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ON SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH MULTIPOLAR INVERSE-SQUARE
POTENTIALS

VERONICA FELLI, ELSA M. MARCHINI, AND SUSANNA TERRACINI

ABSTRACT. Positivity, essential self-adjointness, and spectral properties of a class of Schrodinger
operators with multipolar inverse-square potentials are discussed. In particular a necessary and
sufficient condition on the masses of singularities for the existence of at least a configuration of
poles ensuring the positivity of the associated quadratic form is established.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This paper deals with a class of Schrédinger operators associated with potentials possessing
multiple inverse square singularities:

(1) L)\l,...,)\k,al,... A Z|fl]—a |2

where N >3, k € N, (A1, A2,..., \,) € RF, (a1,a2,...,a) € R*N a; # a; for i # j.
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From the mathematical point of view, the main reason of interest in inverse square potentials
of type V(z) ~ Ax|~2 relies in their criticality: indeed they have the same homogeneity as the
laplacian and do not belong to the Kato’s class, hence they cannot be regarded as a lower order
perturbation term. Besides, potentials with this rate of decay are critical also in nonrelativistic
quantum mechanics, as they represent an intermediate threshold between regular potentials (for
which there are ordinary stationary states) and singular potentials (for which the energy is not
lower-bounded and the particle falls to the center), for more details see [:_15_;7 2-55] We also mention
that inverse square singular potentials arise in many other physical contexts: molecular physics,
see e.g. [24], quantum cosmology [#], linearization of combustion models [2, 6, 83]. Moreover we
emphasize the correspondence between nonrelativistic Schrédinger operators with inverse square
potentials and relativistic Schrédinger operators with Coulomb potentials, see [;_‘;]

In recent literature, several papers are concerned with Schrodinger equations with Hardy-type
singular potentials, see e.g. [:1}, :ﬁf, '5, i(_i, :_1-1:, :_iQ‘, :_2-(_):, :_2-9:, SQ:, 3-2]

The case of multi-polar Hardy-type potentials was considered in [:9, :ffi:, i4_7| More precisely, in
['.‘_j] estimates on resolvant truncated at high frequencies are proved for Schrodinger operators with
multiple inverse square singular potentials. In [E-Zj;, :_1-4_;] the existence of ground states for a class of
multi-polar nonlinear elliptic equations with critical power-nonlinearity is investigated.

The purpose of the present paper is to analyze how the mutual interaction among the poles influ-
ences the spectral properties of the class of operators @:) and which configurations of singularities
ensure positivity of the associated quadratic form

2
— )2 u”(x)
Quivn ) = [ [Vuta |dw—§:A | oo

As a natural setting to study the operators defined in (:11') and the associated quadratic forms, we
introduce the functional space D1'?(R¥) defined as the completion of C°(RY) with respect to the

Dirichlet norm
1/2
HUJHDL?(RN) = </ |VU(I)|2 dCC) .
RN

We recall that Qx,,... r..a1,....ax 1S POSitive semidefinite whenever
Q>\1;~~~7)\k;111;~~~7ak (u) >0, for all u € IDLQ(RN)v

whereas it is said to be positive definite if there exists a positive constant e=e(Ay, ..., \g, a1,. .., ax)
such that

Qxrvoodisan, e (W) = €A1,y Ay an, ... ak)/ |Vu(9c)|2 dr, forall ue D1’2(RN).
RN

In the case of a single pole operator —A — ﬁ, a complete answer to the question of positivity is
provided by the classical Hardy inequality (see for instance [16, 19]):

N —2\2 2
2) (—) / @)l 4 < / \Vu(a)|?dz, for all u € DV(RY),
2 Ry |z|? RN
where the constant (%)2 is optimal and not attained. The optimality of such a constant implies

that the quadratic form Q)¢ is positive definite in DV2(RY) if and only if A < (%)2 For a
more detailed discussion about the properties of monopole singular Hardy type operators, we refer
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As observed in [',_1-5_’], the positivity of Qx,,... \r.a1,...,a, depends on the strength and the location
of the singularities, and more precisely on the shape of the configuration of poles, due to scaling
properties of the operator. In particular in [:_1-3, Proposition 1.2] it is proved that a sufficient
condition for the quadratic form to be positive definite for any choice of a1, aq,...,ax is that
Zle N< (NZQ)Q, where t* := max{t,0}. Conversely, if Ele A > %, then it is possible to
find a configuration of poles such that the quadratic form is not positive definite. As a consequence,
in the case k = 2, if

(N —2)?
4 b
then for any choice of a;, az, the quadratic form Qx, x, q,,4, 15 positive definite.
The first result of the present paper relies in a necessary and sufficient condition on the masses
A; to have positivity of the quadratic form @Qx,,... . .a1,...,a, fOr at least a configuration of poles.

fori=1,2 and M +X<

Theorem 1.1. Let (A1,...,\;) € RF. Then

N —2)2 a N —2)2
(3) )\i<( 1 ), for everyi=1,....k, and ;/\i<( 1 ),
is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a configuration of poles {ai,...,ar}

such that the quadratic form Qx, ... A..a1,....a, GSSOciated to the operator Ly, . . ai,...,a, 15 POSitive
definite.

The necessity of condition (B) follows quite directly from the optimality of the best constant
in Hardy’s inequality and proper interaction estimates (see the proof in Section Z_i') To prove the
sufficiency we study the possibility of obtaining a coercive operator by summing up multisingular
potentials which give rise to positive quadratic forms, after pushing them very far away from
each other to weaken the interactions among poles. Since the potentials overlap at infinity, the
singularity of the resulting potential is the sum of their masses, so that we need to require a control
on it. To this aim, we consider the following class of potentials

Viz) = zk: AiXB(ag,ry) (T) n Ao XRN\ B(0,R) ()

- - ail? R

+W(x): keN, r;, R RT,

a; € RN a; # a; for i £ j, Ai deo € (— 00, BZ20) W € LN/2(RN) 0 Lo (RY)

By Hardy’s and Sobolev’s inequalities, it follows that, for any V' € V, the first eigenvalue u(V) of
the operator —A — V in D2(RY) is finite, namely

/]RN (|Vu(3:)|2 - V(x)uQ(a:)) dx
w(V) = inf

ueDL2(EN)\{0} / V()| da
RN

> —00.

Hence, we shall frame in the class V the analysis of coercivity conditions for Schrédinger operators.
Let us notice that (V') can be estimated from above as follows.
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Lemma 1.2. For any V(z) = Zle ANiX B(as,r) ()2 = ai| 724 Aoc Xpa\ B (0, Ro) () ]2 2+ W (2) €V,
there holds:
i) if A <0 foralli=1,... k00, then u(V) =1 and it is not attained;
4
N . «1__ % )
i) if max Ai >0, then p(V) <1 N _2) max Ai
A first positivity result in the class V relies in the following Shattering Lemma yielding positivity
in the case of singularities localized strictly near the poles.

Lemma 1.3. [Shattering of singularities] For any {a1,as,...,a;} C B(0,Ry) C RY, a; # a;
for i # j, and {\1,..., M, doo} C (=00, (N — 2)2/4), there exists § > 0 such that the quadratic
form associated to the operator

Ai XB(ai,0)(T)  AcoXrN\B(0,R) (7)
| — asl? |22

=—-A—

)
£>\1;~~~7)\k;‘11;~~~7ak
=1

is positive definite. Moreover

i A XB(as,8) (x) n )\OOXRN\B(O,RO) (x) B 1-— W, if max;=1,. koo >0,
|z — aif? |=[?

i=1 1, if maxi—1,.. koo A <O0.

The above result can be extended to Schrédinger operators whose potentials have infinitely many
singularities localized in sufficiently small neighborhoods of equidistanced poles, see Lemma 3.5,

Lemma :_1-_3 implies that Schrédinger operators with potentials in V' are compact perturbations
of positive operators, as stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.4. For any V €V, there exist VeV and W € LN/2(RN) 0 L (RYN) such that u(V) > 0
and V(z) = V(z) + W(z).

The proof of Theorem :_1-._ i‘ is based on the following result, which yields a powerful tool to obtain
positive operators by choosing properly the configuration of poles.

Theorem 1.5. [Separation Theorem] Let

X ot () AL X
Vi) =3 N Blalr))(@) AL Xen\B(0, Ry (2) Wa(@) €V,

= le—al jz?

k2 A2X oz 2y (z) A2 X
Va(a) =3 B(a2,r2)( )+ 2 XN\ B(0,Ry) ()

|z —af|? |2

+ Wo (CL‘) eVv.

i=1
Assume that (V1), u(Va) > 0, namely that the quadratic forms associated to the operators —A—V7,
—A — Va are positive definite, and that XL, + N2, < (%)2 Then, there exists R > 0 such that,
for every y € RN with |y| > R, the quadratic form associated to the operator —A — (Vi + Va(- — y))
is positive definite.

Besides the sign, a natural question arising in the study of u(V) is its attainability. Indeed,
while in the case of a single pole the best constant in the associated Hardy’s inequality is not
achieved, when dealing with multipolar Hardy-type potentials a balance between positive and
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negative interactions between the poles can lead, in some cases, to attainability of the best constant
in the corresponding Hardy-type inequality. More precisely the following proposition holds.

Proposition 1.6. Let V(z) = Zle AiX B(as,r) ()2 = ai] 72+ Xoo Xra\ B(0, Ro) (2) 2|24+ W (2) € V.
If

4
) nax Ai>0 and (V) <1-rgmsy  max A

then (V') is attained.

The properties of V proved in Lemmas E-_-a and E-._Zl:, make such a class of potentials to be a quite
natural setting to study the spectral properties of multisingular Schrédinger operators in L?(R™Y).
Indeed, as a direct consequence of Lemma 1.4, we obtain that

/]RN (|Vu(3:)|2 - V(x)uQ(a:)) dx
(5) (V) := inf

weH'! (EN)\{0} / ()2 da
RN

i.e. Schrodinger operators with potentials in V are semi-bounded.

In order to ensure quantum completeness of the quantum system associated to the Schrodinger
operator, a further key aspect to be discussed is the essential self-adjointness, namely the existence
of a unique self-adjoint extension. Semi-bounded Schrédinger operators are essential self-adjoint
whenever the potential is not too singular (see [:_2-?]) On the other hand, when dealing with inverse
square potentials, the singularity is quite strong and essential self-adjointness is a nontrivial issue.
In the case of one pole singularity, it was proved in [21] (see Theorem 8.1) that essential self-
adjointness depends on the value of the mass of the singularity with respect to the threshold
(N —2)2/4 — 1. The following theorem extends such a result to potentials lying in the class V.

> —[[W||peomny > —00,

Theorem 1.7. Let V(x) = Ele Al — @il 72X B(a,r) () + Ao |2] 2 Xpm\ p(o,r) () + W(z) € V.
Then —A—V s essentially self-adjoint in C°(RN\{ay,...,ax}) if and only if \; < (N —2)2/4—1
foralli=1,... k.

The proof of the above theorem is based on the regularity results proved in [:_1-2:] for degenerate
elliptic equations (see also ['6, :_1-8]), which allow us to give the exact asymptotic behavior near
the poles of solutions to Schrédinger equations with singular potentials. The characterization of
essential self-adjointness for multi-singular Schrodinger operators given above can be extended to
the case of infinitely many singularities distributed on reticular structures, see Theorem E_%-_Zl:

From Theorem :_1-._?” we have that if V € V with \; < (N —2)2/4 -1 for alli = 1,...,k, then
the associated Schrodinger operator —A — V' is essentially self-adjoint and, consequently, admits a
unique self-adjoint extension, which is given by the Friedrichs extension (—A — V)I":

(6) D(-A-V)")={ue H'RY): ~Au—-Vue L*RY)}, u— —Au—Vu.

Otherwise, i.e. if \; > (N —2)?/4 — 1 for some i, —A — V is not essentially self-adjoint and
admits many self-adjoint extensions, among which the Friedrichs extension is the only one whose
domain is included in H*(RY), namely in the domain of the associated quadratic form (see also
['(_57 Remark 2.5]). A complete description of the spectrum of the Friedrichs extension of operators
with potentials in the class V is given in the proposition below.
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Proposition 1.8. For any V € V, there holds:
€8
1.8.2

8.1. the essential spectrum oess((—A — V)F) = [0, 400);
8.2. if 11(V) < 0 then the discrete spectrum of (—A — V)F consists in a finite number of

negative eigenvalues.

The nature of the bottom of the essential spectrum of the Friedrichs extension of operators of
type (il) is analyzed in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.9. Let (M1, ..., \) € R* satisfy (3). Then
k
N —2)2 N —2)?
(7) 2&5% and ZAi<¥—1,

is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of at least a configuration of singularities
(a1,...,ar) € RN* a; # a; fori # j, such that 0 is an eigenvalue of the Friedrichs extension of
Ly ... Ae.ar.....an, namely there exists w € H*(RN)\ {0} solving L. . x..a1....ant = 0.

