arXiv:2103.11896v2 [math-ph] 17 Oct 2021

EIGENVALUE ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE ONE-PARTICLE DENSITY MATRIX

ALEXANDER V. SOBOLEV

Abstract. The one-particle density matrix γ(x, y) for a bound state of an atom or molecule is one of the key objects in the quantum-mechanical approximation schemes. We prove the asymptotic formula λ_k ∼ (Ak)^{−8/3}, A ≥ 0, as k → ∞, for the eigenvalues λ_k of the self-adjoint operator Γ ≥ 0 with kernel γ(x, y).

1. Introduction

Consider on L^2(R^{3N} ) the Schrödinger operator H = N∑ k=1 ( − Δ_k − Z |x_k| ) + ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 |x_j − x_k| , (1.1)

describing an atom with N particles (e.g. electrons) with coordinates x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_N ), x_k ∈ R^3 , k = 1, 2, . . . , N, and a nucleus with charge Z > 0. The notation Δ_k is used for the Laplacian w.r.t. the variable x_k. The operator H acts on the Hilbert space L^2(R^{3N} ) and it is self-adjoint on the domain D(H) = H^2(R^{3N} ), since the potential in (1.1) is an infinitesimal perturbation relative to the unperturbed operator −Δ = − ∑ k Δ_k, see e.g. [20, Theorem X.16]. Let ψ = ψ(x), be an eigenfunction of the operator H with an eigenvalue E ∈ R, i.e. ψ ∈ D(H) and

(H − E)ψ = 0.

For each j = 1, . . . , N, we represent

x = (x̂_j , x_j), where x̂_j = (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ),

with obvious modifications if j = 1 or j = N. The one-particle density matrix is defined as the function γ(x, y) = N∑ j=1 ∫ R^{3N−3} ψ(x̂_j , x)ψ(x̂_j , y) dx̂_j, (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

(1.2)

Date: January 18, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35J10; Secondary 47G10, 81Q10. Key words and phrases. Multi-particle Schrödinger operator, one-particle density matrix, eigenvalues, spectral asymptotics. 1

This function is one of the key objects in the multi-particle quantum mechanics, see [9], [10], [18], [19] for details and futher references. If one assumes that all N particles are spinless fermions (resp. bosons), i.e. that the function ψ is antisymmetric (resp. symmetric) under the permutations x_j ↔ x_k, then the definition (1.2) simplifies: γ(x, y) = N ∫ R^{3N−3} ψ(x̂, x)ψ(x̂, y)dx̂, where x̂ = x̂_N .

(1.3)

Our main result however does not require any symmetry assumptions. For the sake of completeness mention that, as found in [16], the function (1.2) is real-analytic for all x ≠ 0, y ≠ 0, x ≠ y. In the current paper our focus is on spectral properties of the self-adjoint non-negative operator Γ with the kernel γ(x, y), which we call the oneparticle density operator. The operator Γ is easily shown to be trace class, and in [13] it was shown that Γ has infinite rank. However no sharp results on the behaviour of the eigenvalues λ_k(Γ) > 0 as k → ∞ had been available until paper [22] (see however [6], [7] for relevant quantum chemistry calculations), where it was shown that λ_k(Γ) = O(k^{−8/3}). We always label eigenvalues in non-increasing order counting multiplicity. The purpose of the paper is to prove the asymptotic formula (1.5), which confirms the sharpness of the bound from [22]. Apart from being a mathematically interesting and challenging question, spectral asymptotics for the operator Γ are important for electronic structure computations as it limits accuracy of electronic properties computed with finite basis sets, see e.g. [6], [8], [13] and [15] for discussion.

We assume throughout that ψ decays exponentially as |x| → ∞: |ψ(x)| ≲ e^{−κ0 |x|}, x ∈ R^{3N} . (1.4)

Here κ_0 > 0 is a constant, and the notation “≲” means that the left-hand side is bounded from above by the right-hand side times some positive constant whose precise value is of no importance for us. This notation is used throughout the paper. The property (1.4) holds for the eigenfunctions associated with discrete eigenvalues (i.e. the ones below the essential spectrum), and in particular, for the ground state. For references and detailed discussion we quote [21].

The next theorem contains a concise version of the main result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the eigenfunction ψ satisfies the bound (1.4). Then the eigenvalues λ_k(Γ), k = 1, 2, . . . , of the operator Γ with kernel (1.2) satisfy the relation

lim_{k→∞} k^{83} λ_k(Γ) = A^{83} ,

(1.5)

with an explicit constant A ≥ 0.

The complete statement includes a formula for the coefficient A, and it is given as Theorem 2.3.

Remark. Theorem 1.1 extends to the case of a molecule with several nuclei whose positions are fixed, i.e. the operator (1.1) can be replaced by H = N∑ k=1 ( − Δ_k −

N_0∑

l=1 Z_l |x_k − R_l| ) + ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 |x_j − x_k| , with constant R_l ∈ R^3 and nuclear charges Z_l > 0, l = 1, 2, . . . , N_0. The modifications are straightforward.

Let us outline the main ideas of the proof. First we represent the operator Γ as the product Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ, where the operator Ψ : L^2(R^3 ) → L^2(R^{3N −3} ) with a vector-valued kernel is defined in Subsect. 2.2. Therefore we have λ_k(Γ) = s_k(Ψ)^2, k = 1, 2, . . . , where s_k(Ψ) are the singular values (s-values) of the operator Ψ. As a consequence, the asymptotic formula (1.5) rewrites as

lim_{k→∞} k^{43} s_k(Ψ) = A^{43} .

(1.6)

For the sake of discussion consider the fermionic (or bosonic) case, in which the kernel γ(x, y) is given by (1.3). Then it is straightforward that Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ with the operator

(Ψu)(x̂) = √ N ∫ R^3 ψ(x̂, x)u(x)dx, u ∈ L^2(R^3 ). (1.7)

For integral operators the rate of decay of singular values increases with the smoothness of their kernels, and the appropriate estimates via suitable Sobolev norms can be found in [3]. Such estimates, together with the recent regularity estimates for ψ obtained in [11], were used in [22] to prove the bound s_k(Ψ) ≲ k^{−4/3}, k = 1, 2, . . . .

The study of spectral asymptotics of the operator (1.7) requires more precise information on the singularities of ψ. By elliptic regularity, the function ψ is real analytic away from the coalescence points of the particles, i.e. for x_j ≠ x_k, 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N and x_j ≠ 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , N, and hence only the coalescence points contribute to the asymptotics (1.6). As shown by T. Kato in [17], the function ψ is Lipschitz. Of course, this fact alone is not sufficient to obtain an asymptotic formula for Ψ – one needs to know the precise shape of the function ψ near the coalescence points. A suitable representation formula for the function ψ was obtained in [12]. To explain in more detail we make a further simplifying assumption and consider the special case N = 2, so that x = (t, x) ∈ R^3 × R^3 , and the operator Ψ acts from L^2(R^3 ) into L^2(R^3 ). According to [12], there exists a neighbourhood (open connected set) Ω_{1,2} ⊂ ( R^3 \ {0} ) × ( R^3 \ {0} ) of the diagonal set {(x, x) : x ∈ R^3 \ {0}} and two functions ξ_{1,2}, η_{1,2}, real analytic in Ω_{1,2}, such that the eigenfunction ψ = ψ(t, x) admits the representation ψ(t, x) = ξ_{1,2}(t, x) + |t − x| η_{1,2}(t, x), for all (t, x) ∈ Ω_{1,2}. (1.8)

The form of the second term is in line with Kato’s observation (see [17]) that ψ is Lipschitz. The representation (1.8) is ideally suited for the study of spectral asymptotics. Indeed, the Lipschitz factor on the right-hand side of (1.8) is homogeneous of order one.

The behaviour of eigenvalues for a wide class of integral operators including those with homogeneous kernels, was studied by M. Birman and M. Solomyak in [1],[2] and [4], see also [3]. However, the existing results are not directly applicable, since the functions ξ_{1,2} and η_{1,2} may not be smooth on the closure Ω_{1,2}. Moreover, there is no information on the integrability of ξ_{1,2} and η_{1,2} over Ω_{1,2}. To circumvent this difficulty we approximate ξ_{1,2}, η_{1,2} by suitable C^∞_0 -functions supported inside Ω_{1,2}. The error incurred is controlled with the help of the bounds obtained in [22]. Using the Birman-Solomyak results and subsequently taking the limit of these smooth approximations we arrive at the formula (1.6) with the coefficient A = 1 3 ( 2 π ) 5_4 ∫

R^3 |2^{1/2}η_{1,2}(x, x)|^{3/4}dx. The finiteness of the above integral is a by-product of the proof. Note that the coalescence points x = 0 and t = 0 do not affect the asymptotics.

