arXiv:math-ph/0312060v1 23 Dec 2003

SHARP REGULARITY RESULTS FOR MANY-ELECTRON WAVE FUNCTIONS

SØREN FOURNAIS, MARIA HOFFMANN-OSTENHOF, THOMAS HOFFMANN-OSTENHOF AND THOMAS ØSTERGAARD SØRENSEN

Abstract. We show that electronic wave functions ψ of atoms and molecules have a representation ψ = Fϕ, where F is an explicit universal factor, locally Lipschitz, and independent of the eigenvalue and the solution ψ itself, and ϕ has locally bounded second derivatives. This representation turns out to be optimal as can already be demonstrated with the help of hydrogenic wave functions. The proofs of these results are, in an essential way, based on a new elliptic regularity result which is of independent interest. Some identities that can be interpreted as cusp conditions for second order derivatives of ψ are derived.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and results. The non-relativistic quantum mechanical Hamiltonian of an N-electron molecule with L fixed nuclei is given by H_{N,L}(X, Z) = −Δ + V (X, Z) + U(X, Z), where V , the Coulombic potential, is given by

(1.1) V ≡ V (X, Z) = − N∑ j=1 L∑ k=1 Z_k |X_k − x_j | + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N 1 |x_i − x_j | , and the internuclear repulsion U by

U(X, Z) = ∑ 1≤k<ℓ≤L Z_kZ_ℓ |X_k − X_ℓ| . The latter is merely an additive term that will be neglected in the sequel and we will henceforth consider (1.2) H ≡ H_{N,L}(X, Z) − U(X, Z).

Above, x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_N ) ∈ R^{3N} denotes the positions of the N electrons, with x_j = (x_{j,1}, x_{j,2}, x_{j,3}) ∈ R^3 the position of the j^{th} electron. The positions of the L nuclei with the postive charges Z = (Z_1, Z_2 . . . , Z_L) ∈ R^L_+ are denoted by X = (X_1, X_2, . . . , X_L) ∈ R^{3L} where X_k = (X_{k,1}, X_{k,2}, X_{k,3}) ∈ R^3 is the (fixed) position of the k^{th} nucleus with charge Z_k, and it is assumed that X_ℓ ≠ X_k for ℓ ≠ k. The Laplacian corresponding to the j^{th} electron is Δ_j =

∑_3 i=1 ∂^2 ∂x_{j,i}^2 and so the

Laplacian on R^{3N} is given by Δ = ∑_N j=1 Δ_j . We also introduce the 3N-dimensional gradient by ∇ = (∇_1, . . . , ∇_N ).

© 2003 BY THE AUTHORS. THIS ARTICLE MAY BE REPRODUCED IN ITS ENTIRETY FOR NON-COMMERCIAL PURPOSES. 1

The operator H is selfadjoint on L^2(R^{3N} ) with operator domain D(H) = W^{2,2}(R^{3N} ) [14], and it depends parametrically on X and Z. In the case of an N-electron atom with (one) nucleus of charge Z fixed at the origin 0 ∈ R^3 , (1.2) becomes

H ≡ H_N (Z) = −Δ + V

(1.3) = N∑ j=1 ( − Δ_j − Z |x_j | ) + ∑ 1≤i<j≤N 1 |x_i − x_j | . Generations of chemists and physicists have devoted a good part of their research to the analysis of various problems related to H_{N,L}(X, Z). Most of the present day understanding of atoms and molecules is based on the analysis of problems directly related to this operator, see any textbook in atomic and molecular quantum mechanics.

One of the central problems is the eigenvalue problem (1.4) Hψ = Eψ, E ∈ R, ψ ∈ L^2(R^{3N} ). Since the electrons are Fermions the N-electron wave function ψ has to satisfy the Pauli Principle. This can be achieved in a spinless formulation by requiring that ψ transforms according to certain irreducible representations of the symmetric group S^N . Our present work will not require any symmetry assumptions on ψ. More precisely, we will consider local properties of distributional solutions (locally L^1) in a domain Ω ⊆ R^{3N} to Hψ = Eψ where E can be any real number.

Within mathematics and mathematical physics Schrödinger operators as (1.2) are studied mostly from an operator theoretical point of view, see the textbooks [1], [14], [17], and [21] as well as the recent survey [20].

The PDE-aspects of (1.4) have been studied in relatively few works. We first note the following: Let Σ(X) denote the set of points in R^{3N} where the potential V defined in (1.1) is singular. The function V is real analytic in R^{3N} \ Σ(X) and hence by classical results (see [11, Section 7.5, pp. 177-180]), so is ψ.

Therefore a basic question is how to characterize the effect of the singularities of V on the local behaviour of a solution ψ of (1.4).

In 1957 Kato [13] showed that a solution ψ satisfying (1.4) is continuous in all of R^{3N} with locally bounded first derivatives, i.e., ψ is locally Lipschitz. He also analyzed how ψ behaves near the so-called two-particle coalescence points, i.e., those points in Σ(X) where exactly one term in the sums representing V (see (1.1)) is unbounded.

Generalizations with new insights for those points in R^{3N} where more than one term in (1.1) is singular were obtained in [10] and more recently in [9]. We mention that the present authors in [5], [6], and [4] studied the smoothness of the electron density, a question related to the present investigation; we shall not discuss this further here.

Suppose we have a solution ψ to Hψ = Eψ, E ∈ R, with H as in (1.2) or (1.3). We want to find a representation for ψ ψ(x_1, . . . , x_n) = F(x_1, . . . , x_n) ϕ(x_1, . . . , x_n) such that ϕ is as smooth as possible and F is a universal (i.e., not depending on ψ or E) positive factor reflecting the behaviour of the potential V near Σ(X). This means that for any two solutions ψ_1, ψ_2 of a fixed Schrödinger operator (1.2) (or

(1.3)) the function F will be the same, i.e.,

ψ_1 = Fϕ_1, ψ_2 = Fϕ_2.

Since it is already known from one-electron atoms that ψ is just locally Lipschitz, F cannot be smoother than that. We shall see that by choosing F in a special way one can say a lot more. Let us first recall some of the ideas developed in [9].

Suppose ψ is a solution to (−Δ + V )ψ = Eψ in Ω ⊆ R^{3N} . Set ψ = e^F ϕ, then ϕ satisfies

(1.5) Δϕ + 2∇F · ∇ϕ + ( ΔF + |∇F |^2 + (E − V ) ) ϕ = 0. Now assume H = −Δ + V is given by (1.2). The specific nature of the Coulomb potential makes it possible to find an explicit F such that ΔF = V , namely

F (x) ≡ F_2(x) := − 1 2 N∑ j=1 L∑ ℓ=1 Z_ℓ|X_ℓ − x_j | + 1 4 ∑ 1≤i<j≤N |x_i − x_j |. We have given F an index 2 to indicate that F_2 is a sum of functions each only depending on the coordinates of two particles. If we insert F_2 into (1.5) we obtain

Δϕ_2 + ∇F_2 · ∇ϕ_2 + ( |∇F_2|^2 + E ) ϕ_2 = 0, where we have also given ϕ an index 2 to show that it is associated with F_2. The regularity properties of ϕ_2 are now determined by the regularity of ∇F_2, respectively, |∇F_2|^2. Since ∇F_2 is locally bounded, standard elliptic regularity theory (see Section 2) gives us that

(1.6) ϕ_2 ∈ C^{1,α}(Ω) for α ∈ (0, 1).