Actually, it turns out that, under assumptions () and (i), the set of configurations (a1, ... ,a) for
which 0 is an eigenvalue of Ly, .. . a,....a, Damely for which there exists an L?-bound state with
null energy, even disconnects RV¥ \ ) where ¥ := {(a1,...,ax) € RN*: a; = a; for some i # j}.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a condition for positivity of Schrodinger
operators with potentials in V. Section 3 contains the analysis of the asymptotic behavior near
the poles of solutions to Schrédinger equations with Hardy type potentials, the proofs of Lemmas
'1 2 and 3 and an extension to the case of infinitely many singularities on reticular structures. In
Sect1on A. the possibility of perturbing positive operators at infinity is discussed, while Section 5 is
devoted to the proof of the Separation Theorem E._ Section H contains the proof of Theorem ;_l ]1
In section '7' we study the problem of attainability of p(V'), proving Proposmlong 6 and discussing
the contlnulty of u(V') with respect to the masses and the location of singularities. In Section S we
prove Theorem '1 7' Finally Section d contains a detailed description of the spectrum of Schrodlnger
operators with potenmals in V and the proofs of Proposition ii.§ and Theorem {9,

Notation. We list below some notation used throughout the paper.

- B(a,r) denotes the ball {z € RY : |z —a| < r} in RY with center at a and radius r.

- For any A C R, X4 denotes the characteristic function of A.

- S is the best constant in the Sobolev inequality S||u||%2*(RN) < HuH%lg(RN).

- For all t € R, ¢t := max{¢t,0} (respectively ¢~ := max{—t,0}) denotes the positive (respec-
tively negative) part of ¢.

- For all functions f: RN — R, supp f denotes the support of f, i.e. the closure of the set of
points where f is non zero.

- wy denotes the volume of the unit ball in R¥.

- For any open set 2 C RY, D'(Q) denotes the space of distributions in Q.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Maria J. Esteban and Diego Noja for
fruitful discussions and helpful suggestions.
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2. A POSITIVITY CONDITION IN THE CLASS V

Thanks to Sobolev’s inequality, for a Schrédinger operator —A — V., V € LN/2(RN), a general
positivity condition is
||V+HLN/2(RN) < S.
We mention that criteria for a potential energy operator V' (V possibly changing sign or even

being a complex-valued distribution) to be relative form-bounded with respect to the laplacian,
i.e. satisfying

(®) ] [ V@l s

gconst/ |Vu(z)|? de,
RN

are discussed in [26]. In particular (8) implies boundedness from below of the associated quadratic
form in DY2(RY) and positivity of Schrodinger operators with small multiple of V' as a potential.
However, this type of result cannot answer the question arisen in the present paper about the
positivity of forms Qx, ... Ar.a1,....a, fOr given masses Aq, ..., Ag.

Furthermore, as D"?(R") is embedded in the Lorenz space L 2(RN), the positivity of the
quadratic form associated to operators —A — V., V € LN/2°° would be ensured by a smallness
condition on [|[V*F|n/2.00 (ra), where we recall that

. /. r@lde

1—2
XcrY X7
measurable

HfHLN/%oo(RN) =

We remark that potentials in the class V belong to LN/2:>°(RN), but their norm in LN/2>(RY)
is not small. Indeed for each pole a;, a direct calculation yields

XB(ai,ri)

5 > C(N)

LN/Q,oo(RN) -

|z — a;

for some positive constant C(NN) independent of r;. Hence, just by increasing the number of poles,
we can exhibit potentials in V with as large norms as we want. In the sequel, see Remark :_3-._51, we
will provide an example of potentials having infinite L™/ 2:00(RN)-norm, but giving rise to positive
quadratic forms. Therefore to provide positivity conditions in the class is a nontrivial issue.

In this section we provide a criterion for establishing positivity of Schrédinger operators with
potentials in V.

Ao XN \ 50, 1) (7)

LS TORENG) + Bk + W(z) € V. Then the two following

[z—a;]?

Lemma 2.1. Let V = Zle
conditions are equivalent:

: - i Jen (IVu(@)]? = V(x)u?(x)) de
(Z) M(V) T ueDl,;?gN)\{o} = fRN |VU((E)|2 dr > 07

(i1)  there exist ¢ > 0 and p € DV*(RY), ¢ >0 in RN\ {ay,...,ar}, and ¢ smooth
in RN\ {a1,...,ar}, such that — Ap(z) — V(2)o(x) > eV (x)p(z) a.e. in RY.
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PROOF. We first observe that, from Hardy’s, Holder’s, and Sobolev’s inequalities,

© [ Vierted< [ﬁ(iv AL+ 5 H e | [ 90t

for every u € DL2(RY).

-1
Assurne that (Z) hOldS. If O <e< # {ﬁ ( E?:l )\j_ + A;ro) + Sil||W+||LN/2(RN):| y fI‘OHl
(@) it follows that
2 2 + 2 n(V) 2
(IVu(@)]? = V(z)u?(z) — e VT (2)u?(2)) do > ——= [Vu(z)|* d.
RN 2 RN
As a consequence, for any fixed p € LN/2(RV) N L= (RN), p(x) > 0 a.e. in RV, the infimum
Jan (IVu(@)> = V(2) u?(z) — eV (z) u(z)?) do

V4eVt) =
vV V) weD1A (RN )\ [0} S~ p()u?(x)

is strictly positive and attained by some function ¢ € DH2(RY) \ {0} satisfying
—Ap(x) = V(z)p(@) = VI (2)p(2) + 1p(V + eV )p(a)p(2).

By evenness we can assume ¢ > 0. Since V € V), the Strong Maximum Principle allows us to
conclude that ¢ > 0 in RV \ {a1,...,ax}, while standard regularity theory ensures regularity of ¢
outside the poles. Hence (#7) holds.

Assume now that (i) holds. For any u € C°(RN \ {ay,...,ax}), testing the inequality satisfied
by ¢ with u?/p we get

E/]RN VT (z)u?(z) de < 2/]RN %Vu(x) -Veo(z)dx — /]RN ZQE?) |V(x)|? do — /]RN V(z)u?(z) dx
< /]RN |Vu(z)|® de — /]RN V(z)u®(z) d.

By density of C°(RY \ {ay,...,ax}) in D¥2(RY), we deduce that

) Jan (IVu(z)? = V(2)u?(2)) do
(10) ueDl,gggN)\{O} - f]RN V+ (I)’LL2($) dx =

From () we obtain that (V) > ¢/(1 4 ¢). Indeed, for every u € D“2(RN)\ {0},

/RN (IVu(@)? - V(z)u?(z)) dz > E/

VT (z)u?(z) de > 5/ V(z)u?(z) de,

RN RN
so that
1
20, < 2
/]RN V(z)u®(z) < T+ /RN |Vu(z)|* de,

implying
(11) / (|[Vu(z)]* = V(z)u?(z)) dz > L. |Vu(z)|* de.

RN 1 + 3 RN
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3. THE SHATTERING LEMMA

A starting point for the study of positivity of Schrodinger operators with potentials in ¥V, which
will be also a key ingredient for the study of their spectral structure, relies in the Shattering
Lemma :_1-._3, which ensures the positivity of Schrodinger operators with potentials whose singu-
larities are localized in a small neighborhood of the corresponding poles, thus avoiding mutual
interactions.

The proof of the Shattering Lemma consists in constructing supersolutions for each operator
Eii,ai (see Lemma 2.1) and then summing up to obtain a supersolution for L3, Aesar,.aps 1
order to take account of the interactions, we need to evaluate the exact behavior of such superso-
lutions at each pole and at oo, as it is done in the next two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € DM2(RY), ¢ >0 a.e. in RY, o #0, be a weak solution of

(12) N ”ﬁ+’;>@+q<w> ole) inRY,

where q € LS (RN \ {0}). Then

loc
(i) if q(x) = O(|z|~2~9) as |x| — 0 for some e > 0, there exists a positive constant C (depending
on q, A\, €, and @) such that

1
6|x|_“* < p(x) <Clz|=*  for all z € B(0,1),

where ay = % — (%)2 —A;

(ii) if g(x) = O(Jz|727%) as |x| — +oo for some € > 0, there exists a positive constant C
(depending on q, A, €, and @) such that

1
6|x|7(N72) <o) <Clz|™ ™2 for all z € RN\ B(0,1).
PROOF. The function u given by

(13) u(z) = |z[* p(x)

belongs to Dy (RY) where D}2(RY) denotes the space obtained by completion of Cg°(RY) with
respect to the weighted Dirichlet norm

1/2
itz = ( [, e o)
ay RN

Moreover u solves equation

. o u(x .
—div (2| ** Vu(z)) = mz((%m {|$|QQ($) + AXp(o,1)(x) —ax(N —2— ak)} in RY.
Therefore
. o u(x e .

—div (2| > Vu(z)) = ﬁqw”ﬂz ° in B(0,1),

where
2e 2(ax+1)—¢
P=2t N o0 tay ™ 9+

N—2(1Fa»)
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We can assume without restriction that 0 <e < 2,/1 — (N4_—)‘2)2. Hence a) < b < ay+ 1. Moreover

p= %. From the Brezis-Kato type lemma for degenerate elliptic equations proved in
- 2
[12, Lemma 4.1], it follows that u € Lfoc/2(B(O, 1), |x|~%). By iterating this argument, we obtain

that u € L; (B(0,1),|z|~%) for some s > p/(p — 2). Hence we can apply the regularity result in

- loc
[i3, Theorem 1.1] to conclude that u € C%*(B(0,1/2)), for some o > 0. Since u is continuous
outside 0 by standard regularity theory, it follows that u is continuous in RY. Moreover u(0) is
strictly positive in view of Harnack’s inequality for degenerate operators proved in [,’_l@], see also
2

[6]; we mention that weights of type |z|~29* with ay < =2 belong to the class of quasi-conformal

weights considered in [{§]. Hence there exists a positive constant C' such that 1/C' < u(x) < C'in
B(0,1), thus proving the behavior of ¢ near 0 stated in (7).
Letting now v(z) = |z|~ =2 p(2/|2|?), we have that v satisfies

AXRN\B(0,1 z \v(z
—Av(z) = %v(z) +gq EE ﬁ.

Therefore

x \ v(x) .
—Av(z) —q<W>W, in B(0,1).
Standard regularity theory yields continuity of v whereas Harnack’s inequality implies v(0) > 0.
Hence there exists a positive constant C' such that 1/C < v(x) < C in B(0,1), thus proving the
behavior of ¢ near co stated in (7). O

Remark 3.2. Scanning through the proof of the regularity result contained in [:_1-2, Theorem 1.1],
it is possible to clarify the dependence of the estimates used in the proof of the above lemma on
the data of the problem. Indeed it turns out that if ¢ solves ﬁ_l-gi) and w is given by (:_1-3), then
lullco.e(B(o,1)) < cllellar(Bo,1)) for some positive constant ¢ (depending on q, €, N and ) which
stays bounded uniformly with respect to A whenever A stays bounded from below and above away
from (N —2)%/4. Hence

p(a) < (XN g,2) |z~ ol ar (0,1))-

In particular, we can bound c(\, N, q,€) uniformly with respect to X if X\ varies in a compact subset
of (=00, (N —2)%/4).

Lemma 3.3. Let R >0 and ¢ € DV2(RY), ¢ >0 a.e. in RN, ¢ #0, be a weak solution of

AXpv\B(o,r)(7) 1 x N
where h € LS (RN \ {0}). Then

loc
(i) if h(z) = O(Jz|7279)) as |z| — +oo for some ¢ > 0, there exists a positive constant C

(depending on h, A, €, and ¢) such that
1 —(N—2—-ay) —(N—2—ay)
6‘%’ ’ S@(I)SC‘%’ ’ for all z € RN \ B(0, R),
where ay = % — (M)Q —A;
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(i) if h(x) = O(|x|~=9)) as x| — 0 for some e > 0, there exists a positive constant C' (depending
on h, \, g, and @) such that

1
c <p(x) <C forall xz € B(0,R).
PROOF. The function u given by
u(z) = p(Rx)
solves equation
AX
—Au(z) = {%0’1)@ + h(x)} u(z) in RV,

Through the transformation
u(@) = Ja| =N 2o(z/|2]?)
we have that v solves
A XB(O,l) (.I) 1 x . N
From Lemma 8.1, it follows that

1

%|;v|_‘“ <w(z) < Clz|~* in B(0,1), 6|$|_(N_2) <w(z) < Clz|~™=2 in RV \ B(0,1).

