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Abstract. We study the discrete eigenvalues emerging from the threshold of
the essential spectrum of one or two-dimensional Schrödinger operators with
complex-valued Lp-potentials in a weak coupling regime. We derive neces-
sary and sufficient conditions on the potential for the existence or absence of
discrete eigenvalues in this regime and also analyze their uniqueness and al-
gebraic multiplicity. Our results can be viewed as natural non-self-adjoint ex-

tensions of the well-known classical weak coupling phenomenon for self-adjoint
Schrödinger operators with real-valued potentials going back half a century to
Simon’s famous paper [63].

1. Introduction and main results

The analysis of Schrödinger operators

H = −∆+ V in L2(Rd),

with a complex-valued potential V : Rd → C is challenging due to a fundamen-
tal lack of variational methods, a spectral theorem, and related self-adjoint tools.
The properties of H are not fully understood in spite of a high research activity
in the last two decades, see, e.g., the monographs [16, 40, 66] on non-self-adjoint
(differential) operators and a collection of recent papers [1,5–7,12,13,17–19,22,25,
28, 30–32,34, 38, 39, 53, 67–69] on spectral properties of Schrödinger operators with
Lp-potentials; in particular, enclosures of discrete eigenvalues outside the essen-
tial spectrum, their absence, number, and accumulation as well as Lieb-Thirring
inequalities are investigated therein.

It is well-known (see, e.g., [31, Lem. 4.2]) that V ∈ Lp(Rd) with

p ∈






[1,∞) if d = 1,

(1,∞) if d = 2,

[d/2,∞) if d ≥ 3,

(1.1)

is a relatively form compact perturbation of −∆. Hence, for such V , the operator
H with the domain domH = {f ∈ H1(Rd) : (−∆+ V )f ∈ L2(Rd)} is m-sectorial,
the essential spectrum of −∆ remains stable under the perturbation by V , i.e.,

σess(H) = σess(−∆) = [0,∞),

and the spectrum of H outside of [0,∞) comprises exclusively isolated eigenvalues
of finite algebraic multiplicities.
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More quantitatively, it is known that every λ ∈ σp(H) \ [0,∞) satisfies

|λ| 12 ≤ 1

2

∫

R

|V (x)| dx if d = 1, (1.2)

|λ|κ ≤ Dκ,d

∫

Rd

|V (x)|κ+ d
2 dx if d ≥ 2, 0 < κ ≤ 1

2
, (1.3)

where Dκ,d > 0 are constants independent of V , see [1,30]. Moreover, if d ≥ 3 there
exist constants D0,d > 0 for which the condition

D0,d

∫

Rd

|V (x)| d2 dx < 1 (1.4)

yields the absence of all eigenvalues, so σ(H) = σc(H) = [0,∞), cf. [30, Thm. 2], [34,
Thm. 3.2], and H is even similar to −∆, cf. [39, Thm. 12] as well as the pioneering
works [20, Thm. XX.2.22] and [45, Thm. 6.1, 6.4]. For further results on the absence
of eigenvalues in any dimension see [11, 25, 26, 44, 50].

The main objective of this paper is to investigate the existence, uniqueness, and
multiplicity of eigenvalues of non-self-adjoint Schrödinger operators with complex-
valued potentials in the weak coupling regime, i.e., the eigenvalues of

Hβ := −∆− βV,

domHβ := {f ∈ H1(Rd) : (−∆− βV )f ∈ L2(Rd)}, (1.5)

with a complex -valued potential V and a complex coupling β → 0. This analysis
complements and extends well-known classical results on the weak coupling phe-
nomenon for self-adjoint Schrödinger operators with real-valued potentials and a
real coupling parameter going back to [63]; we comment on this special case in more
detail at the end of the Introduction. It should be emphasized that weak coupling
is a purely one and two-dimensional phenomenon, cf. Remark 1.2, and that weakly
coupled eigenvalues emerge from the threshold of the essential spectrum. Moreover,
we stress that variational methods are not available for a non-real-valued poten-
tial V , and hence the existence of eigenvalues of H is a delicate task in general,
see [5,13,59,69] (for the strong coupling regime, see, e.g., [3,43,62]). Further results
on non-self-adjoint weak coupling can be found in [8,56] in the case of waveguides,
in [15] for one-dimensional Dirac operators, the related one-dimensional damped
wave operators, and two-dimensional armchair graphene waveguides and in [29] for
Pauli operator with an Aharonov-Bohm potential.

In the following we state our main result Theorem 1.1 and discuss some interest-
ing special cases in Corollary 1.3 and Corollary 1.5 below. From now on we assume
that the complex-valued potential V satisfies (cf. (1.1))

V ∈
{
L1(R) if d = 1,

L1(R2) ∩ L1+η(R2) for some η > 0 if d = 2,
(1.6)

and, in addition, a Rollnik-type integrability condition
∫

R2d

|V (x)|
∣∣µ(d)(x− y)

∣∣2|V (y)| d(x, y) < ∞, (1.7)

where

µ(d)(x) :=

{
1
2 |x| if d = 1,
1
2π log |x| if d = 2.

(1.8)

We also make use of the complex numbers

U :=

∫

Rd

V (x) dx and U1 :=

∫

R2d

V (x)µ(d)(x− y)V (y) d(x, y), (1.9)

which are well-defined for a potential V satisfying (1.6) and (1.7); cf. (3.5).
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Theorem 1.1. Let Hβ = −∆−βV be as in (1.5) with V satisfying (1.6) and (1.7).
For U and U1 in (1.9) assume U 6= 0 and define

U(β) :=
{
Uβ − U1β

2 if d = 1,

Uβ −
[
U1 − (2π)−1(log(2)− γ)U2

]
β2 if d = 2,

(1.10)

where γ is the Euler-Masceroni constant. Then there exist ε > 0 and R > 0 such

that for every β ∈ C with |β| < ε the following assertions hold.

(i) If β is such that U(β) satisfies

ReU(β) > R|ImU(β)|3 if d = 1,

ReU(β) > 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1 +R|ReU(β)|

)
if d = 2,

(1.11)

then Hβ has exactly one discrete eigenvalue λβ in C \ [0,∞). Moreover, this

eigenvalue is simple and obeys as β → 0
√

−λβ =
U

2
β − U1

2
β2 +O(β3) if d = 1,

log(−λβ) = − 4π

Uβ
− 4π

U1

U2
+ log(4)− 2γ +O(β) if d = 2.

(1.12)

(ii) If β is such that U(β) satisfies

ReU(β) < −R|ImU(β)|3 if d = 1,

ReU(β) < 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1−R|ReU(β)|

)
if d = 2,

(1.13)

then Hβ has no eigenvalue in C \ [0,∞).

Remark 1.2. (i) Observe that the existence of weakly coupled eigenvalues is a
purely one and two-dimensional effect. Indeed, for d ≥ 3 and V ∈ Ld/2(Rd) it
follows from (1.4) that σp(Hβ) = ∅ for all β ∈ C such that

D0,d

∫

Rd

|V (x)| d2 dx <
1

|β| d2
.

Hence, if V ∈ L1(Rd) ∩Lp(Rd) with p ≥ d/2 (cf. (1.1)), then V ∈ Ld/2(Rd) and no
weak coupling phenomenon in the spirit of Theorem 1.1 occurs.

(ii) In dimension d = 1, 2 it follows from the spectral enclosures (1.2) and (1.3)
that weakly coupled eigenvalues of Hβ (if they exist) obey

|λ| = O(|β|2), β → 0, (1.14)

which is consistent with the asymptotic expansion (1.12). In fact, in Example 1.4
below we consider potentials where (1.2) becomes sharp in the weak coupling
regime.

(iii) We also note that in dimension d = 1, 2 potentials V satisfying (1.6) do not
induce positive eigenvalues, that is, σp(Hβ) ∩ (0,∞) = ∅ for any β ∈ C; cf. [34,
Rem. 3.3] for d = 1 and [44, 50] for d = 2.

In the special case of a real-valued potential V and complex coupling β, the
conditions (1.11) and (1.13) simplify.

Corollary 1.3. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 1.1 and, in addition, let

V : Rd → R and U > 0. Then there exist ε′ > 0 and R′ > 0 such that for every

β ∈ C with |β| < ε′ the following assertions hold.

(i) If β satisfies

Re β >

(
−U1

U
+R′|Imβ|

)
(Imβ)2 if d = 1,

Re β >
2

U
1

2

|Imβ| 12
(
1 +R′|Re β|

)
if d = 2,

(1.15)
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then Hβ has exactly one discrete eigenvalue λβ in C \ [0,∞). Moreover, this

eigenvalue is simple and obeys (1.12).

(ii) If β satisfies

Re β <

(
−U1

U
−R′|Imβ|

)
(Imβ)2 if d = 1,

Re β <
2

U
1

2

|Imβ| 12
(
1−R′|Re β|

)
if d = 2,

(1.16)

then Hβ has no eigenvalue in C \ [0,∞).

The conditions and claims of Corollary 1.3 are illustrated in Figure 1.

(a) β → 0 in d = 1

σess(−∆)

Im

Re

(b) λβ → 0 in d = 1

(c) β → 0 in d = 2

σess(−∆)

Im

Re

(d) λβ → 0 in d = 2

Figure 1. A schematic plot of Corollary 1.3 for U = U1 = R′ = 1.
In (a) and (c) the coupling parameter β → 0 (along three different
curves) leads to a simple discrete eigenvalue λβ of Hβ in (b) and (d).

Example 1.4. Consider a non-negative potential V , V 6≡ 0, as in Corollary 1.3
and assume that the coupling is of the form β(ε) = eiθε with θ ∈ (−π, π] and
ε > 0. Then one verifies (cf. Figure 1) that there exists a discrete eigenvalue λβ(ε)

as ε → 0+ of Hβ(ε) if and only if

θ ∈
{[

−π
2 ,

π
2

]
if d = 1,

{0} if d = 2.
(1.17)
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If this eigenvalue exists it is simple, obeys (1.12), and is the only discrete eigenvalue
of Hβ(ε) in the weak coupling limit. Note that in d = 1 the expansion (1.12) yields

√
−λβ(ε) =

eiθε

2
‖V ‖L1 +O(ε2), ε → 0+, (1.18)

which implies that the spectral enclosure (1.2) is sharp in the weak coupling regime;
cf. Section 4.6 for details.

In the next corollary we consider the special case where β is real-valued and V
is a complex-valued potential.

Corollary 1.5. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 1.1 and, in addition, let

β ∈ R. Then for all sufficiently small β > 0 the following assertions hold.

(i) If

ReU > 0 or alternatively ReU = 0 and ReU1 < 0 if d = 1,

ImU = 0 and ReU > 2|ImU1|
1

2 if d = 2,
(1.19)

then Hβ has exactly one discrete eigenvalue λβ in C \ [0,∞). Moreover, this

eigenvalue is simple and obeys (1.12).

(ii) If

ReU < 0 or alternatively ReU = 0 and ReU1 > 0 if d = 1,

ImU 6= 0 or ReU < 2|ImU1|
1

2 if d = 2,
(1.20)

then Hβ has has no eigenvalue in C \ [0,∞).

Example 1.6. For d = 1 the two conditions (1.19) and (1.20) in Corollary 1.5
are easy to check and provide a convenient characterization of the weak coupling
phenomenon in one dimension.