(For the definition of the Hölder-spaces C^{k,α}, see Definition 2.1). Since ∇F_2 is just bounded and not continuous, one cannot in general expect anything better than (1.6). Note that since ψ = e^{F2} ϕ_2 we have (1.7) ∇ψ − (∇F_2)ψ ∈ C^α(Ω) for α ∈ (0, 1). This is a general formulation of Kato’s cusp condition [13] which plays an important role in the numerical treatment of (1.4). (Here, and in the sequel, by a ‘cusp condition’ we understand a condition a solution ψ has to satisfy at a point in the singular set Σ(X)).

We are now ready to state our main result about the regularity of ψ.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose ψ is a solution to Hψ = Eψ in Ω ⊆ R^{3N} where H is given by (1.2). Define y_{i,ℓ} = x_i − X_ℓ, i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L}. Let (1.8) F = e^{F2+F3}

with

F_2(x) = − 1 2 L∑ ℓ=1 N∑ i=1 Z_ℓ|y_{i,ℓ}| + 1 4 ∑ 1≤i<j≤N |x_i − x_j |, (1.9)

F_3(x) = C_0 L∑ ℓ=1 ∑ 1≤i<j≤N Z_ℓ (y_{i,ℓ} · y_{j,ℓ}) ln ( |y_{i,ℓ}|^2 + |y_{j,ℓ}|^2) ) , (1.10)

where C_0 =^{2−π}_{12π} .

Then (1.11) ψ = Fϕ_3 with

(1.12) ϕ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(Ω).

Furthermore this representation is optimal in the following sense: There is no other function ~F depending only on on X, Z and on N, but not on ψ or E itself, such that ψ = ~Fϕ with ϕ having more regularity than C^{1,1}(Ω).

Remark 1.2.

(i) Of course one can consider more general Hamiltonians, for instance molecular Hamiltonians where the nuclei are allowed to move. Kato [13] considered this case. Our results, suitably modified, extend to this situation. We concentrate on the model with fixed nuclei since this is the ‘standard model’ in molecular physics.

(ii) For the proof of Theorem 1.1 a special regularity result (see Theorem 2.6) for solutions of the Poisson equation Δu = g will be vital. Roughly speaking, if g ∈ L^∞ has a certain multiplicative structure, we can show that u ∈ C^{1,1}, and not only u ∈ C^{1,α}, α ∈ (0, 1) as in general (see Proposition 2.2). This result is of independent interest.

(iii) Note that each term in the sum F_2 is either a term involving the coordinates of one electron and one nucleus, or the coordinates of two electrons, whereas the terms in F_3 involve the coordinates of two electrons and one nucleus. In the representation (1.10) of F_3 no terms involving the coordinates of three electrons occur; see Section 3 for details.

The fact that no terms involving the coordinates of four and more particles show up in F_3 stems from the fact that in the summands contributing to |∇F_2|^2 only terms involving at most three particle coordinates occur (again, see Section 3 for details).

(iv) An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following sharpening of (1.7):

∇ψ − ψ(∇F_2 + ∇F_3) ∈ C^{0,1}(Ω).

(v) Attempts to approximate many-particle wave functions by a product as in (1.11) are common in computational chemistry and physics. There, such an F is usually called a ‘Jastrow factor’.

It is also interesting to consider the regularity of ψ near the zero-set N (ψ) = {x ∈ R^{3N} | ψ = 0} of ψ. A simple argument shows that Theorem 1.1 actually implies that ∇ψ : N (ψ) → R^{3N} is locally Lipschitz, whereas ∇ψ is just bounded in Σ(X)\N (ψ). By ‘locally Lipschitz’ we here mean the following: For all closed balls K ⊂ R^{3N} , there is a constant C = C(K) such that |∇ψ(x)−∇ψ(y)| ≤ C(K)|x−y| for all x, y ∈ N (ψ) ∩ K. Indeed, writing ∇ψ = ψ∇(F_2 + F_3) + exp(F_2 + F_3)∇ϕ_3, we get, for x ∈ N (ψ), that ∇ψ(x) = exp(F_2(x) + F_3(x))∇ϕ_3(x) since ∇(F_2 + F_3) is bounded. The assertion follows, since both exp(F_2 + F_3) and ∇ϕ_3 are Lipschitz in R^{3N} .

In [8] it was shown for a wide class of potentials that at their zero-sets real valued distributional solutions (which for these potentials are then actually continuous functions) to (−Δ + V )u = 0 are, roughly speaking, by one degree smoother than away from their zero sets. So the observation above extends these results to the Coulombic case. The potentials considered in [8] were of Kato type, K^{n,δ}, where n is the dimension (in our case, n = 3N) and δ ∈ (0, 2); see [18] for definitions and many far-reaching results concerning these potentials. In [18] (see also [19]) it was shown that solutions are locally C^δ for δ < 1 and C^{1,δ−1} for δ ∈ (1, 2). However, since the Coulomb potential V in (1.1) is in K^{3N,δ} for all δ < 1, but not in K^{3N,1} these results are not sharp and actually weaker than Kato’s result.

It is not surprising that logarithms occur in (1.10). Such terms have been considered in classical work by Fock [3] for the atomic case; see Morgan [16] for an analysis of these ‘Fock-expansions’ for two-electron atoms. That paper also contains many references to earlier work on such expansions.

Proof of the optimality of the representation (1.11) : It suffices to find a simple example. Consider the one electron atom whose Hamiltonian is given on R^3 by H = −Δ − Z |x| , x = (x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ R^3 .

With ψ_1(x) = e^{− Z2 |x|} and ψ_2 = x_1e^{− Z4 |x|} we have

Hψ_1 = −^{Z2}_4 ψ_1 , Hψ_2 = −^{Z2}_{16} ψ_2.

Write ψ_1 = Fϕ^{(1)} and ψ_2 = Fϕ^{(2)}. Now ψ_1 > 0 and if we had an F which would allow more regularity of the ϕ^{(i)}’s, then

(1.13) ϕ^{(2)} ϕ^{(1)} = ψ_2 ψ_1 = x_1e^{Z4 |x|} would be better behaved than just C^{1,1}. But near the origin the right hand side of (1.13) behaves like x_1(1 +^Z_4 |x|) and this is just C^{1,1}, i.e., the second derivatives are bounded but not continuous. □ The results in Theorem 1.1 are not well suited for obtaining a priori estimates. In particular neither F_2 nor F_3 stay bounded as |x| tends to infinity so that if, say, ψ ∈ L^2(R^{3N} ) then ϕ_3 is not necessarily in L^2(R^{3N} ). These shortcomings will be dealt with below in a similar way as in [9].