For N ≥ 3 application of the existing results on spectral asymptotics for integral operators is not immediate. It relies on the reduction to a certain model operator whose kernel includes the functions η_{j,k} describing the eigenfunction ψ in a neighbourhood of all pair coalescence points x_j = x_k, j, k = 1, 2, . . . , N, j ≠ k. We emphasize that neither the points x_j = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , N, nor the coalescence points of higher orders (e.g. x_j = x_k = x_l with pair-wise distinct j, k, l) contribute to the asymptotics (1.6).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the representation of the function ψ near the pair coalescence points (see (1.8) for the case N = 2), state the main result in its complete form as Theorem 2.3, which includes the formula (2.7) for the coefficient A, and give the details of the factorization Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ. Section 3 contains necessary facts about compact operators, and it includes asymptotic formulas for spectra of integral operators with homogeneous kernels. Section 4 is focused on spectral asymptotics of the model integral operator that is instrumental to the case N ≥ 3. Using the factorization Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ, in Sections 5 and 6 the main Theorem 2.3 is restated in terms of the operator Ψ, see Theorem 5.1. Here we also construct suitable approximations for Ψ, to which one can apply the results of Sect. 4. Section. 7 completes the proof of Theorem 5.1 and hence that of Theorem 2.3.

We conclude the introduction with some general notational conventions. Coordinates. As mentioned earlier, we use the following standard notation for the coordinates: x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_N ), where x_j ∈ R^3 , j = 1, 2, . . . , N. In order to write formulas in a more compact and unified way, we sometimes use the notation x_0 = 0.

The vector x is often represented in the form

x = (x̂_j, x_j ) with x̂_j = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ) ∈ R^{3N −3} ,

for arbitrary j = 1, 2, . . . , N. Most frequently we use this notation with j = N, and write x̂ = x̂_N , so that x = (x̂, x_N ).

For N ≥ 3 it is also useful to introduce the notation for x with x_j and x_k taken out: { x̃_{j,k} = (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}, . . . , x_N ), if j < k, and x̃_{j,k} = x̃_{k,j}, if j > k.

(1.9)

If j < k, then we write x = (x̃_{j,k}, x_j , x_k). For any j ≤ N − 1 the vector x̂ can be represented as x̂ = (x̃_{j,N} , x_j).

The notation B_R is used for the ball {x ∈ R^3 : |x| < R}.

Derivatives. Let N_0 = N ∪ {0}. If x = (x^′, x^{′′}, x^{′′′}) ∈ R^3 and m = (m^′, m^{′′}, m^{′′′}) ∈ N^3_0 , then the derivative ∂^m_x is defined in the standard way: ∂^m_x = ∂^{m′}_x′ ∂^{m′′}_x′′ ∂^{m′′′}_x′′′ . Cut-off functions. We systematically use the following smooth cut-off functions. Let θ ∈ C^∞_0 (R), ζ(t) = 1 − θ(t),

(1.10) be functions such that 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 and θ(t) = 0, if |t| > 1; θ(t) = 1, if |t| < 1 2 . (1.11)

Integral operators. The notation Int(K) is used for the integral operator with kernel K, e.g. Γ = Int(γ). The functional spaces, where Int(K) acts are obvious from the context.

Bounds. As explained earlier, for two non-negative numbers (or functions) X and Y depending on some parameters, we write X ≲ Y (or Y ≳ X) if X ≤ CY with some positive constant C independent of those parameters. To avoid confusion we often make explicit comments on the nature of (implicit) constants in the bounds.

2. Representation formula. Details of the main result 2.1. Representation formula. Our approach is built on the sharp qualitative result for ψ obtained in [12]. In order to write all the formulas in a more compact and unified way, we use the notation x_0 = 0. As before, x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_N ) ∈ R^{3N} . Thus, unless otherwise stated, the indices labeling the particles, run from 0 to N.

Denote S_{l,s} = {x ∈ R^{3N} : x_l ≠ x_s}, l ≠ s. (2.1) The function ψ is real-analytic on the set U = ⋂ 0≤l<s≤N S_{l,s}. For each pair j, k : j ≠ k, we are interested in the behaviour of ψ on the set

U_{j,k} = ⋂ l≠s (l,s)≠(j,k) S_{l,s}. (2.2)

In words, U_{j,k} includes the coalescence point x_j = x_k, but excludes all the others. Our main focus will be on the function ψ near the “diagonal” set

U^{(d)}_{j,k} = {x ∈ U_{j,k} : x_j = x_k}.

(2.3)

The sets introduced above are obviously symmetric with respect to permutations of indices, e.g. U_{j,k} = U_{k,j}, U^{(d)}_{j,k} = U^{(d)}_{k,j} . Observe also that the sets U_{j,k}, U^{(d)}_{j,k} are of full measure in R^{3N} and R^{3N−3} respectively, and that they are connected.

The following property follows from [12, Theorem 1.4].

Proposition 2.1. For each pair of indices j, k = 0, 1, . . . , N such that j ≠ k, there exists an open connected set Ω_{j,k} = Ω_{k,j} ⊂ R^{3N} , such that U^{(d)}_{j,k} ⊂ Ω_{j,k} ⊂ U_{j,k}, (2.4)

and two uniquely defined functions ξ_{j,k}, η_{j,k}, real analytic on Ω_{j,k}, such that for all x ∈ Ω_{j,k} the following representation holds: ψ(x) = ξ_{j,k}(x) + |x_j − x_k|η_{j,k}(x). (2.5)

Due to the uniqueness of functions ξ_{j,k}, η_{j,k}, we have the symmetry ξ_{j,k} = ξ_{k,j}, η_{j,k} = η_{k,j} for all j ≠ k.

The asymptotic coefficient A in the formula (1.5) is defined via the functions η_{j,k}, j, k = 1, 2, . . . , N, j < k, on the sets (2.3). Using the notation (1.9) we write the function η_{j,k}(x) on U^{(d)}_{j,k} as η_{j,k}(x̃_{j,k}, x, x). As a by-product of the proof we obtain the following integrability properties.

Theorem 2.2. If N ≥ 3, then each function η_{j,k}( · , x, x), 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N, belongs to L^2(R^{3N−6} ) for a.e. x ∈ R^3 and the function

H(x) := [ 2 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η_{j,k}(x̃_{j,k}, x, x) | |^2dx̃_{j,k} ] 1_2 , (2.6)

belongs to L^{34} (R^3 ).

If N = 2, then the function H(x) := √ 2|η_{1,2}(x, x)| belongs to L^{34} (R^3 ).

Having at our disposal this theorem, we can now state the main result of the paper in its complete form.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the eigenfunction ψ satisfies the bound (1.4). Then the eigenvalues λ_k(Γ), k = 1, 2, . . . , of the operator Γ satisfy the asymptotic formula (1.5) with the constant A = 1 3 ( 2 π ) 5_4 ∫

R^3 H(x)^{34} dx. (2.7)

Remark 2.4. The coefficient A can be equal to zero for some eigenfunctions ψ. For example, if we assume that the particles are spinless fermions, i.e. the function ψ is antisymmetric, then it is immediate to see that for all j, k, j ≠ k, both components ξ_{j,k} and η_{j,k} in (2.5) vanish on the diagonal U^{(d)}_{j,k} , and as a consequence A = 0. This means that λ_k(Γ) = o(k^{−8/3}). This fact can be interpreted by saying that antisymmetric eigenfunctions possess better than Lipschitz smoothness at the coalescence points, and hence the eigenvalues of Γ decay faster.

The fermionic nature of particles may manifest itself differently if we introduce the spin variable. In this case the antisymmetry of the full eigenfunction comes either from the spatial component ψ(x) or from the spin component. For illustration first consider the case of two electrons, i.e. N = 2. In the triplet configuration the antisymmetry is carried by the spatial component ψ(x_1, x_2), see [15, Subsect. 3.3.2], and then, as pointed out a few lines above, we have A = 0. If the electrons are in the singlet configuration, then the spin component is antisymmetric, whereas the function ψ = ψ(x_1, x_2) is symmetric and the diagonal value η_{1,2}(x, x) is not identically zero, see [15, Subsect. 3.3.1]. Thus A > 0.

In the case N ≥ 3 different electron pairs may form different configurations, in which case the triplet coalescences will not contribute to the coefficient A.