Meanwhile, for d = 2 it is not immediately clear if there exist non-real potentials
that satisfy (1.19). To address this issue, consider the family of potentials

V (α) = αReV + i ImV, α ∈ R,

where V is a fixed potential that satisfies (1.6) and (1.7). Assume, in addition, that

ImU =

∫

R2

ImV dx = 0 and ReU =

∫

R2

ReV dx > 0.

Then there exists α∗ ≥ 0 (given by (4.47)) such that

V (α) satisfies

{
(1.19) if α > α∗,

(1.20) if α < α∗, α 6= 0.

Hence for β → 0+ the Schrödinger operator Hβ(α) = −∆ − βV (α) in (1.5) has
exactly one discrete eigenvalue (which is simple and obeys (1.12)) if α > α∗, and
has no discrete eigenvalues if α < α∗, α 6= 0; cf. Section 4.7 for details.

Let us now clarify the connection between our results and the classic weak cou-
pling phenomenon for self-adjoint Schrödinger operators, going back to [63]. A
potential V : Rd → R, V 6≡ 0, satisfying (1.6) and the additional decay condition

∫

Rd

(1 + |x|s)|V (x)| dx < ∞,

for s = 2 in d = 1 and for some s > 0 in d = 2, leads to a negative eigenvalue
of Hβ for every β > 0 if and only if U ≥ 0. Moreover, this eigenvalue is simple,
obeys (1.12), and is the only discrete eigenvalue of Hβ as β → 0+. In turn, for
V : Rd → R the conditions of Corollary 1.5 reduce to

(1.19) ⇐⇒ U > 0 and (1.20) ⇐⇒ U < 0.
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This means that for U 6= 0 the results of [63] are contained as a special case in
our main theorem. However, at the same time we emphasize that weak coupling
for complex-valued potentials is a much richer and diverse phenomenon. Consider
for simplicity a non-negative potential V , V 6≡ 0, with a coupling β ∈ C as in
Corollary 1.3. Figure 1 illustrates that, in dimension d = 1, there exist arbitrarily
small couplings with Reβ < 0 that produce a weakly coupled eigenvalue, while
in dimension d = 2 there are couplings with Re β ≥ 0 for which a similar effect
cannot be observed as |β| → 0. Hence, a condition of the type Re(Uβ) ≥ 0, which
may seem like the natural non-self-adjoint extension of Simon’s conditions U ≥ 0
and β > 0, is in general neither necessary nor sufficient for the existence of weakly
coupled eigenvalues in the non-self-adjoint case. Finally, our results indicate that,
compared to the self-adjoint case, complex weak coupling is significantly less likely
to occur in dimension d = 2 than in dimension d = 1; cf. Figure 1.

For completeness, let us mention that the results in [63] were further extended
in [46, 49, 60] for the self-adjoint case. For a broader, yet non-exhaustive collection
of related results we refer to [4,9,27,35,42,47,48,52,54,57,58,64], [61, Thm. XIII.11,
p. 336-338] and for more recent developments to [14, 23, 24, 33, 41, 51, 55, 70].

1.1. Strategy of the proof. Our proof originates in the ideas in [63], which do not
rely on variational arguments, but instead exploit the criticality of −∆ in d = 1, 2
and the related singularity of the Green’s function (see (2.3)). The strategy of the
proof is also inspired by [15, Thm. 2.2], where a one-dimensional Dirac operator
with non-self-adjoint potentials in a weak coupling setting is studied. In particular,
starting with the Birman-Schwinger principle (see Section 2), the analysis of weakly
coupled eigenvalues of Hβ in a certain subset Nβ of C is reduced to the study
of zeros of an analytic function Λβ (including the multiplicities), which can be
asymptotically expanded as β → 0, see Proposition 2.4. In this step, only the basic
integrability conditions (1.6) are used. The additional condition (1.7) is employed
in Section 3 to characterize all weakly coupled eigenvalues of Hβ as the zeros of Λβ

and also to expand Λβ further, see Proposition 3.2. In Section 4, where the main
results are proved, we use Lemma A.6, which is based on Rouché’s theorem, to show
the existence of a simple zero and hence a simple eigenvalue of Hβ . Moreover, the
complete characterization of all weakly coupled eigenvalues of Hβ in Proposition 3.2
makes it possible to exclude further eigenvalues and to establish the non-existence
of weakly coupled eigenvalues under a complementary condition (1.13).

1.2. Notations and conventions. Throughout this paper, d ∈ {1, 2} denotes
the spatial dimension. The scalar product (linear in the first entry) in L2(Rd) is
denoted by (·, ·); the standard norm on Lp(Rd) by ‖ · ‖Lp . Furthermore, C+ = {z ∈
C : Re z > 0} is the open right half-plane, and D(z0; r) = {z ∈ C : |z − z0| < r}
denotes the open disc of radius r > 0 centered at z0 ∈ C. We choose

√· as the
branch of the square root with positive real part, and log : C \ (−∞, 0] → C is the
principal branch of the complex logarithm, that is, for z = |z|eiφ, φ ∈ (−π, π), we
set log(z) = log |z| + iφ; some useful properties of the logarithm can be found in
the beginning of Appendix A.1. Finally, we agree to use the letter C for a positive
constant in our estimates, which may change in between the lines.

Acknowledgements. This research was funded in part by the Austrian Science
Fund (FWF) 10.55776/P 33568-N. For the purpose of open access, the authors
have applied a CC BY public copyright licence to any Author Accepted Manuscript
version arising from this submission.
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2. The Birman-Schwinger principle and eigenvalues in the weak

coupling regime

In this section we consider the operators Hβ , β ∈ C, given by

Hβ = −∆− βV,

domHβ = {f ∈ H1(Rd) : (−∆− βV )f ∈ L2(Rd)}, (2.1)

from (1.5) in L2(Rd) under the assumption that the (complex-valued) potential V
satisfies

V ∈
{
L1(R) if d = 1,

L1(R2) ∩ L1+η(R2) for some η > 0 if d = 2;
(2.2)

cf. (1.6). We recall that Hβ is m-sectorial and σess(Hβ) = [0,∞), β ∈ C (for
the various definitions of the essential spectrum we refer to [21, Chap. I.4] and for
further details to [31, App. B]). In the following we are interested in the discrete
eigenvalues of Hβ , typically in the situation that β ∈ C is sufficiently small.

2.1. Birman-Schwinger principle. Recall first that for z ∈ C+ the resolvent
(−∆+ z2)−1 of the free Laplacian in L2(Rd) is an integral operator with the kernel

G(d)(x, y; z) =

{
(2z)−1e−z|x−y| if d = 1,

(2π)−1K0(z|x− y|) if d = 2,
x, y ∈ R

d, (2.3)

where K0 : C \ (−∞, 0] → C denotes the modified Bessel function of second kind of
order zero (for details see Section A.1). The eigenvalues −z2 of Hβ outside [0,∞)
can be characterized via the Birman-Schwinger operator Q(z), z ∈ C+, which is a
compact integral operator in L2(Rd) with kernel

Q(d)(x, y; z) = |V (x)| 12G(d)(x, y; z)V (y)
1

2 , x, y ∈ R
d, (2.4)

where we use the convention

V (x)
1

2 :=

{
|V (x)|− 1

2V (x) if V (x) 6= 0,

0 if V (x) = 0.

The Birman-Schwinger principle now reads as follows (for the definition of eigen-
values of operator families and eigenvalues of finite type, see Section A.2). For a
proof we refer to [31, Prop. 4.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let Hβ = −∆− βV be as in (2.1) for V satisfying (2.2). Let Q(z),
z ∈ C+, be the compact integral operator in L2(Rd) with kernel (2.4). Then, for

any z ∈ C+, there holds

dimker(Hβ + z2) = dimker(1 − βQ(z)).

Moreover, any eigenvalue of the family 1− βQ is an eigenvalue of finite type, and

the algebraic multiplicity of 1− βQ at z coincides with the algebraic multiplicity of

−z2 as an eigenvalue of Hβ.

2.2. Reduction to zeros of a holomorphic function. The main idea to char-
acterize the eigenvalues of Hβ in the weak coupling limit goes back [63], where the
Birman-Schwinger operator Q(z) is decomposed in the form

Q(z) = L(z) +M(z), z ∈ C+; (2.5)

with integral operators L(z) and M(z) in L2(Rd) with respective kernels

L(d)(x, y; z) := |V (x)| 12 g1(z)V (y)
1

2 ,

M(d)(x, y; z) := |V (x)| 12
(
G(d)(x, y; z)− g1(z)

)
V (y)

1

2 , (2.6)
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and the function g1 : C+ → C is given by

g1(z) =

{
(2z)−1 if d = 1,

−(2π)−1 log(z) if d = 2.
(2.7)

Note that g1 is injective and holomorphic on C+. Observe that L(z), z ∈ C+, is
a rank one operator and that ‖L(·)‖ has a singularity of the same order as g1 at
z = 0. The usefulness of the decomposition (2.5) is demonstrated in the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let Hβ = −∆− βV be as in (2.1) for V satisfying (2.2), let

U =

∫

R

V (x) dx

be as in (1.9), and let g1 : C+ → C be as in (2.7). Then for all sufficiently small

β ∈ C the set

Nβ :=

{
z ∈ C+ : ‖βM(z)‖ <

1

2

}
(2.8)

is non-empty and open, the function Λβ : Nβ → C given by

Λβ(z) = 1− g1(z)
[
Uβ + β

(
[1− βM(z)]−1βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)]
, z ∈ Nβ , (2.9)

is holomorphic on Nβ, and for all z ∈ Nβ one has

−z2 ∈ σp(Hβ) ⇐⇒ Λβ(z) = 0. (2.10)

Moreover, if Λβ(z) = 0, then the algebraic multiplicity of −z2 as an eigenvalue of

Hβ coincides with the multiplicity of z as a root of Λβ.

Proof. Since M is an analytic family of bounded operators on C+, the set Nβ is
open and it is also non-empty for all sufficiently small β ∈ C. Moreover, Λβ is well-
defined for all z ∈ Nβ as 1− βM(z) is boundedly invertible; the holomorphicity of
Λβ follows from the analyticity of M and the holomorphicity of g1 on C+.

Let us continue by proving the equivalence (2.10). By the Birman-Schwinger
principle from Lemma 2.1, it suffices to show that for all z ∈ Nβ the equivalence

0 ∈ σp(1 − βQ(z)) ⇐⇒ Λβ(z) = 0 (2.11)

is valid. Since 1 − βM(z) is boundedly invertible for z ∈ Nβ, the decomposition
(2.5) can be rewritten as

1− βQ(z) = 1− β(L(z) +M(z))

= (1 − βM(z))(1− [1− βM(z)]−1βL(z))
(2.12)

and this yields the equivalence

0 ∈ σp(1− βQ(z)) ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ σp(1− [1− βM(z)]−1βL(z)). (2.13)

Next, let us set

B :

{
L2(Rd) → C,

f 7→
∫
Rd V (y)

1

2 f(y) dy,
Aβ(z) :

{
C → L2(Rd),

φ 7→ [1− βM(z)]−1|V | 12φ.
A short computation shows the operator identity

[1− βM(z)]−1βL(z) = g1(z)βAβ(z)B; (2.14)

indeed, for any f ∈ L2(Rd) one clearly has g1(z)|V | 12Bf = L(z)f and hence

g1(z)βAβ(z)Bf = g1(z)β[1− βM(z)]−1|V | 12Bf = [1− βM(z)]−1βL(z)f.
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By combining (2.14) with (2.13), it is clear that

0 ∈ σp(1 − βQ(z)) ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ σp(1 − [1− βM(z)]−1βL(z))

⇐⇒ 0 ∈ σp(1 − g1(z)βAβ(z)B)

⇐⇒ 0 ∈ σp(1 − g1(z)βBAβ(z)),

(2.15)

where we used for the last equivalence that 0 ∈ σp(1−CD) ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ σp(1−DC)
for everywhere defined and bounded operators C and D between Hilbert spaces.
Finally, using the definition of Aβ(z), B, and U we obtain

βBAβ(z) = β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1|V | 12 , V

1

2
)

= β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1(1− βM(z) + βM(z))|V | 12 , V

1

2
)

= Uβ + β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
.

