, Ko be two disjoint compact subsets of ) with
positive measure such that we can find a sequence {§,} satisfying

2

Since Qv (&) = Qv (|&n|), without loss of generality we may assume that &, is nonnegative
for all n. Consider the function ¥ given by the previous proposition for the pair K, K. Let
Q, € Q contain K7, Ky and the supports of ¥ and &,,. Then, by corollary we can expand
for any ¢ € R,

760+ tWllve, = [ {1V +0F + V(e + 002}
— Q&) + AT v, + 21 /Q En(—AW + V)
(9.5) < on(D) + 2| T(W)|lva, + 275/9 En(—AT + V)
By the property of U, we note that:
E (=AY + V) <o0,(1), sup [ &(—AY + V) <0,

K1 n Ko

and
/ En(—AY + V) <0,
Q*\(KlLJKg)

Hence, for ¢t > 0 small enough and a fixed large n, we deduce that the right-hand side of (@.3])
is strictly negative, a contradiction. U
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The above proposition implies the following alternative.
Corollary 9.6. Let VT € L} (Q) for somep > % (N >2), V= € L (Q) and Qv = 0 in
Q. Then,

(i) either Ly (Q) < Li (Q),

loc

(ii) or, the restriction map Ly (Q) — LY(K) is discontinuous for any compact set K with
positive measure.

Finally, we can show the equivalence of the two notions of criticality when V' is tame:

Proposition 9.7. Assume V € L} (Q) and Qv = 0 in .

loc
(i) Let V* € LT (Q) for some p > & (N >2). Then, —A +V is L'-subcritical if it is
feebly L?-subcritical.

(ii) Suppose V is tame in Q. Then, —A+V is globally L?-subcritical in Q if and only if the
restriction map Ly(Q) — LY(K) is continuous for some compact set K with positive
measure.

(iii) Suppose V is tame in Q. Then, —A + V is globally L?-subcritical in Q if and only if
—A 4V is feebly L?-subcritical in ).

Proof. (i) Let Qv = cxx in Q for some constant ¢ > 0 and some compact set K C Q with
positive measure. By an application of Holder’s inequality,

c—%\m%mv—@zrm%(/Kszfz/Kwsr, Ve € W (Q).

Appealing to corollary 0.6, we obtain that £1/(Q) — L} ().

loc

(ii) follows from corollary and proposition

(iii) follows from (i) and (ii) above. O

10 AAP Principle for subcritical and critical operators with
tame potentials

Remark 10.1. In view of the proposition [@.7] we will simply use the terminology “subcritical”
(“critical”) instead of L', globally L? or feebly L?-subcritical (critical) whenever V is tame.

We can make more precise the distributional AAP Principle given in theorem [Z.§ by consid-
ering separately the two subclasses of non-negative operators, namely the class of sub-critical
and the critical operators. Indeed, we formulate this in lemmas [I0.4] and in terms of
the Riesz measures. For tame potentials, a neat version is given in theorems and [I0.7]
Since we will use the equivalence between the two criticalities stated in proposition 0.7, we
will often restrict V to be tame in €.
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10.1 Distributional AAP Principle for subcritical operators in terms of
Riesz measures

In the light of proposition [0.7] we first restate the results in section [§ when V' is tame in :
Theorem 10.2. AssumeV € L} (Q),V is tame in Q2. Then —A+V is subcritical in Q if and

loc
only if there exists a non-negative distribution solution us of the equation —Au+Vu = f where
f is some nonnegative locally integrable function satisfying infx f > 0 for some compact set

K C Q with positive measure.

Proof. The “only if” part follows from propositions [0.1] and theorem .12

Conversely, if such u, and f exist, by theorem [[2] we get Qv = f/u, in Q. In particular
f/us € L}, (). Since f/u, # 0 in K, for some ¢ > 0 we also have that {f/u, > ¢} N K has

positive measure. Then, Qv = cx in {2 for any compact K C {f/usx > ¢} N K with positive
measure. Therefore, —A + V is subcritical by proposition U

Next, we show the following “solvability” property for a subcritical operator based on propo-
sition

Lemma 10.3. Let V € L} (Q) and V tame in Q. If the problem —Au + Vu = xx admits
a nonnegative distribution solution for some compact K C € with positive measure, then the

problem —Au+ Vu = f admits a distribution solution for any f € L2°(Q).