Remark 2.5. If we assume that the function ψ is symmetric or antisymmetric, then both the proof of the main asymptotic formula (1.5), and the formula (2.6) can be simplified. Indeed, as we have seen, the factorization Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ holds with the simple looking integral operator Ψ given by (1.7). This is in contrast with the general case, as will be evident from the next subsection. Furthermore, as discussed in Remark 2.4, for the antisymmetric ψ we have A = 0. Assume that N ≥ 3 and that ψ is totally symmetric. It follows that for all ỹ = (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_{N−2}) ∈ R^{3N−6} , x, t ∈ R^3 and j ≠ k, l ≠ s, we have ψ(y_1, . . . , y_{j−1}, x, y_j, . . . , y_{k−2}, t, y_{k−1}, . . . , y_{N−2}) = ψ(y_1, . . . , y_{l−1}, x, y_l, . . . , y_{s−2}, t, y_{s−1}, . . . , y_{N−2}). Due to the uniqueness of functions ξ_{j,k}, η_{j,k} in Proposition 2.1, the above equality leads to η_{j,k}(y_1, . . . , y_{j−1}, x, y_j, . . . , y_{k−2}, t, y_{k−1}, . . . , y_{N−2}) = η_{l,s}(y_1, . . . , y_{l−1}, x, y_l, . . . , y_{s−2}, t, y_{s−1}, . . . , y_{N−2}). As a consequence, the formula (2.6) rewrites as H(x) = [ N(N − 1) ∫ R^{3N−6} | η_{N−1,N} (ỹ, x, x) |_2 dỹ ] 1_2 . 2.2. Factorization of Γ: change of variables (x̂_j, x) → (x̂, x). In the general case (i.e. without any symmetry assumptions on ψ) the operator Ψ in the identity Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ looks more complicated compared to (1.7). The purpose of this subsection is to describe this factorization and the associated change of variables. Rewrite the definition (1.2) in the form: γ(x, y) = N∑ j=1 ∫ R^{3N−3} ψ_j (x̂, x)ψ_j(x̂, y)dx̂, where ψ_j (x̂, x) = ψ(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j , . . . , x_{N−1}), j = 1, 2, . . . , N. (2.8) Therefore Γ can be represented as a product Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ, where Ψ : L^2(R^3 ) → L^2(R^{3N−3} ; C^N ) is the integral operator with the vector-valued kernel Ψ(x̂, x) = {ψ_j(x̂, x)}^N_{j=1}.

(2.9) As explained in the Introduction, given this factorization, the asymptotic relation (1.5) translates to the formula (1.6). Later we state this fact again as Theorem 5.1 using a more convenient notation.

The change of variables (x̂_j, x) → (x̂, x) plays an important role throughout the paper. In particular, it is crucial to recast Proposition 2.1 in terms of the new variables (x̂, x), which is done below.

Let j ≠ k, and let Ω_{j,k} be the sets and ξ_{j,k}(x), η_{j,k}(x) be the functions from Proposition 2.1. For all j = 1, 2, . . . , N and all k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, denote

Ω̃_{j,k} = { {(x̂, x) ∈ R^{3N} : (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j, . . . , x_{N−1}) ∈ Ω_{j,k}}, if j ≥ k + 1, {(x̂, x) ∈ R^{3N} : (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j, . . . , x_{N−1}) ∈ Ω_{j,k+1}}, if j ≤ k. According to (2.4) we have U^{(d)}_{N,k} ⊂ Ω̃_{j,k} ⊂ U_{N,k}, (2.10) for all k ≤ N − 1 and j = 1, 2, . . . , N, j ≠ k. Together with functions ξ_{j,k}, η_{j,k} define ξ̃_{j,k}(x̂, x) = { ξ_{j,k}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j , . . . , x_{N−1}), if j ≥ k + 1, ξ_{j,k+1}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j, . . . , x_{N−1}), if j ≤ k, and η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x) = { η_{j,k}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j , . . . , x_{N−1}), if j ≥ k + 1, η_{j,k+1}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x, x_j , . . . , x_{N−1}), if j ≤ k. (2.11)

By Proposition 2.1, for each j = 1, 2, . . . , N, and each k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, we have ψ_j (x̂, x) = ξ̃_{j,k}(x̂, x) + |x_k − x|η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x), for all (x̂, x) ∈ Ω̃_{j,k}.

(2.12) Observe that the newly introduced sets Ω̃_{j,k} and the functions ξ̃_{j,k}, η̃_{j,k} are not symmetric under the permutation j ↔ k.

The function (2.6) can be easily rewritten via the new functions η̃_{j,k}:

H(x) = ( |η̃_{1,1}(x, x)|^2 + |η̃_{2,1}(x, x)|^2 )_{1/2} , if N = 2; [_N ∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , x, x) |_2 dx̃_{k,N} ] 1_2 , if N ≥ 3. (2.13)

For N = 2 the above formula is a consequence of the symmetry relation η_{1,2} = η_{2,1} and equalities η_{1,2}(x, x) = η̃_{1,1}(x, x), η_{2,1}(x, x) = η̃_{2,1}(x, x), which follow from the definition (2.11).

Now assume that N ≥ 3. In view of the symmetry η_{j,k} = η_{k,j} we can rewrite (2.6) extending the summation to all j, k such that j ≠ k:

H(x)^2 = N−1∑ j=1 N∑ k=j+1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η_{j,k}(x̃_{j,k}, x, x) | |^2dx̃_{j,k} + N∑ j=1 j−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η_{j,k}(x̃_{j,k}, x, x) | |^2dx̃_{j,k}. By (2.11), the second sum coincides with N∑ j=1 j−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , x, x) | |^2dx̃_{k,N} , and the first one coincides with N−1∑ j=1 N∑ k=j+1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η̃_{j,k−1}(x̃_{k−1,N} , x, x) | |^2dx̃_{k−1,N} = N−1∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=j ∫ R^{3N−6} | |η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , x, x) | |^2dx̃_{k,N} . Adding the first and second sums together we obtain (2.13), as claimed.

3. Compact operators

3.1. Compact operators. For information on compact operators we use mainly Chapter 11 of the book [5], where one can also find further references. Let H and G be separable Hilbert spaces. Let T : H → G be a compact operator. If H = G and T = T^∗ ≥ 0, then λ_k(T ), k = 1, 2, . . . , denote the positive eigenvalues of T numbered in descending order counting multiplicity. For arbitrary spaces H, G and compact T , by s_k(T ) > 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , we denote the singular values of T defined by s_k(T )^2 = λ_k(T^∗T ) = λ_k(T T^∗).

We classify compact operators by the rate of decay of their singular values. If s_k(T ) ≲ k^{−1/p}, k = 1, 2, . . . , with some p > 0, then we say that T ∈ S_{p,∞} and denote

‖T ‖_{p,∞} = sup_k s_k(T )k^{1p} .

These classes are discussed in detail in [5, §11.6]. The class S_{p,∞} is a complete linear space with the quasi-norm ‖T ‖_{p,∞}. For all p > 0 the quasi-norm satisfies the following “triangle” inequality for operators T_1, T_2 ∈ S_{p,∞}: ‖T_1 + T_2‖^{pp+1}p,∞ ≤ ‖T_1‖^{pp+1}p,∞ + ‖T_2‖^{pp+1}p,∞ . (3.1)

For T ∈ S_{p,∞} the following numbers are finite:

G_p(T ) = ( lim sup k→∞ k^{1p} s_k(T ) )_p = lim sup_{s→0} s^pn(s, T ),

g_p(T ) = ( lim inf k→∞ k^{1p} s_k(T ) )_p = lim inf_{s→0} s^pn(s, T ),

(3.2)

and they clearly satisfy the inequalities g_p(T ) ≤ G_p(T ) ≤ ‖T ‖^p_{,∞}. Note that G_q(T ) = 0 for all q > p. Observe that

g_p(T T^∗) = g_p(T^∗T ) = g_{2p}(T ), G_p(T T^∗) = G_p(T^∗T ) = G_{2p}(T ).

(3.3)

If G_p(T ) = g_p(T ), then the singular values of T satisfy the asymptotic formula

s_n(T ) = ( G_p(T ) ) 1_p n^{− 1p} + o(n^{− 1p} ), n → ∞. The functionals g_p(T ), G_p(T ) also satisfy the inequalities of the type (3.1):

G_p(T_1 + T_2)^{1p+1} ≤ G_p(T_1)^{1p+1} + G_p(T_2)^{1p+1} ,

g_p(T_1 + T_2)^{1p+1} ≤ g_p(T_1)^{1p+1} + G_p(T_2)^{1p+1} .

(3.4)

It follows from these inequalities that the functionals G_p and g_p are continuous on S_{p,∞}: | G_p(T_1)^{1p+1} − G_p(T_2)^{1p+1} | ≤ G_p(T_1 − T_2)^{1p+1} , | g_p(T_1)^{1p+1} − g_p(T_2)^{1p+1} | ≤ G_p(T_1 − T_2)^{1p+1} .

We need the following two corollaries of this fact:

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that G_p(T_1 − T_2) = 0. Then

G_p(T_1) = G_p(T_2), g_p(T_1) = g_p(T_2).

The next corollary is more general:

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that T ∈ S_{p,∞} and that for every ν > 0 there exists an operator T_ν ∈ S_{p,∞} such that G_p(T − T_ν ) → 0, ν → 0. Then the functionals G_p(T_ν ), g_p(T_ν ) have limits as ν → 0 and

lim_{ν→0} G_p(T_ν ) = G_p(T ), lim_{ν→0} g_p(T_ν ) = g_p(T ).

3.2. Estimates for singular values of integral operators. The final ingredients of the proof are the results due to M.S. Birman and M.Z. Solomyak, investigating the membership of integral operators in various classes of compact operators.