Since ¢(x) = RN~2|z|~ ™ =2y(Rz/|x|?), we obtain the required estimates. O

We now prove the bound from above of the first D12(R¥)-eigenvalue of Schrédinger operators
with potential in V stated in Lemma }1.2.

Proof of Lemma ..'-1:2_ If \; <Oforalli=1,..., k, 00, we have obviously that u(V) > 1. Let us
fix u € C°(RY \ {a1,...,a;}) and P € B(0,Ro) \ {a1,...,ax}. Letting u,(z) = u~ Ngzu(m;P),
for p small there holds

f]RN W(a:)ui(:z:) dx

) =1+00 ot
Jew VU ()| dx +o(1) asp—

u(V) <1

Letting p1 — 0% we obtain that u(V) < 1, hence u(V) = 1. Non attainability follows easily.

Assume now max;—1,... k0o Ai > 0. Suppose A1 < Ay < ... A, and let € > 0. From optimality of
the best constant in the classical Hardy inequality () and by density of C2° (RN \ {ay,...,az}) in
DL2(RYN), there exists ¢ € C°(RN \ {ay,...,ar}) such that

/RN Vo(x)[dz < {M + 5] *(z) dz.

4 Ry |zf?
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N-—2

Letting ¢, (x) = p~ 2 gb(””;“k), for any p > 0 there holds

(g 17 = arl ¢ (

ai|72¢i(:v) dx

B(a, 7"1)
u(V) <1- Ay, AL
fRN |V¢u )|2d$ #Zk fRN |V¢u z)|? dv
. )\ I]RN\B(O,RO) |£L‘|_ (bi(l') de‘ fRN )dCC
- fRN |V¢u(x)|2 dx fRN |V¢u )|2 dx
—2 42 d
:1—/\kfRN 2" () :c+0(1) as pu— 0F.

fRN |Vo(x)|? dx
Letting ;1 — 0%, by the choice of ¢ we obtain

N-22 17!
REPSIRN LT
for any € > 0. Letting ¢ — 0 we derive that u(V) <1 — %. Repeating the same argument
with ¢, (z) = u‘¥¢(:v/u) and letting u — 400 we obtain also that pu(V) < 1 — (;})‘ 5yz- The
required estimate is thereby proved. O

Proof of Lemma :l-_t,;, Assume that max;—1,. k00 Ai > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove.
(N—-2)?
LetusﬁxO<a<m—l,sothat

~ _ 9)\2 - _9)\2
/\OO:=AOO+£)\;<% and )\i::)\i+£)\j<(NT2) foralli=1,...,k.

By scaling properties of the operator and in view of Lemma 2-._ i:, to prove the statement it is enough
to find ¢ € DL2(RY) positive and smooth outside the singularities such that

(14) —Ap(x Z Vi(z Veo(z) p(z) >0 ae. in RY,

where

Aoo XRN\B(0,Ro/5) (T)
|| ’

and § > 0 depends only on the lggatlon of poles and not on . Indeed, if (:l-_) holds for some
positive ¢, then Lemmas 2.1 and |1.2 ensure that

Y V() =

k
4 i XB(a:i,6)(T) Moo XN\ B(0,Ro) () 3
1l— — A > & ’ >
(N —2) lzlma)’goo B M(; |z — a;|? - |[2 “1+e
forall 0 <e < % — 1 and the result follows letting ¢ — (-2)° — 1.

In order to find a positive supersolution to (12) foralli=1,...,k let us set

a; o 1
p(@)=p(r =) where ) = pozr e
and
5 Ry °
|[>=¢(1 + [0z / Ro|?)*

poo(x) =



SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH MULTIPOLAR INVERSE-SQUARE POTENTIALS

Since p;, poo € LN/ 2(RY), it is easy to see that the weighted first eigenvalue
[ 19e@P - Vi) ¢
= min R

Hi = 1,2(RN
DL2(RN)\{0} / ps()2 ()
RN

13

is positive and attained by some function ¢; € D¥2(RY), ; > 0 and smooth in RY \ {a;/§} and

also

|, 9el@)f = Vea) 2 0)
Hoo =

o D1 QI]E}VD
. 0
(BN)\{0} / poo (2)0%(2)
RN

is positive and attained by some function ., € DV2(RY), o, > 0 and smooth in RY \ {0}. The

function ¢; satisfy
—Api(x) = Vi) pi(z) = pipi(@)pi(2)
while oo satisfy
~APoo(2) = Voo () oo () = prooPos () oo ()
Lemmas 3.1' and 3.3 yield a constant Cy > 0 (independent on §) such that

(15) i‘x I 00]:1; _ G for all z € B(a;/8,1)

Co ] 5

| —(N-2) | —(N=2)

(16) i\x_ﬂ < o x)goo‘x_ﬂ , for all = € RN \ B(a;/6, 1),

Co ] 5

—(N—2—-a5_) —(N—2—-a5_)

(17) = 5—96‘ T ggooo(x)gco’é—x =" forall z € RN\ B(0, Ro/5),

OO Ry Ry
(18) Oio < Yoo() < Co, for all = € B(0, Ro/9).
Let ¢ = Zlegoi—i—n%o for some 0 < n < inf{ M; ci=1, 0k N> O}. Then we have

4C23;
k k
—Ap(x) = > Vi(@) p(@) = Vo (@) o) = Y ipi(@)s (%) + trocPoo (€)7 poo (@)
i=1 i=1

k k

=Y Vil@)pi(@) =) Vilw)poo (@) = Vas(2) Y il).

i#j i=1 i=1
In particular a.e. in the set B(0, Rp/d) \ Ule B(a;/0,1), we have

k

k
—Ap(z) = Y Vil@) p(@) = Vao(2) wlx) = Y papi(@)0i (@) + proopoc (@) 9o () > 0.
i=1 i=1
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Let us consider B(a;/8,1). If A; < 0, we have easily that
—Ap — Z Vi(z) o(z) = Voo (z) p(z) >0 a.e. in B(a;/d,1).

If Xz > (0 we can choose € < as,- Since, for § small,
B(a;/6,1) C B(0,Ro/8) and B(a;/5,1) C RN \ B(a;/6,1) for j # i,
from (f5), (I6), and ({8) it follows that, in B(a;/é, 1),

—Ap(@ ZV Vae (@) (w) = pipi(@)ipi(@) = Vi) (D (@) +npoc (@)
J7#i
ai =2 i a; |59, (N=2)
ek 3 el A )
It is easy to see that for § small
a; |E—ax, a; —(N—2) 2 N—-2 fr]
E_— > d ’ -2 <(7) D R g——
‘I 1) - an v ) |ai—aj| <k—1
and hence the choice of 1 ensures that
—Ap(x ZV Voo(z) p(x) >0 a.e. in B(a;/0,1),

provided 9 is sufficiently small. N
Let us finally consider R \ B(0, Ry/d). If Ao < 0, then

—Ap(z ZV Vo(z) o(x) >0 a.e. in RN\ B(0, Ry/6).
If Aoc > 0 we can choose € < as_- From (i6-1i7), we deduce that in RN \ B(0, Ry/d)

k
—Ap(@)= > Vi(@) p(@) = Vao () p(2) > prooPoc (@)1 oo (@) — Z pi(z
=1

} .

1 [ poon (5:6‘ (N—2-a5_)—e
> ~ Cod ‘
EE [2500 Ry 0 Z

It is casy to see that, in RN\ B(0, Ro/4), |z — %[ > (1 - R—0)|:1:| where o = max{|a;|};, hence
k k
—Ap(x)= Y Vi(z) p(x) = Voo (2) (@) 2 pooPoc (€)1 poo () = Vo () D i)
i=1 i=1
1 HooT] (N=2) 1 a\~(N=2) . N
> - - e
= [2500}}{0} coxmk@ RO) >0 ae. inRY\ B(0, Ry/d)

provided 9 is sufficiently small. The proof is thereby complete. O
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Remark 3.4. For (A1, ..., A, Aso) C (=00, (N —2)2/4)", let {a7, a3, ... a7} C B(0, Ry) C RY
be a sequence of configurations approzimating {a1,a2,...,ar} C B(0, Ro) CRY, K # aj fori # j,
t.e. af —a'asnm— oo foralli=1,...,k. From the pmofs of Lemmas 2 ]' and ,1 3 we can choose
0 > 0 independently of n such that

4max;—1,. .., koo \i .
~ 1-— W, Zf maXi=1,....k,oco )\i > O,
L if maxX;—1,... koo Ni <0,

where

Z AiXB(an,6) )\OOXRN\B(O,RO)
ae " |2 '
Let us now deal with the case of infinitely many singularities distributed on reticular structures.
Lemma 3.5. [Shattering of reticular singularities] Let A < (N —2)2/4 and let {a,}, C RN
satisfy
(19) Z |an| V=2 < 400, Z lansk — an| " N2 is bounded uniformly in n,

n=1 k=1

and |an — am| > 1 for all n # m. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that

. /RN (|Vu(9c)|2 — V(x)u2(:v)) dx

>0
ueDV2(RY) 2
|Vu(z)|* dz
RN

uZ0

where
XB(an,6)\T) 5 (@
— A mns .
pppr

PROOF. Let A=A +¢e < (N —2)?/4. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma {[.3, we can construct a
function ¢ € DV2(RY), ¢ > 0 and smooth in RY \ {0} such that

M)~ A XBj—lm b(@) = pp(@)(e),

where p > 0 and p(z) = |z|*2(1 + |z|?)~¢. Moreover, by Lemmma 3.1,
||~ ]~V
c c
Let o(x) = >.,7, z/J(x — M) For any compact set K, we have that there exists n such that, for
alln>nandz € K, [Y(z— %) < Clo — 2| (= )<const| B =2 Then

| () = nzlw(x - %”) + i w(x - %") € HY(K) + L™(K).
n=1 n=n

<(x) < Clz|~ M2 in RN\ B(0,1).

<¢(z) <Clz|~* in B(0,1), and
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In particular ¢ € L (R"). Moreover

XB(an /6,1
— Ap(x AZ ”M’P o)

oSl i St ()
Then a.e. in the set RV \ |J°7, B(a, /4, 1), we have
—Ap(z) — X Z XB(G"/ii)P )cp(x) > 0.

Assume A > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Therefore in each ball B(a,,/d,1)

~Al@) =X Z e e
<—><—>|—_|“Z<—>

2(‘96 Z‘ ‘ (N— 2))'

Since, for small §, |z — 2| > ‘a%;a"‘ -1> % provided § small enough, we deduce that

—(N-2)
Z ‘:v _ GTm’ < (20)N 2 Z |am — an|_(N_2) < const 6V 72,

an

5

> const ‘$ —

Hence, we can choose ¢ small enough independently of n such that

XB(a
—Ap(z )\Z XB(an/5:)(®) go(:v)>0

_an|2

a.e. in B(ay/d,1). Hence we have constructed a supersolution ¢ € LL (RY), » > 0in RV\{a, }nen
and ¢ smooth in RY \ {a, },en, such that

XB(a
—Ap(z) — X Z B( n/o1) (@ <p(x) >0 ae. inRY,

an|2

where A = A + & < (N — 2)?/4. Therefore, arguing as in Lemma 2.1 and taking into account the
scaling properties of the operator, we obtain

- /RN (|Vu(9c)|2 — V(x)u2(:v)) dx
(V)= inf

uECC“’(RN\{an}neN) / |Vu(:v)|2 dx
uZ0 RN

>0,

i.e.

(20) | v@we s < =) [ Vel da

RN
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for all u € C (RM \ {an}nen). By density of C° (RN \ {an}nen) in DH2(RY) and the Fatou
Lemma, we can easily prove that (24) holds for all u € DV2(RY).
o

Remark 3.6. The Lemma above can be used to construct examples of potentials having infinite
LN/2:29(RN)-norm, but giving rise to positive quadratic forms.

Remark 3.7. If the singularities a,, are located on a periodic M -dimensional reticular structure,
M < N, ie. if

{an: n e N} ={(x1,22,...,20,0,...,0): ; €Z foralli=1,..., M},
then 352 |antk—an| "= < 400 if and only if > oo k™ N=DHM=1 < 400 je. for M < N—2.

Remark 3.8. From Lemma :_3-’._?1, it follows that, for 6 small and any u € DV2(RY), the series

o0

2
Z/ u?(x) da
B(an,d) |z — an|

n=1

converges and

dr < const/ Vu(z)|? dz.
Z/Bm, R e | 405!

4. PERTURBATION AT INFINITY

In this section we discuss the stability of positivity with respect to perturbations of the potentials
with a small singularity sitting at infinity.