Definition 1.3. Let χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R), 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, with χ(x) = { 1 for |x| ≤ 1 0 for |x| ≥ 2. (1.14)

We define (1.15) F_{cut} = F_{2,cut} + F_{3,cut}, where

F_{2,cut}(x) = − 1 2 L∑ ℓ=1 N∑ i=1 Z_ℓ χ(|y_{i,ℓ}|) |y_{i,ℓ}| (1.16) + 1 4 ∑ 1≤i<j≤N χ(|x_i − x_j |) |x_i − x_j |, F_{3,cut}(x) =

(1.17)

C_0 L∑ ℓ=1 ∑ 1≤i<j≤N Z_ℓ χ(|y_{i,ℓ}|)χ(|y_{j,ℓ}|)(y_{i,ℓ} · y_{j,ℓ}) ln ( |y_{i,ℓ}|^2 + |y_{j,ℓ}|^2) ) , and where C_0 is the constant from (1.10). We also introduce ϕ_{3,cut} by

(1.18) ψ = e^{Fcut} ϕ_{3,cut}.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose ψ is a solution to Hψ = Eψ in R^{3N} . Then for all 0 < R < R^′ there exists a constant C(R, R^′), not depending on ψ nor x_0 ∈ R^{3N} , such that for any second order derivative,

∂^2 =

∂^2 ∂x_{i,k}∂x_{j,ℓ} , i, j = 1, 2, . . . , N, k, ℓ = 1, 2, 3, the following estimate holds:

(1.19) ‖∂^2ψ − ψ ∂^2F_{cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C(R, R^′)‖ψ‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,R}′_{))}.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 strengthens results obtained in [9]. More precisely, to prove Theorem 1.4 we will show that (1.20) ‖ϕ_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C(R, R^′)‖ϕ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,R}′_{))}.

The estimate (1.19) is then a trivial consequence of (1.20). (On the other hand, (1.19) and (1.21) imply (1.20)).

The estimate (1.20) is a strengthening of Proposition 1.6 below to α = 1. We state and prove the proposition here, since we need it in the proof of (1.20). It essentially follows from ideas in [9].

Proposition 1.6. Suppose ψ is a solution to Hψ = Eψ in R^{3N} . Then for all 0 < R < R^′ and all α ∈ (0, 1) there exists a constant C(α, R, R^′), not depending on ψ nor x_0 ∈ R^{3N} , such that, with ϕ_{3,cut} defined as above, (1.21) ‖ϕ_{3,cut}‖_C1,α_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C‖ϕ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,R}′_{))}.

Proof of Proposition 1.6 : Note first that with ψ = e^{F2,cut} ϕ_{2,cut}, (1.5) and ΔF_2 = V gives Δϕ_{2,cut} + 2∇F_{2,cut} · ∇ϕ_{2,cut}

(1.22) + ( Δ(F_{2,cut} − F_2) + |∇F_{2,cut}|^2 + E ) ϕ_{2,cut} = 0.

It follows from the form of F_{2,cut} and F_2 (see (1.16), (1.14), and (1.9)) that the coefficients in (1.22) above are uniformly bounded in R^{3N} . Therefore, (1.21), with ϕ_{2,cut} instead of ϕ_{3,cut}, follows from Proposition 2.2. To get (1.21) with ϕ_{3,cut}, note that ϕ_{3,cut} = e^{−F3,cut} ϕ_{2,cut}, and that F_{3,cut} ∈ C^{1,α}(R^{3N} ) and has compact support (see (1.17) and (1.14)). □

We point out some consequences of Theorem 1.4 which can be viewed as cusp conditions for second order derivatives of ψ. Indeed, we can relate the singularities of the second order derivatives of F_{cut} with those of the second order derivatives of ψ in a precise way, thereby obtaining certain identities. Here we only explicitly state some representative cases.

Corollary 1.7. Let ψ be a solution to Hψ = Eψ in R^{3N} with H given by (1.2).

(i) Let 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N, and fix any point z_0 = (z_1, . . . , z_N ) ∈ R^{3N} with z_i = z_j ≡ z. Then

(1.23) lim_{R→0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ( |x_i − x_j | ∇_i · ∇_j ψ ) + 1 2 ψ(z_0) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(B3N (z0 ,R))} = 0.

(ii) Let 1 ≤ i ≤ N, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ L, and fix any point z_0 = (z_1, . . . , z_N ) ∈ R^{3N} with z_i = X_ℓ, z_j ≠ X_ℓ, j ≠ i. Then

(1.24) lim_{R→0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ( |x_i − X_ℓ| Δ_iψ ) + Z_ℓ ψ(z_0) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(B3N (z0 ,R))} = 0.

Proof : In order to show (1.23) we first show that

(1.25) lim_{x→z0} |x_i − x_j | ∇_i · ∇_j F_{cut}(x) = − 1 2 . It suffices to consider the limits for |x_i − x_j | ∇_i · ∇_j F_2 and |x_i − x_j | ∇_i · ∇_j F_3. An easy calculation shows that

lim_{x→z0} |x_i − x_j |∇_i · ∇_j F_2(x) = − 1 2 . If z ≠ X_ℓ for all ℓ then ∇_i · ∇_j F_3 is smooth near z_0. We therefore only need to consider the case z = X_ℓ. We have

∇_i · ∇_j F_3 =

C_0Z_ℓ∇_i · ∇_j {( (x_i − X_ℓ) · (x_j − X_ℓ) ) ln ( |x_i − X_ℓ|^2 + |x_j − X_ℓ|^2 )} = 3C_0Z_ℓ ln ( |x_i − X_ℓ|^2 + |x_j − X_ℓ|^2 ) + η, where η is bounded in a neighbourhood of z_0. Noting that |x_i − x_j | ≤ √ 2 ( |x_i − X_ℓ|^2 + |x_j − X_ℓ|^2 )_{1/2} , we see that

lim_{x→z0} |x_i − x_j | ∇_i · ∇_j F_3(x) = 0.

Using the triangle inequality we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖ |xi − xj | (∇i · ∇j ψ) + 1 2 ψ(z_0) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(B3N (z0 ,R))} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖|xi − xj | ( (∇_i · ∇_j ψ) − (∇_i · ∇_j F_{cut})ψ )‖ ‖_{L∞(B3N (z0,R))} + ‖ ‖ ‖|xi − xj | (∇i · ∇j Fcut)ψ + 1 2 ψ(z_0) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(B3N (z0 ,R))}. This, (1.19), and (1.25) imply (1.23).

The proof of (1.24) is similar. Just note that

|x_i − X_ℓ| Δ_iF_2 = −Z_ℓ + |x_i − X_ℓ| ( ∑ j≠i 1 2|x_j − x_i| − L∑ k≠ℓ Z_k |x_i − X_k| ) . □

1.2. Organisation of the paper. For simplicity we shall only give the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 for the atomic case (i.e., ℓ = 1, X_1 = 0 and Z_1 = Z, see (1.3)). Indeed, no additional complications arise for molecules. Also, we only give the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case Ω = R^{3N} .

In subsection 1.3 we define some notation to be used in the entire paper. Section 2 contains standard elliptic regularity results in subsection 2.1. Subsection 2.2 contains in particular the elliptic regularity result Theorem 2.6, which is proved in subsection 2.3. Theorem 2.6 is the essential new mathematical input necessary for the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. These proofs are given in Section 3—the proof of Theorem 1.1 in subsection 3.1 and that of Theorem 1.4 in subsection 3.2. The Appendices A, B, and C contain the construction of solutions to certain Poisson equations. These solutions is another important ingredient for the proofs of the main theorems.

1.3. Notation. Throughout the paper, constants occuring in inequalities will be denoted by the symbol C, although their actual value might change from line to line.

For x ∈ R^n (n ≥ 2) we write x = rω, with r = |x|, ω = x/|x| ∈ S^{n−1}, the unit sphere in R^n . Denote by B_n(x, r) the open ball of radius r > 0 around x.

We denote by Y_{l,m}(ω) the normalised (in L^2(S^{n−1})) real valued spherical harmonics of degree l, l ∈ N_0 , with m = 1, . . . , h(l) − 1, where h(l) = (2l + n − 2)(l + n − 3)!

