arXiv:2407.15103v1 [math.AP] 21 Jul 2024

MINIMIZING SCHRÖDINGER EIGENVALUES FOR CONFINING POTENTIALS

RUPERT L. FRANK

Abstract. We consider the problem of minimizing the lowest eigenvalue of the Schrödinger operator −Δ + V in L^2(R^d ) when the integral ∫ e^{−tV} dx is given for some t > 0. We show that the eigenvalue is minimal for the harmonic oscillator and derive a quantitative version of the corresponding inequality.

Introduction and main result. We are interested in a sharp lower bound on the lowest eigenvalue E_0 of the Schrödinger operators −Δ + V in L^2(R^d ), d ≥ 1, with a real confining potential V , and in the stability properties of the resulting functional inequality.

More precisely, we assume that e^{−tV} ∈ L^1(R^d ) for some t > 0. Under this assumption the operator −Δ + V has compact resolvent as a consequence of the Golden– Thompson inequality; see [24, Theorem 9.2] and (4) below.

The inequality that we are interested in asserts that the lowest eigenvalue E_0 satisfies

E_0 ≥ −t^{−1} ln ∫ R^d e^{−tV (x)} dx + dt^{−1}(1 +^1_2 ln(πt)) . (1)

While we have not found this inequality stated explicitly in the literature, it is probably known to experts in the field. We will review its proof after the statement of our main theorem.

Inequality (1) is sharp for any given t > 0. Indeed, equality holds if

V (x) = t^{−2}|x − b|^2 + const (2)

for some b ∈ R^d , as follows from the explicit knowledge of the eigenvalues of the harmonic oscillator; see, e.g., [15, Subsection 4.2.1]. Conversely, one can show that if equality in (1) holds, then V is necessarily of the form (2). We will show this below after having given the proof of (1).

Our main result is a stability version of this characterization of optimizers. Namely, we shall show that if V almost saturates (1), then V is almost of the form (2). We prove this approximate form of V in the natural norm of the problem and with the optimal exponent. The precise statement is as follows.

Date: July 21, 2024 © 2024 by the author. This paper may be reproduced, in its entirety, for non-commercial purposes. Partial support through US National Science Foundation (DMS-1954995), as well as through the German Research Foundation (EXC-2111-390814868 and TRR 352-470903074) is acknowledged. 1

2 RUPERT L. FRANK

Theorem 1. There is a constant c > 0 such that for all d ≥ 1, all t > 0 and all V with e^{−tV} ∈ L^1(R^d ),

E_0 ≥ −t^{−1} ln ∫ R^d e^{−tV (x)} dx + dt^{−1}(1 +^1_2 ln(πt)) + c t^{−1} inf_{b∈Rd} ‖ ‖ ‖ e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx − (πt)^{− d2} e^{− 1t |x−b|2} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

L^1(R^d ) . We emphasize that the constant c is independent of d, t and V . In fact, this constant is explicit in the sense that no compactness argument is used in its proof.

Background. Before turning to the proofs of (1) and of Theorem 1, let us put this inequality and its stability result into perspective. The problem of minimizing E_0 among potentials V with fixed L^p norm was proposed by Keller [18] and solved by Lieb and Thirring [21] in terms of optimal constants in certain Sobolev interpolation inequalities. In this way one is led to the functional inequality

E_0 ≥ − ( L^{(1)}_{γ,d} ∫ R^d V (x)^{γ+ d2}_− dx ) 1_γ (3) for a certain constant L^{(1)}_{γ,d}, provided γ ≥^1_2 if d = 1 and γ > 0 if d ≥ 2; see [15, Subsection 5.1.2]. Here v_− := max{−v, 0} denotes the negative part.

Similarly, our inequality (1) can be considered as the answer to the problem of minimizing E_0 among potentials V for which the integral ∫ e^{−tV} dx is fixed for some t > 0. The stability of the functional inequality (3) was investigated in [8], based on two stability results for a Sobolev interpolation inequality and for Hölder’s inequality. Similarly, our proof of Theorem 1 is based on a stability result for the log-Sobolev inequality and for a certain endpoint case of Hölder’s inequality. The relevant stability result for the log-Sobolev inequality was recently shown in [11] (see also [12] for a partially alternative proof) and that for the endpoint case of Hölder’s inequality is the Csiszár–Kullback–Pinsker inequality in the form of Carlen in [6]. Theorem 1 will follow by combining these two results. We emphasize that there is a large literature on stability versions of the log-Sobolev inequality (see the references in [11]), but it is the new form of the remainder term in [11] that is required for our application here. Also the use of the Csiszár–Kullback–Pinsker inequality for the stability of functional inequalities involving exponential integrability is very recent. It was used by Carlen in [6] to quantify the rate of approach to equilibrium for the critical mass Keller–Segel system, improving earlier results in [7]. This is based on a stability result for the logarithmic Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality.