Lemma 4.1. Let

k
)\iX a;.r: )\ )\oox T
V(:C) _ Z B(ai, 1)( ) + RN\B(O,R)( )

|z — ai? |2

+W(z) eV,
i—1

where W € L®(RN), W(z) = O(|z|~27?), with § > 0, as |z| — oo. Assume that (V) > 0, namely
that the quadratic form associated to the operator —A — V is positive definite. Let vo € R such
that Moo + Yoo < (%)2 Then there exist R > R and ® € DV2(RYN), ® > 0 in RN \ {a1,...,a}
and smooth in RN \ {ay,...,ar} such that

Yoo
—AQ(z) - V(z)®(x) — |22 T 12 XRM\B(0, R)(I)( z) > 0.
PRrROOF. Let us fix
. N —2\2 N —2\2
0<5<m1n{\/(T) — Ao, \/(T> —)\oo—%o}a
Co > 0 such that
W(z) < in RY

= |$|2+5, I
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and Ry > 0 such that

k 2

N -2
UB(Gi,Ti)CB(O,RQ) and (T) — " = Ao = 5.
i=1

Let ¢1 > 0 be a smooth function such that

in RN\ B(0,2Ry).

1 =0 in B(0,Rp), ¢1(z)=—=
|lz| 7=+

For every R > 2Ry, we have that

Yoo Xpa\ B(0, R) (x)

N — 2 X -
e <T2) _52] B(O’R)ﬁfg’”‘)’(x)w(x)+f1<x>
_9\?2 X = (2
+ <¥) _52_%0] %ﬁ()%(x),

where f1 is a smooth function with compact support. Let us choose a smooth function with
compact support fy such that

fi+f2>0m RN, fi+ fo>0in B(0,2Ry), and

Aco .
Ja+WXpBo.2r)P1 + WXB(OJRO)\B(O,RO)% > 0in RY.

Since fa +WXp(0,2ry) %1 + )\OO|w|_2XB(0,2Ro)\B(O.,Ro)‘P1 € L%(RN) and u(V) > 0, in view of the
Lax-Milgram Theorem there exists p2 € DV2(RY), o2 > 0in RN \ {ay, ..., ax}, satisfying

(22)  —Aps(e) — V(@)pa(2) = fol) + W<x>xB<o,m><w>+A“XB“’QT;)';B(O*R“)(” e1(@).

From Lemma :_3-._3, we have that, for some positive constant C1,

1
o lalm N7 ) < () < Cafa] NP ) in RN\ B(0, 2Ro).
1

Set & = 1 + y. We claim that for R > 0 large enough there holds

_ Yoo XRN\ B(0,R) (z)
||

—Ad(z) — V(z)®(x) ®(z) >0, ae inRY.
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For all R > 2Ry, from (21-22) we deduce
(23)

— AB(z) = V(2)®(x) — W“XRN&T;O’R) P

N —2\2 Xgn\ B0, i) (%) N —2\2 X B(0, )\ B(0,2R0) (%)
> I _ 2 _ _ AW 2 R _ 2 ) ) 0
> {( ) € %o] FE o1(z) + ( ) 5 P e1(x)

2 2

b Ri() + folo) + |:W($)XB(O,2R0)($) N )\ooXB(O,QRo)\B(O,Ro)(x)](pl ()

|2

_ ”WXRN&T?’R) D s(a) - Vi@ @)

> fi(z) + falz) + [(EY_ 22 o — /\OO} XRN\B(O,R)(I) N172

2 || |z| 7= *e

|z

N —2\2 Co 1 XB(0,2)\B(0,2R ()
R - - e
Co 1 Yoo 1
T TP g N Xy p(0,7) (%) — 22 o[V 2-arm Xg\ B0, ) (%)
By the choice of fs, we have that in B(0,2Ry)

B Yoo Xpv\ (0, ) ()
|=[?

From (24) and the choice of ¢ and Ry, it follows that, in B(0, R)\ B(0,2Ry),

—AD(z) — V(2)P(x)

®(z) = fi(z) + faz) > 0.

Yoo Xgn 7 () N —2\2 Col 1
CAD(z) — V(2)B(z) — 8 @jﬁoﬁ) o(x) > [(T) — oo = o5 (@) > 0

From (23) and the choice of ¢, we deduce that, in RN \ B(0, R),

_ Yoo XN\ B(0, ) ()

—AD(z) — V(z)P(x) FE o(z) >
—92\2
= [(%) =€ =Yoo = )\OO] |$|2+}V22+s B |$|2+5€0N22+s B |x|13i(jzxoo >0
provided R is large enough. The claim is thereby proved. O
Theorem 4.2. Let
Vi) = zk: AiXB(ag,r) () n Ao XRN\ B(0,R) () FW() eV,

|z — a;f? jz?

where W € L¥(RN), W(z) = O(|z|~27°%), with 6 > 0, as |z| — co. Assume that u(V) > 0, namely
that the quadratic form associated to the operator —A — 'V is positive definite. Let v € R such
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that Aoo + Yoo < (%)2 Then there exists R > R such that M(V + &%XRN\B(O,R)) > 0, namely
the quadratic form associated to the operator —A —V — &%XRN\B(O,R) is positive definite.

PROOF. As already observed in the proof of Lemma 2:]:, if Ve Vand u(V) > 0, then there
exists € > 0 such that V + eVt e V, u(V +eVt) > 0, and Ao + 700 + (AL +7L) < (%)2

In particular V 4 VT also satisfies the assumptions of Lemma @:]:, hence there exist R > R and
® € DL2(RY), @ > 0in RV \ {ay,...,ar} and smooth in RY \ {ay,...,ax} such that

.
—AD(z) — V(2)B(z) — &%XW\B(O)R@(I) > s(v+(x) + l”ﬁ)cp(x) > E(V(x) + &%)%(I).

The conclusion follows now from Lemma 2]: O

5. SEPARATION THEOREM

In this section we provide a tool to construct a positive operator from two positive potentials
in V whose interaction at infinity is not too strong. To this aim we first show how, starting
from the supersolutions corresponding to each positive given operator, it is possible to scatter the
singularities and obtain a positive supersolution for the resulting operator by summation.

Lemma 5.1. Let

LAY g oy (z) AL X
Vl(w)ZZ iVB(aj, })( ) o0 RN\B(O,Rl)(I)

|z —a}|? |2

+ Wl(l') ev,
=1

k2 \2x ) A2X
Vo) =302 Ba2,r?) (@) N Xew\p(0,R,) (@)

W- eV,
a2 ]2 T Wal@)

i=1
where W; € L®RYN), Wi(x) = O(|z|7%7%), i = 1,2, with § > 0, as |x| — oco. Assume that
w(V1), w(Va) > 0, namely that the quadratic forms associated to the operators —A—Vy, —A—V; are
positive definite and that AL+ N2, < (%)2 Then, there exists R > 0 such that, for everyy € RN
with |y| > R, there exists @, € DL2(RN), o, >0 in RY, o, >01n RN\ {a},a? +Yti=t1,. k=12
such that

~A®, () — (Vi(2) + Va(z —y)) @y(x) >0 a.e. in RY.
N—2

PROOF. Let 0 < e << 1 be such that A}, + A2 < (852)? — ¢ and, for j = 1,2, set

N —2\2 , ,
A= (T) —¢ and Al =A- M.
Let us also choose 0 < 1 << 1 such that
(24) A% <a(1=2n) and AL <5 (1—27).

We can choose R > 0 such that, for j = 1,2, Uf;l B(af,r{) C B(0, R), and define
e —all 2+ in Blal, 1)),

(25) pi(z) =11 in B(0, R) \ Ui~y B(al,r}),
0 in RV \ B(0, R),
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with o > 0. In view of Theorem {.2, there exist 1?; such that the quadratic forms associated to the
J o . . .
operators —A — V; — &%XRN\B(O R,) are positive definite. Therefore, since p; € LN/2 | the infima
Eaht)

. Jaw [[Vu(@)? = Vj(2)u®(z) — 7&|$|_2XRN\B(0,RJ-)“2($” dzx
Wi = inf 3
w€DL2(RN)\ {0} S~ pi(x)u?(2) de

are achieved by some t; € DV2(RN), 1b; > 0in RN, 9; > 0in RV \ {al,.. ., aij}, solving equation

"o .
(26) —Ay;(x) = V(@) (x) = pipi(@)v;(x) + WXRN\B(O,Rj)wj(‘T) in RY.
In view of Lemma 5:3, there holds

lim o (@)]a]V 7 = 45 > 0,

x| —+

hence the function ¢; = f—; solves (26) and @;(x) ~ |z|~(N=2794) at co. Then there exists
p > max{R;, Ry, R} such that, in RN \ B(0, p),

(27) (1= n?)|a|" N 7270 < gj(z) < (14 n)|o|~N—270a)
and that
(28) (Wi(2)| < my2olel™  and  [Wa(z)| < nylofz] 2.

Moreover, from Lemma :_3-._ 1‘ we can deduce that for some positive constant C'

1 N N P )
(29) 6|x—a§| Mo<pi(x) <Cle—all M in Blal,r]), i=1,....k;

and ¢; are smooth outside the poles.
For any y € R, let us consider the function

Dy () =2 p1(2) + Vi p2(z —y) € DVARY).
Then
—AD (z)— (Vi) + Va(z — y)) Dy(2)
5 VeVl
= 1Yp1 ()1 () + ﬁXRN\B(o,RI)QOI ()

V2

+ p2vspa(r — y)pa(z —y) + P Xgn\ By, i) P2(T = ¥)

— V(@) (x — y) — 2 Va(z — y)p1 ().
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From (24) and (27), it follows that in RY \ (B(0, p) U B(y, p))

—Ad, ()~ (Vi(z) + Valz — y)) P, (z)

1 .2
Yoo Vo Yoo Vo
> |.’IJ|2 1( )+|x_y|2@2( _y)
1 )\1 2 )\2
- 700(|x0|3 + Wi (,T))(pz(.’l] - y) - ’YOO<|{E _Ooy|2 + Wg(.’l] - y)) ®1 (JJ)
 Deae =) | ves (=) veve (L —n?) Voo Voo (1 = 17°)

eV ey Pl — gV T Pl

1 1 1 1
1.2 2
_ 1— — — ] >0.
Voo Yoo ( n )<|$|N—a/\—2 |x_y|N—aA—2> <|x|2 |x—y|2) =

_For |y| sufficiently large, B(0,p) N B(y,p) = 0. In B(a},r}), for i = 1,... ki, from (23), (27,
(25_;), (:_29') we have that

Ay ()= (Vi(2) + Va(z — 1)) By(z)

> v pi(z)er (x) + T y|2<pz(:v —y)

— e Vi (@) 2z — y) — 72 Va(x — y)er (z)

> |z —aj| {_f‘”go

- —i—o(l)} , as|y| — oo.

In B(0,p) \ U™, B(al,r}), from (25), (27), (28) and since ¢; > ¢ > 0, we obtain that

—A%y(2) — (Vil2) + Va(z = y))Py(2) > miree +o(1),  as[y| — oc.

In a similar way we can prove that, if |y| is large enough,

—ADy(z) — (Vi(z) + Va(z — y))Py(z) >0, a.e. in B(y,p).