Hence

1− g1(z)βBAβ(z) = 1− g1(z)
[
Uβ + β

(
[1− βM(z)]−1βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)]

= Λβ(z),

which together with (2.15) shows (2.11) and thus (2.10).
It remains to prove the claim about the algebraic multiplicities. By the Birman-

Schwinger principle from Lemma 2.1, the algebraic multiplicity of −z2 ∈ σp(Hβ)
with z ∈ Nβ coincides with the algebraic multiplicity of the family 1− βQ at z, so
the claim follows if we verify

ma(z; 1− βQ) = ma(z; Λβ). (2.16)

To justify (2.16) recall that 1−βM(z) is boundedly invertible for all z ∈ Nβ . Hence,
we use the factorization (2.12) and the fact that eigenvalues of operator families are
invariant under multiplications by boundedly invertible operators (see Lemma A.3)
and conclude

ma(z; 1− βQ) = ma(z; 1− [1− βM ]−1βL).

Finally, (2.14) implies

ma(z; 1− [1− βM ]−1βL) = ma(z; 1− g1βAβB)

= ma(z; 1− g1βBAβ)

= ma(z; Λβ)

where we used Lemma A.4 to obtain the second equality. The last quantity is the
multiplicity of z as a root of Λβ, see Remark A.2. �

2.3. Transformation of Λβ. We will now transform the argument of the function
Λβ in (2.9), which is useful in our further analysis. For this consider a restriction
of the function g1 in (2.7) given by

g1 : D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+ → g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+

)
, z 7→

{
(2z)−1 if d = 1,

−(2π)−1 log(z) if d = 2,

and observe that g1 is holomorphic on D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+ and bijective in the present

context. The corresponding inverse has the form

g−1
1 : g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩C+

)
→ D

(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+, w 7→

{
1
2w if d = 1,

exp(−2πw) if d = 2.

Next, we define the set

Ω :=

{
w ∈ C+ :

1

w
∈ g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+

)}
, (2.17)
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and we note that Ω is non-empty since g1(D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+) ⊂ C+. Furthermore, we

make use of the mapping

φ : Ω → g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+

)
, w 7→ 1

w
,

and we define

Φ := g−1
1 ◦ φ : Ω → D

(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+, w 7→

{
w
2 if d = 1,

exp
(
− 2π

w

)
if d = 2.

(2.18)

From the construction it is clear that the function Φ : Ω → D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+ is well-

defined, holomorphic, bijective, and one has g1(Φ(w)) =
1
w for w ∈ Ω. In the next

lemma we determine the set Ω explicitly.

Lemma 2.3. The set Ω in (2.17) is given by

Ω = D(0; 1) ∩ C+ if d = 1 (2.19)

and

Ω =

{
w ∈ C+ : Re

(
1

w

)
>

log(2)

2π
,

∣∣∣∣Im
(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ <
1

4

}
if d = 2, (2.20)

and, in particular, Ω is bounded.

Imw

Rew
1

(a) Ω in d = 1; cf. (2.19).

Imw

Rew

(b) Ω in d = 2; cf. (2.20) and (2.21).

Figure 2. An illustration of the set Ω defined in (2.17).

Proof. For d = 1, a direct computation shows

g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩C+

)
= {z ∈ C+ : |z| > 1}

and hence we conclude (2.19). For d = 2, we obtain

g1

(
D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩ C+

)
=

{
z ∈ C+ : Re z >

log(2)

2π
, |Im z| < 1

4

}
,

which leads to (2.20). To see that Ω is bounded in the case d = 2 note that the
condition

Rew

|w|2 = Re

(
1

w

)
>

log(2)

2π
, w ∈ Ω,

implies |w|2 < 2π
log(2) Rew ≤ 2π

log(2) |w| and hence |w| < 2π
log(2) for w ∈ Ω. �
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We also remark that for w ∈ Ω in the case d = 2 one has

Re

(
1

w

)
>

log(2)

2π
⇐⇒

(
Rew − π

log(2)

)2

+ (Imw)2 <

(
π

log(2)

)2

,

thus leading to the alternative form (see Figure 2)

Ω = D

(
π

log(2)
;

π

log(2)

)
∩
{
w ∈ C+ :

∣∣∣∣Im
(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ <
1

4

}
. (2.21)

Now the map Φ will be used to transform the function Λβ in (2.9) to the form
(2.22) below, where the last summand can be viewed as a perturbation term that
will be further expanded later.

Proposition 2.4. Let Hβ = −∆ − βV be as in (2.1) for V satisfying (2.2). Let

Λβ : Nβ → C and Φ : Ω → D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ be given by (2.9) and (2.17), respectively.
Then for all sufficiently small β ∈ C, the following items hold.

(i) For all w ∈ Ω such that Φ(w) ∈ Nβ we have

−Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ) ⇐⇒ Λβ(Φ(w)) = 0.

If w is a zero of Λβ ◦ Φ, then its multiplicity as a root of Λβ ◦ Φ coincides

with the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue −Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ).

(ii) For all w ∈ Ω such that Φ(w) ∈ Nβ we have

Λβ(Φ(w)) = 1− Uβ

w
− β

w

(
[1− βM(Φ(w))]−1βM(Φ(w))|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
. (2.22)

Proof. (i) Lemma 2.2 implies for z ∈ Nβ

−z2 ∈ σp(Hβ) ⇐⇒ Λβ(z) = 0

and the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue −z2 of Hβ coincides with the multi-
plicity of z as a root of Λβ. Thus, if z = Φ(w) for some w ∈ Ω such that Φ(w) ∈ Nβ ,
then we obtain

−Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ) ⇐⇒ Λβ(Φ(w)) = 0,

in which case the algebraic multiplicity of −Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ) coincides with the
multiplicity of Φ(w) as a root of Λβ . Finally, since Φ is bijective and holomorphic
it follows from Lemma A.5 that the latter quantity is equal to the multiplicity of
w as a root of Λβ ◦ Φ.

(ii) The form of Λβ ◦Φ in (2.22) follows directly from (2.9) and the fact that, by
construction, g1(Φ(w)) = 1/w; cf. (2.18). �

3. Characterization of all eigenvalues for Rollnik-type potentials

In this section we continue investigating the discrete eigenvalues of the operators
Hβ , β ∈ C, in (2.1). From now on, for the rest of this paper, we assume, in addition
to the condition (2.2), that the potential V : Rd → C satisfies the Rollnik-type
integrability condition

∫

R2d

|V (x)|
∣∣µ(d)(x− y)

∣∣2|V (y)| d(x, y) < ∞; (3.1)

cf. (1.7). For such potentials, it turns out in the next lemma that the operator
family M (which are integral operators with kernels given by (2.6)) is uniformly
bounded, which then leads to a characterization of all discrete eigenvalues of Hβ

as zeros of the function Λβ ◦ Φ (for all sufficiently small β), see Proposition 3.2.
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Lemma 3.1. Let M(z), z ∈ C+, be the integral operator with kernel (2.6). Suppose
that V satisfies (2.2) and (3.1). Then there exists a constant CM > 0 such that

‖M(z)‖ ≤ CM (3.2)

holds for all z ∈ D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+. In particular,

D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩C+ ⊂ Nβ (3.3)

for all sufficiently small β ∈ C.

Proof. By the definition of M(z) we have

‖M(z)‖2 ≤
∫

R2d

|V (x)||G(d)(x, y; z)− g1(z)|2|V (y)| d(x, y).

Using Lemma A.1(i)(a) and Lemma A.1(ii)(a) we obtain (recall the we use the
convention that C is a positive constant that may change in between estimates)

|G(1)(x, y; z)− g1(z)|2 ≤ 1

4
|x− y|2 = |µ(1)(x− y)|2,

|G(2)(x, y; z)− g1(z))|2 ≤ C(1 +
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2) ≤ C(1 + |µ(2)(x− y)|2),
for d = 1 and d = 2, respectively. Hence, in both cases

‖M(z)‖2 ≤ C‖V ‖2L1 + C

∫

R2d

|V (x)||µ(d)(x− y)|2|V (y)| d(x, y) < ∞;

cf. (3.1). Finally, (3.3) is an immediate consequence of (3.2), see (2.8). �

Recall the definitions of the complex numbers

U :=

∫

Rd

V (x) dx and U1 :=

∫

R2d

V (x)µ(d)(x− y)V (y) d(x, y) (3.4)

from (1.9). Note that (3.1) ensures that U1 is well-defined since the inequality
|µ(d)(·)| ≤ 1 + |µ(d)(·)|2 implies

∫

R2d

|V (x)||µ(d)(x− y)||V (y)| d(x, y)

≤ ‖V ‖2L1 +

∫

R2d

|V (x)||µ(d)(x− y)|2|V (y)| d(x, y) < ∞.

(3.5)

Next, for U and U1 as above let

U(β) =
{
Uβ − U1β

2 if d = 1,

Uβ −
[
U1 − (2π)−1(log(2)− γ)U2

]
β2 if d = 2,

(3.6)

where γ denotes the Euler-Masceroni constant; cf. (1.10). It is helpful to notice
that in the case U 6= 0 there exists a constant mU ≥ 1 such that

1

mU
|U(β)| ≤ |β| ≤ mU |U(β)| (3.7)

for all sufficiently small β ∈ C.
The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let Hβ = −∆ − βV be as in (2.1) for V satisfying (2.2) and

(3.1). Let Λβ : Nβ → C and Φ : Ω → D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+ be given by (2.9) and (2.18),

respectively, and let U(β) be as in (3.6). Then for all sufficiently small β ∈ C, the

following items are true.
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(i) There holds

σp(Hβ) \ [0,∞) =
{
−Φ(w)2 : w ∈ Ω and Λβ(Φ(w)) = 0

}
. (3.8)

If w is a root of Λβ ◦ Φ, then its multiplicity as a root of Λβ ◦ Φ coincides

with the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue −Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ).

(ii) The function Λβ ◦ Φ admits the expansion

Λβ(Φ(w)) = 1− 1

w
(U(β) + rβ(w)), w ∈ Ω, (3.9)

where rβ : Ω → C is a holomorphic function that satisfies

|rβ(w)| ≤ Cr|β|2 max{|β|, |w|}, w ∈ Ω, (3.10)

for some constant Cr > 0.

(iii) Suppose that U 6= 0. Then there exists a constant CU > 0 such that any root

w ∈ Ω of Λβ ◦ Φ satisfies

w ∈ D(U(β);CU |U(β)|3).