(n − 2)! l ! . (1.26)

Then {Y_{l,m}}_{l,m} constitutes an orthonormal basis in L^2(S^{n−1}).

The Y_{l,m}’s are the eigenfunctions for L^2, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S^{n−1}: L^2Y_{l,m} = l(l + n − 2)Y_{l,m}, where −^{L2}_{r2} is the angular part of the Laplacian in R^n , so

− Δ = −

∂^2 ∂r^2 − n − 1 r ∂ ∂r + L^2 r^2 . We define P^{(n)}_{l,m} to be the orthogonal projection in L^2(S^{n−1}) on Y_{l,m}: ( P^{(n)}_{l,m}f ) (ω) = Y_{l,m}(ω) ∫ S^{n−1} Y_{l,m}(ω)f(ω) dω , f ∈ L^2(S^{n−1}), and P^{(n)}_l = h(l)−1∑

m=0 P^{(n)}_{l,m}. (1.27)

We denote h^{(n)}_l = Ran(P^{(n)}_l ).

By abuse of notation, for a function f : R^n → C we write f(rω) = f(x), and, whenever f(r_0 ·) : S^{n−1} → C is in L^2(S^{n−1}) for some r_0 ∈ (0, ∞), we write ( P^{(n)}_{l,m}f ) (r_0ω) = Y_{l,m}(ω) ∫ S^{n−1} Y_{l,m}(ω)f(r_0ω) dω ≡ f_{l,m}(r_0)Y_{l,m}(ω).

2. Elliptic regularity

In this section we collect results on regularity of solutions to second order elliptic equations needed for the proof of Theorems 1.1. and 1.4. The results fall in two parts, known ones (in subsection 2.1) and new ones, developed for our purpose, and of interest in themselves. The latter are in subsection 2.2. The result of main interest is Theorem 2.6, which is proved in subsection 2.3.

2.1. Known results.

We start by recalling the definition of Hölder continuity:

Definition 2.1. Let Ω be a domain in R^n , k ∈ N, and α ∈ (0, 1]. We say that a function u belongs to C^{k,α}(Ω) whenever u ∈ C^k(Ω), and for all β ∈ N^n with |β| = k, and all open balls B_n(x_0, r) with B_n(x_0, r) ⊂ Ω, we have sup x,y∈B_n(x_0,r), x≠y |D^β u(x) − D^β u(y)| |x − y|^α ≤ C(x_0, r). For any domain Ω^′, with Ω^′ ⊂⊂ Ω, we define the following norms:

‖u‖_Ck,α_{(Ω}′_) = ∑ |β|≤k ‖D^β u‖_L∞_{(Ω}′_) + [u]_{k,α,Ω}′ ,

[u]_{k,α,Ω}′ = ∑ |β|=k sup x,y∈Ω^′, x≠y |D^β u(x) − D^β u(y)| |x − y|^α . For k = 0 we use the notation C^α(Ω) ≡ C^{0,α}(Ω) and [u]_{α,Ω}′ ≡ [u]_{0,α,Ω}′ .

Furthermore, for a function u ∈ C^α(R^n \ {0}) we define ‖u‖_Cα_{(S}n−1_) = sup_{Sn−1} |u| + [u]_{α,S}n−1, (2.1)

[u]_{α,S}n−1 = sup x,y∈S^{n−1}, x≠y |u(x) − u(y)| |x − y|^α . We will need the following result on elliptic regularity in order to conclude that the solutions of elliptic second order equations with bounded coefficients are C^{1,α}. The proposition is a reformulation of Corollary 8.36 in Gilbarg and Trudinger [7], adapted for our purposes:

Proposition 2.2. Let Ω_0 be a bounded domain in R^n and suppose u ∈ W^{1,2}(Ω_0) is a weak solution of Δu + ∑_n j=1 b_j D_j u + W u = g in Ω_0, where b_j , W, g ∈ L^∞(Ω_0).

Then u ∈ C^{1,α}(Ω_0) for all α ∈ (0, 1) and for any domains Ω^′, Ω, Ω^′ ⊂ Ω, Ω ⊂ Ω_0 we have

‖u‖_C1,α_{(Ω}′_) ≤ C ( sup_Ω |u| + sup_Ω |g| ) for C = C(α, n, M, dist(Ω^′, ∂Ω)), with max{1, max_{j=1,...,n} ‖b_j ‖_L∞_{(Ω)}, ‖W ‖_L∞_{(Ω)}, ‖g‖_L∞_{(Ω)}} ≤ M. We further need results concerning the regularity of solutions of the Poisson equation. These regularity properties are based on the regularity properties of the Newton potential of the inhomogeneity. For our further considerations we recall here the properties of this function.

Let g ∈ L^∞(Ω) for Ω a bounded domain in R^n , n ≥ 2. The Newton potential of g is the function w defined on R^n by w(x) = ∫ Ω Γ(x − y)g(y)dy (2.2)

with

Γ(x) =

{_1 2π ln(|x|), n = 2, 1 (2−n) |S^{n−1}| |x| 2−n, n ≥ 3. From [15, Theorem 10.2 and 10.3] we have

Proposition 2.3. Let Ω ⊂ R^n , n ≥ 2, be a bounded domain, then:

(i) If g ∈ L^∞(Ω), then w ∈ C^{1,α}(Ω) for all α ∈ (0, 1), and Δw = g in Ω holds in the distributional sense.

(ii) If g ∈ C^{k,α}(Ω) for some k ∈ N and some α ∈ (0, 1), then w ∈ C^{k+2,α}(Ω).

Since every solution to the Poisson equation can be written as a sum of the Newton potential of the inhomogeneity and a harmonic function, the above implies in particular the following well-known result:

Proposition 2.4. Let g ∈ C^{k,α}(Ω_0) for some k ∈ N and some α ∈ (0, 1), and assume u is a weak solution to Δu = g in Ω_0.

Then u ∈ C^{k+2,α}(Ω_0). Furthermore, for any domains Ω^′, Ω, Ω^′ ⊂ Ω, Ω ⊂ Ω_0, we have ‖u‖_Ck+2,α_{(Ω}′_) ≤ C ( sup_Ω |u| + ‖g‖_Ck,α_{(Ω)} ) , (2.3)

with C = C(n, k, α, dist(Ω^′, ∂Ω)).

The next lemma, which is taken from Gilbarg and Trudinger [7, Lemma 4.2], is essential for the proof of the main regularity result in subsection 2.2.

Lemma 2.5. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R^n , n ≥ 2 and let g ∈ C^α(Ω) ∩ L^∞(Ω) for some α ∈ (0, 1].

Then the Newton potential w of g (given in (2.2)) satifies, for x ∈ Ω and i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n, D_{ij} w(x) = ∫ Ω_0 D_{ij} Γ(x − y) ( g(y) − g(x) ) dy − g(x) ∫ ∂Ω_0 D_iΓ(x − y)ν_j (y) dσ(y). (2.4)

Here, Ω_0 is any bounded domain containing Ω for which the divergence theorem holds, and g is extended to vanish outside Ω. In the last integral, dσ denotes the surface measure of ∂Ω_0, and ν_j the j-th coordinate of its (outwards directed) normal vector.

2.2. New results.

We here collect a number of more explicit regularity results needed in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4.

The following result shows that one can push the C^{1,α}, α ∈ (0, 1), in Proposition 2.2 to C^{1,1} in certain cases.