Proof of Theorem E_l-E'-g Let us fix € € (0,1) such that, for j = 1,2,

o) e <min {25y, L [ﬁ(iw L)) + S HIWS lowsem)| }
and
HV; +V7) > 0. Mk e (00)+ 02)7) < (F2)

see the proof of Lemma 2.1, Fix R > 0 such that

. € €
(31) IWiXen\po,.mllLv/2@yy < mm{l ES}'
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Denoting Vj g := V; — W;Xgn~\ B(o,Rr), from (30) and (31), there results

[ (Vu@P = V(o)) do
R
_ V;
> W)~ W s v s~ [ Va@Par = 880 [ (9u)P as,
RN RN
therefore, from (:_3-(_1), it follows
[ (9ula)? = (Vin(o) + £V (o)) (@) da
RN

ulls) < ~ ! 7 ( SO0+ ()*) + slnwjnwmmﬂ / Vu(@)l de

=1
z—'/ \Vu(z)|? da.
4 Jan

K3
Hence the potentials V; g + EijLR satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 5.1, which yields, for |y|
sufficiently large, the existence of ®, > 0 in RY, ®, > 0in RN\ {al,a? + Yti=1,...k,,j=1,2, such
that

>

—AD,(z) = Vi y(2)Py(2) > ¢ ng(iv)(l)y(,f) a.e. in RY,
where Vg () := Vi r(z) + Va,r(z — y). As a consequence, arguing as in the proof of Lemma .1,
we easily deduce that
o (V@) 2 — Vi (a)i2(a)) dr

32
(32) weDL2(RN)\{0} fRN ng(;v)uQ(:c) dx -

We claim that

Jex (Vu(@)]? — (Vi(@) + Va(z — y))u?(2)) da

i > 0.
ueDlﬂl(I%QN)\{O} fRN |VU(I)|2 dx

We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists a sequence u,, € DY2(RY) such that

lim ([Vun(2)]* = (Vi(z) + Va(z — y))up(x)) dz =0 and /RN |V (z)? = 1.

n—oo JpN
From (33) and (31), we obtain, for n large enough,
T / [V, (@) + Wi@)Xar\ 50,1 (@) + Walw = )Xan 5, (@) = Vi, (0) |1 (@) da + (1)

2
< [ Vunle)Pdo= [ Vi (ahid@)do+ 2SS Wi po.n vy, +ol)
RN RN

j=1

2
= / (IVun (@) = (Vi) + Vala = )i (2)) d + 552 3 7 I Wke\ (o, vz + o(1)
j=1

< (1+5)+0(1)§%,

which is a contradiction. The theorem is thereby proved. O

o ™
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6. POSITIVITY OF MULTIPOLAR OPERATORS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem :_1-_1'

Proof of Theorem E_l-_i:

Step 1 (Sufficiency.) We prove the sufficient condition on the positivity of the quadratic form
Qxi,...7p,a1,....a, aPPlying an iterating process on the number of poles k. Let Ay < Ay <+ < A,

As observed in Section -L if £ = 2 the claim is true for any choice of aj,as. Suppose that
the claim is true for k — 1, let us prove it for k. We may assume A, > 0, otherwise the proof
is trivial. If Aq,..., \p satisfy (:3), then the same holds true for Aq,...,Ax_1. By the recursive
assumption, there exists a configuration of poles {ai,...,ar—1} such that the quadratic form
Q... Mp_1,a1,...,ar_, associated to the operator

Ai
Ly A a a =-A- E T 12
Tyeen k—1,015-- k—1 - |:v—ai|2
1=

is positive definite.
We claim that there exists ax € R such that the quadratic form associated to the operator
Lx,,..2n,a1,....ar, 1S positive definite. Indeed, the two potentials

k—1
/\i )\k
D=L ap BT EE
=1

belong to the class V and satisfy the assumptions of Theorem :_1-._5:, which ensures the existence of
ar € RY such that the quadratic form associated to the operator

L>\1;~~~7)\k;‘11;~~~7ak =-A- (Vl + VQ( - ak))
is positive definite.

Step 2 (Necessity.) Assume that for some configuration {a1, ..., ax} and for some € > 0 there
holds

2(
/ [Vu(x |2d:c—Z/\ / ui)da: >a/ |Vu(z)|® de, for all u € DV (RY).
RN

N |z — a;)?

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that, for some i, \; > (%)2 Let 6 € (0,e(N —2)?/4). By
optimality of the best constant in the Hardy inequality (&) and by density of C2°(RY) in DV2(RY),
there exists ¢ € C2°(RY) such that
2 2
/ Vo) —x [ D agp s [ 0 g,
RN ry |7

Ry faf?

The rescaled function ¢, (z) = u~N=2/2¢(x /) satisfies
¢* () ¢*(x)

Qv nple—ad) = [ WowPar-x [ Ear-Y s [
"

P L b

¢2
= /]RN |Vo(x)|>dr — \; /]RN |x(|§) dz +o0(1), asp— 0.
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Letting 4 — 0, by Hardy’s inequality, we obtain

(@)
[ welar< [ wotPae - [ Sl

¢*(x) 49 / 2
dr < ——— v d
o 2P TS 7 o
thus giving rise to a contradiction.

Suppose now that, A := Zle Ai > (N—) Let § € (0,e(N —2)2/4). As above, there exists
¢ € C°(RY) such that

<0

/ IVé(z)|2dz — A G GO
RN ry |72

Ry |zf?

The rescaled function ¢, () = u=N=2/2¢(z /) satisfies

2
Qi van (Pu(2)) = / V()P — Z)\ / I CONN

RN Ix —ai/pf?

z/ |V(z)|dx —A/ |$|2 d:zc—f—o(l), as p — 00,

see [:_1-1_11’7 Proposition 3.1]. Letting u — oo and arguing as above, we obtain easily a contradiction.
O

7. BEST CONSTANTS IN HARDY MULTIPOLAR INEQUALITIES

The classical Hardy’s inequality states that p(|z|=2) = 1 — ﬁ is not attained. On the
other hand, when dealing with multipolar Hardy-type potentials, a balance between positive and
negative interactions between the poles can lead to attainability of the best constant in the Hardy-
type inequality associated to the multisingular potential V € V:

(33) /RN V(z) Ju(z)]?dz < (1 — (V) /RN |Vu(z)|? de, for all u € D2 (RY).

As already observed in part i) of Lemma .2, if all the masses are negative then (V) = 1 and
it is not attained. As a consequence, in order to discuss attainability of u(V'), we will assume that
maxi;=1,....k,co Ai > 0.

We recall that, in view of Lemma |2, the best constant in inequality (33) can be estimated
by terms of the best constant in the inequality associated to the potential with one singularity
located at the pole carrying the largest mass, i.e. u(V) <1 — e 2)2 Max;=1,... koo Ai- We 1LOW

prove attainability of u(V') when it stays strictly below the bound provided in Lemma |I.2.

Proof of Pr0p051t10n il 6 Let us assume that @) holds and denote A\ = Max;—1, .. koo Ai- From
Lemma :1 3‘ there exists 6 > 0 such that

(34) p(V)y>1-
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where V(z) = Zle AiXB(ai,0)|T — ai] 7 + Ao Xgn\B(0,Ro) 2] 2. We notice that we can split
V =V 4+W for some W € LN/2(RN). Let u, € D'2(RY) a minimizing sequence for 1(V), namely
/ |V, (z)?dz =1 and / ([Vun(2)]* = V(2)ui(z)) dz = p(V) +o(1) asn — oo.
RN RN

Being {u,, }, bounded in D2(RY), we can assume that, up to a subsequence still denoted as w,,
uy, converges to some u a.e. and weakly in DV2(RY). Since
(V) < / (IVun(@)? = V(@i (2) do+ | W(epl()de=p(V)+ [ W(z)u?(@)dz+o(1)
RN RN RN
as n — oo, from (34) and (4) it follows that
4\ — 4\ ~
1— —— <V W (z)u?(z)dz <1 — —— W (z)u?(z)d
g <A [ Wt <1 o b | W) de,

hence fRN W(m)uQ () dz > 0, thus implying v #Z 0. From weak convergence of u,, to u, we deduce
that

Jax ([Vu(@)? = V(e)?(2)) de
Jow IVu(@)? dz

[ Jan (Vun(@)? = V(@)u} (z)) de] = [ fon (IV(un —w)(@)] = V(2)(u, —u)?(2)) dz] +o(1)
fRN |Vuy,(x)]? de — f]RN |V (up, — u)(x)]?dx + o(1)

1= fon [V = w)(@)? do + o(1) o(1)
< (Vv R =u(V) |1+ .
ST TN —w@Paron "V T e P @ rom] ST
Letting n — oo, we obtain that u attains the infimum defining (V). O

As a consequence of the attainability of (1), a result of continuity follows.

Lemma 7.1. Let

k
AiXB(air) () Ao XrN\B(0,Re) (T)
Viz)=>)_ P + 2 L+ W (x) €V,
=1
k
AiXB(ar ) () AooXRN\ B(0, Ro) (T)
Valz) =Y P wp T Wa@) ey

=1 g

be such that a' — a; asn — oo, foralli=1,...,k, and W,, = W in LN/Q(RN). Then
Jim (V) = p(V).

Proor. If\; <O0foralli=1,...,k 00, then u(V) = u(V,) =1 and the continuity is obvious.
Let us now consider the case A = max;—1,.. k00 A; > 0. Hence, in view of Lemma :_1._?;, see also
Remark 3.4, there exists 6 > 0 independent of n such that
~ 4\ ~ 4\

(35) (Vo) =1-— w—2p (V) =1-
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where

Z AiXB(an,6) )‘ooX]RN\B(O,Ro Z AiXB(ai,s )‘OOXRN\B(O,RO)

—ap |[? |z —ai |2 |2

We can write V,, = Vn + Wn and V=V + W, where

k
i
Wy =W, + Z - n|2XB(a r\B(ar,0) and W=W+ Z o= a |2 B(as,ri)\B(a;,0)-

By the Dominated Convergence Theorem we deduce that W, — W in LV/2 (RM).
For any u € DY2(RY), Lemma A.J implies that [, V,(2)u?(z)dz — [ox V(x)u?(z) dz, while
strong LN/2-convergence of W,, to W yields Jan W, (2)u?(z) do — Jan W (z)u?(z) dz, hence
Jen (IVu(z)? = Vo (2)u?(2)) dx B Jen (IVu(z)> = V(2)u?(z)) dz + o(1)
S~ [Vu(z)[? dx S~ [Vu(z)|? da

for any u € DV2(RY) \ {0}. Therefore, letting n — oo and taking infimum over DL2(RY) \ {0},
we obtain that

(36) limsup (V) < p(V).

n—oo

w(Vy) <

In particular, the sequence { ,u(Vn)}n is bounded. We now claim that

(37) w(V) = lirriinfu(Vn).

Indeed, let {u } be a subsequence such that lim; pu(V,,,) = liminf, . u(V,) and suppose,

by contradiction, that lim; p(Vy;) < p(V) — v, for some o > 0. From Lemma {.2, we have that,
for large j,
(38) Vo)< (V) —a<1— 2
n; -« EZNEESCE
HVng) < 1 (N —2)2
hence, by Proposition .4, (V) is attained by some ¢; € DH2(RY) satisfying

/ [Vej(@)[?dz =1 and / (V@i (@)]* = Vo, (2) 5 () dx = p(Vi, ).
RN RN

Moreover ; satisfies the equation

(39) —Apj(x) = Vo (2)p;(x) = —p(Va, ) Agpj ().

Since {¢;}; is bounded in D'2(RY), there e exists a_subsequence, still denoted as {¢;};, weakly
converging to some ¢ in D2(RY). From (38) and (33) it follows that

A\ = 2 2 1774 2
- ey <0T) < [ (Ve@P -V @@@) o+ [ W @6

Vi) + [ W, @@ <uV)—at [ We)edo+ o)
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as j — oo. Letting j — oo, we obtain that

4 — 4 —
- < _ 2 A 2
1 N —2¢ = V) —a+ RNW(x)go (x)dx <1 N _2) + RNW(:E)cp (z)dz,
yielding ¢ # 0. We claim that
(40) lim [ Vi, (2)g;(z)v(z) de = / V(z)p(z)v(z)de for all v € DV2(RY)
)X JRN RN

Indeed for any v € DL2(RY) and e > 0, by density there exists 1 € C(RY \ {ay,...,ax}) such
that [[v — 9[[pr2@yy < e. Since 9 lies far away from the singularities, from Hardy’s inequality we
have that

\ L T@es@p@ide = [ Vgt da

< conste + ‘ / (‘7”] —V)(z)p;(z)¢(x)dr| < conste +o(l) asj— oo.
RN

(:24-(_}) is thereby proved. From @-(_):) and strong LN/%-convergence of W, to W, we can multiply (:_3-%')
by ¢ and pass to limit as j — oo thus obtaining

[ (9o - V@) @) do =tmint u(Vi) [ V(o) do
RN RN

and consequently liminf,, . u(V,) > u(V), a contradiction. Claim (37) is thereby proved. The
conclusion follows from (36) and (37). O

Remark 7.2. We emphasize that u : LN/2’°°(RN) — R, u: Vi pu(V) is continuous with respect
to the LN/2°°_norm. In particular the first DL2(RN)-eigenvalue (V) is continuous not only with
respect to the location of the singularities but also with respect to their masses A;’s.

Remark 7.3. We notice that if V,, € V converge to V. € V in the sense that the poles of V,
converge to the poles of V (i.e. in the sense of Lemma {I.1), then ||V, — V[ px/2,00 vy does mot
tend to zero. On the other hand (V) — (V). In other words, the first DV?(RYN)-eigenvalue is
stable with respect to small perturbations of configurations of poles, even though such perturbations
make the LN/2°°_distance between the potentials far away from zero.

8. ESSENTIAL SELF-ADJOINTNESS

The Shattering Lemma :1:3 reveals how Schrodinger operators with potentials lying in the class
V are actually compact perturbations of positive operators, see Lemma i:4 Hence they are semi-
bounded symmetric operators and their L?(R™N)-spectrum is bounded from below. Consequently
the class V provides us with a good framework to study the spectral properties of multisingular
Schrédinger operators in L2(RY).

For any V € V, let us discuss essential self-adjointness of the operator —A — V' on the domain
C (RN \{a1,...,ax}). In the case of just one singularity (i.e. k= 1), a complete answer to this
problem is contained in a theorem due to Kalf, Schmincke, Walter, and Wiist [:_21:] (see also [E-Z:,
Theorems X.11 and X.30]):
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Theorem 8.1. [Kalf, Schmincke, Walter, Wiist] Let V(z) = ﬁ + W(z), W € L>®RN).
The operator —A —V is essentially self-adjoint in C>° (RN \{0}) if and only if A < (N —2)2/4—1.