Proof. (i) From Proposition 2.4 we already know that for all w ∈ Ω such that
Φ(w) ∈ Nβ one has

−Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ) ⇐⇒ Λβ(Φ(w)) = 0,

in which case the multiplicity of w as a root of Λβ ◦Φ coincides with the algebraic
multiplicity of the eigenvalue −Φ(w)2 ∈ σp(Hβ). Thus, by Lemma 3.1 the inclusion
(⊃) in (3.8) is clear. For the remaining inclusion (⊂) in (3.8) it suffices to show
that for every eigenvalue −z2 of Hβ , z ∈ C+, there exists

w ∈ Ω with Φ(w) ∈ Nβ ,

such that Φ(w) = z. So let z ∈ C+ such that −z2 ∈ σp(Hβ), then (1.14) implies
z ∈ D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ for all sufficiently small β ∈ C. Since Φ : Ω → D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ is
bijective, there exists w ∈ Ω such that Φ(w) = z. Finally, we have (3.3) for all
sufficiently small β, and hence z = Φ(w) ∈ Nβ .

(ii) Fix ε0 > 0 such that for all β ∈ D(0; ε0) we have D(0; 1
2 ) ∩ C+ ⊂ Nβ ; note

that the latter also implies Φ(w) ∈ Nβ for w ∈ Ω. From Proposition 2.4(ii) we have
(2.22) where we further expand [1− βM(Φ(w))]−1 in order to show that

Uβ + β
(
[1− βM(Φ(w))]−1βM(Φ(w))|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
= U(β) + rβ(w),

where U(β) is as in (3.6) and rβ has the claimed properties. To simplify the notation,
we set z = Φ(w); then

Uβ + β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)

= Uβ + β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1[1− βM(z) + βM(z)]βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)

= Uβ + β2
(
M(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
+ βIβ(z),

(3.11)

where

Iβ(z) :=
(
[1− βM(z)]−1(βM(z))2|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
. (3.12)

In order to expand (3.11) further, recall that M(z) is an integral operator in L2(Rd)
with integral kernel

M(d)(x, y; z) = |V (x)| 12
(
G(d)(x, y; z)− g1(z)

)
V (y)

1

2 .
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Thus, we find

β2
(
M(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
= β2

∫

R2d

V (x)
(
G(d)(x, y; z)− g1(z)

)
V (y) d(x, y)

= β2

∫

R2d

V (x)
(
g2(x, y; z)− g1(z)

)
V (y) d(x, y)

+ β2J (d)(z),

(3.13)

where

J (d)(z) :=

∫

R2d

V (x)
(
G(d)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)

)
V (y) d(x, y) (3.14)

for the function

g2(x, y; z) =

{
(2z)−1(1− z|x− y|) if d = 1,

−(2π)−1(log(z|x− y|)− log(2) + γ) if d = 2.

Next, we see that the definition (2.7) of g1 implies

g2(x, y; z)− g1(z) =

{
−2−1|x− y| if d = 1,

−(2π)−1(log |x− y| − log(2) + γ) if d = 2,

=

{
−µ(1)(x− y) if d = 1,

−
[
µ(2)(x− y)− (2π)−1(log(2)− γ)

]
if d = 2,

which together with the definition (3.4) of U1 and (3.6) of U(β) shows

Uβ + β2

∫

R2d

V (x)
(
g2(x, y; z)− g1(z)

)
V (y) d(x, y) = U(β).

The last identity, combined with (3.13), yields

Uβ + β2
(
M(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
= U(β) + β2J (d)(z),

so together with (3.11) we finally arrive at

Uβ + β
(
[1− βM(z)]−1βM(z)|V | 12 , V

1

2
)
= U(β) + β2J (d)(z) + βIβ(z)

which means that the claimed expansion (3.9) holds with

rβ(w) := β2J (d)(Φ(w)) + βIβ(Φ(w)), (3.15)

where Iβ and J (d) are given by (3.12) and (3.14), respectively, and we resubstituted
z = Φ(w) with w ∈ Ω.

We now show that the function rβ in (3.15) has the claimed properties. First, it
is clear that rβ is holomorphic on Ω as (3.9) can be rearranged to

rβ(w) = w(1− Λβ(Φ(w))) − U(β)
and both Λβ : Nβ → C and Φ : Ω → D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ ⊂ Nβ are holomorphic on their
respective domains of definition for all sufficiently small β.

Thus, it remains to show the claimed upper bound (3.10). To this end, let w ∈ Ω,
then (3.15) implies

|rβ(w)| ≤ |β|2|J (d)(Φ(w))| + |β||Iβ(Φ(w))|. (3.16)

We start by deriving an upper bound for the second term above. Recall that
Φ(w) ∈ D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ ⊂ Nβ for all β ∈ D(0; ε0), thus ‖βM(Φ(w))‖ < 1/2. The
definition (3.12) of Iβ(z), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.2) imply

|β||Iβ(Φ(w))| ≤ |β|‖V 1

2 ‖L2‖[1− βM(Φ(w))]−1‖‖βM(Φ(w))‖2‖|V | 12 ‖L2

≤ 2‖V ‖L1C2
M |β|3.

(3.17)
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Next, we find an upper bound for J (d)(Φ(w)). In fact, we show below

|J (d)(z)| ≤ C|g1(z)|−1, z ∈ D
(
0;

1

2

)
∩C+, (3.18)

and since g1(Φ(w)) = 1/w, w ∈ Ω, the latter inequality implies

|J (d)(Φ(w))| ≤ C|w|, w ∈ Ω.

Hence, together with (3.16) and the estimate (3.17) we find

|rβ(w)| ≤ C|β|2|w|+ C|β|3 ≤ 2C|β|2 max{|β|, |w|},
which leads to claim (3.10).

We establish the remaining estimate (3.18). For d = 1, Lemma A.1(i)(b) yields

|G(1)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤
1

4
|z||x− y|2 =

1

2
|µ(1)(x− y)|2|g1(z)|−1

where we used g1(z) = (2z)−1 and the definition (1.8) of µ(1); it follows that

|J (1)(z)| ≤ 1

2
|g1(z)|−1

∫

R2

|V (x)||µ(1)(x − y)|2|V (y)| d(x, y) ≤ C|g1(z)|−1

which is the claimed estimate (3.18) for d = 1.
Suppose next that d = 2. By introducing the regions

Ω1(z) = {(x, y) ∈ R
4 : |x− y| < |z|− 1

2 }, Ω2(z) = Ω1(z)
c,

it is clear that

|J (2)(z)| ≤ J (2)
1 (z) + J (2)

2 (z)

where

J (2)
k (z) :=

∫

Ωk(z)

|V (x)||G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)||V (y)| d(x, y), k ∈ {1, 2}.

We start by estimating J (2)
1 (z). First, note that for (x, y) ∈ Ω1(z) we can apply

Lemma A.1(ii)(c) and obtain the inequality

|G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤ C|z||log(z)| = C|z||log(z)|2
|log(z)| ≤ C|g1(z)|−1,

where we used in the last estimate that g1(z) = −(2π)−1 log(z) and that the func-
tion D(0; 12 ) ∩ C+ ∋ z 7→ |z||log(z)|2 is bounded. In particular,

J (2)
1 (z) ≤ C‖V ‖2L1(R2)|g1(z)|−1.

Next, since z ∈ D(0; 12 ), we obtain for all (x, y) ∈ Ω2(z) that

√
2 < |z|− 1

2 ≤ |x− y| ⇐⇒ 1

2
log(2) <

1

2

∣∣log|z|
∣∣ ≤ log |x− y|, (3.19)

and hence

1∣∣log|x− y|
∣∣ ≤

2∣∣log|z|
∣∣ ≤

C

|log(z)| ≤ C|g1(z)|−1, (x, y) ∈ Ω2(z),

where we used the inequality (A.4) in the second estimate. The last inequality,
together with Lemma A.1(ii)(b) implies

|G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤ C(1 + log |x− y|) ≤ C log |x− y|

=
C
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣ ≤ C
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2|g1(z)|−1
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for all (x, y) ∈ Ω2(z), where we also used (3.19) for the second inequality. Thus

J (2)
2 (z) ≤ C

|g1(z)|

∫

Ω2(z)

|V (x)|
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2|V (y)| d(x, y) ≤ C|g1(z)|−1;

cf. (3.1). By summing up the respective estimates for J (2)
1 (z) and J (2)

2 (z), (3.18)
follows.

(iii) Note that Λβ(Φ(w)) = 0 and item (ii) together imply

w = U(β) + rβ(w). (3.20)

The inequality (3.10) and the fact that Ω is bounded (see Lemma 2.3) imply

|w| ≤ |U(β)| + |rβ(w)| ≤ |U(β)| + Cr|β|2 max{|β|, |w|} ≤ |U(β)| + C̃r|β|2 (3.21)

for all sufficiently small β ∈ C. Next, since U 6= 0 by assumption, by (3.7) and
(3.21) we obtain that for all sufficiently small β ∈ C

|w| ≤ |U(β)|(1 + C̃rm
2
U |U(β)|) ≤ 2|U(β)|.

The last inequality, reinserted into the estimate (3.10) for rβ and (3.20) shows that

|w − U(β)| = |rβ(w)| ≤ Cr|β|2 max{|β|, |w|} ≤ CU |U(β)|3,
where we again used (3.7) to estimate |β| against |U(β)|. �

4. Proofs of the main results

In the upcoming proofs, many of the appearing estimates are only true if β is
sufficiently small and confined to some particular area in the complex plane. Thus,
when we write

β → 0,

we actually mean that |β| < ε for some ε > 0 that might change from line to line,
and that β is confined to a particular region, such as (1.11) or (1.13); which one
will be clear from the context.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The next lemma is a useful technical ingredient in
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let U(β), β ∈ C, be defined as in (3.6) and let Ω be given by (2.17).
Then for every K > 0 there exist R > 0 and ε > 0 such that for all |β| < ε the

following assertions hold.

(i) If β satisfies (1.11), that is

ReU(β) > R|ImU(β)|3 if d = 1,

ReU(β) > 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1 +R|ReU(β)|

)
if d = 2,

(4.1)

then D(U(β);K|U(β)|3) ⊂ Ω.

(ii) If β satisfies (1.13), that is

ReU(β) < −R|ImU(β)|3 if d = 1,

ReU(β) < 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1−R|ReU(β)|

)
if d = 2,

(4.2)

then D(U(β);K|U(β)|3) ∩Ω = ∅.
Proof. We start with the case d = 1, where Ω = D(0; 1) ∩ C+ according to (2.19).
If w ∈ D(U(β);K|U(β)|3) it is clear that |w| < 1 as β → 0. Hence, (i) and (ii)
follow if we show that (4.1) and (4.2) with a sufficiently large R > 0 imply Rew > 0
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and Rew < 0 as β → 0, respectively. To this end note that w ∈ D(U(β);K|U(β)|3)
and the elementary inequality

|a|3 ≤ 4|Re a|3 + 4|Im a|3, a ∈ C,

imply
Rew = ReU(β) + Re(w − U(β))

= ReU(β) +O(|U(β)|3)
= ReU(β) +O([ReU(β)]3) +O([ImU(β)]3)

= ReU(β)
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2) +O

(
[ImU(β)]3
ReU(β)

))

= ReU(β)
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2) + 1

R
O(1)

)
, β → 0,

(4.3)

where the last asymptotic estimate follows after noticing that (4.1) and (4.2) can
be rearranged to obtain |ImU(β)|3/|ReU(β)| < 1/R. Thus, (4.3) implies that for
R > 0 sufficiently large the numbers Rew and ReU(β) have the same sign as β → 0.
Hence, as β → 0 we have Rew > 0 if (4.1) holds, i.e., w ∈ Ω, whereas (4.2) implies
Rew < 0 and thus w /∈ Ω; this proves (i) and (ii) for d = 1.