Theorem 2.6. Let g ∈ L^∞(R^k ), k ≥ 2, be a homogeneous function of degree 0 which has the properties g ∈ C^α(R^k \ {0}) and g|_Sk−1 is orthogonal to h^{(k)}_2 (the subspace of L^2(S^{k−1}) spanned by the spherical harmonics of degree 2). Let f ∈ C^α(R^d ) for some d ≥ 0 and let u ∈ C^{1,α}(R^{k+d} ) be a weak solution of the equation

(2.5) Δu(x^′, x^{′′}) = g(x^′)f(x^{′′})

where x^′ ∈ R^k , x^{′′} ∈ R^d , Δ = Δ_x′ + Δ_x′′ .

Then u ∈ W^{2,∞}_{loc} (R^n ), n = k + d, and the following a priori estimate holds: For all balls B_n(z, R) and B_n(z, R_1) in R^n where 0 < R < R_1, z ∈ R^n , sup B_n(z,R) |D_{ij} u| ≤ C ( sup B_n(z,R_1 ) |u| + ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ‖f‖_Cα_{(πdBn(z,R1))} + ( sup π_dB_n(z,R_1) |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_) ) (2.6)

with C = C(n, α, R, R_1). Here π_d(x^′, x^{′′}) = x^{′′} for x^′ ∈ R^k , x^{′′} ∈ R^d for d > 0; for d = 0, π_d(x^′) = 0.

Remark 2.7.

(i) The case d = 0 means that f is a constant and the terms in (2.6) with f then equal this constant.

(ii) The reason for the condition k ≥ 2 will become clear in the proof of the theorem, when Lemma 2.5 is applied.

(iii) Note that if k = 0, d ≥ 2, one has stronger conclusions: Equation (2.5) becomes Δu(y) = f(y) with f ∈ C^α(R^d ), so by Proposition 2.4, u ∈ C^{2,α}(R^d ). The a priori estimate analogous to (2.6) is then a consequence of Hölderestimates for u (see e. g., [7, Corollary 6.3]).

(iv) Using the standard fact ([2, Theorem 4 in 5.8]) that W^{2,∞}_{loc} (R^n ) = C^{1,1}_{loc} (R^n ) (with equivalent norms) we may replace the term sup_{Bn(z,R)} |D_{ij} u| by [u]_{1,1,Bn(z,R)} on the left hand side in (2.6).

(v) For the special solution to (2.5) given by the Newton potential of gf, the estimate (2.6) holds without the term sup_{Bn(z,R1 )} |u| on the right hand side (see (2.16)).

Since the proof of Theorem 2.6 is a bit lenghty we present it separately in subsection 2.3.

The following proposition, on solutions to Poisson’s equation, when the inhomogeneity f in Δu = f is a homogeneous function, is needed often in the paper.

Proposition 2.8. Assume that the function g satisfies g(rω) = r^kG(ω) with G ∈ L^∞(S^{n−1}) and P^{(n)}_{k+2}G = 0.

Then there exists a solution u to

Δu = g on B_n(0, R) ⊂ R^n ,

(2.7)

satisfying u(rω) = r^{k+2}U(ω) with U ∈ C^{1,α}(S^{n−1}) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof : Let g_{l,m}(r) = ∫ S^{n−1} g(rω)Y_{l,m}(ω) dω = r^k ∫ S^{n−1} G(ω)Y_{l,m}(ω) dω = r^k g_{l,m}.

Then (see (1.26) for h(l)) g(rω) = r^k ∞∑ l=0,l≠k+2 h(l)−1∑

m=0 g_{l,m}Y_{l,m}(ω), since g_{k+2,m} = 0 for all m.

Now define U(ω) = ∞∑ l=0,l≠k+2 h(l)−1∑

m=0 g_{l,m} b_l(n, k) Y_{l,m}(ω) (2.8)

with b_l(n, k) ≡ (k + 2)((k + 2) + n − 2) − l(l + n − 2). Note that b_l(n, k)) ≠ 0 for l ≠ k + 2. Since ∑ l,m g_{l,m}Y_{l,m} ∈ L^2(S^{n−1}) (since G ∈ L^∞(S^{n−1})) the sum (2.8) therefore converges in L^2(S^{n−1}).

Make the ‘Ansatz’ u(rω) = r^{k+2}U(ω), and denote for N ∈ N

g_N (rω) = N∑ l=0,l≠k+2 h(l)−1∑

m=0 g_{l,m}r^k Y_{l,m}(ω),

u_N (rω) = r^{k+2} N∑ l=0,l≠k+2 h(l)−1∑

m=0 g_{l,m} b_l(n, k) Y_{l,m}(ω). Now let ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 ( B_n(0, R) ) , then, using that L^2Y_{l,m} = l(l + n − 2)Y_{l,m}, ∫ B_n(0,R) ϕ(Δu − g) dx = ∫ B_n(0,R) (Δϕ)(u − u_N ) dx + ∫ B_n(0,R) ϕ(g_N − g) dx. (2.9)

Since u − u_N → 0, g − g_N → 0 (in L^2 - sense) for N → 0, the RHS of 2.9 tends to zero for N → 0. Hence u = r^{k+2}U(ω) solves 2.7 in the distributional sense. With w the Newton potential corresponding to g (see 2.2), we have w ∈ C^{1,α}(B_n(0, R)) due to Proposition 2.3, and u − w is harmonic, so u ∈ C^{1,α}(B_n(0, R)). This implies that U ∈ C^{1,α}(S^{n−1}). □ We prove the following useful lemma:

Lemma 2.9. Let G : U → R^n for U ⊂ R^{n+m} a neighbourhood of a point (0, y_0) ∈ R^n × R^m . Assume G(0, y) = 0 for all y such that (0, y) ∈ U. Let f(x, y) = {_x |x| · G(x, y) x ≠ 0, 0 x = 0.

Then, for α ∈ (0, 1], G ∈ C^{0,α}(U; R^n ) ⇒ f ∈ C^{0,α}(U). (2.10) Furthermore, ‖f‖_Cα_{(U)} ≤ 2‖G‖_Cα_{(U)}.

Proof : Let α ∈ (0, 1]. We need to estimate^{f (x1,y1)−f (x2,y2)}

|(x_1,y_1)−(x_2,y_2)|^α .

Suppose first that x_2 = 0. Then f(x_2, y_2) = 0 and we get

|f(x_1, y_1) − f(0, y_2)| |(x_1, y_1) − (0, y_2)|^α ≤ | | |^{x1}_{|x1|} · G(x1, y1) | | | |x_1|^α ≤ | | | | x_1 |x_1| | | | | · |G(x_1, y_1)| |x_1|^α ≤ ‖G‖_Cα_{(U)}, since G ∈ C^α(U; R^n ) and G(0, y_1) = 0.