We are now going to extend the above result to potentials lying in the class V, for which we
give below a self-adjointness criterion. According to Lemma 1.4, we can split any V € V as
V(z) = V(z) + W(x) where

k
_ i X5, Ao X ~
41) V) =Y 2 2)(@) _ AXeirsor)@) 5 g0 iy s o,

2T~ ai? a]?

and W € LN/2(RN) 0 L=(RN).

Lemma 8.2. [Self-adjointness criterion in V] Let V €V and V =V + W, with V as in 1)
and W € LN/2(RN)YN L>°(RN). Then the operator —A —V is essentially self-adjoint in C° (RN '\
{a,...,a}) if and only if Range(—A — V + b) is dense in L*(RYN) for some b > 0.

PROOF. For any b > 0, we can split the operator —A — V as (—=A — V +b) — (W +b), i.e. as a
bounded perturbation of the positive operator —A — V +b. In view of the Kato-Rellich Theorem
(see e.g. [22, Theorem 4.4]), the operator —A—V is essentially self-adjoint in C2°(RV\{ay, ..., ax})
if and only if —A — V+bis essentially self-adjoint for some b > 0. The conclusion now follows
from well-known self-adjointness criteria for positive operators (see [27, Theorem X.26]). O

The above criterion provides the following non self-adjointness condition in V.

Corollary 8.3. Let V €V and V =V + W, with V as in (1) and W e LN/2(RN) 0 L=(RY).
Assume that there existv € L*(RY), v(z) > 0 a.e. inRY, o v? > 0, a distribution h € H-'(RY),
and b > 0 such that

42 -1 w3y (hou) o <0 for allu e HYRN), u >0 a.e in RY,
(RY) HY(RN)

and

(43) —Av—Vuv+bv=h inD R\ {a,..., a}).

Then the operator —A — V is not essentially self-adjoint in C° (RN \ {a1,...,ar}).

PROOF. From Lemma 8.2 and the Kato-Rellich Theorem, it is enough to prove that Range(—A —
V +b) is not dense in L?(R%). To this aim we will show that v does not belong to the closure of

Range(—A — V +b) in L2(RY). Arguing by contradiction, we assume that there exist sequences
{un}n C CX RN\ {ay,...,ar}) and {fn}, C L*(RY) such that f, — v in L2(RY) and

(44) — Aty (x) = V(@) un () + bup(z) = folz).
In view of the Lax-Milgram Theorem there exists u € H'(RY), weakly solving
(45) —Au(z) — V(z)u(z) + bu(z) = v(z).

Testing ('(_L-E_;) with —u~, we easily obtain that v > 0 a.e. in RY , hence by the Strong Maximum
Principle we deduce that « > 0 in RN\ {ay, ..., ax}. Subtracting (45) from (44) and multiplying by



30 VERONICA FELLI, ELSA M. MARCHINI, AND SUSANNA TERRACINI

U, —u, we find that [|u, —ul| g1 @y < const || f, —v|| 2wy, hence u, — win H'(RY). Testing (13)
with u, and using (44), we obtain

Hﬁl(RN)<h7un>H1(RN) = ‘/]RN fn(ZC)’U(,T) dx,

which, passing to the limit, yields
H*l(RN)<hvu>H1(RN) = /]RN v?(z) dx > 0.
The above identity contradicts assumption ('{_1-2_:) (]

We now extend Theorem :5'_1: to our class of multi-polar potentials, thus proving Theorem :_1-_%,

Proof of Theorem 1.7.

Step 1: if \; < (N —2)2/4—1foralli=1,... k, then —A — V is essentially self-adjoint.

In view of Lemma g._-z, to prove essential self-adjointness it is enough to show that Range(—A—‘N/—Fb)
is dense in L2(RYN) for some b > 0, where V is as in (§5). Let f € C®(RN \ {a1,...,ax}) and
b > 0. By the Lax-Milgram Theorem, there exists u € H!(R") weakly solving

—Au(z) — V(z)u(z) + bu(z) = f(z) inRY.
From Lemma :’_3‘-._ i‘ we deduce the following asymptotic behavior of u at poles
(46) u(z) ~ |z —a;| ™™,  asz — a;.

Hence the function g(z) := V(2)u(z) — bu(z) + f(x) ~ |& — a;|~* 2 as  — a;. In particular, if
A < (N —2)2/4—1foralli=1,...,k, then g € L(RY). Green’s representation formula yields

1 9(y) / 1 ou
47 u(r) =——— / — —dy + ——— —ds
47) (=) N(N - Q)WN[ B(as,0) |t —y[N 2 9B(as,0) [T —yIN =2 ov
1 / u(y)
— —2——ds, =€ B(a;,0),
Nwn Jop(a;s) |z —y[N ! (:,9)

where wy denotes the volume of the unit ball in RY, v is the unit outward normal to dB(a;, 6),
and ds indicates the (N — 1)-dimensional area element in dB(a;,d). It is easy to verify that the
functions

1 ou u(y)

———— — s, T = ———ds
9B(a;,5) |z —y[N=2 v

T —
9B(a;,5) |z —y| V=1

are of class C'(B(a;,6)). From Lemma AL of the appendix, we have that

1 9(y) 1 T—y
v<7/ s dy | = —— 79(y)dy-
N(N = 2)wn Jp(a,.s |7 —ylV 2 Nwn /B0 |z —yl¥

Consequently

1 9(y) e
(48) v (7 / I )| < const W—al > "4
N(N =2)wn Jp(a,,0) T —y|N 2 Blais) T —ylN 7t
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If \i >1—N,ie. ay, > —1, then

1 9(y) )‘
v 7/ — 2L < const hi(z — a;),
} <N(N = 2)WN JB(as,0) [T —ylN 2 Y ( )

where
ly| > 2
hi(z) = —dy.
@)= fo g
An easy scaling argument shows that h;(az) = a~* " h;(z) for all @ > 0, hence h;(z) =
||~ ~1h;(e1), where e; = (1,0,...,0) € RY. Then, if \; > 1 — N,
1 9(y) )‘ —ax,—1
49 \Y% 7/ ———d < const |x — a;| 7T,
(49) ‘ <N(N—2)WN Blai,) 17 — YN 2 Y | |

IfA<1—-N,ie ay, <-1l,wefixO0<e< % and notice that, from (EIS),

1 9(y) )‘ —ax —1
v 7/ I ) | < s (),
’ QWN—2MN oy T~ Y[V (=)

where

1
k; = dy.
(=) ANW—MP“M—IW* y

An easy scaling argument shows that k;(ax) = a ¢k;(x) for all & > 0, hence k;(x) = |z|"%ki(e1).
Then, if \; <1—-N

(50) (5ot /BW,&) )| < OO e

for some positive constant C'(¢) depending on (a_nd alsoon N, A;, and u). Representation ('ﬁl-Z:),
regularity of the boundary terms, and estimates ({%-50) yield

Oz —ag|~*~1), if Ay >1—N,
(51) Vu(z) = as r — a;.
O(|:v—ai|_5), if A; <1-—N,

For all n € N let 1, be a cut-off function such that 7, € C® (RN \ {ay,...,ax}), 0 <n, <1, and
F 1 i 1
_ . N _ .
Nn(z) =0 in QB(%,%)U(R \B(O,2n))7 Ne(z) =1 in B(O,n)\UB(ai,E>,

i=1

(B(ai, %) \B(ai, %)), [V (2)] < % in B(0,2n) \ B(0,n),

-

Il
=

[V (x)] < Cnin

3

|An, ()] < Cn?in 0 (B(ai, l) \B(ai, %)), |An, (2)] < % in B(0,2n) \ B(0,n),
i=1

n

for some positive constant C' independent of n. Let f,, := 0, f —2Vn, - Vu—uAn, and u, = nyu,
so that u, € C® RN\ {ay,...,ar}) and —Au,(x) — V(z)un(z) + bus(x) = fulx). In particular
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fn € Range(—A — V +b). Furthermore 7, f — f in L2(RY), while (16) and (51) yield

/ Vi ()2 V()2 dix
RN

k

t
< const n? Z/ |Vu(z)|? de + COHQS / |Vu(z)|? da
i1 7 B(ai, 1 \B(ai,55) n B(0,2n)\B(0,n)
_ const
< const n? |: Z / N |z~ 205, =2 g 4 Z / || 2 dCC:| n—HuHHl(RN)
Ai>1—N 771 Ai<l—N ’n
< const |: Z n2a>\ +4— N Z n2+257N + n2:|
Ai>1— \i<1—N

and

/ | A ()2 ()2 dx
RN

const
< constn / lu(x)|? dx + / |u(x)|? da
Z nt B(0,2n)\B(0,n)

a’“ n \B(a'“ 271

t
coomstnt S [ a2 e
— JB(0,1/n

k

< const {Z plantA=N n_4] )
i=1

Since for \; < (N —2)2/4 — 1 there holds 2ay, +4 — N < 0, we conclude that f,, — f in L2(RY).

Hence Range(—A — V +b) is dense in C°(RN \ {a1,...,ax}). Since CX(RN \ {a1,...,ax}) is

dense in L?(R™), we obtain that Range(—A — V +b) is dense in L?(RY).

Step 2: if \; < (N —2)2/4—1forallie€ {1,...,k}, then —A —V is essentially self-adjoint.
Let us fix b > 0, f € C° (RN \ {a1,...,ar}). To prove essential self-adjointness it is enough to
find some g € Range(—A — v+ b) such that g is arbitrarily closed to f in L?(R¥Y). To this aim,

we fix £ > 0 and notice that there exists 0 < o < 1 such that if h € C>(RY \ {a1,...,ax}) and
u € HY(RY) solves

(52) —Au(z) — Vo (z)u(z) + bu(z) = h(z),
where
~ (Ai = ) XB(ay,5) () i XB(a;,6)(T) Ao XRN\B(0,Ro/5) (T)
Vela)i= 2 poal t 2, T-aP FE
xi=(M52)* -1 ni<(M52)° -1
then

(53) (Ve = V)ull2en) < ellBll 2.
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Indeed, by Remark :_3-_2, there exists a positive constant C' independent on o € (0, 1), such that all
solutions of (53) can be estimated as

lu(z)] < Cle = ail == |Jul| gr e~y in Blai, ),
for all i such that \; = (#)2 — 1. Moreover, testing (53) by u there results that all solutions of
(52) satisfy
Al 2@y
min{pu(V), b}

Then for all ¢ such that \; = (%)2 — 1, we have that

lull g vy <

1
< %07 |ull3ps ) / PR dr
0

L2(RN)
C?||h||3 2
_ [ HLz(RN) o _ HhH%z(Rw)O(l) aS o — 0.

2(min{u(‘7),b})2 Vvi4+o—-1

Therefore it is possible to choose o small enough in order to ensure that all solutions of (52_;)
satisfy (53). For such a o, let u € H*(RY) be a solution to (52) with 2 = f. Let 1, be the sequence
of cut-off functions introduced in step 1. As in step 1, we have that f, :=n,f —2Vn, - Vu—uAn,
converges to f in L?(R™). Hence, for n large enough, ||f, — fll2@yy < e. Moreover, since
Uy = Npu € O (RN \ {ay,...,ax}) are solutions to (52) with h = f,, from (53) we deduce that

(Vo = V)unl 2@y < el fallo@ny < ele+ 1flz2@n))
for sufficiently large n. Setting gn(z) := fn(z) + (Vo (2) — V(2))un (z), we obtain that u,, satisfies
—Auy(w) = V(@)un(z) + bun(w) = ga(2),
i.e. g, € Range(—A — v+ b), and ||gn — fllL2@my) <e+e(e+ HfHLQ(RN)) for large n. The proof
of step 2 is thereby complete.
Step 3: if \; > (N —2)?/4—1forsomei € {1,...,k}, then —A —V is not essentially self-adjoint.

Let V =V + W, with V as in (41)) and W € LN/2(RN) 0 L°(R¥). Let us fix i € {1,...,k} such
that A\; > (N —2)?/4 — 1 and a < 0, and consider the solution ¢ € C*((—o0,1né]) of the Cauchy
problem

U (s) — w3, Y(s) = be** ¥(s),
Y(Ind) =0, ¢'(Ind) = a,

where wy, = (%)2 — A and § is as in (#1). In view of Lemma JA.2 of the appendix, we can
estimate v as
(54) 0<¢(s) <C e ™ ® forall s <Ind,

for some positive constant C' = C(\;, d, o, b). Let us set

. |x—ai|_¥z/1(1n|x—ai|), if x € B(ai,0) \ {a:},
v(z) = 0

if z € RN\ B(a;, ).
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From (54) we infer that

(55) 0 <o) < Clr — af T VEF 0 B(ay, 6).