Proof. By theorem [[0.2, —A + V is subcritical in 2 and the solvability for any f € L2°(Q)
follows from corollary O

Finally, we show an AAP Principle for subcritical operators in terms of the Riesz measures.
We note that, in contrast with results in section [8 the solutions need not lie in the space
Hy ().

Lemma 10.4. Let V € L} (Q) and Qy = 0 in Q.

loc

(i) Assume VT € LT (Q) for somep > & (N >2). Then, —A+V is feebly L*-subcritical
in 0 if My (Q) # {0} (see definition [1.7)).

(ii) Conversely, assume V is balanced. Then My (Q) # {0} if —A + V is L'-subcritical in
Q.

Proof. (i) We recall that My (Q2) # 0 by theorem [T7l Let p € My (), p # 0 and u €
Li () be a nonnegative function solving —Au + Vu = p in D'(Q). From proposition 2.10]

loc

u € I/Vlz’cl(Q) and from theorem 212 v > 0 a.e. in §2. Take an exhaustion {€,}°°; of Q as
follows:
), an open bounded set, Q1 € Q,, € Q41 € Q and p(2y) > 0.

Choose balls B € By € € such that (2, \By) > 0. Let i = pu (2, \By). Let 6,, € W' ()
be a very weak solution (refer proposition [29]) of
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Then, by remark 2.8 6,, solves the above equation in the distributional sense. By using the
distributional Kato’s inequality as in the claim of theorem [[.2] we obtain that 8,, > 0 in €,
for all n as well as

0 < 0py1 <u in Q, for all n > 1.

Since 0, € WO1 1(Qn) is nontrivial, we may find a quasi-continuous representative of #,, (which
we denote again by 6,) that is positive q.a.e. by theorem By elliptic regularity and
Harnack principle, 6, is continuous and positive outside the support of & and in particular
on B. Define z, :=u — 0,,. Then,

Az +Vz, > (VT +xB)0, in D'(Q,), 0< 2,01 <2, in Q.

Clearly z, is nontrivial and from theorem 2.12] again, we get z, > 0 a.e. in Q,,n > 1.
Appealing to theorem [T.2] we get

(10.1) Qv = (V™ 4+ xB)(0n/2,) in Q.

We see that w := (V= + xB)(01/z1) is an a.e. positive function on B. Therefore, for some
¢ > 0, we have that the set {w > ¢} N B has positive measure. We choose a compact set
K C {w > ¢} N B with positive measure.

We note from the monotonicity of 8,, and z, that
(10.2) (V™ +xB)On/2n) > (V™ 4+ xB)(01/21)xq, in Qpn, ¥n > 1.
Then, from (I0.1), (I0.2) and the choice of K we get that,

Qv = cxj in Qp, Y > 1.

Therefore, —A 4 V is feebly L?-subcritical in €.
(ii) follows from corollary O

As a consequence of the above lemma, we have the following result for tame potentials.

Theorem 10.5 (AAP principle in D’(§2) for subcritical operators). Suppose that V € L}, ()
is tame in Q. Then —A +V is subcritical in Q if and only if My (Q) # {0}.

10.2 Distributional AAP Principle for Critical operators in terms of Riesz
measures

We state the following AAP Principle for critical operators, which follows directly from lemma

[M0.4] and using the fact My (2) # 0 (see theorem [7.7)):

Lemma 10.6 (AAP Principle in D'(Q) for Critical Operators). Let V € L} () such that
Qv = 0 in Q.

(i) Assume V* € LT (Q) for some p > & (N >2). Then, My (Q) = {0} if —A+V is

feebly L?-critical in Q.