For estimates of the singular values we rely on [3, Corollaries 4.2, 4.4, Theorem 4.4], which we state here in a form convenient for our purposes. Below we use the following notation which is standard in the theory of Sobolev spaces: H^l(R^d ) = W^{2,l}(R^d ).

Proposition 3.3. Let a ∈ L^∞(R^d ), b ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^n ). Assume that the function a has compact support. Suppose that T (t, x), t ∈ R^n , x ∈ R^d , is a kernel such that T (t, · ) ∈ H^l(R^d ) with some l = 0, 1, . . . , for a.e. t ∈ R^n , and the function ‖T (t, · )‖_Hl is in L^2(R^n , |b(t)|^2dt).

Let T_{ba} : L^2(R^d ) → L^2(R^n ), be the integral operator (T_{ba}u)(t) = b(t) ∫ T (t, x)a(x)u(x) dx, u ∈ L^2(R^d ). Then ∞∑ k=0 k^{2ld} s_k(T_{ba})^2 < ∞,

(3.5)

and hence s_k(T_{ba}) = o(k^{−1/q}), where 1/q = 1/2 + l/d. In other words, G_q(T_{ba}) = 0.

The original results in [3, Corollaries 4.2, 4.4, Theorem 4.4] are considerably more general and more precise: instead of just the finiteness statement (3.5), they contain estimates depending explicitly on the kernel T and weights a, b. These estimates have slightly different form for different cases 2l > d, 2l = d and 2l < d, and therefore, to avoid cumbersome formulations we chose not to quote them in detail.

The next group of results is concerned with spectral asymptotics for integral operators.

3.3. Integral operators with homogeneous kernels. First we consider pseudo - differential operators with asymptotically homogeneous matrix-valued symbols. Spectral asymptotics for such operators were studied in [2], [4]. In fact, these papers allow for more general operators, but we need only a relatively simple special case of those results. Precisely, let A(x), B(x), X(ξ), where x, y, ξ ∈ R^d , be rectangular matrix-valued functions of matching dimensions, so that the product B(x)X(ξ)A(y) (3.6) is again a rectangular matrix. Assume that B ∈ C_0(R^d ), A ∈ C_0(R^d ).

(3.7) We do not reflect the matrix nature of the functional spaces in the notation to avoid cumbersome formulas, and this should not cause confusion. Suppose that X(ξ) is a bounded function which is asymptotically homogeneous of negative order, i.e. there exists a matrix-valued function X_∞ ∈ C^∞(R^d \ {0}) such that for some τ > 0, X_∞(tξ) = t^{−τ} X_∞(ξ), ξ ≠ 0, (3.8) for all t > 0, and X(ξ) − X_∞(ξ) = o(|ξ|^{−τ} ), |ξ| → ∞. (3.9) Define the matrix-valued function T_∞(x, ξ) = B(x)X_∞(ξ)A(x).

Proposition 3.4. Let the above conditions on A, B, X be satisfied and let p = dτ^{−1}. Then the pseudo-differential operator T : L^2(R^d ) → L^2(R^d ) defined by the formula

(T u)(x) = 1 (2π)^d ∫ ∫ B(x)e^{iξ(x−y)}X(ξ)A(y)u(y)dydξ, (3.10)

is compact, it belongs to S_{p,∞} and satisfies the asymptotic formula

G_p(T ) = g_p(T ) = 1 d(2π)^d ∫ R^d ∫ S^{d−1} ∑ k [ s_k ( T_∞(x, ω) )]_p dωdx. (3.11)

This proposition is a consequence of Theorem 2 from [2] and Remark 3 following this theorem.

We apply Proposition 3.4 to integral operators with homogeneous kernels. Let Φ ∈ C^∞(R^d \ {0}) be a matrix-valued function such that Φ(tx) = t^αΦ(x), x ≠ 0, α > −d, (3.12) for all t > 0. Consider the integral operator W with the matrix-valued kernel W (x, y) = B(x)Φ(x − y)A(y) with A, B satisfying the conditions (3.7), and assuming that the matrix dimensions are matched in the same way as for the symbol (3.6). We study spectral asymptotics of the operator W by reducing it to the operator of the form (3.10). Let θ be as defined in (1.10), (1.11), and let R_0 > 0 be a number such that W (x, y) = W (x, y)θ ( |x − y|R^{−1} ) , for all R ≥ R_0.

Consequently, the operator W has the form (3.10) with the function

X(ξ) = X_R(ξ) = ∫ e^{−iξx}θ ( |x|R^{−1} ) Φ(x)dx. (3.13)

Integrating by parts, we conclude that for each ξ ≠ 0 the function X_R(ξ) converges as R → ∞ to a C^∞(R^d \ {0})-function X_∞(ξ) = lim_{R→∞} X_R(ξ).

(3.14)

The function X_∞ satisfies (3.8) with τ = α + d. Indeed, using (3.12) write for t > 0: X_R(tξ) = t^{−α−d} ∫ e^{−iξx}θ ( |x|(Rt)^{−1} ) Φ(x)dx = t^{−α−d}X_{Rt}(ξ). (3.15) Passing to the limit as R → ∞, we get (3.8) with τ = α + d, as claimed. The equality (3.15) also implies that X_R(tξ) − X_∞(tξ) = t^{−α−d} ( X_{Rt}(ξ) − X_∞(ξ) ) = o(t^{−α−d}), t → ∞, for each ξ ∈ R^d and R > 0, which entails (3.9). Thus, applying Proposition 3.4, we obtain the spectral asymptotics for the operator W .

Corollary 3.5. The operator W has the form (3.10) with the function X ∈ C^∞(R^d ) defined in (3.13). The singular values of W satisfy the relation (3.11) with p^{−1} = 1 + αd^{−1}. We need this result for the special case of scalar A = a ∈ C_0(R^d ), B = b ∈ C_0(R^d ), and

Φ(x) = {ϕ_j(x)}^m_{j=1}

(3.16)

with scalar α-homogeneous functions ϕ_j, j = 1, 2, . . . , m. As the next assertion shows, in this case the right-hand side of (3.11) can be easily evaluated.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that Φ is given as in (3.16) with some α-homogeneous scalar functions ϕ_j, j = 1, 2, . . . , k, with α > −d. Then

G_p(W ) = g_p(W ) = 1 d(2π)^d ∫ S^{d−1} |X_∞(ω)|^p dω ∫ R^d |a(x)b(x)|^p dx, where p^{−1} = 1 + αd^{−1}.

Proof. The matrix T_∞(x, ξ) is rank one and

s_1 ( T_∞(x, ξ) ) = |a(x)| |b(x)| |X_∞(ξ)|. The required formula follows from Corollary 3.5. □

Consider two examples in which the above formula can be simplified further. The first example is crucial for the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Example 3.7. Let m = 1, and let Φ(x) = ϕ(x) = |x|^α, α > −d, be a scalar function. Then (see, e.g. [14, Ch. 2, Sect. 3.3])

X_∞(ξ) = 2^{d+α}π^{d2} Γ (_{d+α} 2 ) Γ ( −^α_2 )|ξ|^{−(d+α)}, α ≠ 0, 2, 4, . . . , and X_∞(ξ) = 0 for α = 0, 2, 4, . . . . Thus, for 1/p = 1 + α/d and α ≠ 0, 2, 4, . . . , we have μ_{α,d} := 1 d(2π)^d ∫ S^{d−1} |X_∞(ω)|^pdω = [ Γ (_{d+α} 2 ) π^α2 |Γ ( −^α_2 ) | ]_p 1 Γ (_d 2 + 1 ). (3.17)

Now Corollary 3.6 yields

G_p(W ) = g_p(W ) = μ_{α,d} ∫ R^d |a(x)b(x)|^pdx, 1 p = 1 + α d . Note that the case of scalar functions Φ was studied in [1], see also [3, Theorem 10.9].

Next we consider an important example of a vector-valued function Φ. We do not need it for the current paper but prepare it for future use.

Example 3.8. Let m = d, and let Φ(x) = ∇|x|^{α+1} = (α + 1)|x|^{α−1}x, α > −d. This vector-valued function is homogeneous of order α and (similarly to [14, Ch. 2, Sect. 3.3])

X_∞(ξ) = −i(α + 1)2^{d+α}π^{d2} Γ (_{d+α+1} 2 ) Γ (_{−α+1} 2 ) |ξ|^{−(α+1+d)}ξ, α ≠ 1, 3, 5, . . . , and X_∞(ξ) = 0 for α = 1, 3, 5, . . . . Thus, for 1/p = 1 + α/d and α ≠ 1, 3, 5, . . . , we have ν_{α,d} := 1 d(2π)^d ∫ S^{d−1} |X_∞(ω)|^pdω = [ (α + 1)Γ (_{d+α+1} 2 ) π^α2 |Γ (_{−α+1} 2 ) | ]_p 1 Γ (_d 2 + 1 ). (3.18)

Now Corollary 3.6 yields

G_p(W ) = g_p(W ) = ν_{α,d} ∫ R^d |a(x)b(x)|^pdx, 1 p = 1 + α d . 4. Spectral asymptotics for the model problem

The objective of this section is to find the spectral asymptotics for a model integral operator. Recall that for any function K = K(x, y), x ∈ R^n , y ∈ R^d , we denote by Int(K) the integral operator acting from L^2(R^d ) into L^2(R^n ). In each case the values of n and d are clear from the context. If K(x, y) is C^s -valued then the “target” space L^2(R^n ) is replaced by L^2(R^n ; C^s ).