The question of whether there is a quantitative version of the sharp Sobolev inequality was raised by Brezis and Lieb in [3], where also initial results were obtained. It was answered by Bianchi and Egnell in [2] using a technique that has proved to be

MINIMIZING SCHRÖDINGER EIGENVALUES FOR CONFINING POTENTIALS 3

very influential. In the last decade there has been an enormous interest in variants of this question and we refer to [9, 7, 5, 11, 14, 6] for further references. Concerning eigenvalue inequalities for Schrödinger operators we also mention the stability results in [22, 23], which were obtained by techniques different from ours.

As an aside, we mention that, just like (3) is the ‘one-particle’ version of the Lieb– Thirring inequality (see [15, Subsection 5.1.2] and [13]), inequality (1) is the ‘oneparticle’ version of the Golden–Thompson inequality

Tr e^{t(Δ−V )} ≤ (4πt)^{− d2} ∫ R^d e^{−tV (x)} dx ; (4) see, e.g., [24, Theorem 9.2]. Indeed, if we bound the left side from below by e^{−tE0} , we get an inequality of the form (1), but with the term dt^{−1}(1 +^1_2 ln(πt)) replaced by the smaller term^d_2 t^{−1} ln(4πt). Thus, this does not yield a sharp inequality. The Golden–Thompson inequality is sharp in the semiclassical regime of many eigenvalues. A similar phenomenon occurs for the entropy inequality in [16], obtained from a more general form of the Golden–Thompson inequality, which is the ‘many-particle’ version of the Beckner–Hirschman inequality [17, 1]. It would be interesting to obtain a quantitative version of the latter inequality.

Acknowledgement. The author is very grateful to Eric Carlen for several useful conversations on the topic of this paper and on [5, 6].

Proof of (1). As a warm-up, we show how the lower bound on E_0 in (1) can be derived from the log-Sobolev inequality and the Gibbs variational principle. Each step in this proof will later be made quantiative in the proof of Theorem 1.

We shall use the variational characterization of the lowest eigenvalue (see, e.g., [15, Corollary 1.11]), viz.

E_0 = inf_{‖ψ‖=1} ∫ R^d ( |∇ψ|^2 + V ψ^2 ) dx . (5) Here ‖ · ‖ denotes the L^2-norm. We bound the gradient term from below by means of the (Euclidean) log-Sobolev inequality [20, Theorem 8.14], which says that

λ^2 ∫ R^d |∇ψ|^2 dx − π ∫ R^d |ψ|^2 ln(|ψ|^2) dx ≥ dπ(1 + ln λ) (6)

for any ψ ∈ H^1(R^d ) with ‖ψ‖ = 1 and any λ > 0. Consequently,

E_0 ≥ inf_{‖ψ‖=1} ∫ R^d ( V + πλ^{−2} ln(|ψ|^2) ) |ψ|^2 dx + dπλ^{−2}(1 + ln λ) . (7)

A simple and well-known computation, which is known as Gibbs variational principle in statistical mechanics, shows that on any measure space X (with measure denoted by dx) inf ‖ρ‖_1 =1, ρ≥0 ∫ X (V + T ln ρ)ρ dx = −T ln ∫ X e^{− 1T V} dx . (8)

4 RUPERT L. FRANK

Here ‖ · ‖_1 denotes the L^1-norm. Inserting the lower bound given by (8) with T = πλ^{−2} = t^{−1} and ρ = |ψ|^2 into (7), we obtain (1).

In the same way, we can characterize the cases of equality in (1). As shown by Carlen [4], equality in (6) holds only if ψ(x) = e^{iθ}λ^{− d}2 e^{− π}2λ^{2 |x−b|2} for some b ∈ R^d , λ > 0 and θ ∈ R/2πZ. Moreover, the infimum in (8) is attained if and only if ρ = Z^{−1}e^{− 1}T^V with Z = ∫ X e^{− 1}T^V dx. Thus, equality in (1) forces V (x) = t^{−2}|x − b|^2 − t^{−1} ln(Z/(πt)^{d/2}), as claimed.