(ii) Conversely, assume V is balanced. Then —A +V is L'-critical in Q if My (Q) = {0}.
The above lemma implies the following result for tame potentials.
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Theorem 10.7 (AAP principle in D’(Q2) for critical operators). Suppose that V € L}, ()
is tame in Q. Then —A + V is critical in Q if and only if My (Q) = {0}. That is, any
nonnegative super solution of —A +V in Q is infact a solution.

By applying theorems [.7, I0.7] and .12 we obtain
Corollary 10.8. Assume V € Li (Q) is tame in Q and —A+V is critical in 2. Then there

loc
exists an a.e. positive distribution solution u satisfying (—A + V)u =0 in Q.

The above corollary should be viewed together with the proposition We have then the
following result for those nonnegative operators which extend as nonnegative operators to a
bigger domain:

Proposition 10.9. Assume that Q # RN. Let V € L} (Q) be tame in Q. If —A+V is

loc ~ - ~
subcritical in Q we assume additionally that there exist an open set 2 and V € L} () such

loc
that

(i) Q\ Q contains a compact set K with positive measure
(ii) V extends V and V is tame in Q (in particular Qg = 0 in Q).
Then there ezists an a.e. positive distribution solution u satisfying (—A + V)u =0 in Q.

Proof. 1If —A+V is critical in €2, by the above corollary, we are done. Otherwise, we consider
the extended operator —A + V. If —A 4+ V is subcritical in 2 we apply proposition with
the compact set K. If it is critical, then the result follows again from the above corollary. [

Remark 10.10. There are well-known examples where the above assumptions don’t hold,
for example the boundary Hardy operator on a ball can’t be extended to a bigger domain as
any such extension will not be locally integrable in the bigger domain.

Remark 10.11. To obtain the above conclusion for any nonnegative operator under the
assumptions that V' is locally bounded or V € LV () for p > % (N > 2), see for example
theorem 2.3 in [27] and [26].

The following is a restatement of the results given in proposition 8.6l corollary [I0.8 and
theorem

Corollary 10.12. Assume V € L. () and V tame in Q. Then Qy = 0 in Q iff for any
compact K C Q with positive measure, there exists an a.e. positive distribution solution u to

the problem —Au+ Vu =0 1in Q\ K.

Proof. The “only if” part follows from corollaries and [[0.8] To show the converse, let
e W, >?(€Q2). Choose a compact set K C  with positive measure disjoint from the support

of £&. Then, by assumption, there exists an a.e. positive distribution solution u to the problem
—Au+Vu=0in Q\ K. Hence by theorem[T.2] Qy = 0 on Q\K. In particular, Qy(§) > 0. O

We recall here the definition of a “null” sequence:

Definition 10.13. Let Qy = 0 in Q. A sequence {&,} € We™°() is called a null sequence
for Qv if Qv (&,) — 0 and there exists a compact set K C € with positive measure such that
S &n] =1 for all n.
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The following proposition just restates the result in proposition
Proposition 10.14. Let V € LI (Q) be tame in Q and Qy = 0 in Q. Then —A+V is

loc
critical in Q iff Qv has a null sequence.

The following results show that being a critical operator is an “unstable” state:

Lemma 10.15. Let U C Q C Q be open sets such that Q \ Q and Q\ U contain a compact
set with positive measure. Let V € L} (Q) and V¥ € L (Q) for some p > & (N > 2). If

loc

Qv = 0in Q, then —A+V s L'-subcritical in U. If —A +V is L'-critical in 0 then it is
supercritical in €.

Proof. Fix a compact set K C Q\ U of positive measure. We obviously have Qv 1y, = Xk
in . By proposition @7(i) we have that —A + V + xx is L'-subcritical in Q and hence we
obtain that —A + V is L'-subcritical in U.

Suppose Qy = 0 in Q. If —A + V is Ll-critical in , by the same arguments as above we
obtain that —A + V is L'-subcritical in Q, a contradiction. If —A + V is Ll—subcri:cical in Q
so will it be in 0, again the same contradiction. Thus, —A 4 V is supercritical in Q. U

Corollary 10.16. Let V,U,Q, Q be as in the above lemma. IfV is balanced in Q, then —A+V
1s subcritical in U. If additionally —A + 'V is critical in € then it is supercritical in Q.