4.1. The model operator. Let a, b_{j,k}, β_{j,k}, j = 1, 2, . . . , N, k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, be scalar functions such that { a ∈ C^∞_0 (R^3 ), b_{j,k} ∈ C^∞_0 (R^{3N−3} ),

β_{j,k} ∈ C^∞(R^{3N} ),

(4.1)

for all j = 1, 2, . . . , N, k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. Let Φ ∈ C^∞(R^3 \ {0}) be a vector-valued function with m scalar components, homogeneous of order α > −3, as defined in (3.16). Consider the vector-valued kernel M(x̂, x) with mN components:

M(x̂, x) = {M_j(x̂, x)}^N_{j=1}, M_j (x̂, x) = ∑_{N−1} k=1 M_{j,k}(x̂, x), M_{j,k}(x̂, x) = b_{j,k}(x̂)Φ(x_k − x)a(x)β_{j,k}(x̂, x). (4.2)

Our aim is to find an asymptotic formula for the singular values of the operator Int(M) : L^2(R^3 ) → L^2(R^{3N−3} ; C^{mN} ). Although the function Φ(x) is homogeneous, the results on homogeneous kernels, notably Corollary 3.6, are not applicable directly, since the number of “target” variables (i.e. 3N − 3) is greater than the number of the input variables (i.e. 3), unless N = 2. The proof of Theorem 4.1 below amounts to reducing the operator Int(M) to a form for which Corollary 3.6 can be used. Recall that the weights A and B in Corollary 3.6 are only required to be continuous (with compact support). Thus the smoothness restrictions on the functions a, b_{j,k} β_{j,k} in the definition (4.2) can be relaxed, but for our purposes it suffices to assume conditions (4.1). Moreover, this assumption allows us to avoid unnecessary technical complications.

We use the representations (x̂, x) = (x̃_{k,N} , x_k, x) introduced in (1.9). Denote h(t) = [ ∑_N j=1 ∑_{N−1} k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} |bj,k(x̃k,N , t)βj,k(x̃k,N , t, t)| 2dx̃_k

] 1_2

, if N ≥ 3; h(t) = ( |b_{1,1}(t)β_{1,1}(t, t)|^2 + |b_{2,1}(t)β_{2,1}(t, t)|^2

) 1_2

, if N = 2.

(4.3)

Let X_∞(ξ), ξ ∈ R^3 , be the function defined by (3.13) and (3.14).

Theorem 4.1. Let M be the operator defined above, where Φ ∈ C^∞(R^3 \ {0}) is a homogeneous vector function of order α > −5/2. Then the operator Int(M) belongs to S_{p,∞}, 1/p = 1 + α/3, and

G_p ( Int(M) ) = g_p ( Int(M) ) = 1 24π^3 ∫ S^2 |X_∞(ω)|^p dω ∫ R^3 ( |a(x)h(x)| )_p dx. (4.4)

Throughout the proof we assume that N ≥ 3. For N = 2 the argument simplifies, and we omit it.

We begin the proof with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For each j = 1, 2, . . . , N and each pair k, l = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, k ≠ l, we have G_{p/2} ( Int(M_{j,k})^∗ Int(M_{j,l}) ) = 0.

Proof. Fix a j = 1, 2, . . . , N and write the kernel of the operator Int(M_{j,k})^∗ Int(M_{j,l}): P_{k,l}(x, y) = a(x)a(y) ∫ M_{j,k}(x̂, x)M_{j,l}(x̂, y)dx̂ = a(x)a(y) ∫ Φ(x − x_k) · Φ(x_l − y) b_{j,k}(x̂)β_{j,k}(x̂, x)b_{j,l}(x̂)β_{j,l}(x̂, y) dx̂. Write x̂ = (x̃_{l,N} , x_l), dx̂ = dx̃_{l,N} dx_l and change x_l to x_l + y, so that P_{k,l}(x, y) = a(x)a(y) ∫ Φ(x − x_k)· Φ(x_l)b_{j,k}(x̃_{l,N} , x_l + y)β_{j,k}(x̃_{j,N} , x_j + y, x) × b_{j,l}(x̃_{l,N} , x_l + y)β_{j,l}(x̃_{l,N} , x_l + y, y)dx̃_{l,N} dx_l. Because of the conditions (4.1) for all x ∈ R^3 the kernel P_{k,l} is a C^∞_0 -function of y ∈ R^3 . Hence by Proposition 3.3 the singular values of the operator Int(P_{k,l}) decay faster than any negative power of their number. In particular, G_{p/2} ( Int(P_{k,l}) ) = 0, as required. □

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1 for β_{jk} = 1. First we prove Theorem 4.1 for the simpler case β_{j,k} = 1. It follows from Lemma 4.2 and from the inequality (3.4) that G_{p/2} (_N∑ j=1 ∑ k≠l Int(M_{j,k})^∗ Int(M_{j,l}) ) = 0.

By Corollary 3.1 this implies that G_{p/2} ( Int(M)^∗ Int(M) ) = G_{p/2} (_N∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 Int(M_{j,k})^∗ Int(M_{j,k}) ) , and the same equality holds for the functional g_{p/2}. Let us write the kernel F(x, y) of the operator on the right-hand side, remembering that β_{j,k} = 1: F(x, y) = a(x)a(y) N∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 ∫ Φ(x − x_k) · Φ(x_k − y)|b_{j,k}(x̂)|^2dx̂

= a(x)a(y) N∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^3 Φ(x − t) · Φ(t − y) ∫ R^{3N−6} |b_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , t)|^2dx̃_{k,N} dt = a(x)a(y) ∫ R^3 Φ(x − t) · Φ(t − y) h(t)^2dt, where the function h(t) = [_N∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} |b_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , t)|^2dx̃_{k,N} ] 1_2

coincides with (4.3) for β_{j,k} = 1. Define the vector-valued kernel G by G(x, y) = h(x)Φ(x − y)a(y), so that Int(F) = Int(G)^∗ Int(G). Thus the functionals G_{p/2} for the operators Int(M)^∗ Int(M) and Int(G)^∗ Int(G) coincide with each other, and the same applies to the functionals g_{p/2}. Consequently, by virtue of (3.3),

G_p ( Int(M) ) = G_p ( Int(G) ) , g_p ( Int(M) ) = g_p ( Int(G) ) . (4.5)

Since b_{j,k} ∈ C^∞_0 , the function h belongs to C_0. Thus, to find G_p and g_p for the operator Int(G) we can apply Corollary 3.6 with d = 3 and with the weights b = h ∈ C_0 and a ∈ C^∞_0 , which gives

G_p ( Int(G) ) = g_p ( Int(G) ) = 1 24π^3 ∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 ( |a(x)h(x)||X_∞(ω)| )_p dωdx, with 1/p = 1 + α/3. By (4.5), this equality implies (4.4), which completes the proof of Theorem 4.1 for β_{j,k} = 1.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1 for arbitrary β_{j,k} ∈ C^∞. We reduce the general case to the one considered in Subsect. 4.2. Since b_{j,k} and a are compactly supported, without loss of generality we may assume that β_{j,k} ∈ C^∞_0 (R^{3N} ). For each j = 1, 2, . . . , N represent

M_j = A_j + N−1∑ k=1 F_{j,k}, where

A_j(x̂, x) = N−1∑ k=1 Φ(x_k − x)b_{j,k}(x̂)a(x)β_{j,k}(x̂, x_j ), F_{j,k}(x̂, x) = Φ(x_k − x)b_{j,k}(x̂)a(x) ( β_{j,k}(x̂, x) − β_{j,k}(x̂, x_k) ) , j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. Representing β_{j,k}(x̂, x) − β_{j,k}(x̂, x_k) = (x − x_k) · ∫_1 0 ∇_xβ_{j,k}(x̂, x_k + s(x − x_k))ds =: (x_k − x) · σ_{j,k}(x̂, x), we can rewrite F_{j,k} as

F_{j,k}(x̂, x) = Ξ_{j,k}(x̂, x)b_{j,k}(x̂)a(x), where Ξ_{j,k}(x̂, x) = Φ(x_k − x) [ (x_k − x) · σ_{j,k}(x̂, x) ] . Remembering that Φ is homogeneous of order α and that σ_{j,k} ∈ C^∞_0 (R^{3N} ), we conclude that | |∂^m_x Ξ_{j,k}(x̂, x) | | ≲ |x − x_j|^{α+1−|m|}, m ∈ N^3_0 . Since σ_{j,k} is compactly supported, the kernel Ξ_{j,k}(x̂, x), as a function of x ∈ R^3 , belongs to H^l(R^3 ) for all 0 ≤ l < α + 5/2. As α > −5/2 the set of such values l is non-empty. Moreover, the H^l-norm of the kernel, as a function of x̂ ∈ R^{3N−3} , is uniformly bounded, and hence it trivially belongs to L^2(R^{3N−3} , |b_{j,k}(x̂)|^2dx̂). By virtue of Proposition 3.3, we obtain that G_q(Int(F_{j,k})) = 0, 1/q = 1/2 + l/3. Note that 1 q ≥ 1 p = 1 + α 3 , for l ≥ α + 3 2 . Consequently, taking l to be the only non-negative integer in the interval [α+3/2, α+5/2), we conclude that G_p(Int(F_{j,k})) = 0, and, by (3.4),

G_p (_{N−1}∑ k=1 Int(F_{j,k}) ) = 0.