Next, suppose 0 < |x_2| ≤ |x_1|. By the triangle inequality: | f(x_1, y_1) − f(x_2, y_2) | ≤ | | x1 |x_1| · ( G(x_1, y_1) − G(x_2, y_2) )| | + | | |( x_1 |x_1| − x_2 |x_2| ) · G(x_2, y_2) | | |. Using that G is C^α and that G(0, y_2) = 0, we get | |f(x_1, y_1) − f(x_2, y_2) | | ≤ ‖G‖_Cα_{(U)} (| |(x_1, y_1) − (x_2, y_2) | |^α + | | | ( x_1 |x_1| − x_2 |x_2| )| | |x2|^α ) . To control the last term—divided by | (x_1, y_1) − (x_2, y_2) |_α —we first derive a lower bound on | |(x_1, y_1) − (x_2, y_2) | |^α: | (x_1, y_1) − (x_2, y_2) |_2 ≥ |x_1 − x_2|^2 = ( |x_1| − |x_2| )_2

+ |x_1| |x_2| ( x_1 |x_1| − x_2 |x_2| )_2 ≥ |x_1| |x_2| ( x_1 |x_1| − x_2 |x_2| )_2 . Therefore, using the assumption 0 < |x_2| ≤ |x_1|, | |(x_1, y_1) − (x_2, y_2) | |^α ≥ |x_2|^α | | x1 |x_1| − x_2 |x_2| | |^α. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

The following obvious lemma is used repeatedly throughout the paper:

Lemma 2.10. Assume f(rω) = r^2G(ω) with G ∈ C^{1,1}(R^n \ {0}) ∩ L^∞(R^n ). Then f ∈ C^{1,1}(R^n ).

Proof : The first derivatives of f trivially exist and are continuous. Therefore it suffices to show that all derivatives of f of second order belong to L^∞_{loc}(R^n ); the result then follows from Remark 2.7 (iv).

∂^2f ∂x_j ∂x_k = 2δ_{j,k}G(ω) + 2 ( x_j ∂G ∂x_k + x_k ∂G ∂x_j ) + r^2

∂^2G ∂x_j ∂x_k ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^n ),

since G ∈ C^{1,1}(R^n \ {0}). This proves the lemma. □

Note that better regularity cannot be expected without assuming continuity of G at x = 0. On the other hand, if G only depends on ω ∈ S^{n−1}, and G is continuous at x = 0, then G is a constant.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.6.

We first investigate, for x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R_1), the behaviour of the Newton potential w as given in (2.2), namely

w(x_0) = ∫ B_n(z,R_1 ) Γ(x_0 − y)g(y^′)f(y^{′′}) dy (2.11)

with y = (y^′, y^{′′}) ∈ R^{k+d} = R^n .

Since u and w are C^{1,α} - solutions of (2.5) in B_n(z, R_1) (see Proposition 2.2), h = u − w is harmonic. Any harmonic function h in a bounded domain Ω satisfies the following a priori estimate (see [7, Theorem 2.10]):

(2.12) sup_K |D_{ij} h| ≤ C(n) δ^2 sup_Ω |h| , i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, with K compact, K ⊂ Ω ⊂ R^n , and δ = dist(K, ∂Ω). So, by (2.11) and (2.12), for x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R) (recall that h = u − w) |D_{ij} u(x_0)| ≤ C(n) (R_1 − R)^2 ( sup B_n(z,R_1 ) |u| + C(n, R_1) ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| )( sup π_dB_n(z,R_1) |f| )) + |D_{ij} w(x_0)|. (2.13)

Therefore to prove that u ∈ W^{2,∞}_{loc} (R^n ) and that u satisfies (2.6) it obviously remains to show that w satisfies the a priori estimate (2.6). This will be done via Lemma 2.5 and will finish the proof of Theorem 2.6.

We proceed as follows: Define N = {(x^′, x^{′′}) ∈ R^n | x^′ = 0} and note that |N| = 0 (|N| denotes n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of N) and that for every ball B_n ⊂ R^n , B_n \ N is still a domain. For this the assumption k ≥ 2 is vital (see also Remark 2.7 (ii)). Note also that (still with x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R_1)) w can be written as w(x_0) = ∫ B_n(z,R_1)\N Γ(x_0 − y)g(y^′)f(y^{′′}) dy. (2.14)

Taking into account the Hölder continuity assumptions on g and f it is easily seen that for every domain Ω ⊂ R^n , gf ∈ C^α(Ω \ N). Hence (2.14) and Proposition 2.4 implies that w ∈ C^{2,α} ( B_n(z, R_1) \ N ) . Now we are ready to apply Lemma 2.5: Pick Ω = B_n(z, R_1) \ N and Ω_0 = B_n(z, R_2) with R_1 < R_2, then we obtain from (2.4), for x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R_1) \ N, that

D_{ij} w(x_0) = ∫ B_n(z,R_2)

D_{ij} Γ(x_0 − y) ( (gf)(y) − (gf)(x_0) ) dy − (gf)(x_0) ∫ ∂B_n(z,R_2 ) D_iΓ(x_0 − y)ν_j (y) dσ(y)

≡ I(x_0) + J(x_0).

(2.15)

Here as before gf is extended by zero outside B_n(z, R_1) \ N. Noting again that |N| = 0, we can use this integral representation to derive the a priori estimates on D_{ij} w. We want to show that for 0 < R < R_1 sup B_n(z,R) |D_{ij} w| (2.16) ≤ C_2 [( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ‖f‖_Cα_{(πdBn(z,R1))} + ( sup π_dB_n(z,R_1) |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_) ]

where C_2 = C_2(n, α, R_1 − R, R/R_1). Inequality (2.16) together with inequality (2.13) will yield the desired a priori estimate (2.6) and implies in particular that u ∈ W^{2,∞}_{loc} (R^{k+d} ). So to finish the proof of Theorem 2.6 it remains to prove inequality (2.16). For this we have to estimate the integrals I(x_0) and J(x_0) in (2.15). We state the estimates in the following lemma (Lemma 2.11), which we then apply to prove inequality (2.16). The proof of Lemma 2.11 is given afterwards. For convenience we shall henceforth use the following notation: B = B_n(z, R), B_j = B_n(z, R_j ), j = 1, 2.

Lemma 2.11. With I(x_0) and J(x_0) as in (2.15) we have the estimates |I(x_0)| ≤ C(n) ( R_2 R_1 − R )_n( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) + C(n, α) (R_1 − R)^α ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| )[ f ] α,π_dB_1 + C(n, α) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_), (2.17) |J(x_0)| ≤ C(n) sup_{Bn(z,R)} |gf| ( R_2 R_2 − R )_{n−1} . (2.18)

for x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R) \ N.

Combining the inequalities (2.17) and (2.18) with (2.15) leads to the a priori estimate sup x_0∈B_n(z,R) |D_{ij} w(x_0)| (2.19) ≤ C(n) [( R_2 R_1 − R )_n + ( R_2 R_2 − R )_{n−1}]( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| )

+ C(n, α) [ (R_1 − R)^α ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) [ f ] α,π_dB_1 + ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_) ] . Finally we pick R_2 = 2R_1 and obtain, with C = C(n, α, R, R_1), sup B_n(z,R) |D_{ij} w| ≤ C [( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ‖f‖_Cα_{(πdB1)} (2.20) + ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_) ] . This finishes the proof of (2.16) and according to our previous considerations the proof of Theorem 2.6. It remains to prove the estimates in Lemma 2.11.

Proof of Lemma 2.11 : We start by proving the estimate (2.18) on J(x_0). For y ∈ ∂B_2 and x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R) \ N we have |x_0 − y| ≥ R_2 − R. This, and |D_iΓ(x_0 − y)| ≤ C(n) |x_0 − y|^{n+1} , yields |J(x_0)| ≤ |(gf)(x_0)| | ∫ ∂B_2 |D_iΓ(x_0 − y) ν_j (y) dσ(y)| ≤ C(n) sup_{Bn(z,R)} |gf| ( R_2 R_2 − R )_{n−1} , verifying (2.18).