Proof. Follows from the above lemma and proposition O

Proposition 10.17. Assume V € L} () is such that Qy = 0 in Q.

loc

(i) Take any nonnegative w € Li (Q) such that w # 0. Then —A +V +w is a feebly
L?-subcritical operator in Q. If —A +V is a feebly L*-critical operator in Q, then
—A 4+ V —w is supercritical in §2.

(ii) IfV is tame in Q and w € LS (), w # 0 and is nonnegative, in the statement (i) above
we can replace “feebly L2-critical (subcritical)” by critical (subcritical).

Proof. (i) We note that we may find a compact set K of positive measure and a ¢ > 0 such
that K C {w > ¢}. We then see that,

Qusul) = Qu(E) + /Q wE? > ¢ /Q VK€V € € Whe(Q),

Hence, —A + V is feebly L2-subcritical.
If the operator —A + V is feebly L2-critical, there exists & € WCI’OO(Q) such that

[1val + v <e [ i < [ wed

That is, Qy—w(&) < 0.

(ii) follows from the fact that V + w is tame in © (by proposition [6.6(ii)) and proposition
9.7 U
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10.3 Characterisation of subcritical/critical operators in terms of dimen-
sion of Cy () when V is tame in

In this subsection we improve the results in section 10.3 of [18] to the class of tame potentials.

Theorem 10.18. Let V' be tame in Q0 and assume that —A 4+ V is critical in Q. If &1, $qy
are two non-negative supersolutions of —A +V in Q, then ®5 = t®y for some t > 0.

Proof. The result follows easily if one of ®;, ®5 is the trivial solution. Let us then assume
that both are nontrivial supersolutions. By the well-known result (cf. proposition 5.9 in [28]),
we get that ® := min{®y, P} is also a supersolution of —A + V' and hence by criticality of
the operator (theorem [I0.7]),

(-A4+V)® =0 and (-A4+V)®=0 1in Q.

Therefore, the non-negative function ®; — ® satisfies (—A + V)(®; — ®) = 0 and the strong
maximum principle in Theorem 2.12] gives that either,

®1 > min{®y, P2} a.e. or Py = min{Py, Py} a.e.

That is, the set of all non-negative supersolutions is linearly ordered with respect to the
pointwise order “<” on ). Without loss of generality, we can assume ®; < ®5 a.e. in (.
Consider the set

T:={tecR: & +tPy>0 ae. in Q}.

We note that 7" is an interval which is not empty (since 0 € T') and bounded below (since
®y, Py # 0, we have —2 ¢ T'). Hence, to := inf T is finite and by definition

(103) D +tgPy >0, ie., toel.

Now, for any € > 0 the nonnegative supersolutions e®, and ®; + (P2 are comparable and
hence either ®1 +tgPy > Py a.e., or P1 +tiPo < &Py a.e.. The first alternative contradicts
the minimal property of tg. Hence, we deduce that ®; + {g®Ps < Py a.e. Ve > 0. Letting
e — 0 we deduce that ®1+toP2 < 01in €2, which combined with (I0.3]) shows that ®;+tyP2 = 0
in Q. O
We can now state the following result which characterises critical operators in terms of the
dimension of the cone of non-negative supersolutions Cy (2):

Theorem 10.19. Let V € L} (Q) be tame in Q. Then

loc

(1) —A +V is suberitical in Q iff Cy(Q) contains an infinite set of linearly independent
functions.

(i) —A 4+ V is critical in Q iff Cy(Q) = {tug : t > 0} for some nonnegative nontrivial
ug € L}, (Q) solving —Aug + Vug = 0 in D'(Q).

Proof. (i) The “only if” part follows from corollary 87l The converse follows from theorem

107 and theorem [T0.18] above.

(ii) The “if” part follows from (i). For the converse, we note that Cy (€2) # () by theorem [T.71
By theorem [I0.7] any element of Cy(Q2) is a distributional solution of —Awu + Vu = 0 in Q.
Conclusion follows from theorem [I0.I8] above. O
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11 Examples and applications

11.1 Non-negative operators

Lemma 11.1. Letu € I/Vlicl(Q) be such that infpu > 0 for any ball B € Q and f € L}, ()
be a nonnegative function. Let V := (Au+ f)/u. Then, —A +V is a non-negative operator.