By Corollary 3.1,

G_p ( Int(M) ) = G_p ( Int(A) ) , g_p ( Int(M) ) = g_p ( Int(A) ) , (4.6)

where A is the vector function with components A_j(x̂, x), j = 1, 2, . . . , N. To find G_p and g_p for the operator Int(A), we observe that each kernel A_j(x̂, x) has the form N−1∑ k=1 Φ(x_k − x)b̃_{j,k}(x̂)a(x) with b̃_{j,k}(x̂) = b_{j,k}(x̂)β_{j,k}(x̂, x_k),

Using the result of Subsect 4.2 we obtain the formula (4.4) for the operator Int(A) with the function h defined in (4.3). In view of (4.6) this implies (4.4) for the operator Int(M), as claimed. □

Corollary 4.3. Let Φ(x) be as in Example 3.7 with α = 1, d = 3, i.e. Φ(x) = |x| and 1/p = 1 + α/d = 4/3. According to (4.4) and (3.17),

G_{3/4} ( Int(M) ) = g_{3/4} ( Int(M) ) = μ_{1,3} ∫ R^3 ( |a(x)h(x)| ) 3_4 dx, (4.7)

where μ_{α,d} is defined in (3.17).

Corollary 4.4. Let Φ(x) be as in Example 3.8 with α = 0, d = 3, i.e. Φ(x) = ∇|x| = |x|^{−1}x and 1/p = 1 + α/d = 1. According to (4.4) and (3.18),

G_1 ( Int(M) ) = g_1 ( Int(M) ) = ν_{0,3} ∫ R^3 |a(x)h(x)| dx, where ν_{α,d} is defined in (3.18).

In the current paper we need only Corollary 4.3. Corollary 4.4 is needed for future use.

5. Factorization of Γ: operator Ψ

5.1. Reformulation of the problem. Using the functionals (3.2), one can rewrite the sought formula (1.5) as

G_{3/8}(Γ) = g_{3/8}(Γ) = A.

Since Γ = Ψ^∗Ψ with the operator Ψ : L^2(R^3 ) → L^2(R^{3N−3} ) defined in (2.9), by (3.3) the above equalities rewrite as

G_{3/4}(Ψ) = g_{3/4}(Ψ) = A.

(5.1)

Thus the main Theorem 2.3 can be recast as follows:

Theorem 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.3 the formula (5.1) holds with the constant A which is defined in (2.7).

The rest of the paper is focused on the proof of Theorem 5.1.

As explained in the Introduction, at the heart of the proof is the formula (2.5) for the function ψ, which translates to the representation (2.12) for the kernels ψ_j defined in (2.8). This representation allows us to reduce the problem to the model operator considered in Sect. 4 with the function Φ(x) = |x|. At the first stage of this reduction we construct C^∞_0 approximations of the functions ξ̃_{j,k} and η̃_{j,k} from (2.12).

5.2. Cut-off functions. Firt we construct appropriate cut-offs. Fix a δ > 0. Along with the sets (2.1) introduce S_{l,s}(δ) = S_{s,l}(δ) = {x ∈ R^{3N} : |x_l − x_s| > δ}, 0 ≤ l < s ≤ N, (5.2) and for all k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, define

U_k(δ) = ( ⋂ 0≤l<s≤N−1 S_{l,s}(δ) ) ⋂ ( ⋂ 0≤s≤N−1 s≠k S_{s,N} (δ) ) . (5.3)

Comparing with (2.2) we see that U_k(δ) ⊂ U_{k,N} , and for x ∈ U_k(δ) all the coordinate pairs, except for x_k and x_N , are separated by a distance δ. Similarly to (2.3) define the diagonal set

U^{(d)}_k (δ) = {x ∈ U_k(δ) : x_j = x_N } ⊂ U^{(d)}_{k,N} .

Recall that the representation (2.12) holds on the domain Ω̃_{j,k} which satisfies (2.10) for all j = 1, 2, . . . , N, k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. We construct a compact subset of Ω̃_{j,k} in the following way. For R > 0 let

U_k(δ, R) = U_k(δ) ⋂ (B_R)^N ,

U^{(d)}_k (δ, R) = {x ∈ U_k(δ, R) : x_k = x_N },

where B_R = {x ∈ R^3 : |x| < R}. The set U^{(d)}_k (δ, R) is bounded and its closure belongs to Ω̃_{j,k} for all δ > 0, R > 0. Therefore, there exists an ε_0 = ε_0(δ, R) > 0 such that the ε-neighbourhood Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε) := {x ∈ U_k(δ, R) : |x_k − x_N | < ε}, (5.4)

together with its closure, belongs to Ω̃_{j,k} for all ε ∈ (0, ε_0): Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε) ⊂ Ω̃_{j,k}, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε_0). (5.5)

Now we specify C^∞_0 cutoffs supported on the domains Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε). Let θ ∈ C^∞_0 (R) and ζ = 1 − θ be as defined in (1.10), (1.11). Denote

Y_δ(x̂) = ∏ 0≤l<s≤N−1 ζ ( |x_l − x_s|(4δ)^{−1} ) . (5.6)

By the definition of ζ,

supp Y_δ ⊂ ⋂ 0≤l<s≤N−1 S_{l,s}(2δ), (5.7)

where S_{l,s}( · ) is defined in (5.2). Define also cut-offs at infinity. Denote

Q_R(x̂) = ∏ 1≤l≤N−1 θ ( |x_l|R^{−1} ) , K_R(x) = θ ( |x|R^{−1} ) . (5.8)

Lemma 5.2. Let Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε) be the set introduced in (5.4). Then for all ε < min{ε_0, δ} the support of the function Q_R(x̂)K_R(x)Y_δ(x̂)θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) (5.9) belongs to Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε) for all k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

Proof. Assume that x belongs to the support of the function (5.9). In view of (5.7), for such x we have |x_l − x_s| > 2δ, 0 ≤ l < s ≤ N − 1, and |x − x_k| < ε. (5.10) As ε < δ, for all s = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, s ≠ k, we can write |x − x_s| ≥ |x_k − x_s| − |x − x_k| > 2δ − ε > δ, By definition (5.3), together with (5.10) this gives x ∈ U_k(δ). Moreover, since supp(Q_RK_R) ⊂ (B_R)^N , this means that x ∈ U_k(δ, R). Now the claimed inclusion follows from the definition (5.4). □ 5.3. Using the cut-offs introduced above we construct a convenient approximation for the kernels ψ_j (x̂, x). Taking if necessary, a smaller ε_0 in (5.5), we will assume that ε_0(δ, R) ≤ δ, and hence for all ε < ε_0(δ, R), apart from the inclusion (5.5) we have Lemma 5.2. Thus, for these values of ε the real analytic functions ξ̃_{j,k}, η̃_{j,k} are welldefined on the support of (5.9), and hence the kernel

Υ_j[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)K_R(x) N−1∑ k=1 θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) |x − x_k|η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x), (5.11)

is well-defined for all (x̂, x) ∈ R^{3N} , and each of the functions Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)K_R(x)θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x), k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, is C^∞_0 (R^{3N} ). Our objective is to prove that the vector-valued kernel Υ[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = { Υ_j[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) }_N j=1 is an approximation for Ψ(x̂, x)(see (2.9)) in the following sense. Lemma 5.3. The following relations hold:

G_{3/4}(Ψ) = lim_{δ→0} R→∞ lim_{ε→0} G_{3/4} ( Int(Υ[δ, R, ε]) ) , g_{3/4}(Ψ) = lim_{δ→0} R→∞ lim_{ε→0} g_{3/4} ( Int(Υ[δ, R, ε]) ) , where the limits on the right-hand side exist.

The proof of this lemma is given in the next section. 6. Proof of Lemma 5.3 6.1. Spectral estimates for Ψ. Our proof of Lemma 5.3 relies on the bounds obtained in [22]. Let C_n = (0, 1)^3 + n, n ∈ Z^3. Assume that b ∈ L^∞(R^{3N −3} ) and that a ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^3 ) is such that sup_{n∈Z3} ‖a‖_L2_{(Cn)} < ∞.