It remains to prove the estimate (2.17) on I(x_0). This is more involved. With R^′ = R_1 − R and Ω = B_n(z, R_2) \ N, write

I(x_0) = I_1(x_0, R^′) + I_2(x_0, R^′)

(2.21) with

I_1(x_0, R^′) = ∫ Ω\B_n(x_0,R^′)

D_{ij} Γ(x_0 − y) ( (gf)(y) − (gf)(x_0) ) dy, I_2(x_0, R^′) = ∫ B_n(x_0,R^′ )

D_{ij} Γ(x_0 − y) ( (gf)(y) − (gf)(x_0) ) dy. Clearly we have (since gf ≡ 0 on B_2 \ B_1 and g is homogeneous)

|I_1(x_0, R^′)| ≤ 2 ( sup_{B1} |gf| ) ∫ Ω\B_n(x_0,R^′ ) |D_{ij} Γ(x_0 − y)| dy ≤ C(n) ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| )( R_2 R^′ )_n . (2.22)

The estimate for I_2(x_0, R^′) will be more involved and we need several steps.

First notice that

(D_{ij} Γ)(x) =

P_2(x) |x|^{n+2} , (2.23)

where P_2 is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree 2 (which clearly depends on the indices i, j; we suppress these for simplicity). Use polar coordinates x = rω, r = |x|, ω = x/|x|, and obtain (using ∫ S^{n−1} P2(ω) dω = 0, and (2.23)) that

(2.24) I_2(x_0, R^′) = C(n) ∫_R′ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{−1}P_2(ω) ( gf ) (x_0 + rω) dω dr. Denote x ∈ R^n by x = (x^′, x^{′′}) = rω = r(ω^′, ω^{′′}) where ω^′ ∈ R^k , ω^{′′} ∈ R^d (so that |ω^′|^2 + |ω^{′′}|^2 = 1; when d = 0, ω^{′′} ≡ 0). With this, write

I_2(x_0, R^′) = C(n) ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1} ( I^{(1)}_2 (x_0, r) + I^{(2)}_2 (x_0, r) ) dr (2.25)

with (I^{(1)}_2 = 0 when d = 0)

I^{(1)}_2 (x_0, r) = ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) g(x^′_0 + rω^′) ( f(x^{′′}_0 + rω^{′′}) − f(x^{′′}_0 ) ) dω, I^{(2)}_2 (x_0, r) = f(x^{′′}_0 ) ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) g(x^′_0 + rω^′) dω.

We need to estimate |I^{(1)}_2 | and |I^{(2)}_2 | such that we gain a suitable r-behaviour for small, respectively, large r which will enable us to estimate |I_2(x_0, R^′)|.

Firstly, due to Lemma 2.5, (gf)(y) is defined to be zero for y ∈ B_2 \ B_1 in I(x_0) and formula (2.15) holds for x_0 ∈ B_1 \ N. Using this formula just for x_0 ∈ B_n(z, R)\N we have x_0 +rω ∈ B_1 for all r with 0 ≤ r ≤ R^′ = R_1 −R and therefore (up to the zero set N ∪ ∂B_1) we can make use of the Hölder continuity properties of g and f for the points x_0 and x_0 + rω in the integrals above.

Using the Hölder continuity of f and the homogeneity of g we obtain

|I^{(1)}_2 (x_0, r)| = r^α | | | ∫ S^{n−1} |ω^{′′}|^αP_2(ω) g(x^′_0 + rω^′) f(x^{′′}_0 + rω^{′′}) − f(x^{′′}_0 ) r^α|ω^{′′}|^α dω | | | ≤ C(n) r^α ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) [f]_{α, πdB1}

(for [f]_{α, πdB1} , see Definition 2.1). Hence ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1}|I^{(1)}_2 (x_0, r)| dr ≤ C(n) α (R^′)^α ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) [f]_{α, πdB1} . (2.26)

To estimate the second term in (2.25), we write in the following x^′_0 = |x^′_0| η with

η ∈ S^{k−1} and define s by r = |x^′_0|s. Then | | | ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1}I^{(2)}_2 (x_0, r) dr | | | (2.27) = | |f(x^{′′}_0 ) | | | | ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1} ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) g(|x^′_0|η + rω^′) dω dr | | = | |f(x^{′′}_0 ) | | | | | ∫ R^′_{|x′0 |} 0 s^{−1} ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) g(η + sω^′) dω ds | | | where we used that g is homogeneous of degree zero and |x^′_0| ≠ 0. Because of

the s^{−1}-term in the s-integral we have to control the ω-integral for s → 0 and for

|x^′_0| → 0.

Define, for 0 ≤ s_1 < s_2 ≤ ∞,

K(s_1, s_2) = ∫_{s2} s_1 s^{−1} ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω)g(η + sω^′) dω ds. (2.28)

The behaviour of K for different regimes of s_1 and s_2 is expressed in Lemma 2.12 be-

low. Applying it, we get that (for all |x^′_0| ∈ (0, ∞)) | |K(0, R^′/|x^′_0|) | | ≤ C(n, α) ‖g‖_{Cα(Sk−1)} (for ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_), see Definition 2.1).

Since due to (2.27) | | | ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1}I^{(2)}_2 (x_0, r) dr | | | = |f(x^{′′}_0 )| | |K(0, R^′/|x^′_0|) | | we obtain

(2.29) | | | ∫_R′ 0 r^{−1}I^{(2)}_2 (x_0, r) dr | | | ≤ C(n, α) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_). Further via (2.25), (2.26) and (2.29) lead to

|I_2(x_0, R^′)| ≤ C(n, α) (R^′)^α ( sup_{Sk−1} |g| ) [ f ] α, π_dB_1 + C(n, α) ( sup_{πdB1} |f| ) ‖g‖_Cα_{(S}k−1_). (2.30)

The estimate (2.17) now follows from (2.21), (2.22), and (2.30).

Proving Lemma 2.12 below will finish the proof of Lemma 2.11. □

Lemma 2.12. With K as in (2.28) we have:

(i) s_1 = 0, s_2 ≤ 1/2: | |K(0, s_2) | | ≤ C(n, α)[g]_{α,Sk−1}. (2.31)

(ii) 1/2 ≤ s_1 < s_2 ≤ 4: | |K(s_1, s_2) | | ≤ C(n) sup S^{k−1} |g|. (2.32)

(iii) 4 ≤ s_1 and s_2 → ∞: | |K(s_1, s_2) | | ≤ C(n, α)[g]_{α,Sk−1} + C(n) sup S^{k−1} |g|. (2.33)

Proof of Lemma 2.12 :

(i): Since ∫ S^{n−1} P2(ω) dω = 0 and g is homogeneous of degree 0 we have

K(0, s_2) = ∫_{s2} 0 s^{−1} ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) ( g ( η + sω′ |η + sω^′| ) − g(η) ) dω ds. Note that |η + sω^′| ≥ 1 − s ≥ 1/2. Since g ∈ C^α(S^{k−1}) we obtain | |K(0, s_2) | | ≤ C(n) [g]_{α,Sk−1} ∫_{s2} 0 s^{−1} | | | η + sω^′ |η + sω^′| − η | | |^α ds. This, and | | η + sω^′ |η + sω^′| − η | | ≤ s + | |1 − |η + sω′| | | |η + sω^′| ≤ 2s |η + sω^′| ≤ 2s 1 − s ≤ 4s implies (2.31).