Let us continue with d = 2, where

Ω =

{
w ∈ C+ : Re

(
1

w

)
>

log(2)

2π
,

∣∣∣∣Im
(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ <
1

4

}
(4.4)

by (2.20). We start with some preliminary observations and inequalities. Note first
that w ∈ D(U(β);K|U(β)|3) implies

c1
|U(β)| ≤

1

|w| ≤
c2

|U(β)| , β → 0,

for some c1, c2 > 0, and hence also
∣∣∣∣
1

w
− 1

U(β)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
U(β) − w

wU(β)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
c2K|U(β)|3
|U(β)|2 = O(|U(β)|), β → 0.

In particular, for w ∈ D(U(β);K|U(β)|3) one verifies for β → 0

Re

(
1

w

)
= Re

(
1

U(β)

)
+Re

(
1

w
− 1

U(β)

)
=

ReU(β)
|U(β)|2 +O(|U(β)|), (4.5)

and in a similar fashion for β → 0
∣∣∣∣Im

(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ =
|ImU(β)|
|U(β)|2 +O(|U(β)|). (4.6)

As another preparatory step, we claim the following: Whenever

|ImU(β)| < (ReU(β))2, β → 0, (4.7)

then we also have

|U(β)| = |ReU(β)|
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
, β → 0,

1

|U(β)|2 =
1

(ReU(β))2
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
, β → 0.

(4.8)

Indeed, note that (4.7) implies

|U(β)|2 = (ReU(β))2 + (ImU(β))2 = (ReU(β))2
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
, β → 0,

so the claim follows after taking both sides above to the power of 1
2 and −1, re-

spectively, and then applying the expansion

(1 + x)b = 1 + bx+O(x2), b ∈ R, (4.9)

with b = 1
2 and b = −1.
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To conclude our preliminary observations, it is useful to notice that whenever
(4.7) (and hence (4.8)) hold, the latter can be inserted into (4.5) and (4.6) to obtain
the expansions

Re

(
1

w

)
=

1

ReU(β)
(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
+O(ReU(β))

=
1

ReU(β) +O(ReU(β)), β → 0,

(4.10)

and ∣∣∣∣Im
(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ =
|ImU(β)|
(ReU(β))2

(
1 +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
+O(ReU(β))

=
|ImU(β)|
(ReU(β))2 +O(ImU(β)) +O(ReU(β))

=
|ImU(β)|
(ReU(β))2 +O(ReU(β)), β → 0.

(4.11)

Let us continue by proving (i) for d = 2, i.e., w ∈ Ω as β → 0 if (4.1) holds for
some sufficiently large R > 0. Rearranging (4.1) yields

|ImU(β)| 12 <
1

2

ReU(β)
1 +R|ReU(β)| < ReU(β),

so we have (4.7), and thus can use (4.10) and (4.11). Since ReU(β) > 0 by (4.1),
the expansion (4.10) implies Re(1/w) → +∞ as β → 0, i.e., w satisfies the first
condition in (4.4).

Applying our assumption (4.1) to (4.11) and using (4.9) with b = −2 in the next
step leads to the estimate (recall that ReU(β) > 0)

∣∣∣∣Im
(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ <
1

4(1 +RReU(β))2 +O(ReU(β))

=
1

4

(
1− 2RReU(β) +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
+O(ReU(β))

=
1

4
− 1

2
RReU(β) +O(ReU(β))

=
1

4
− 1

2
ReU(β)(R+O(1)), β → 0.

(4.12)

So for R > 0 sufficiently large w also satisfies the second condition in (4.4), i.e., w ∈
Ω; the proof of (i) is complete for d = 2.

It remains to prove (ii) in the case d = 2, i.e., we show w /∈ Ω as β → 0 if (4.2) is
satisfied for a sufficiently large R > 0. For this it suffices to consider the situation
where (4.7) holds, as the converse inequality implies

|U(β)|2 = (ReU(β))2 + (ImU(β))2 ≤ |ImU(β)|+ (ImU(β))2,

and hence with (4.6)
∣∣∣∣Im

(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ ≥
1

1 + |ImU(β)| +O(|U(β)|) → 1, β → 0,

i.e., |Im(1/w)| ≥ 1
4 and hence w /∈ Ω.

So suppose that (4.2) and (4.7) hold, in which case we may use (4.10) and (4.11).
Note that (4.7) also ensures that ReU(β) 6= 0. If ReU(β) < 0, then (4.10) implies
Re(1/w) → −∞ as β → 0, that is w /∈ Ω. If ReU(β) > 0, then (4.11) and the
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assumption (4.2) imply
∣∣∣∣Im

(
1

w

)∣∣∣∣ >
1

4(1−RReU(β))2 +O(ReU(β))

=
1

4

(
1 + 2RReU(β) +O([ReU(β)]2)

)
+O(ReU(β))

=
1

4
+

1

2
ReU(β)(R +O(1)), β → 0,

where the second line follows from (4.9) with b = −2; cf. (4.12). Therefore
Im(1/w) ≥ 1

4 as β → 0 if R > 0 is chosen sufficiently large, i.e., w /∈ Ω, and
the proof of (ii) for d = 2 is complete. �

We can now use Lemma 4.1 and Lemma A.6 to give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

4.1.1. Proof of (i). According to Proposition 3.2(i) it suffices to prove the existence
of R > 0 such that Λβ ◦ Φ has exactly one simple zero for β → 0 satisfying (1.11).
To this end, we use the expansion (3.9) and Lemma A.6 with

a = U(β), b(w) = rβ(w), δ = K|U(β)|2, Oa = D(U(β); 4K|U(β)|3),
where the constant K > 0 is sufficiently large and will be specified below. Notice
that δ → 0 as β → 0 and so Lemma A.6 will be applied for all sufficiently small β.

Choose R > 0 such that D(U(β); 4K|U(β)|3) ⊂ Ω for β → 0 satisfying (1.11),
which is possible by Lemma 4.1(i). Assumption (i) in Lemma A.6 is obviously
satisfied and Assumption (ii) in Lemma A.6 holds since rβ is holomorphic on Ω,
and hence on D(U(β); 4K|U(β)|3) ⊂ Ω for β → 0. Next, to verify assumption (iii)
in Lemma A.6, consider w ∈ D(U(β); 4K|U(β)|3) and use (3.10) and (3.7) (note
that mU ≥ 1) to estimate

|rβ(w)| ≤ Cr|β|2 max{|β|, |w|}
≤ Crm

2
U |U(β)|2 max

{
mU |U(β)|, |U(β)| + 4K|U(β)|3

}

≤ Crm
3
U |U(β)|3

(
1 + 4K|U(β)|2

)
.

(4.13)

Thus, by selecting K > 2Crm
3
U and noting that 1 + 4K|U(β)|2 < 2 for β → 0 we

conclude from (4.13) that

|rβ(w)| ≤ 2Crm
3
U |U(β)|3 < K|U(β)|3, β → 0.

Hence, assumption (iii) in Lemma A.6 is satisfied and therefore Λβ ◦ Φ has exactly
one simple root wβ in the disc D(U(β);K|U(β)|3). Using Proposition 3.2(i) it
follows that λβ = −Φ(wβ)

2 is a simple eigenvalue of Hβ for β → 0.
Next we show that λβ is the only discrete eigenvalues of Hβ as β → 0. For

this it suffices to check that wβ is the only zero of Λβ ◦ Φ as β → 0, according
to Proposition 3.2(i). In fact, if w̃ ∈ Ω is a root of Λβ ◦ Φ, then necessarily
w̃ ∈ D(U(β);CU |U(β)|3) as β → 0 by Proposition 3.2(iii). However, selecting
K > max{2Crm

3
U , CU} above, we conclude that there exists exactly one root in the

disc D(U(β);K|U(β)|3), that is, w̃ = wβ .
It remains to verify the asymptotic expansion of λβ = −Φ(wβ)

2 claimed in (1.12).
Recall that we have shown above that the rootwβ of Λβ◦Φ lies inD(U(β);K|U(β)|3)
as β → 0, hence by (3.7) we obtain

wβ = U(β) +O(U(β)3) = U(β) +O(β3), β → 0. (4.14)

Therefore, if d = 1, then we have U(β) = Uβ − U1β
2 (see (3.6)) and thus by

(2.18),

√
−λβ = Φ(wβ) =

1

2
wβ =

U

2
β − U1

2
β2 +O(β3), β → 0.
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Similarly, if d = 2, then U(β) = Uβ −Dβ2, where D = U1 − (2π)−1(log(2)− γ)U2

(see (3.6)), and again using (4.14) and (2.18) we find

log(−λβ) = log(Φ(wβ)
2) = − 4π

wβ
= − 4π

Uβ −Dβ2 +O(β3)

= − 4π

Uβ

1

1− (D/U)β +O(β2)
= − 4π

Uβ

[
1 +

D

U
β +O(β2)

]

= − 4π

Uβ
− 4π

D

U2
+O(β) = − 4π

Uβ
− 4π

U1

U2
+ log(4)− 2γ +O(β)

as β → 0. The proof of Theorem 1.1(i) is complete.

4.1.2. Proof of (ii). By Proposition 3.2(i) it suffices to show that there exists R > 0
such that Λβ ◦ Φ does not possess any zeros in Ω for β → 0 satisfying (1.13).

The latter assertion is an easy consequence of Proposition 3.2(iii), which shows
that any zero w ∈ Ω of Λβ ◦ Φ necessarily satisfies w ∈ D(U(β);CU |U(β)|3) and
Lemma 4.1(ii), which allows us to choose R > 0 such that for β → 0 satisfying
(1.13) there holds D(U(β);CU |U(β)|3) ∩ Ω = ∅.
4.2. Proof of Corollary 1.3 for d = 1. In the situation of Corollary 1.3 it as-
sumed that the coupling β is complex and V is real-valued. The assertions essen-
tially follow from Theorem 1.1. We use the same notation β → 0 as in the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Recall first that for d = 1 we have U(β) = Uβ − U1β
2, where now U > 0 and

U1 ∈ R (see (1.9), (3.4)), and hence

ReU(β) = U Re β − U1(Re β)
2 + U1(Im β)2,

ImU(β) = U Imβ − 2U1(Re β)(Im β);
(4.15)

cf. (1.10), (3.6). Moreover, it follows from (4.15) that

|ImU(β)| = U |Imβ|(1 +O(Re β)), β → 0. (4.16)

4.2.1. Proof of (i) for d = 1. It suffices to show that there exists R′ > 0 such that

Reβ >

(
−U1

U
+R′|Imβ|

)
(Imβ)2 (4.17)

implies

ReU(β) > R|ImU(β)|3, β → 0, (4.18)

with the constant R > 0 in Theorem 1.1(i); then Theorem 1.1(i) leads to the
assertion.