In the above argument we were somewhat cavalier about finiteness of certain integrals. While for the proof of inequality (1) we can restrict ourselves to functions ψ ∈ C^1_c (R^d ), say, for which all manipulations are justified, for the characterization of cases of equality we need to work with general function ψ in the form domain of the Schrödinger operator −Δ+V . We defer the discussion of the relevant technical details to the end of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1. The stability version of the log-Sobolev inequality (6) from [11] reads

λ^2 ∫ R^d |∇ψ|^2 dx − π ∫ R^d |ψ|^2 ln(|ψ|^2) dx − dπ(1 + ln λ)

≥ κ inf b∈R^d, θ∈R/2πZ ∫ R^d |ψ − e^{iθ}λ^{− d2} e^{− π}2λ^{2 |x−b|2} |^2 dx for all ψ ∈ H^1(R^d ) with ‖ψ‖ = 1 with a universal constant κ > 0 (independent of d). (The inequality there is stated for Gaussian measure, but it can easily be transformed into the above form with Lebesgue measure. The dependence on λ follows by scaling.) We shall apply this inequality only to nonnegative functions ψ, in which case the infimum over θ is attained when e^{iθ} = 1, so the inequality becomes

λ^2 ∫ R^d |∇ψ|^2 dx − π ∫ R^d ψ^2 ln(ψ^2) dx − dπ(1 + ln λ) ≥ κ inf_{b∈Rd} ∫ R^d (ψ − λ^{− d2} e^{− π}2λ^{2 |x−b|2} )^2 dx . (9)

Meanwhile, the Csiszár–Kullback–Pinsker inequality in Carlen’s reformulation as a stability version of the Gibbs variational principle (8) reads ∫ X (V + T ln ρ)ρ dx + T ln ∫ X e^{− 1T V} dx ≥ T 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ρ − e^{− 1}T^V ∫ X e^{− 1}T^V dx ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

1 (10)

for all functions ρ ≥ 0 on X with ‖ρ‖_1 = 1; see [6, Theorem 3.2] and our discussion at the end of this paper.

Let ψ_0 is a normalized eigenfunction corresponding to E_0 and note that

E_0 = ∫ R^d ( |∇ψ|^2 + V |ψ|^2 ) dx . (11)

MINIMIZING SCHRÖDINGER EIGENVALUES FOR CONFINING POTENTIALS 5

It is well known that ψ_0 may be chosen nonnegative. Combining inequalities (9) and

(10) with (11) and choosing as before T = πλ^{−2} = t^{−1} gives

E_0 + t^{−1} ln ∫ R^d e^{−tV (x)} dx − dt^{−1}(1 +^1_2 ln(πt)) ≥ (πt)^{−1}κ inf_{b∈Rd} ∫ R^d (ψ_0 − (πt)^{− d4} e^{− 12t |x−b|2} )^2 dx + (2t)^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^2_0 − e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx ‖ ‖ ‖^2 1 . We recall that for measurable functions f, g ≥ 0 on a measure space X with ∫ X f dx = ∫ X g dx = 1 one has ‖f − g‖_1 ≤ 2 ‖ √ f − √ g‖_2 . Indeed, on the left side we write f −g = ( √ f − √ g)( √ f + √ g) and we apply Schwarz’s

inequality. The assertion follows since ‖ √ f + √ g‖_2 ≤ ‖ √ f‖_2 + ‖ √ g‖_2 = 2.

In our situation this implies that ∫ R^d (ψ_0 − (πt)^{− d4} e^{− 12t |x−b|2} )^2 dx ≥ 1 4 (∫ R^d | |ψ^2_0 − (πt)^{− d2} e^{− 1t |x−b|2} | | dx )_2 . Thus, we find

E_0 + t^{−1} ln ∫ R^d e^{−tV (x)} dx − dt^{−1}(1 +^1_2 ln(πt)) ≥ (4πt)^{−1}κ inf_{b∈Rd} ‖ ‖ψ_{20} − (πt)_−^d_2 e_−^1_{t |x−b|}2 ‖ ‖^2 1 + (2t)^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^20 − e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

1 ≥ (2t)^{−1} min{^κ_{2π} , 1} inf_{b∈Rd} (‖ ‖ ‖ψ^2_0 − (πt)^{− d2} e^{− 1t |x−b|2} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_1 + ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^20 − e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

1 )

≥ (4t)^{−1} min{^κ_{2π} , 1} inf_{b∈Rd} (‖ ‖ ‖ψ^2_0 − (πt)^{− d2} e^{− 1t |x−b|2} ‖ ‖ ‖_1 + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^20 − e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_1

)_2

≥ (4t)^{−1} min{^κ_{2π} , 1} inf_{b∈Rd} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ e^{−tV} ∫ R^d e −tV dx − (πt)^{− d2} e^{− 1t |x−b|2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

1 . This proves the claimed inequality with c = 4^{−1} min{^κ_{2π} , 1}. □

Some technicalities. Let us discuss some technical details when carrying out the

proof of (2) and, in particular, when characterizing the cases of equality. For the

latter purpose, we need to carry out the proof for arbitrary functions ψ in the form

domain of the Schrödinger operator −Δ + V . In the proof the integrals ∫ V |ψ|^2 dx and ∫ |ψ|^2 ln |ψ|^2 dx appear and our goal now is to show that both integrals converge

absolutely.