Proof. Clearly, V is locally integrable in  and u solves —Au + Vu = f in D'(2). Thus, the
associated quadratic form satisfies Qy > 0 in € by theorem U

In the following example we show that it is possible to choose in this manner V' € L'(Q) but
V ¢ LP(Q) for any p > 1.

Example 11.2. Denote by I the unit interval [0,1] and by IV the cube [0,1]V. Let f €
L>®(I™) be a nonnegative function. Choose a function p on I such that p € L'(I). Define

w: IV - R by
T1 t
w(z) = w(zy, x2, - TN) = / (/ p(s)ds)dt.
0 0

Clearly w € W2Y(IVN) N C(IV) and

&%w

Aw(z) = —
Ox?

(z) = p(z1) ae. in IV,

Choosing k > 0 large enough so that w + k > 0 in IV and letting v := w + k, we see that
u € W2L(IV) is a positive continuous function which solves —Au+ Vu = f in D'(IV) where

(11.1) V(zi, @z, an) = (p(z1) + f(2)/(w(z) + k).

Clearly, if we further choose p & LP(I) for any p > 1, we get that V € L*(I") but V ¢ LP(IV)
for any p > 1. By the above lemma Qv > 0 in .

Example 11.3. Let Q := IV, N > 3. Choose f =1 and p € WH1(I) such that
(i) p+1<0,
(ii) p’ & LP(I) for any p > 1.
Let V be the negative singular potential as given in (IT.I)). Thus, Qv > 0 in Q. We choose

the vector field
V=V, NV=V, . /=V).

- 1
I'=——
2V N

Let o := div T'. We note that

— —V(z) o — o' (x
o(x1, 29, - xN) = N () + 1) <V/O p(t)dt — p'( 1))

From the above equation and the properties of p, we see that ¢ has the same integrability as
p'ie., o€ LP(IV) only for p = 1. We check that Q74‘f‘2 = Qv = 0in Q. Therefore, from

theorem 4.1 (iii) in [I6] we obtain that
(11.2) | [ o] < [ vep, weewi=)
Q Q
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That is, ¢ is form bounded, @, > 0 in £ and the identity map

id : (WCIOO(Q), Il - HH%(Q)) — L,(€) is continuous.

Fix t € (0,1). If we consider the potential to, we obtain from (II.2]) that the above map
is a homeomorphism onto L4, (€2). That is, the corresponding energy space H;,(€2) can be
identified with H}(2). By corollary [6.40}, we obtain that p’w € L}, (Q) for any w € H} ()
and hence from proposition we obtain that to is a balanced potential in 2.

11.2 Subcritical operators

Lemma 11.4. Let ® € WIZOS(Q) be such that infp ® > 0 for any ball B € Q and f € L, () be

loc
a nonnegative function such that infg f > 0 for some compact K € ) with positive measure.

Let V= (A® + f)/®. Then, —A+V is a feebly L>— subcritical operator.

Proof. We note that —A® + V& = f in D'(Q2). Since @, f are nonnegative, by theorem
we obtain that Qy = f/® in . The conclusion follows by noting that f/® # 0 in K. U

Corollary 11.5. Let @, f be as in the above lemma with the additional assumptions: (A®)T
and f belong to LiS (Q). Take V as in the above lemma. Then, V is a tame potential in )
and given any g € L2 (), there exists a unique u € Hy () solving —Au+Vu = g in D'(Q).

Proof. We note that V' is tame in Q by the above lemma and remark [6.26] (i). The proof of
rest of the assertions follows from the above lemma, proposition and corollary O

Corollary 11.6. Take any ® € WZZOS(Q) and f € L$° (Q) satisfying

loc

i%ffb, iréff >0 for any ball B € Q and A® € V(Q) (see definition [6.23).