Then the functionals

S_κ(a) = [ ∑ n∈Z^3 e^{− 34 κ|n|}‖a‖^{34}_{L2(Cn)} ] 4_3

and M_κ (b) = [∫ R^{3N−3} |b(x̂)|^2e^{−2κ|x̂|}dx̂ ] 1_2 , are both finite for all κ > 0. Recall that the functional G_p is defined in (3.2), and ψ_j – in (2.8). The next bound for the operators b Int(ψ_j)a follows from [22, Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 6.1. Assume that ψ satisfies (1.4), and let j = 1, 2, . . . , N. Let the functions a and b be as described above. Then b Int(ψ_j )a ∈ S_{3/4,∞} and for some κ ≤ κ_0 we have

G_{3/4}(b Int(ψ_j )a) ≲ ( M_κ (b)S_κ(a)

) 3_4 . (6.1)

6.2. Proof of Lemma 5.3. The strategy of the proof is to “trim down” the kernel (2.9) in several steps, by multiplying it by appropriate cut-offs including the functions (5.6) and (5.8), or dropping some of the components, until it reduces to the kernel (5.11). At every step of this process we justify the trimming using either Corollary 3.1 or Corollary 3.2.

The first stage is described in the next lemma.

Lemma 6.2. The following relations hold:

G_{3/4}(Ψ) = lim_{δ→0} R→∞ G_{3/4}(Q_RY_δΨK_R), g_{3/4}(Ψ) = lim_{δ→0} R→∞ g_{3/4}(Q_RY_δΨK_R),

(6.2)

where the limits on the right-hand side exist.

Proof. First we check that

lim_{δ→0} G_{3/4} ( (I − Y_δ)Ψ ) = 0,

lim_{R→∞} G_{3/4} ( (I − Q_R)Ψ ) = 0, lim_{R→∞} G_{3/4} ( Ψ(I − K_R) ) = 0.

(6.3)

It suffices to check the above relations for each operator Int(ψ_j ), j = 1, 2, . . . , N. Consider first (I − Y_δ) Int(ψ_j). Since

1 − Y_δ(x̂) ≤ ∑ 0≤l<s≤N−1 θ ( |x_l − x_s|(4δ)^{−1} ) , it follows from (6.1) that

G_{3/4} ( (1 − Y_δ) Int(ψ_j ) ) ≲ ( M_κ(1 − Y_δ) )_{3/4}

≲ ∑ 0≤l<s≤N−1 [ ∫ θ ( |x_l − x_s|(4δ)^{−1} )_2 e^{−2κ|x̂|}dx̂ ]_{3/8} ≲ δ^{9/8} → 0, δ → 0, and hence the first relation in (6.3) holds.

In a similar way one estimates (I − Q_R) Int(ψ_j ) and Int(ψ_j)(I − K_R). Estimate, for example, the first of these operators. Since

1 − Q_R(x̂) ≤ ∑ 1≤l≤N−1 ζ ( |x_l|R^{−1} ) , it follows from (6.1) again that

G_{3/4} ( (I − Q_R) Int(ψ_j ) ) ≲ ( M_κ (1 − Q_R) )_{3/4}

≲ ∑ 0≤l≤N−1 [ ∫ R^{3N−3} ζ(|x_l|R^{−1})^2e^{−2κ|x̂|} dx̂ ]_{3/8} ≲ e^{−3κR/8} → 0, R → ∞, whence the second equality in (6.3).

Represent Ψ in the form

Ψ = Q_RY_dΨK_R + (I − Q_R)Ψ + Q_R(1 − Y_δ)Ψ + Q_RY_δΨ(I − K_R),

According to (3.4),

G_{3/4} ( Ψ − Q_RY_dΨK_R ) 3_7

≤ G_{3/4} ( (I − Q_R)Ψ

) 3_7

+ G_{3/4} ( Q_R(1 − Y_δ)Ψ

) 3_7

+ G_{3/4} ( Q_RY_δΨ(I − K_R)

) 3_7

≤ G_{3/4} ( (I − Q_R)Ψ

) 3_7

+ G_{3/4} ( (1 − Y_δ)Ψ

) 3_7 + G_{3/4} ( Ψ(I − K_R)

) 3_7 . By virtue of (6.3) the right-hand side tends to zero as δ → 0, R → ∞. By Corollary 3.2 this implies (6.2). □

At the next stage we partition the kernel

Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)Ψ(x̂, x)K_R(x)

(6.4)

of the operator Q_RY_δΨK_R on the right-hand side of the formulas (6.2). We do this by introducing the cut-offs θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) , k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, assuming that ε < δ. In view of the definition (5.6) it is straightforward to check that under this condition, we have

Y_δ(x̂) N−1∑ k=0 θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) + Y_δ(x̂) N−1∏ k=0 ζ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) = Y_δ(x̂),

and hence the j’th component of (6.4) can be represented as follows:

Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)ψ_j(x̂, x)K_R(x) = N−1∑ k=0 ϕ_{j,k}[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) + τ_j [δ, R, ε](x̂, x) (6.5) with ϕ_{j,k}[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) ψ_j (x̂, x)K_R(x), k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, τ_j [δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂) N−1∏ k=0 ζ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) ψ_j (x̂, x)K_R(x). First we show that the kernels τ_j [δ, R, ε] and ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε] give negligible contributions to the asymptotics.

Lemma 6.3. For each δ > 0, R > 0 and ε < δ one has G_{3/4} ( Int ( τ_j [δ, R, ε] )) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , N. (6.6)

Proof. By the definitions (5.6) and (1.11), the support of the kernel τ_j [δ, R, ε] belongs to the bounded domain ⋂ 0≤l<s≤N S_{l,s}(ε/2) ∩ (B_R)^N .

The function ψ_j is real-analytic on this domain and it is uniformly bounded together with all its derivatives, so that τ_j [δ, R, ε] ∈ C^∞_0 (R^{3N} ). By Proposition 3.3, G_p(Int(τ_j [δ, R, ε])) = 0 for all p > 0, and in particular, for p = 3/4, as claimed. □

Lemma 6.4. For each δ > 0, R > 0 one has lim_{ε→0} G_{3/4} ( Int ( ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε] )) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , N. (6.7)

Proof. As x_0 = 0 by definition, the kernel ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε] has the form

ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)ψ_j (x̂, x)θ ( |x|ε^{−1} ) K_R(x). Estimating Q_RY_δ ≤ 1, K_R ≤ 1, one sees that the singular values of Int(ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε]) do not exceed those of the operator Int(ψ_j )a with the weight a(x) = θ(|x|ε^{−1}). By (6.1),

G_{3/4}(Int(ψ_j )a) ≲ S_κ(a)^{3/4} ≲ ( ∫ R^3 θ ( |x|ε^{−1} )_2 dx )_{3/8} ≲ ε^{9/8} → 0, ε → 0. This implies (6.7). □

Corollary 6.5. Denote by α[δ, R, ε](x, x) = {α_j[δ, R, ε]}^N_{j=1} the vector-valued kernel with the components α_j [δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = N−1∑ k=1 ϕ_{j,k}[δ, R, ε](x̂, x). Then for all δ > 0 and R > 0, we have

G_{3/4}(Q_RY_δΨK_R) = lim_{ε→0} G_{3/4}(Int(α[δ, R, ε])),

g_{3/4}(Q_RY_δΨK_R) = lim_{ε→0} g_{3/4}(Int(α[δ, R, ε])),

(6.8) where the limits on the right-hand side exist.

Proof. By (6.5), the kernel Q_RY_δψ_j K_R has the form α_j [δ, R, ε] + ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε] + τ_j [δ, R, ε]. By virtue of (3.4) and (6.6), (6.7), we have

lim_{ε→0} G_{3/4}(Int ( ϕ_{j,0}[δ, R, ε] + τ_j [δ, R, ε] ) = 0.