The elementary inequality w^p ≤ (p/e)^pe^w for every w ≥ 0 and p > 0 implies that ∫ R^d V p − dx ≤ (p/te)^p ∫ {V <0} e −tV dx. Applying this with p > max{^d_2 , 1}, we see that V_−

is infinitesimally form bounded with respect to −Δ; see [15, Proposition 4.3]. In par-

ticular, for functions in the form domain all three integrals ∫ |∇ψ|^2 dx, ∫ V_+|ψ|^2 dx and

6 RUPERT L. FRANK ∫ V_−|ψ|^2 dx are finite. Using Sobolev inequalies, we easily see that ∫ |ψ|^2 ln_+ |ψ|^2 dx < ∞. Note that at this point we do not know yet that ∫ |ψ|^2 ln_− |ψ|^2 dx is finite.

We use the Gibbs variational principle in the form of the nonnegativity of the relative entropy ∫ X ρ(ln ρ − ln ρ_0) dx ≥ 0 , (12)

valid for all measurable functions ρ, ρ_0 ≥ 0 on X with ∫ X ρ dx = ∫ X ρ_0 dx < ∞. By definition, the left side of (12) is +∞ if ∫ {ρ_0=0} ρ dx > 0. Note that the integral (12)

is well defined, though possibly +∞, since in view of the inequality α ln(1/α) ≤ 1/e for α ∈ (0, 1] we have ∫ X ρ(ln ρ − ln ρ_0)_− dx = ∫ {ρ<ρ_0} ρ_0 ρ ρ_0 ln ρ_0 ρ dx ≤ e^{−1} ∫ {ρ<ρ_0} ρ_0 < ∞ . For the sake of completeness let us give the proof of (12). Concavity of the function p → −p ln p =: s(p) implies that s(p) − s(q) ≤ s^′(q)(p − q), so pointwise on X we have

−ρ(x) ln ρ(x) + ρ_0(x) ln ρ_0(x) ≤ −(1 + ln ρ_0(x))(ρ(x) − ρ_0(x)) ,

that is, ρ(x) ln ρ(x) − ρ(x) ln ρ_0(x) ≥ ρ(x) − ρ_0(x) .

Integrating this inequality, recalling integrability of the negative part of the left side, gives (12).

We apply inequality (12) with X = R^d , endowed with Lebesgue measure, and with ρ = |ψ|^2 and ρ_0 = Z^{−1}e^{−tV} , where Z = ∫ e^{−tV} dx. Here ψ belongs to the form domain of −Δ + V and is normalized by ‖ψ‖ = 1. According to the properties of functions in the form domain, the integral ∫ ρ ln ρ_0 dx converges absolutely and ∫ ρ ln_+ ρ dx < ∞.

In view of (12), this implies that ∫ ρ ln_− ρ dx < ∞. Therefore all integrals appearing in the proof of (1) converge absolutely and all manipulations are justified.

On inequality (10). An inequality of Pinsker, in the sharp form of Csiszár [10] and Kullback [19], states that ∫ X ρ(ln ρ − ln ρ_0) dx ≥ 1 2 ‖ρ − ρ_0‖^2_1 , (13)

valid for all measurable functions ρ, ρ_0 ≥ 0 on X with ∫ X ρ dx = ∫ X ρ_0 dx = 1. As before, we use the convention that the left side of (13) is +∞ if ∫ {ρ_0=0} ρ dx > 0. Note

that (13) is a quantitative version of the nonnegativity of the relative entropy in (12).

Choosing, similarly as before, X = R^d , endowed with Lebesgue measure, ρ = |ψ|^2 and ρ_0 = Z^{−1}e^{− 1}T^V , where Z = ∫ e^{− 1}T^V dx, we obtain (10). The necessary manipulations are all legitimate due to the absolute convergence of the integrals that we have just discussed.

Several proofs of (13) are known; see, e.g., [25, Proof of Theorem 22.10, Exercise 29.22, as well as the bibliographic notes to Chapter 22]. A recent one was given by

MINIMIZING SCHRÖDINGER EIGENVALUES FOR CONFINING POTENTIALS 7

Carlen in [6, Theorem 3.2], based on [5, Theorem 2.12]. Inspection of the proof shows that the assumption there that dx is a probability measure is not needed.