The assumption A; > (N —2)2/4 — 1 and estimate (55) ensure that v € L?(RY). Moreover the
restriction of v to B(a;,d) satisfies

A L

—A’U(I) - m 'U(ZZ?) + b’l}(x) = 0, m B(CL»L,(S),
—0 and 4% on OB(ai, 6)
V= n o Q, n i, 0).

As a consequence the distribution —Av — Vo +bv € D'(RN \ {ay,...,ax}) acts as follows:

.....

Hence h = —Av—Vo+bov e H~Y(RY) and satisfies ({4d) as a < 0. From Corollary 8.3, we finally
deduce that the operator —A — V is not essentially self-adjoint in C°(RY \ {a1,...,ax}). O

The following theorem characterizes essential self-adjointness of Schrodinger operators with
potentials carrying infinitely many singularities distributed on reticular structures.

Theorem 8.4. For A < (N —2)*/4 and {an}n C RN satisfying (14) and |an — am| > 1 for all
n#m, let § >0 be given by Lemma 3.5 and

XB(an,6)\T) 5) (@
=A = .
Z |z — Gn|2
Then —A —V is essentially self-adjoint in C° (RN \ {an}nen) if and only if A < (N —2)%/4 — 1.

PrROOF. From the Kato-Rellich Theorem the operator —A — V is essentially self-adjoint in
C2° (RN \ {an}nen) if and only if —A — V + b is essentially self-adjoint for some b > 0. In
view of Lemma 3.5, for any b > 0, —A — V + b is positive. Hence essential self-adjointness is
equivalent to density of Range(—A — V + b) in L%(RY) for some b > 0.

Let us first prove that, if A < (N — 2)2/4 — 1, then —A — V is essentially self-adjoint. For
f € C® (RY\ {an}nen) and b > 0, the Lax-Milgram Theorem provides a unique u € H*(RY)
weakly solving

—Au(z) = V(z)u(z) + bu(z) = f(z) in RV,
From Lemma :_3-._ 1‘ and arguing as in the proof of Theorem :_1-._?:, we deduce that
O(|lz —an|~™71), ifA>1-N,

(56) w(z) ~ |z —a,|~*, and Vu(z)= as T — an,
O(lz — an|79), ifA<1-N,

where 0 < ¢ < 22, Since A < (N —2)%/4 — 1, we have that 2ay +4 — N < 0, hence, for all j € N,
we can choose N € N such that N; — +o0 as j — oo, N;j2» =N — 0 and N;;j2*-N+2 - 0,
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and let R; > 0 such that R; — +o00 as j — oo and B(an,1/j) C B(0,R;) for alln = 1,...,N;.
Let n; be a cut-off function such that n; € C&° (RN \ {an}neN), 0<n; <1, and
N; ) N; .
ni(@)=0in | B(an, Z) U RN\ B(0,2R;)), n;(x)=11in B(O,R;)\ | B(an, 3),
n=1 n=1

IVn;(z)] < Cjin O (B(an, %) \B(an, %)) (Vn; ()] < R% in B(0,2R;)\ B(0, R;),

N.
y 1 1 C
) < O 42 i Z _ . < =3 ) )
|An;(z)| < Cj° in anjl (B(an, j) \B(an, 2j>)’ |An;(z)| < 72 in B(0,2R;) \ B(0, R;),
for some positive constant C' independent of j and n. Let f; := n;f — 2Vn; - Vu — uAn; and
uj := nyu, so that u; € C® (RN \ {an}tnen) and —Auj(z) — V(z)u;(z) + buj(z) = fi(x). In
particular f; € Range(—A — V +b). Furthermore n; f — f in L2(RY), while (56) yields

[ V@RV ds
RN

Nj
const

< consthZ |Vu(z)|? de + |Vu(z)|? da

/B<an,;>\B<an,;j> R} Jpo2rn\BO.R)

n=1
- const [N j2er+4=N 4 R;QHUHHI(RN)}, ifA>1-N
const [N; 2" N*2 + R2|lull g eny],  HA<ST-N

and, in a similar way,

/ |An; (z)?|u(z)|* dz < const [N; jRaATA=N R;ﬂ.
]RN

By the choice of N;, we deduce that f; — f in L?(RY). Hence Range(—A — V + b) is dense in
C2° (RN \ {an}nen) and consequently in L*(RY).

To prove essential self-adjointness for A = (N —2)2?/4 — 1, we can argue as in the proof of Theorem
:_1-._-?|, Step 2, i.e. by approximation of the resonant potential V' with sub-resonant potentials. To
do that, we need to prove that for fixed b > 0, f € C° (RN \ {an}neN), and € > 0, there exists
0 < o < 1 such that if h € C°(RN \ {a1,...,axr}) and u € H*(RY) solves

(57) —Au(z) — Vy(z)u(z) + bu(x) = f(x), where V,(z) := (A —0) i Xﬁ(a_”’s) (|f),
n=1 n

then

(58) (Ve = V)ullL2@yy < ellhllp2@ny-

Indeed, by Remark 3.2, there exists a positive constant C' independent on o € (0,1) and n € N,
such that all solutions of (57) can be estimated as

lu()] < Cle = ail "= ullg1(B(an.0)) 0 Blan, 9),
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for all n € N. Consequently

UXB(an75)(3:)u 2 2

2
< O—HUHQ ) T
|.’II — an|2 L2(RN) - 2 H (B(an,5)) \/H—U— 17

and hence

C o
(Vo = V)ullp2@ny < ﬁ\/ﬁnuﬂm(w)

< const ||f||L2(RN)+ —0 aso—0.

Vi+o-1
Therefore it is possible to choose o small enough in order to ensure that all solutions of (5?)
satisfy (58') In order to prove self-adjointness, it is now sufficient to repeat the argument of
Theorem :_1._-7|, Step 2.

The proof of non essential self-adjointness in the case A > (N — 2)?/4 — 1 can be obtained just by
mimicking the arguments of the proof of Theorem :_1-_-?I and Corollary 5:3 O

9. SPECTRUM OF SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH POTENTIALS IN V

In this section we study the spectrum of the Friedrichs extension (—A — V) of Schrédinger
operators with potentials in V, see (1). We recall that in view of Theorem {l.7, if \; < (N —2)2/4—1
for all i = 1,...,k, then (—A — V)¥ is the only self-adjoint extension of —A — V. On the other
hand, if \; > (N —2)%/4—1 for some i, then —A—V has many self-adjoint extensions, among which
the Friedrichs extension is the only one with domain included in H*(R™). Due to self-adjointness,
the spectrum of (—A — V)¥ turns out to be a subset of R, which will be described below.

9.1. Essential spectrum. Let us start by studying the essential spectrum of the Friedrichs
extension of operators —A — V, V € V, in L?(RY). The Friedrichs extension (—A — V) :
D((—A = V)F) — L*(RY) defined in (&) is self-adjoint. As a consequence, the essential spec-
trum aess((—A - F ) can be characterized by terms of the Weyl sequences as follows: A €
aess((—A — V)F) if and only if
(59) there exists {fn}n C D((—A — V)¥) such that liminf, oo || fnl p2@y) > 0,

fn = 0 weakly in L*(RY), and || = Afn — V fn — Afnllz2@y) — 0.
Proof of Proposition 1.8.1.
Step 1: [0,400) C gess(—A — V). Let A > 0. Tt is well known that oess(—A) = [0, +00), where

—A: D(-A) = H*(RY) — L*RY).

Hence A € 0egs(—A) and the characterization given in (59) yields a sequence {f,,}, € H2(RY),
such that || fn| p2@yy =1, fo — 0 weakly in L2(RN) and || — Af, — AMfnllL2@yy — 0. By density
of C°(RY) in H?(RY), for any n there exists g, € Ce°(RY) such that ||gn — ful g2~y < 1/n. It
is easy to verify that g, — 0 weakly in L*(R™), 1/2 < ||gn |l r2r~) < 2 for sufficiently large n, and
| = Agn — Agnllz2rn) — 0. Let us choose a sequence {xy}, C RY such that

(60) supp ¢, C RV \ B(0,n), where ¢, (z) := gn(x + ).
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By (E-Ql); it is easy to prove that ¢, — 0 weakly in L?(RY) and 1/2 < [J¢n || L2@en) = [|gnllL2@y) < 2.
From (:_6(_1), it follows also that, if n is sufficiently large, the support of ¢, is disjoint from all balls
B(a;,r;) where singularities of V' are located. Therefore

Ao XRM\B(0,R)

and hence ¢, € D((—A = V)F).
Furthermore, letting h,, = —Aw, — Ay, we have that ||k, 2@y = | = Agn — Agnll L2@y) — 0,
hence
/ |V (z)]? do = )\/ ©2 () dx +/ hon(z)n(z)de < 4(A+0(1)), asn — +oo.
RN RN RN

Since ¢, is bounded in DV2(RN) and W € LN/2(RY) N L>(RYN), from Sobolev’s inequality we
obtain

2/N
(61)  [WonlZz@ny < STHIW Lo ) </ W ()| ¥/ dw) / [V (2)[* dz — 0
RN\B(0,n) RN

as n — +o0o. Moreover

)\2

AcoXRN\B(0,R
00 \B(0,R) <n_f||‘pn||2L2(RN)_>O as n — +o0.

2
(62) H— o
|z |2 L2(RN)

From (61-62) we deduce that lim,— oo ||Vn||z2rv) = 0. As a consequence

| = Apn = Vn = Apnllzz@yy < lhnll2@yy + [[Venllp2@yy — 0
as n — 4o00. Thus, {¢n}, is a Weyl’s sequence and A € UCSS((—A - V)F)

Step 2: UCSS((—A — V)F) C [0,400). Assume now that A € UCSS((—A — V)F) Then, from (59‘1)
there exists a sequence {fn}n C D((—A — V)¥) such that || fuz2@ry) = 1, fn_— 0 weakly in
L2(RN), and h,, == —Af, — Vf, — A — 0 strongly in L2(RY). By Lemma 1.4, we can write
V(z) = V() + W(z) where u(V) > 0 and W € L¥/2(RV) 0 L(RY). Hence

W) [ @R [ (V@ - V@l @)?) de
RN RN
3 [ @R st [ W@la@Pdot [ @@ ds
RN RN RN
<A+ ||W||LOO(RN) +o0(1) asn — +oo.
Being { f,,}» bounded in H'(R¥), there exists f € H'(R") such that, up to a subsequence, f,, — f

weakly in H'(RM). Weak convergence of f,, to 0 in L?(RY) implies that f = 0, hence f, — 0
weakly in H'(R") and a.e. in R, For any measurable set w, Sobolev’s inequality implies

2/N

/MW(x) 2(2)dr < S_1<A|W($)|N/2 dx)Q/N/RN |V fn(z)|? dz < const (/LU|W(:E)|N/2 dx) )
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hence the integral in left hand side goes to zero both for the Lebesgue measure of w tending to
0 and for w being the complement of balls with radius tending to +oco. As a consequence, the
Vitali’s Convergence Theorem yields

(63) lim W(z)f3(z)dx = 0.

n—-+o0o RN

From (63) and the strong convergence of h,, to 0 in L?(RY), we obtain
- v ()2 dz — A (2)|? dx
<u® [ IVi@Pde=x [ 156
nxz—Nx (2)|?) de — X o (2)]? dz
< [ 9h@F - V@lf@P) d=a [ 15,
:/ W(:v)|fn(x)|2d:v+/ ho(z) fr(z)de = 0(1) asn — +oo.
RN RN

Letting n — 400, we obtain A > 0. O

Remark 9.1. [ Essential spectrum in the case of infinitely many reticular singularities ]
For A\ < (N —2)2/4, let {an}n C RN be a sequence of poles located on a periodic M -dimensional
reticular structure, M < N — 2. As observed in Remark :5’._?, (:_EQ) is satisfied and Lemma ;_5’_?5{
yields & > 0 such that the quadratic form associated to the infinitely singular operator —A —V,
V(z) =AY 02 |2 — anl"2Xp(a,,5)(2), is positive definite in D?(RN). Since the reticulation does
not fill the whole RN, we can repeat the translation argument in Step 1 of the proof of Proposition
.81 to construct Weyl’s sequences. In addition, the positivity of the quadratic form allows us to
mimic the procedure developed in Step 2, thus obtaining that the essential spectrum of the Friedrichs
extension (—A — V) is given by the half line [0, +00).