If Imβ = 0 we see that for every R′ > 0 one has Re β > 0 by (4.17), and
ImU(β) = 0 by (4.15) as well as

ReU(β) = Re β(U − U1 Reβ) > 0, β → 0, (4.19)

by (4.15). This leads to ReU(β) > 0 = R|ImU(β)|3 as β → 0, which is exactly
(4.18).

We assume further that Imβ 6= 0. For β → 0 we then conclude from (4.16) that

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 =

ReU(β)
U3|Imβ|3(1 +O(Re β))3

=
ReU(β)
U3|Im β|3

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
. (4.20)

Case 1: U1 ≤ 0 or Re β ≤ 0. Note first that (4.17) is equivalent to the inequality

U Reβ + U1(Im β)2 > R′U |Imβ|3;
the latter, when combined with (4.15) directly implies

ReU(β) > R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2. (4.21)
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Now on the one hand, if U1 ≤ 0, then (4.20) and (4.21) together show

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 >

R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

≥ R′

U2

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
, β → 0.

Thus we can choose some sufficiently large R′ > 0 so that (4.18) holds.
On the other hand, if Reβ ≤ 0, then (4.17) gives us

|Re β| <
(
U1

U
−R′|Imβ|

)
(Im β)2, β → 0,

and hence (Re β)2 = O([Imβ]4). Therefore, with (4.20) and (4.21) we obtain

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 >

R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

=
R′U |Imβ|3 +O([Imβ]4)

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

=
R′

U2

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(Im β)

(
1 +O(Re β)

)

=
R′

U2

(
1 +O(|β|)

)
, β → 0,

that is, (4.18) holds if R′ > 0 is chosen sufficiently large in (4.17).

Case 2: U1 > 0 and Re β > 0. Using U Re β > U1(Re β)
2 for β → 0 it follows

from (4.15) that

ReU(β) > U1(Imβ)2, β → 0,

so together with (4.20)

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 >

U1

U3|Imβ|
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
→ ∞, β → 0,

which yields (4.18) for any choice of R′ > 0 in (4.17).

4.2.2. Proof of (ii) for d = 1. By the same reasoning as in the proof of (i), it suffices
to prove that there exists R′ > 0 such that

Reβ <

(
−U1

U
−R′|Imβ|

)
(Imβ)2 (4.22)

implies

ReU(β) < −R|ImU(β)|3, β → 0, (4.23)

with the constant R > 0 in Theorem 1.1(ii).
If Imβ = 0 one clearly has for any R′ > 0 that Re β < 0 by (4.22), ImU(β) = 0

by (4.15), and moreover

ReU(β) = Re β(U − U1 Reβ) < 0, β → 0;

cf. (4.19). Hence, (4.23) is satisfied.
We assume further that Imβ 6= 0. For β → 0 we again have (4.20), that is,

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 =

ReU(β)
U3|Imβ|3

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
. (4.24)

Case 1: U1 ≥ 0 or Re β ≥ 0. Observe that (4.22) can be rewritten in the form

U Re β + U1(Imβ)2 < −R′U |Imβ|3,
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and combined with (4.15) we find

ReU(β) < −R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2; (4.25)

cf. (4.21). If U1 ≥ 0, then (4.24) and (4.25) yield

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 <

−R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

≤ −R′

U2

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
, β → 0,

and (4.23) follows if R′ > 0 is chosen sufficiently large. If Re β ≥ 0, then (4.22)
gives us

|Re β| <
∣∣∣∣−

U1

U
−R′|Imβ|

∣∣∣∣(Imβ)2, β → 0,

and hence (Re β)2 = O([Imβ]4). Using (4.24) and (4.25) we conclude

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 <

−R′U |Imβ|3 − U1(Re β)
2

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

=
−R′U |Imβ|3 +O([Im β]4)

U3|Imβ|3
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

= −R′

U2

(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(Imβ)

(
1 +O(Re β)

)

= −R′

U2

(
1 +O(|β|)

)
, β → 0,

that is, (4.23) holds if R′ > 0 is chosen sufficiently large in (4.22).

Case 2: U1 < 0 and Re β < 0. Using U Re β < U1(Re β)
2 for β → 0 it follows

from (4.15) that

ReU(β) < −|U1|(Im β)2, β → 0,

and with (4.24) we conclude

ReU(β)
|ImU(β)|3 < − |U1|

U3|Imβ|
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
→ −∞, β → 0,

which yields (4.23) for any choice of R′ > 0 in (4.22).

4.3. Proof of Corollary 1.3 for d = 2. In this case we have U(β) = Uβ −Dβ2,
where D = [U1 − (2π)−1(log(2) − γ)U2] and now U > 0 and U1 ∈ R (see (1.9),
(3.4)). Hence

ReU(β) = U Re β −D(Re β)2 +D(Im β)2,

ImU(β) = U Imβ − 2D(Re β)(Im β);
(4.26)

cf. (1.10), (3.6). Hence, for β → 0 one has

ReU(β) = U Re β(1 +O(Re β)) +O([Imβ]2),

|ImU(β)| 12 = U
1

2 |Imβ| 12
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
.

(4.27)

It is also helpful to notice that whenever Imβ 6= 0 as β → 0, then (4.27) and the
expansion (4.9) for b = −1 imply

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
U Re β(1 +O(Re β)) +O([Im β]2)

2U
1

2 |Imβ| 12
(
1 +O(Re β)

)

=
U

1

2 Re β

2|Imβ| 12
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(|Im β| 32 ), β → 0.

(4.28)
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4.3.1. Proof of (i) for d = 2. It suffices to prove that there exists R′ > 0 such that

Re β >
2

U
1

2

|Imβ| 12
(
1 +R′|Re β|

)
(4.29)

implies

ReU(β) > 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1 +R|ReU(β)|

)
, β → 0, (4.30)

where R > 0 is the constant in Theorem 1.1(i).
If Imβ = 0, then for any R′ > 0 one has Re β > 0 by (4.29), ImU(β) = 0 and

ReU(β) = Reβ(U −DRe β) > 0, β → 0, (4.31)

by (4.26), i.e., (4.30) holds.
We assume further that Imβ 6= 0. From (4.29) we find

|Imβ| 12 <
U

1

2 Re β

2(1 +R′|Re β|) < U
1

2 Re β,

and hence |Imβ|2 = O([Re β]4) and |Imβ| 32 = O([Re β]3) as β → 0. With (4.27) it
follows that

ReU(β) = U Re β
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
, β → 0.

In particular, with (4.28) and (4.29)

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
U

1

2 Re β

2|Imβ| 12
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(|Im β| 32 )

>
(
1 +R′|Re β|

)(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O([Re β]3)

= 1 + |Re β|(R′ +O(1))

= 1 + |ReU(β)|
(
R′

U
+O(1)

)
, β → 0,

which for some sufficiently large R′ > 0 yields (4.30).

4.3.2. Proof of (ii) for d = 2. We prove that

Re β <
2

U
1

2

|Imβ| 12
(
1−R′|Re β|

)
(4.32)

for some sufficiently large R′ > 0 implies

ReU(β) < 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1−R|ReU(β)|

)
, β → 0, (4.33)

where R > 0 is as in Theorem 1.1(ii).
If Imβ = 0, then for any R′ > 0 we see that Re β < 0 by (4.32), ImU(β) = 0 by

(4.26), and ReU(β) < 0 for β → 0; cf. (4.31). From this we conclude (4.33).
From here on we assume Imβ 6= 0, and hence are allowed to use the expansion

(4.28). If |Imβ| ≥ |Re β| as β → 0, then Re β = O(Im β) so (4.28) yields

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
U

1

2 Re β

2|Imβ| 12
(1 +O(Re β)) +O(|Im β| 32 ) = O(|Imβ| 12 ), β → 0,

i.e., (4.33) holds for any choice of R′ > 0 in (4.32).
Thus we further assume that Imβ 6= 0 and

|Imβ| < |Re β|, β → 0. (4.34)

By (4.34) we have |Imβ| = O(Re β) and from (4.27) we then obtain

ReU(β) = U Re β(1 +O(Re β)), β → 0,
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which together with (4.28), (4.32) and (4.34) implies

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
U

1

2 Re β

2|Imβ| 12
(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(|Im β| 32 )

<
(
1−R′|Re β|

)(
1 +O(Re β)

)
+O(|Re β| 32 )

= 1− |Re β|(R′ +O(1))

= 1− |ReU(β)|
(
R′

U
+O(1)

)
, β → 0.

For some sufficiently large R′ > 0 this implies (4.33).

4.4. Proof of Corollary 1.5 for d = 1. In Corollary 1.5 it is assumed that the
coupling constant β is positive and V is complex-valued. The assertions are conse-
quences of Theorem 1.1.

For d = 1 we have U(β) = Uβ − U1β
2, where now β > 0 (see (1.10), (3.6)), and

hence

ReU(β) = βReU − β2 ReU1,

|ImU(β)| = |β ImU − β2 ImU1| = O(β), β → 0+.
(4.35)

4.4.1. Proof of (i) for d = 1. It follows from (4.35) that for β → 0+ we have
|ImU(β)|3 = O(β3) and

ReU(β) =
{
βReU(1 +O(β)) if ReU > 0,

β2|ReU1| if ReU = 0 and ReU1 < 0.

Thus for R > 0 from Theorem 1.1(i) (in fact, for any R > 0)

ReU(β) > R|ImU(β)|3, β → 0+,

so the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(i).

4.4.2. Proof of (ii) for d = 1. Similar to the proof of (i) it follows from (4.35) that
for β → 0+ we have |ImU(β)|3 = O(β3) and

ReU(β) =
{
−β|ReU |(1 +O(β)) if ReU < 0,

−β2 ReU1 if ReU = 0 and ReU1 > 0.

Hence, for R > 0 from Theorem 1.1(ii) we obtain

ReU(β) < −R|ImU(β)|3, β → 0+,

and the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(ii).

4.5. Proof of Corollary 1.5 for d = 2. Now we have U(β) = Uβ −Dβ2, where
D = [U1 − (2π)−1(log(2)− γ)U2] and β > 0 (see (1.10), (3.6)), and hence

ReU(β) = βReU − β2 ReD = βReU +O(β2),

|ImU(β)| 12 = |β ImU − β2 ImD| 12 = β
1

2 |ImU − β ImD| 12 .
(4.36)

For later purposes, we also note that

ImD = ImU1 −
1

π
(log(2)− γ)(ReU)(ImU), (4.37)

and, in particular, ImD = ImU1 if ImU = 0.
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4.5.1. Proof of (i) for d = 2. Using the assumption ImU = 0 in (4.36) we obtain

|ImU(β)| 12 = β
1

2 |β ImD| 12 = β|ImU1|
1

2 , (4.38)

where also (4.37) was used in the last equality.
If ImU1 6= 0, then (4.36) and (4.38) imply

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
ReU +O(β)

2|ImU1| 12
→ ReU

2|ImU1| 12
> 1, β → 0+, (4.39)

where the assumption ReU > 2|ImU1|
1

2 was used in the last inequality. With
R > 0 from Theorem 1.1(i) we conclude from (4.39) that

ReU(β) > 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1 +R|ReU(β)|

)
, β → 0+, (4.40)

and hence the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(i). If ImU1 = 0, then ImU(β) = 0

by (4.38) and since ReU > 2|ImU1| 12 = 0, we obtain with (4.36)

ReU(β) = βReU +O(β2) > 0, β → 0+. (4.41)

Hence, (4.40) holds and again the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(i).