Define V := (AP + f)/®. Then, V is balanced in Q and given any g € L°(RY), there exists a
unique u € Hy () solving —Au+ Vu = g in D'(Q).

Proof. We note that —A + V is globally L?-subcritical in © by following the proof of lemma
ML4l Thus, the operator is L'-subcritical in Q. Since A® € V(Q) we get that V € V(Q)
by proposition [6.29(i). Thus V is strongly balanced in £ by proposition The proof of
solvability follows from corollary O

Remark 11.7. Let Q be a bounded domain in RY , N >3 and I'y denote the fundamental
solution of —A in RY. Assume g € LY(Q) N L7 () NV(Q) for some r > 1 and satisfies

loc

U(z) = —/ I'n(y —2)9(y)xa(y)dy is bounded below in €.
RN

This can be achieved for example, by taking g* € LP(Q) for some p > N Then letting

2
® =V —info ¥ + 1 we can satisfy the conditions in the last corollary.

Lemma 11.8. Let W € L} (RY) be a nonnegative function.

loc
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(i) Let K C RN be a compact set with positive measure. Then, —A + W is subcritical in
RVY\ K, N > 1.

(ii) —A + W is subcritical in RN if N > 3.

Proof. We remark that Quw = Qg in any Q C RY. Therefore, both L' and L? subcriticality
of —A + W in Q follow from the subcriticality of —A there.

(i) Since Qg = 0 in RY, from corollary we obtain that —A is subecritical in RV \ K,
N > 1.

(ii) It is enough to show —A is L?— subecritical in RY if N > 3. Choose

N-—2 2-N
2 .

ey (@) = (N(N =2))7T (1+ |z

Then @y is a non-negative locally integrable function solving —A®y = (® N)ng in D' (RV).

The assertion now follows from theorem [10.2]
O

Corollary 11.9. Let N > 1 and W € L} (RY) be a nonnegative function. Then, given any

loc
compact set K C RN of positve measure, there exists an a.e. positive distribution solution u

of —Au+Wu = xg in RV,
Proof. Follows from the above lemma, remark [6.26(i) and corollary O

In the following proposition, we generalise the example [6.43] (iii).
Proposition 11.10. Let Vy be a potential in ) such that
— Clz|™? < Vy(z) < C for some C > 0,8 € (0,N).

Assume Qv = 0 in Q. Let S := {z;} C Q be a countable set and o; be nonnegative numbers

such that
O0<a:= Zai <1.
i

Define
V(z) = ZaiVo(x — ;).

(1) V is tame in Q and there exists an a.e. positive distributional super solution to —A+V
in .
(ii) Let Vi be a tame potential in Q such that
Vv, i#EV
Then, given any f € L°(QY), there exists a distribution solution u of
—Au+Viu=f in Q.

In fact, given any compact set K in Q with positive measure, there exists an a.e. positive
distribution solution u of

—Au+Viu=0 in Q\ K.
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(iii) If a < 1, both the assertions in (ii) above hold for V.

(iv) If a« = 1, given any compact set K in Q0 of positive measure and any f € L°(Q\ K),
there exists a distribution solution u of

—Au+Vu=finQ\ K.

As before, there exists an a.e. positive distribution solution u of —Au + Vu = 0 in

Proof. (i) We note that V' is bounded above in © and by the pointwise estimate on Vj, it
is also locally integrable in Q. Let {f;} be any sequence of nonnegative numbers such that
> Bi < 1. Since Qy;, = 0 in 2, we obtain forall £ € C°(Q),

(11.3) /\vsr2>2@/1vs Fa) > Z@/voé + ).

Taking 3; = «; in the above inequality, we get that Qy »= 0 in © and hence by remark [6.26](i),
V' is tame in €. Existence of a positive super solution follows from theorem [T.71

(ii) From proposition MOIZ(i), we get that —A + Vi is feebly L2-subcritical in € and since 1}
is tame in €, it is subcritical in €. We can appeal to corollary and proposition

(iii) Let a < 1. Now, by the equation (I3 above,
1
fvereve = a-a [ wer s [ 196 St - )
> (1-a) [ [VEP

Thus, Ly (Q2) — Dé’Z(Q). By Sobolev imbedding, —A + V' is subcritical in 2. The assertions
about the existence of distribution solutions follow again from corollary and proposition
3.0l

(iv) follows from corollaries [0.16] and proposition O
Remark 11.11. (i) By taking N > 3, Q = RN and V = —%]w\” (or any of its

radial improvements in bounded domains), we see that the above proposition gives
corresponding statements about the multi-polar Hardy operator with poles in the set
S. These poles are allowed to be dense in some portion or all of 2.