9.2. Discrete spectrum. If v1(V) < 0, then the spectrum of (—A — V) below 0, namely the
discrete spectrum

oa((FA=V)F) =0 ((wA = V)F)\ Oess (A = V)F) = (A = V)F) N (=00, 0),
is not empty and is described as a sequence of eigenvalues
Vl(V) < VQ(V) < < Vk(V) -

which admit the following variational characterization:
/ (|Vu(9c)|2 — V(:C)u2(x)) dx
ve(V):= inf RY

u€BM\{0} / |u(:1c)|2 dx
]RN

. k=1,2,...,

where
Ekz{wEHl(RN):/ w(x)vi(x) =0 forizl,...,k—l}
RN

and {vi, i =1,...,k — 1}, are the first k — 1 eigenfunctions. The following corollary of Lemma
1.4 states that whenever v (V) < 0, then it is attained. The corresponding eigenfunction thus
provides a bound state in L?(R™) with negative energy.

Corollary 9.2. If V €V and v1(V) <0, then v1(V) is attained.
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PROOF. In view of Lemma .4, we can write V as V(z) = V(z) + W(z) where u(V) > 0 and
W e LN2(RN) N L2(RN). Let {un}n, € H'(RY) be a minimizing sequence such that

/ |un(z)?dr =1 and  lim (|[Vun(2)]? = V(2)ui (z)) dz = v1 (V).

RN n—-+o0 RN
Since
W) [ Vun@Pde < [ (Vo) - Tl () do
RN RN
= (V)+ | W@)un (@) dr+o(1) < mi(V) + W]z +o(1)
R

as n — 400, we obtain that {u,}, is bounded in H'(R"), hence, up to a subsequence, u, — u
weakly in H*(R") and a.e. in R, Vitali’s Convergence Theorem easily yields

N.IUH.IQI—) NIUI’2I.
[ W@ @Pde— [ W@l d

Therefore, taking into account that [oy (|Vu(z)|? —V(z)u? (z)) dz is an equivalent norm, we deduce

(64) /]RN (|Vu(3:)|2 - V(x)uQ(x)) dr — ﬁ//(x)|u(:1:)|2 dx

RN

< liminf (/}RN (IVun(z)]* - ‘7(,@)’(},%(,@)) dgc) — lim W (@) |un ()2 dz = 11 (V) < 0.

n—-+4oo n—-+o0o RN

Hence u # 0. Then from (b) and (54) it follows

(65) (V) /]RN lu(2)|? de < /]RN (IVu(z)|” = V(z)u*(z)) dz < vy (V).

Hence [ [u(z)[?dz > 1. On the other hand, by weakly lower semi-continuity of the L?-norm,
we have that [y [u(z)|* do < liminf, o [pn [un(2)]* dz = 1. Therefore [y |u(z)]* dz =1 and,
from (B5),

[ (Vu@P = V@)(@) do = (v
RN
i.e. u attains the infimum in (5). O

Fix an integer K > 1. Arguing as above, Lemma i_zl: allows us to prove that that whenever
vk (V) < 0, then it is attained, thus providing a bound state in L?(R") with negative energy.

Corollary 9.3. If V €V and v,(V) < 0, then v (V) is attained.

Proof of Proposition_‘-'}_:S:.Z Since operators —A—V_ V € V, are LN/2—per_turl_)ations of positive
operators (see Lemma j[.4), from the Cwikel-Lieb-Rosenblum inequality ([in, 25, 28]) it follows that
the number of negative eigenvalues is finite. Hence the conclusion follows from Corollaries 9.2
and 9.3, O
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9.3. Eigenvalues at the bottom of the essential spectrum. We now mean to study the
nature of the bottom of essential spectrum of operators Ly, .. x,,ai,..qa, defined in @.') More
precisely, when the values of \;’s admit both configurations of poles corresponding to negative
quadratic forms and configurations corresponding to positive quadratic forms, we will provide a
necessary and sufficient condition on the masses of singularities for the existence of a configuration
of a;’s admitting a bound state with null energy.

Let (A1,...,\r) € R fixed. We denote as ¥ the set of colliding configurations, namely

Y= {(a1,...,ar) € RN*: a; = a; for some i # j}.
For any a = (ay,...,ar) € RV¥\ ¥ we introduce the following notation

in QA17~~-,>\k7a17m,ak (u)
weDL2(RN)\{0} HuH%m(RN)

Ha =

The following result is a direct corollary of Lemma :f_i'
Corollary 9.4. For (A1,..., ) € (=00, (N —2)2/4)¥ let a,, € RN* be a sequence of configura-

tions converging to a € RN\ S, Then lim piq, = jia.
n—oo

Let us denote
AT:={a e RN\ : g >0}, A7:={a e R\ D : o <0}, and A%= {@a e RVF\ 2 : pg =0}
From Corollary 9.4, it follows that A* and A~ are open sets. Hence, whenever both A* and A~

are nonempty, the set A° is nonempty and disconnects RVF \ ¥.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let us assume that the );’s satisfy (4) and (). From Theorem [.1'

and (B), there exists a configuration of poles a®™ = (a7, ...,a;) such that to+ > 0. On the other
hand, in [i?_;, Proposition 1.2] it is proved that, if Zle A > %, then it is possible to find
a configuration of poles a= = (ay ,...,q; ) such that p,— < 0. It is worth noticing that, from

the proofs of Theorem :_1-_1' and [:_13:, Proposition 1.2], there easily results that a®™ and @~ can be
chosen to be collisionless, i.e. a™,a~ € RY \ ¥. From Corollary ',9._2!., a — [iq > 0 is continuous on
RN \ 3, which is a connected open subset of RY. Therefore there exist a = (a1, ...,a;) € RV \ 2
such that pg = 0. From Proposition :i:d, it follows that 1, = 0 is attained by some u € DV2(RY)
weakly solving in DL2(RV) \ {0}

k A\,
(66) —Au(z) — Z m u(z) = 0.
i=1 ‘

By evenness we can assume u > 0, while the Strong Maximum Principle and standard regularity
theory ensure that u is smooth and strictly positive in RN\ {a,...,a;}. Lemma 3.3 yields a precise
estimate of the decay of u at infinity, i.e. u(z) ~ |z|~ V=279 =) as |z| — oo, where Ao = Ele i

As a consequence
k

u € L*(RY) if and only if Z Ai <
i=1
Hence, under assumption (:'_ﬂ)7 any function u attaining p, provides an eigenfunction of the Schro-
dinger operator Ly, .. A .a1,....a, associated to the null eigenvalue.

(N —2)?

-1
4
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Let us now prove the necessity of condition (). If EZ 1A > M — 1, Lemma B.3 implies
that, for any a € RV¥ (Bd) cannot have any nontrivial nonnegative solutlon in HY(RY). On the

other hand, if ZZ 1 )\+ < -2 2) , we distinguish two cases:

Case 1: Ei:l A< NTQ). In this case, [[3, Proposition 1.2] ensures that p, > 0 for any
a € RNk \ z and hence the only DM?(R¥)-solution to (§6) is the null one.

Case 2: Zl 1A =W 42) In this case, assumption (3) implies that there exists at least one
index ¢ such that A; < 0. Arguing by contradiction, assume that (Bd) admits a nontrivial
DL2(RN)-solution u to (66) for some (ay,...,ar) € RNk \ X. We have that

0= (1— ﬁ(iﬁ)) /N IVu(z)|? do

2
< 2 + u x)
_/ V()| dz — }jA /N|$_a|2 }:A /N|x_az|2da@<0

i=1 R

which is a contradiction.

In both cases, we have proved that, for any (ay,...,a;) € RVF\ 2, ([_3-6_:) admits no nontrivial

DL2(RN)-solutions. In particular, for any configuration of singularities, 0 is not an eigenvalue of

the Friedrichs extension of Ly, .. . ,a1,....a%- O
APPENDIX

We collect in this appendix some technical results used in the paper. In the following lemma
(which was needed in the proof of Theorem 1.7), we extend to L? (not necessarily bounded)
functions a well-known property of differentiability of Newtonian potentials, see r17‘ Lemma 4.1,
p. 54].

Lemma A.1. Let Q C RY be a bounded smooth domain, p € 0, g € L*(2), g smooth in Q\ {p},
and let u be the Newtonian potential of g, i.e.

1 9(y) N
u(x) = dy, zeR .
=N Now JaTr—y7 2 )
Then u € WH4(RN) for all g € (N 3 J\?N2] and the weak derivatives of u are given by
du 1 9(y) (i — yi)
S = g [Ty s R\ (o)

PROOF. Let g € L*(RY) be such that §(y) = 0 in RN \ @ and g, = g. Note that u = I5(g),
where I(g) is the Riesz potential defined by

(1)@ = 5= 7o o iz

For any 1 < p < min{2, N/2}, from [3L, Theorem 1, p. 119] it is known that I is a linear bounded
operator from LP(R™) mto L®PN)/(N=2p) (RM). It follows that u € L(RY) for all ¢ € (55, 00) if

2< N <4,qe (5, 2%5) if N >4

N-2>
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Let g, € C*(RY) such that suppg, C Q and g, — g in LP(RY) for all p € [1,2] and set
un = Iz(gn). Since for all 1 < p < min{2, N/2}, g, — § in LP(RY), we have that u, — u in
L(pN)/(N_2p)_(RN) ie. up, — uin LYRY) for all g € (25, 00) if 2 < N <4, g € (F5, 25) if
N > 4. By [I7, Lemma 4.1, p. 54], u,, € C*(RY) and

O 1 9n(y) (@i — i) N
— Ii(gn) : dy, RN, i=1,... N

From [31, Theorem 1, p. 119], I} are linear bounded operators from LP(RY) into L®N)/(N=2)(RN)
for all p € (1,2]. Hence fori=1,...,N, & — [i(g) in LN/ N=P)(RN) for all p € (1,2], i.e.

’ Oy
dun 1 9(y)(xi — yi) . N N 9N
d LR for all < —.
ox;  Nw N/R |z —y|NV 4 in LY(RY) for a N_1 1N 3
Therefore for all ¢ (NL } u € WHI(RY) and
1 9W)(z—y) N
Vu(x) = / dy, zeR .
(z) Noow Jo Jo—g™ W \ {p}
The proof is thereby complete. o

The following lemma was used in the proof of Theorem E-j:

Lemma A.2. For5 e R, w >0,0> 0, and o <0, let ¢ € Cl((—oo,E]) be the solution of the
following Cauchy problem

U(s) —w?i(s) = be* 1(s),
P(5) =0, ¢'(5) =a.

Then
b

0 <1(s) < _ & ws exp—e* ) e v forall s <.
2w 4w

PRrOOF. The initial conditions imply that v is positive in a left neighborhood of 5, whereas the
equation forces the solution to be convex wherever it is positive. As a consequence ¥ must be
strictly positive in (—o0, 5). We have that, for s < 3,

a . b @ . b /7

s) = e WS | — WS _ wt 2t dt _|_ews —eTwWS 4 _/ efwt t €2t dtl.
vie) = e vlt)e Lo [T

2w 2w
For any 7 > 0, set f(7) :=e¥ S_T)z/)(E — 1), hence
b [T -
_/ (1 _ e2w(t—r))f(t) 62(5_t) dt.
0

2w

f(T) _ _geu@(l _ e—2w‘r) +

2w

Since the function f € C1([0,+00)) can be estimated as

a - b .. [T
< _ ws 25 —2t
f(1) < == + 25 € /0 f®)e =" dt,

2w
the Gronwall’s Lemma yields

A B b T ~ b B
< w5 25 —2t < @ s 25
f(T) - —2 e exp (—2 e ‘/0 e dt) - —2 e exp (—4 e >

for all 7 > 0, thus proving the required estimate. o
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We now give a result of continuity of Hardy integrals with respect to poles which was used in
the proof of Lemma 7.1

Lemma A.3. For any a € RN, r>0, andu € D1’2(RN), there holds
2 2
im (@) Lo / _u(z) L
B(a,r) |

Y= ) B(y,r) |I - y|2 T — a|2 '
PRrOOF. For any u € DV2(RY), u > 0 a.e., we consider the Schwarz symmetrization of u defined as
(1) u () =inf{t>0: [{y eRY : u(y) >t} <wnlz|"}

where |- | denotes the Lebesgue measure of RY and wy is the volume of the standard unit N-ball.
For any Q C RY and for any u € DM2(RY), let Q* = B(0, (|Q|/wn)/Y) and |u|* denote the
Schwarz symmetrization of |u|, see (i}). From [34, Theorem 21.8] and since (1/]z — y|)* = 1/|z|,
for any y € RY, it follows that

2 *\2
(2) / uiz de < / (Jul 2) de.
QﬁBQhﬂ|I‘_y| Q*NB(0,r) |z

Let u € DL2(RY). Tt is easy to see that

2 2
u“X u“X
— ~Bwn) converges to — ~Bln) e in RY as Yy — a.
[z -yl |z — al?
2
Moreover, from (&), it follows that the family of functions {% cy e RV } is equi-integrable.
Hence Vitali’s convergence Theorem allows to conclude. O
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