4.5.2. Proof of (ii) for d = 2. Assume first that ImU 6= 0. Then we conclude from
(4.36) that

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
βReU +O(β2)

2β
1

2 |ImU − β ImD| 12
= O(β

1

2 ) → 0, β → 0 + .

Therefore, if R > 0 is as in Theorem 1.1(ii), we find

ReU(β) < 2|ImU(β)| 12
(
1−R|ReU(β)|

)
, β → 0+, (4.42)

so the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(ii).

It remains to treat the case ReU < 2|ImU1| 12 . By the first part of this proof we
can assume that ImU = 0, so that again (4.38) holds. If ImU1 6= 0, then (4.36)
and (4.38) imply

ReU(β)
2|ImU(β)| 12

=
ReU +O(β)

2|ImU1| 12
→ ReU

2|ImU1| 12
< 1, β → 0+,

and this leads to (4.42), and hence the claim follows from Theorem 1.1(ii). If

ImU1 = 0, then (4.38) implies ImU(β) = 0 and from ReU < 2|ImU1| 12 = 0 we
have ReU(β) < 0 as β → 0+ by (4.36); cf. (4.41). This again implies (4.42) and
together with Theorem 1.1(ii) the claim follows.

4.6. Details on Example 1.4. Here it is assumed that V is a non-negative poten-
tial, V 6≡ 0, that satisfies (1.6) and (1.7), and the coupling is of the form β(ε) = eiθε
with θ ∈ (−π, π] and ε > 0. Then one has

Re β(ε) = cos(θ)ε and Imβ(ε) = sin(θ)ε, (4.43)

and U = ‖V ‖L1 > 0. Hence, we may fix R′ > 0 as in Corollary 1.3 and check the
conditions (1.15) and (1.16) to prove (1.17).

For d = 1 it is clear from (4.43) that (1.15) becomes

cos(θ) >

(
− U1

‖V ‖L1

+R′|sin(θ)|ε
)
sin2(θ)ε

and (1.16) becomes

cos(θ) <

(
− U1

‖V ‖L1

−R′|sin(θ)|ε
)
sin2(θ)ε.

The non-negativity of V yields U1 > 0, and hence −U1/‖V ‖L1 < 0. Therefore, for
ε → 0+ we see that β(ε) satisfies (1.15) if θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and (1.16) otherwise,
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i.e., (1.17) in the case d = 1 holds. If d = 2, then it follows that (1.15) is satisfied
if θ = 0, whereas θ 6= 0 implies (1.16), i.e., (1.17) in the case d = 2 holds.

It remains to prove that the spectral enclosure (1.2) is sharp in the weak coupling
regime. In fact, for V and β(ε) as above (1.2) on the one hand implies

λ ∈ D
(
0;

ε2

4
‖V ‖2L1

)
, (4.44)

and on the other hand, by squaring both sides of the expansion (1.18), we see that
the weakly coupled eigenvalue λβ(ε) of Hβ(ε) satisfies

λβ(ε) = −e2iθε2

4
‖V ‖2L1 +O(ε3), ε → 0+.

By varying θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] it is now clear that for every point λ on the boundary
of the disc (4.44) there exists a Schrödinger operator, namely Hβ(ε), that has a
weakly coupled eigenvalue λβ(ε) such that

|λ− λβ(ε)| = O(ε3), ε → 0+,

i.e., the sharpness of the enclosure (4.44) in the weak coupling regime follows.

4.7. Details on Example 1.6. Let V be some potential that satisfies (1.6) and
(1.7), and, in addition, assume that

ImU =

∫

R2

ImV (x) dx = 0 and ReU =

∫

R2

ReV (x) dx > 0. (4.45)

In this example for d = 2 we consider the family

V (α) := αReV + i ImV, α ∈ R,

and the corresponding Schrödinger operators Hβ(α) = −∆ − βV (α) in (1.5) for
β → 0+. Note that each V (α), α ∈ R, also satisfies the conditions (1.6) and (1.7).

We claim that

V (α) satisfies

{
(1.19) if α > α∗,

(1.20) if α < α∗, α 6= 0,
(4.46)

where

α∗ :=
4

π(ReU)2

∣∣∣∣
∫

R4

(Re V (x)) log |x− y|(ImV (y)) d(x, y)

∣∣∣∣. (4.47)

In fact, to verify this define for α ∈ R

U(α) :=

∫

R2

V (α)(x) dx,

U1(α) :=
1

2π

∫

R4

V (α)(x) log |x− y|V (α)(y) d(x, y),

and notice that U(α) and U1(α) are as in (1.9). Using (4.45) it is clear that

U(α) =

∫

R2

α(ReV (x)) + i(ImV (x)) dx = αReU,

and hence ImU(α) = 0 for α ∈ R and ReU(α) 6= 0 for α 6= 0. Next, set

f(α) := ReU(α)− 2|ImU1(α)|
1

2 = αReU − 2|ImU1(α)|
1

2 , α ∈ R. (4.48)
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Observe that f(α) > 0 implies (1.19) and that f(α) < 0 implies (1.20) for the
potential V (α). A short computation yields

ImU1(α) =
1

π

∫

R4

(Re V (α)(x)) log |x− y|(ImV (α)(y)) d(x, y)

=
α

π

∫

R4

(Re V (x)) log |x− y|(ImV (y)) d(x, y),

and hence

f(α) = αReU − 2
|α| 12√

π

∣∣∣∣
∫

R4

(ReV (x)) log |x− y|(ImV (y)) d(x, y)

∣∣∣∣

1

2

.

It is now easily seen that the (at most) two zeros of f are given by α = 0 and
(4.47) as well as that f(α) < 0 if α < α∗, α 6= 0, and f(α) > 0 if α > α∗. By the
definition (4.48) of f this implies (4.46).

Appendix A.

A.1. Inequalities related to the Green’s function. Recall that for z ∈ C+ the
integral kernel of the resolvent (−∆+z2)−1 of the free Laplacian in L2(Rd) is given
by

G(d)(x, y; z) =

{
(2z)−1e−z|x−y| if d = 1,

(2π)−1K0(z|x− y|) if d = 2,
x, y ∈ R

d, (A.1)

where K0 : C \ (−∞, 0] → C denotes the modified Bessel function of the second
kind of order zero.

For the convenience of the reader, let us briefly recall some properties of K0 (for
an extensive treatment, we refer to [2, Chap. 9.6]). First, K0 : C \ (−∞, 0] → C is
a holomorphic function, that by [2, Eq. (9.6.13)] admits the expansion

K0(w) = − log(w) + log(2)− γ +O(w2 log(w)), w → 0, w ∈ C+, (A.2)

where log : C \ (−∞, 0] → C is the principal branch of the complex logarithm, and
γ is the Euler-Masceroni constant. In particular, K0 has a logarithmic singularity
at w = 0. For large w with non-negative real part, it follows from [2, Eq. (9.7.2)]
that K0 has the asymptotic behavior

K0(w) =
( π

2w

) 1

2

e−w
(
1 +O(w−1)

)
, w → ∞, Rew ≥ 0, (A.3)

so K0(w) tends to zero uniformly if w → ∞ with Rew ≥ 0.
Since we have to deal with the complex logarithm, let us briefly summarize some

properties of its principal branch. First, there holds
∣∣log|w|

∣∣ ≤ |log(w)| <
∣∣log|w|

∣∣+ π, w ∈ C \ (−∞, 0],

and as a consequence (using π < C|log(1/2)| < C|log |w|| for |w| < 1/2)

∣∣log|w|
∣∣ ≤ |log(w)| ≤ C

∣∣log|w|
∣∣, w ∈ D

(
0;

1

2

)
\ (−∞, 0]. (A.4)

Furthermore, it is not difficult to verify the identity

log(w1w2) = log(w1) + log(w2) if |arg(w1) + arg(w2)| < π (A.5)

for all w1, w2 ∈ C \ (−∞, 0], where arg(w) ∈ (−π, π) denotes the argument of a
complex number w ∈ C \ (−∞, 0].

In the following, recall that for z ∈ C+ we have

g1(z) =

{
(2z)−1 if d = 1,

−(2π)−1 log(z) if d = 2,
(A.6)
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and, in addition, define for x, y ∈ Rd (with x 6= y if d = 2),

g2(x, y; z) =

{
(2z)−1(1− z|x− y|) if d = 1,

−(2π)−1(log(z|x− y|)− log(2) + γ) if d = 2.
(A.7)

In the next lemma, we collect useful inequalities for certain integral kernels that
appear in the analysis of the Schrödinger operator Hβ .

Lemma A.1. For z ∈ C+ and x, y ∈ Rd, let G(d)(x, y; z) be as in (A.1). Let

g1(z) and g2(x, y; z) be given by (A.6) and (A.7), respectively. Then, the following

inequalities hold.

(i) If d = 1, then

(a) |G(1)(x, y; z)− g1(z)| ≤ 1
2 |x− y|,

(b) |G(1)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤ 1
4 |z||x− y|2.

(ii) If d = 2, then for |z| < 1/2 there exists a constant C > 0, such that

(a) |G(2)(x, y; z)− g1(z)|2 ≤ C(1 +
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2),
(b) |G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤ C(1 +

∣∣log|x− y|
∣∣),

(c) |G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z)| ≤ C|z||log(z)| if |x− y| < |z|− 1

2 .

Proof. (i) For d = 1, there holds

G(1)(x, y; z)− g1(z) =
e−z|x−y| − 1

2z
,

G(1)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z) =
e−z|x−y| − 1 + z|x− y|

2z
.

In order to see (a), notice that for any z ∈ C+ one has

∣∣∣∣
e−z|x−y| − 1

2z

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
1

2z

∫ |x−y|

0

d

dt
e−zt dt

∣∣∣∣∣ =
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ |x−y|

0

e−zt dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

2
|x− y|,

i.e., the claimed inequality. Estimate (b) follows from integration by parts,

e−z|x−y| − 1 + z|x− y|
2z

=
1

2z

∫ |x−y|

0

(|x− y| − t)
d2

dt2
e−zt dt

=
z

2

∫ |x−y|

0

(|x− y| − t)e−zt dt,

and hence
∣∣∣∣
e−z|x−y| − 1 + z|x− y|

2z

∣∣∣∣ ≤
|z|
2

∫ |x−y|

0

(|x− y| − t) dt =
1

4
|z||x− y|2.

(ii) Consider x, y ∈ R2 with x 6= y and set

w := z|x− y| (A.8)

for z ∈ C+ with |z| < 1/2; it follows that w 6= 0 and w ∈ C+. With w in (A.8), the
kernels we have to estimate read as

G(2)(x, y; z)− g1(z) =
K0(w) + log(z)

2π
,

G(2)(x, y; z)− g2(x, y; z) =
K0(w) + log(w) − log(2) + γ

2π
.

For the inequalities below recall that we use the convention that C denotes a
positive constant that may change in between the estimates. Let us start by proving
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the claim (a). If |w| < 1, then (A.2) implies

|K0(w) + log(w)|2 ≤ C
(
1 + |w|2|log(w)|

)2 ≤ C.