Now (6.8) follows from Corollary 3.2. □

Completion of the proof of Lemma 5.3. According to Lemma 5.2, under the condition ε < ε_0(δ, R), the support of each kernel ϕ_{j,k}[δ, R, ε], j = 1, 2, . . . , N, k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, belongs to Ω̃_k(δ, R, ε), see (5.4) for the definition. Therefore one can use the representation (2.12) for the function ψ_j: α_j [δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = N−1∑ k=1 ϕ_{j,k}[δ, R, ε](x̂, x) = N−1∑ k=1 Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} )~ ξ_{j,k}(x̂, x)K_R(x)

+ N−1∑ k=1 Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) |x_k − x|η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x)K_R(x). Each term in the first sum on the right-hand side is C^∞_0 (R^{3N} ). Thus, by Proposition 3.3, the functional G_p for the associated operator equals zero for all p > 0, and in particular, for p = 3/4. The second sum coincides with the kernel Υ_j [δ, R, ε](x̂, x), defined in (5.11). Therefore, by Corollary 3.1, { G_{3/4}(Int(α[δ, R, ε])) = G_{3/4}(Int(Υ[δ, R, ε])),

g_{3/4}(Int(α[δ, R, ε])) = g_{3/4}(Int(Υ[δ, R, ε])),

(6.9)

for each δ > 0, R > 0 and ε < ε_0(δ, R). Putting together (6.2), (6.8) and (6.9), and using Corollary 3.2, we conclude the proof of Lemma 5.3. □

7. Proof of Theorems 2.2 and 5.1, 2.3

Lemma 7.1. The operator Int(Υ[δ, R, ε]) belongs to S_{3/4,∞} for all δ > 0, R > 0, ε < ε_0(δ, R) and

G_{3/4} ( Int(Υ[δ, R, ε]) ) = g_{3/4} ( Int(Υ[δ, R, ε]) ) = μ_{1,3} ∫ ( K_R(t)H_{δ,R}(t) ) 3_4 dt, (7.1)

where H_{δ,R}(t) = Q_R(t)Y_δ(t) ( |η̃_{1,1}(t, t)|^2 + η̃_{1,2}(t, t)|^2 )_{1/2} , if N = 2, and

H_{δ,R}(t) = [_N∑ j=1 N−1∑ k=1 ∫ R^{3N−6} | |Q_R(x̃_{k,N} , t)Y_δ(x̃_{k,N} , t)η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , t, t) | |^2dx̃_{k,N} ] 1_2 , if N ≥ 3, (7.2)

and μ_{α,d} is defined in (3.17).

Proof. The kernel Υ[δ, R, ε] (see (5.11)) has the form (4.2) with a(x) = K_{2R}(x), b_{j,k}(x̂) = Q_{2R}(x̂)Y_{δ/2}(x̂), β_{j,k}(x̂, x) = θ ( |x − x_k|ε^{−1} ) η̃_{j,k}(x̂, x)Q_R(x̂)Y_δ(x̂)K_R(x),

and the homogeneous function Φ(x) = |x|. Here we have used the fact that Q_R(x̂)Q_{2R}(x̂) = Q_R(x̂), Y_δ(x̂)Y_{δ/2}(x̂) = Y_δ(x̂) and K_R(x)K_{2R}(x) = K_R(x).

Therefore we can use Corollary 4.3. It is immediate to see that in this case the function h defined in (4.3), coincides with H_{δ,R}, so that (4.7) entails (7.1), as required. □

Proof of Theorems 2.2, 5.1 and 2.3. By Lemma 5.3, each term in the relation (7.1) has a limit as δ → 0, R → ∞. Therefore the integral on the right-hand side of (7.1) is bounded uniformly in δ > 0, R > 0. Assume for convenience that the function θ defined in (1.11) is monotone decreasing for t ≥ 0. Therefore the pointwise convergencies Y_δ(x̃_{k,N} , t) → 1, δ → 0 and K_R(t) → 1, Q_R(x̃_{k,N} , t) → 1, R → ∞, are monotone increasing. By the Monotone Convergence Theorem, the integrand K_R(t)H_{δ,R}(t) on the right-hand side of (7.1) converges for a.e. t ∈ R^3 as δ → 0, R → ∞ to an L^{3/4}(R)- function, which we denote by H̃(t), and the integral in (7.1) converges to μ_{1,3} ∫ ( H̃(t))^{3/4}dt. (7.3)

If N = 2, then this concludes the proof of Theorem 2.2, since in this case H_{δ,R}(t) → ( |η̃_{1,1}(t, t)|^2 + η̃_{2,1}(t, t)|^2 )_{1/2} , a.e. t ∈ R^3 , and by virtue of (2.13) this limit coincides with H(t).

If N ≥ 3, then the convergence to H̃(t) implies that for a.e. t ∈ R^3 the function K_R(t)H_{δ,R}(t), and hence H_{δ,R}(t), is bounded uniformly in δ and R. Applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem to the integral (7.2), we conclude that the a.e.-limit |η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , t, t)| = lim_{δ→0,R→∞} | |Q_R(x̃_{k,N} , t)Y_δ(x̃_{k,N} , t)η̃_{j,k}(x̃_{k,N} , t, t) | |, belongs to L^2(R^{3N−6} ), a.e. t ∈ R^3 , and lim δ→0,R→∞ H_{δ,R}(t) = H(t), a.e. t ∈ R^3 , where we have used the formula (2.13) for H. Thus H = H̃ ∈ L^{3/4}(R^3 ). As (2.13) is equivalent to (2.6), this completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

An easy calculation shows that μ_{1,3} = 3^{−1}(2/π)^{5/4}, so that the limit (7.3) coincides with the coefficient A in (2.7). Together with Lemma 5.3 this completes the proof of Theorem 5.1. As explained before, Theorem 5.1 is equivalent to Theorem 2.3. This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgments. The author is grateful to S. Fournais, T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof, M. Lewin and T. Ø. Sørensen for stimulating discussions and advice. The author thanks J. Cioslowski for his comments and for bringing to the author’s attention papers [6], [7] and [15].

The author was supported by the EPSRC grant EP/P024793/1.

References

[1] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Asymptotics of the spectrum of weakly polar integral operators.

Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 34: 1142–1158, 1970.

[2] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Asymptotic behavior of the spectrum of pseudodifferential operators with anisotropically homogeneous symbols. Vestnik Leningrad. Univ. Mat. Mekh. Astronom. 13(3): 13–21, 169, 1977.

[3] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Estimates for the singular numbers of integral operators. (Russian). Uspehi Mat. Nauk 32(1(193)): 17–84, 1977.

[4] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Asymptotic behavior of the spectrum of pseudodifferential operators with anisotropically homogeneous symbols. II. Vestnik Leningrad. Univ. Mat. Mekh. Astronom. 13(3): 5–10, 121, 1979.

[5] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak, Spectral Theory of Selfadjoint Operators in Hilbert Space.

Mathematics and its Applications (Soviet Series), D. Reidel, 1987. Translated from the 1980 Russian original by S. Khrushchëv and V. Peller.

[6] J. Cioslowski, Off-diagonal derivative discontinuities in the reduced density matrices of electronic systems. The Journal of Chemical Physics 153(15): 154108, 2020.

[7] J. Cioslowski and F. Pratnicki, Universalities among natural orbitals and occupation numbers pertaining to ground states of two electrons in central potentials. The Journal of Chemical Physics 151(184107), 2019.

[8] J. Cioslowski and K. Strasburger, Angular-Momentum Extrapolations to the Complete Basis Set Limit: Why and When They Work. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 17(6): 3403– 3413, 2021.

[9] A. Coleman and V. Yukalov, Reduced Density Matrices, Lecture Notes in Chemistry, vol. 72.

Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2000.

[10] E. Davidson, Reduced Density Matrices in Quantum Chemistry. Academic Press, 1976. [11] S. Fournais and T. Ø. Sørensen, Pointwise estimates on derivatives of Coulombic wave functions and their electron densities. J. Reine Angew. Math., arXiv:1803.03495 [math.AP] 2018.

[12] S. Fournais, M. Hoffmann-Ostenhof, T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof and T. Ø. Sørensen, Analytic structure of many-body Coulombic wave functions. Comm. Math. Phys. 289(1): 291–310, 2009.

[13] G. Friesecke, On the infinitude of non-zero eigenvalues of the single-electron density matrix for atoms and molecules. R. Soc. Lond. Proc. Ser. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 459(2029): 47–52, 2003.

[14] I. M. Gel’fand and G. E. Shilov, Generalized Functions, Volume 1: Properties and Operations. AMS Chelsea Publishing, 1964.

[15] C. Hättig, W. Klopper, A. Köhn, D. P. Tew, Explicitly Correlated Electrons in Molecules. Chem.

Rev 112(1): 4–74, 2012.

[16] P. Hearnshaw and A. V. Sobolev, Analyticity of the one-particle density matrix. Arxiv 2020.

2006.11785.

[17] T. Kato, On the eigenfunctions of many-particle systems in quantum mechanics. Comm. Pure Appl.

Math. 10: 151–177, 1957.

[18] M. Lewin, E. H. Lieb, and R. Seiringer, Universal Functionals in Density Functional Theory. 2019.

1912.10424.

[19] E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer, The stability of matter in quantum mechanics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[20] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics. II. Fourier analysis, selfadjointness. Academic Press [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers], New York-London, 1975.

[21] B. Simon, Exponential decay of quantum wave functions,.

http://www.math.caltech.edu/simon/Selecta/ExponentialDecay.pdf, Online notes, part of B. Simon’s Online Selecta at http://www.math.caltech.edu/simon/selecta.html.

[22] A. V. Sobolev, Eigenvalue estimates for the one-particle density matrix, to appear in Journal of Spectral Theory, Arxiv, 2020. 2008.10935.

Department of Mathematics, University College London, Gower Street, London, WC1E 6BT UK

Email address: a.sobolev@ucl.ac.uk