References

[1] W. Beckner, Inequalities in Fourier analysis. Ann. of Math. (2) 102 (1975), no. 1, 159–182. [2] G. Bianchi, H. Egnell, A note on the Sobolev inequality. J. Funct. Anal. 100 (1991), no. 1, 18–24. [3] H. Brezis, E. H. Lieb, Sobolev inequalities with remainder terms. J. Funct. Anal. 62 (1985), no.

1, 73–86.

[4] E. A. Carlen, Superadditivity of Fisher’s information and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities. J.

Funct. Anal. 101 (1991), no. 1, 194–211.

[5] E. A. Carlen, Duality and stability for functional inequalities. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 26 (2017), no. 2, 319–350.

[6] E. A. Carlen, Stability for the logarithmic Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality with application to the Keller–Segel system. Preprint (2023), arXiv:2312.00614.

[7] E. A. Carlen, A. Figalli, Stability for a GNS inequality and the log-HLS inequality, with application to the critical mass Keller-Segel system. Duke Math. J. 162 (2013), 579–625.

[8] E. A. Carlen, R. L. Frank, E. H. Lieb, Stability estimates for the lowest eigenvalue of a Schrödinger operator. Geom. Funct. Anal. 24 (2014), no. 1, 63–84.

[9] S. Chen, R. L. Frank, T. Weth, Remainder terms in the fractional Sobolev inequality. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 62 (2013), no. 4, 1381–1397.

[10] I. Csiszár, Information-type measures of difference of probability distributions and indirect observa-tions. Studia Sci. Math. Hungar. 2 (1967), 299–318.

[11] J. Dolbeault, M. J. Esteban, A. Figalli, R. L. Frank, M. Loss, Sharp stability for Sobolev and log- Sobolev inequalities, with optimal dimensional dependence. Preprint (2022), arXiv:2209.08651.

[12] J. Dolbeault, M. J. Esteban, A. Figalli, R. L. Frank, M. Loss, A short review on Improvements and stability for some interpolation inequalities. Preprint (2024), arXiv:2402.08527.

[13] R. L. Frank, The Lieb-Thirring inequalities: recent results and open problems. Proc. Sympos.

Pure Math., 104. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2021, 45–86. [14] R. L. Frank, The sharp Sobolev inequality and its stability: An introduction. Preprint (2023), arXiv:2304.03115.

[15] R. L. Frank, A. Laptev, T. Weidl, Schrödinger operators: eigenvalues and Lieb–Thirring inequalities. Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., 200 Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2023, xiii+507 pp. [16] R. L. Frank, E. H. Lieb, Entropy and the uncertainty principle. Ann. Henri Poincaré 13 (2012), no. 8, 1711–1717.

[17] I. I. Hirschman Jr., A note on entropy. Amer. J. Math. 79 (1957), 152–156. [18] J. B. Keller, Lower bounds and isoperimetric inequalities for eigenvalues of the Schrödinger equation. J. Mathematical Phys. 2 (1961), 262–266.

[19] S. Kullback, Lower bound for discrimination information in terms of variation. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 13 (1967), 126–127.

[20] E. H. Lieb, M. Loss, Analysis. Grad. Stud. Math., 14. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001, xxii+346 pp.

[21] E. H. Lieb, W. Thirring, Inequalities for the moments of the eigenvalues of the Schrödinger Hamiltonian and their relation to Sobolev inequalities. Studies in Mathematical Physics. Princeton University Press, Princeton (1976), pp. 269–303.

[22] I. Mazari, Quantitative inequality for the eigenvalue of a Schrödinger operator in the ball. J.

Differential Equations 269 (2020), no. 11, 10181–10238.

8 RUPERT L. FRANK

[23] I. Mazari, D. Ruiz-Balet, Quantitative stability for eigenvalues of Schrödinger operator, quantitative bathtub principle, and application to the turnpike property for a bilinear optimal control problem. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 54 (2022), no. 3, 3848–3883.

[24] B. Simon, Functional integration and quantum physics. AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2005, xiv+306 pp.

[25] C. Villani, Optimal transport. Grundlehren Math. Wiss., 338, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009, xxii+973 pp.

(Rupert L. Frank) Mathematisches Institut, Ludwig-Maximilians Universität München, Theresienstr. 39, 80333 München, Germany, and Munich Center for Quantum Science and Technology, Schellingstr. 4, 80799 München, Germany, and Mathematics 253-37, Caltech, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA

Email address: r.frank@lmu.de