The last inequality together with (see (A.5))

log(z) = log(w)− log |x− y| (A.9)

and the elementary inequality (|a|+ |b|)2 ≤ 2|a|2 + 2|b|2 yield

|K0(w) + log(z)|2 = |K0(w) + log(w)− log |x− y||2 ≤ C(1 +
∣∣log|x− y|

∣∣2).

If |w| ≥ 1, then (A.3) and (A.4) yield (recall that |z| < 1/2)

|K0(w) + log(z)| ≤ |K0(w)|+ |log(z)| ≤ C + |log(z)| ≤ C(1 + log (|z|−1)).

Since |z| < 1/2 and 2 < |z|−1 ≤ |x− y| if |w| ≥ 1 by (A.8), we arrive at

|K0(w) + log(z)|2 ≤ C(1 + |log |x− y||2).

In summary, the inequality (a) holds.
It is not difficult to see that (b) follows from (a); indeed, taking the square root

in (a) and applying the elementary inequality (|a|2 + |b|2) 1

2 ≤ |a|+ |b| gives us

|K0(w) + log(z)| ≤ C(1 + |log |x− y||),

so with (A.9) and the triangle inequality

|K0(w) + log(w) − log(2) + γ| ≤ |K0(w) + log(z)|+ |log |x− y||+ C

≤ C(1 + |log |x− y||) + |log |x− y||+ C

= C(1 + |log |x− y||),

which is the claim of (b).

Finally, to show (c), suppose that |x− y| ≤ |z|− 1

2 , which is equivalent to

|w| ≤ |z| 12 . (A.10)

By rearranging (A.2) and using (A.5) (we have |argw| < π/2) one verifies

|K0(w) + log(w) − log(2) + γ| ≤ C|w2 log(w)| = C

∣∣∣∣
w2

2
log(w2)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|w|2|log(w2)|

and hence with (A.4) (note that |w|2 ≤ |z| < 1/2 by (A.10))

|K0(w) + log(w) − log(2) + γ| ≤ C|w|2|log |w|2|.

Finally, a combination of (A.10) and the fact that (0, 1) ∋ x 7→ x2
(
|log(x2)|+ 1

)
is

monotonously increasing yields

|K0(w) + log(w) − log(2) + γ| ≤ C|w|2
(
|log |w|2|+ 1

)

≤ C|z|(|log |z||+ 1)

≤ C|z||log |z||
≤ C|z||log(z)|,

where we again used (A.4) for the last inequality; (c) is shown. �



30 JUSSI BEHRNDT, MARKUS HOLZMANN, PETR SIEGL, AND NICOLAS WEBER

A.2. Eigenvalues of operator functions. This section follows the presentation
of [37, Chap. XI.9]. We assume that H and G are Hilbert spaces and that Ω ⊂ C is
a non-empty, open, and connected set.

For an analytic operator function W : Ω → L(H) we call z0 ∈ Ω an eigenvalue

of W if kerW (z0) 6= {0}. For an eigenvalue z0 ∈ Ω the quantity dim kerW (z0)
is called the geometric multiplicity of W at z0. If z0 ∈ Ω is an eigenvalue of
W and, in addition, W (z0) is Fredholm (that is, ranW (z0) is closed and both
dimkerW (z0) and codim ranW (z0) are finite) and W (z) is boundedly invertible
for all 0 < |z − z0| < ε for some ε > 0, then z0 is said to be an eigenvalue of finite

type of W . If z0 is an eigenvalue of finite type of W , then by [37, Thm. XI.8.1]
W (z) admits a factorization

W (z) = E(z)(P0 + (z − z0)
κ1P1 + . . .+ (z − z0)

κrPr)F (z) (A.11)

in a small neighborhood D of z0, where E : D → L(H) and F : D → L(H) are
analytic operator functions, boundedly invertible on D,

1 ≤ κ1 ≤ κ2 ≤ . . . ≤ κr,

are positive integers, P1, . . . , Pr are mutually disjoint projections of rank one, and

P0 = IH − P1 − . . .− Pr;

here IH denotes the identity operator in H. The sum κ1 + . . . + κr is called the
algebraic multiplicity of W at z0, and will be denoted by ma(z0;W ).

Remark A.2. Observe that in the scalar case, that is, W : Ω → C is a complex-
valued holomorphic function, the notions above simplify accordingly. More pre-
cisely, eigenvalues are zeros of W and each eigenvalue is an eigenvalue of finite
type, its geometric multiplicity is one, and its algebraic multiplicity coincides with
the multiplicity of the zero of W .

It follows from the factorization (A.11) that the eigenvalues of finite type of an
operator function and their respective algebraic multiplicities are invariant under
multiplications by boundedly invertible operator functions.

Lemma A.3. Let W : Ω → L(H) and R : Ω → L(H) be analytic operator func-

tions, and suppose that R(z) is boundedly invertible for all z ∈ Ω. Then z0 ∈ Ω is

an eigenvalue of finite type of W if and only if it is an eigenvalue of finite type of

RW and WR, in which case

ma(z0;W ) = ma(z0;RW ) = ma(z0;WR).

In the following lemma IH and IG denote the identity operators in the Hilbert
spaces H and G, respectively. It turns out that operator functions of the special
form IG +AB and IH +BA have the same eigenvalues of finite type. For the proof
we make use of Fredholm determinants; for a definition and basic properties of the
latter we refer to [65] and for further details to [36, App. C].

Lemma A.4. Let A : Ω → L(H,G) and B : Ω → L(G,H) be analytic families of

Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Then z0 ∈ Ω is an eigenvalue of finite of IG +AB if and

only if it is an eigenvalue of finite type of IH +BA, in which case

ma(z0; IG +AB) = ma(z0; IH +BA).

Proof. Recall that for an analytic family W : Ω → L(H) of trace class operators
the Fredholm determinant

Ω ∋ z 7→ det(IH +W (z)) (A.12)

is an analytic function. Moreover, the zeros of (A.12) are exactly the eigenvalues
of finite type of IH +W and their respective algebraic multiplicities coincide with
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their multiplicity as a root of det(IH +W ). Hence, the claim follows from the
well-known identity (see, e.g., [36, Thm. C.4.4(iv)]

det(IG +A(z)B(z)) = det(IH +B(z)A(z)), z ∈ Ω,

which is satisfied since by assumption A(z)B(z) and B(z)A(z) are trace class for
every z ∈ Ω; cf. [71, Satz 3.23]. �

A.3. Useful tools from complex analysis. We collect useful results from com-
plex analysis. The first lemma concerns the multiplicity of roots under substitu-
tions.

Lemma A.5. Let Ω1,Ω2 ⊂ C be open, let h : Ω1 → C be holomorphic, let

Ψ : Ω2 → Ω1 be holomorphic and bijective, and assume that h(Ψ(w0)) = 0 for some

w0 ∈ Ω2. Then the multiplicity of Ψ(w0) as a root of the function h coincides with

the multiplicity of w0 as a root of the function h ◦Ψ.

Proof. Let Γ = {w ∈ C : |w − w0| = r}, where r > 0 is chosen such that Γ and its
interior lie in Ω2, and suppose that γ is a simple, positively oriented parametrization
of Γ. The argument principle for holomorphic functions then implies

ma(w0;h ◦Ψ) =
1

2πi

∫

γ

(h ◦Ψ)′(w)

(h ◦Ψ)(w)
dw =

1

2πi

∫

γ

h′(Φ(w))Ψ′(w)

h(Ψ(w))
dw

=
1

2πi

∫

Ψ(γ)

h′(z)

h(z)
dz = ma(Ψ(w0);h),

where in the last equality we used that Ψ(γ) is a simple, smooth and positively
oriented curve around Ψ(w0); this, in turn, holds as Ψ is assumed to be holomorphic
and bijective. �

The following lemma, based on Rouche’s theorem, is an important ingredient to
find zeros of the function Λβ ◦ Φ in Proposition 3.2.

Lemma A.6. Let a ∈ C \ {0}, let Oa be an open neighborhood of a such that

0 6∈ Oa, let b : Oa → C, and consider the function

h(w) = 1− 1

w
(a+ b(w)), w ∈ Oa.

If for some δ ∈ (0, 1
12 ) the following conditions hold,

(i) D(a; 4|a|δ) ⊂ Oa,

(ii) b is holomorphic on D(a; 4|a|δ),
(iii) |b(w)| < δ|a| for all w ∈ D(a; 4|a|δ),

then the function h has exactly one root in the disc D(a; |a|δ) and this root is simple.

Proof. We start by proving the existence of a root, which is essentially a conse-
quence of Rouche’s theorem. Consider the mapping

Ψ : D(0; 3δ) → C, α 7→ Ψ(α) =
a

1− α
;

since |α| < 1/4, Ψ is well-defined, injective, and holomorphic. Moreover, |α| < 1/4
also implies

|a−Ψ(α)| =
∣∣∣∣a−

a

1− α

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |a| |α|
1− |α| < |a| 3δ

1− 1
4

= 4|a|δ,

which shows that Ψ maps D(0; 3δ) into D(a; 4|a|δ). In particular, the function
f = h ◦ Ψ is holomorphic on D(0; 3δ) due to assumption (i) and (ii). A direct
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computation shows

f(α) = h(Ψ(α)) = 1− 1

Ψ(α)
(a+ b(Ψ(α))) = α− (1− α)

b(Ψ(α))

a
, α ∈ D(0; 3δ),

and setting g(α) = −α we obtain for α ∈ ∂D(0; 2δ) the estimate

|f(α) + g(α)| ≤ |1− α| |b(Ψ(α))|
|a| < (1 + 2δ)δ < 2δ = |α| ≤ |f(α)|+ |g(α)|,

where we used assumption (iii) for the second inequality and 2δ < 1/6 for the third
inequality. Therefore, we can apply Rouche’s theorem (see, e.g., [10, Chap. V,
Thm. 3.8]) to the functions f = h ◦ Ψ and g on the disc D(0; 2δ), and conclude
that f = h ◦ Ψ has exactly one zero αδ in D(0; 2δ), which, in addition, is simple.
Therefore, it follows that wδ := Ψ(αδ) is a zero of h in D(a; 4|a|δ). Since the
function Ψ : D(0; 3δ) → D(a; 4|a|δ) is holomorphic and injective, thus bijective
onto its range, wδ is a simple zero of h by Lemma A.5.

It remains to prove that wδ belongs to the smaller disc D(a; |a|δ) and that it is
the only zero of h inside this disc. To see the first claim, note that h(wδ) = 0 and
assumption (iii) imply

|a− wδ| = |b(wδ)| < δ|a|.
To show that wδ is the only zero of h in D(a; |a|δ) consider w̃ ∈ D(a; |a|δ) such
that h(w̃) = 0 and set

α̃ :=
w̃ − a

w̃
.

Then we have Ψ(α̃) = w̃ and

|α̃| = |w̃ − a|
|w̃| ≤ |a|δ

|a| − |a|δ =
δ

1− δ
< 2δ,

that is, α̃ ∈ D(0; 2δ). Moreover, since w̃ is a root of h, it follows that α̃ is a root of
h ◦Ψ. However, since αδ is the only zero of h ◦ Ψ in D(0; 2δ), this implies α̃ = αδ

and thus w̃ = wδ. �
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