(ii) For the multi-polar Hardy potential having only finitely many poles but where «; can

be any real number less than M , the problem of whether Ly () — 95’2(]1%]\7) is
more involved and is treated in [9].

(iii) A similar construction can be made when the “mother potential” Vj has a higher di-
mensional singular set on a plane by a weighted sum of countable translations of 1}
perpendicular to the plane.
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11.3 Critical operators

Let © be a bounded domain and V € L} (). Define the subspace and the functional

loc

H(V,Q) :={ue H}(Q) : Vu? € LYQ)};

Iy : HV,Q) — R by Iy (u) ::/ {|vu|2 +Vu2}.
Q

Consider the corresponding “first eigenvalue”
A= inf{[v(u) cu € H(V,Q) and / - 1}.
Q

The following are well-known examples of critical Schrodinger operators:
Lemma 11.12. Let V' € L%(Q) (N >3). Assume that \y > —oo and is achieved by some
element in H(V,Q). Then, —A +V — Xy is both feebly L*>— critical and L'— critical in €.

Proof. Let ® € H(V,Q) attain the infimum for \;. Considering |®| instead of ®, we may
assume ¢ is nonnegative. By the assumptions, we obtain that

(11.4) Iy (u) — )\1/ u? >0 Yu € H(V,Q) and Iy (®) — )\1/ 2 = 0.
Q Q
Therefore, ® solves

—AD 4+ VO = )\ ® in D(Q).

From theorem [2.12] we obtain that & > 0 a.e. in 2. Suppose there exists a compact set
K C Q with positive measure and cx > 0 such that

/ﬂ{|vf|2+(v—)\1)§2} ZcK/Kfz, vE e CHQ).

We now choose a sequence {¢,} C CL(2) such that &, — ® in H}(Q). Then, from the above
inequality, using Sobolev imbedding and Fatou’s lemma we get

/{|V<1>|2+(V+—)\1)<1>2} z/v—q>2+cK/ P2,
Q Q K

From (I1.4]) we obtain that ® = 0 in K a contradiction to its positivity a.e. This shows
that —A 4+ V — )\ is feebly L?—critical in 2. A similar argument shows that the operator is
L'—critical in ©Q as well. O

Lemma 11.13. The operator —A is critical in RN when N =1, 2.

Proof. Let u € L}OC(Q) be a non-negative distribution solution of —Awu = f for some nonneg-
ative locally integrable function f. If N = 2, by the Louville property of nonnegative super
harmonic functions we get w is identically constant and hence f = 0. If N = 1, we note that u
becomes a nonnegative concave function in R and hence must be constant. Therefore, again

f = 0. Criticality follows from theorem [10.2] O
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11.4 Supercritical operators

The following results provide a way of constructing supercritical operators using a wide class
of singular potentials. To state the result in full generality, given a continous function ¢ :
[0,00) — [0, 00) with ¢(0) = 0, we introduce the Orlicz class

Ly(2) := {u : 2 — R measurable : /th(\u]) < oo}.

We denote by 2* the critical Sobolev exponent %

Proposition 11.14. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN, N > 3. Let o : [0,00) — [0,00) be
a continuous function such that

(i) B(t) :=t"2a(t) is a continuous function in [0,00) with 3(0) =0
(i) HY(9)\ La(®) # 0 and L*(©) € Ly().

For any w € H}(Q) \ Lao(Q) define the potential Vi, := —B(w). Then, the operator —A + V,,
s supercritical.

Proof. Let w € H} () \ Lo(Q). Since w € L?"(Q) and by assumption L? (Q) C Lg(Q), we
obtain that V,, := —B(w) € L'(Q). Therefore w € H}(2), but

/ﬂwa2 = —/Qa(w) = —00.

Let now {¢,} C C(2) be a sequence converging in H}(Q2) to w. From Fatou’s lemma we

obtain that lim Qv (¢,) = —oc. O
n—o0

Corollary 11.15. Let Q C RN, N > 3 be a bounded domain and p € (2*,2* +2). If for each

w € HF(Q)\ LP(Q), we define the potential V,, = —|w[P~2, then the operator —A + V,, is

supercritical. Note that Vi, & L1(Q) for some 2(N —1)/N < g < N/2.

Proof. Consider a(t) := [t|P and B(t) := |t|P~2 which is continuous (note that p > 2). Since
H}(Q) ¢ LP(Q) and L (Q) C LP~2(), the conclusion follows from the above proposition. [

Corollary 11.16. Let V be any of the potentials considered in proposition[11.14 Then there
exists no non-trivial non-negative distributional supersolution to the operator —A + V.

Proof. For V as in proposition [[T.14], we have that Qv # 0 in Q. Therefore, in view of
theorem [.2], there cannot exist a non-trivial non-negative distributional supersolution to the
operator —A + V in Q. O
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12 Appendix

12.1  Weak compactness in L}

loc

The space L}OC(Q) is a locally convex topological space with a countable family of seminorms
defined by |- |,, := fﬂn |u| where {€,} is an exhaustion of € by bounded open sets. Its dual
can be identified with L°(€2) (see [14], Thm. 4, p.182). Weakly compact sets in L] () are
characterized as follows:

Lemma 12.1. Let X C L} .(Q) and define Xp = {f|g: f € K}. Then the following

statements are equivalent.

(i) X is compact in the weak topology o(Li. (), L (£2));

loc

(ii) for each ball B € Q, K C LY(B) is compact in the weak topology o(L*(B), L>(B));
(iii) X is weakly closed and for each ball B € Q, the set Xp is equi-integrable in L*(B);
(iv) X is sequentially compact in the weak topology o (L} (), L (Q));

loc

(v) for each ball B € Q, Kp is sequentially compact in the weak topology o(L*(B), L*°(B)).

Proof. (i) = (iv) Since L} () with weak topology is a locally convex topological vec-
tor space with a countable family of semi-norms that separate points, its weak topology is
metrisable. The equivalence follows immediately.

(ii) <= (iii) This equivalence is the Dunford-Pettis Theorem.
(ii) <= (v) This is the Eberlein-Smulian Theorem.

(iv) <= (v) Since the dual of L
equivalences:

fn — f weakly in L} (Q) <= / fE—0 VeEe LX(Q)

L.(Q) is L(9), the conclusion follows from the following

/Q(f - (xBE) -0 VE€ L>(Q), VBeQ

— /(fn—f)§—>0 e e L®(B), V¥BeO
B

= f,— f weakly in L}(B), VB €.

12.2  Proof of proposition [7.1]

Fix e > 0. Let £ € C2°(£) and take f—jg as test function in the weak formulation for u. We
then get

S [ =[G
2+/Q* {|V£|2+Wu(u§j€)} :/*f<ui€>.
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That is,

2

ve- (v

fdme oG- 0GR,

Since the set {u = 0} has measure zero, Lebesgue theorem and Fatou’s Lemma yield

[ wer [ (Ges [ e (O

12.3 Proof of Lemma [6.18]

Choose the subsequence {z,, } such that

1
Hznk+1 - znk” < ok k=1,2,---

Let

Zp 1= Ezn:1|znk+1 - an|'

Then [|Z,,]] < 1 and hence {Z,,} converges weakly (up to a subsequence, again denoted by
{2n}) tosome 2 € Z. Since Z — L'(K), we have that {2,,} is also bounded in L (K). We also
note that, by monotone convergence theorem, {2,,} converges in L!(K). Hence necessarily

Zm < Z. By a telescoping series,

[2nman | < 2m A+ [2m | < 2+ [2n,| =27 Vm.
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