(ii): This follows directly from the definition of K (see (2.28)). (iii): This is the most involved case. We write the unit sphere S^{n−1} as the union of Σ(s) = { ω ∈ S^{n−1} | | s|ω^′| ≤ √s } = {ω ∈ S^{n−1} | | |ω^′| ≤ 1√ s } (2.34)

and its complement Σ(s)^c (when d = 0, Σ(s) = ∅ for s > 1) and write K(s_1, s_2) = A_1 + A_2 + A_3 where (when d = 0, A_2 = 0 for s_1 > 1)

A_1 = ∫_{s2} s_1 s^{−1} ∫ Σ(s)^c P_2(ω) (g(η + sω^′) − g(sω^′)) dω ds, A_2 = ∫_{s2} s_1 s^{−1} ∫ Σ(s) P_2(ω) (g(η + sω^′) − g(sω^′)) dω ds, A_3 = ∫_{s2} s_1 s^{−1} ∫ S^{n−1} P_2(ω) g(sω^′) dω ds. The estimate (2.33) is a direct consequence of the following lemma. Proving it will finish the proof of Lemma 2.12. □

Lemma 2.13. We have |A_1| ≤ C(n, α) [ g ] α, S^{k−1}, (2.35) |A_2| ≤ C(n) sup_{Sk−1} |g|, (2.36)

A_3 = 0.

(2.37)

Proof : A_1 : Note first that since s|ω^′| ≥ 2 and |η + sω^′| ≥ 1 in Σ(s)^c we obtain, using the homogeneity of degree zero of g and the Hölder continuity of g on S^{k−1}, that |A_1| ≤ C(n) [ g ] α,S^{k−1} ∫_{s2} s_1 s^{−1} ∫ Σ^c(s) | | | η + sω^′ |η + sω^′| − sω^′ |sω^′| | | |^α dω ds.

Then by using the triangle inequality and that s|ω^′| ≥ √ s ≥ 2, we get | | η + sω^′ |η + sω^′| − sω^′ |sω^′| | | ≤ 1 + | | |sω^′| − |η + sω^′| | | |η + sω^′| ≤ 2 |η + sω^′| ≤ 2 √ s − 1 ≤ 4 √ s which leads to |A_1| ≤ C(n, α) [ g ] α, S^{k−1}s −^α_2 1 ≤ C(n, α) [ g ] α, S^{k−1}, verifying (2.35).

A_2 : For d = 0, A_2 = 0. For d > 0, the estimate (2.36) is a consequence of the following lemma, which is not hard to prove using polar coordinates in R^n (we omit the proof):

Lemma 2.14. Let |Σ(s)| denote the n − 1-dimensional surface measure of Σ(s). Then (2.38) | Σ(s) | ≤ C(n)s^{−1/2}. From (2.38) we immediately get (2.36): |A_2| ≤ ( ∫ ∞ 4 s^{−1} | Σ(s) | ds ) C(n) sup_{Sk−1} |g| ≤ C(n) sup_{Sk−1} |g|. A_3 : We have (2.39) A_3 = 0 as a consequence of the lemma below (when d = 0, (2.39) is trivially true, due to the assumptions on g), since, by assumption, g|_Sk−1 is orthogonal to h^{(k)}_2 (the subspace of L^2(S^{k−1}) spanned by the spherical harmonics of degree 2).

Lemma 2.15. Let 0 < k < n and suppose ϕ ∈ L^2(S^{k−1}) is orthogonal to h^{(k)}_2 .

Let ϕ̃ denote the following ‘natural’ extension of ϕ: ϕ̃ ( (x, y) |(x, y)| ) = { ϕ (_x |x| ) for |x| ≠ 0, 0 for |x| = 0.

Then ϕ̃ ∈ L^2(S^{n−1}) and ϕ̃ is orthogonal to h^{(n)}_2 .

Proof : Since ϕ can be expanded in the natural basis of L^2(S^{k−1}) it suffices to consider a ϕ which is the restriction to S^{k−1} of a harmonic, homogeneous polynomial P_s of degree s ≠ 2. Then P̃_s(x, y) = P_s(x) for (x, y) ∈ R^n is a harmonic homogeneous polynomial in R^n of degree s ≠ 2. Therefore ϕ̃, being the restriction of P̃_s to S^{n−1}, is orthogonal in L^2(S^{n−1}) to h^{(n)}_2 . □

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.13, and therefore finally the proof of Theorem 2.6. □

3. Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4

We recall that for notational simplicity we shall give the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 only for the atomic case.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ψ satisfy (H − V )ψ = 0 in R^{3N} , with V as in (1.1), and let F_2 and F_3 be given as in (1.9) and (1.10). Define ϕ_3 by the equation ψ = e^{F2 +F3} ϕ_3. Recall that ΔF_2 = V . We now make use of Lemma 3.1 below which, together with Theorem 2.6, is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Due to this lemma, there exists a function K_3 : R^{3N} → R such that ΔK_3 = −|∇F_2|^2, and G_3 ≡ K_3 − F_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ). Define ζ_3 by ψ = e^{F2+K3} ζ_3

(3.1) that is, ζ_3 = e^{−G3} ϕ_3. Since G_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ), it remains to prove Lemma 3.1 below and that ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ), then ϕ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ) will follow.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a function G_3 : R^{3N} → R, G_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ) such that the function

K_3(x) = K_3(x_1, . . . , x_N ) = Z

(2 − π) 12π ∑ 1≤j<k≤N (x_j · x_k) ln(x^2_j + x^2_k)

+ G_3(x)

(3.2) solves the equation ΔK_3 = −|∇F_2|^2, with F_2 as in (1.9).

Remark 3.2. Note that the function (x · y) ln(x^2 + y^2) belongs to C^{1,α}(R^6 ) for all α ∈ (0, 1), but not to C^{1,1}(R^6 ).

Proof : Note that

∇F_2 = − Z 2 ( x_1 |x_1| , . . . , x_N |x_N | ) + 1 4 (^N∑ j=2 x_1 − x_j |x_1 − x_j | , . . . , N−1∑ j=1 x_N − x_j |x_N − x_j | ) , (3.3)

so that

|∇F_2|^2 = (NZ2 4 + N(N − 1) 16 ) − Z 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N γ_2(x_j , x_k) + 1 8 ∑ 1≤j<k<l≤N γ_3(x_j , x_k, x_l)

≡ Γ_1 + Γ_2(x) + Γ_3(x),

(3.4) with (x, y, z ∈ R^3 )

γ_2(x, y) = ( x |x| − y |y| ) · x − y |x − y| , (3.5) γ_3(x, y, z) = x − y |x − y| · x − z |x − z| + y − x |y − x| · y − z |y − z| + z − x |z − x| · z − y |z − y| . Therefore it is natural to make the ’Ansatz’ K_3 = μ̂ + κ̂ + ν̂, and look for μ̂, κ̂, ν̂ solving Δμ̂ = −Γ_1 , Δκ̂ = −Γ_2 , Δν̂ = −Γ_3.

First, it is easily seen that with μ(x) = |x|^2, x ∈ R^3 , the function

μ̂(x) = − 1 6 (^N∑ j=1 Z^2 4 μ(x_j ) + ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 16 μ(x_j − x_k) ) , satisfies Δμ̂ = −Γ_1, μ̂ ∈ C^∞(R^{3N} ).

Further, it suffices to find functions κ and ν such that κ(x, y) = 2 − π 3π (x · y) log(x^2 + y^2) + κ_1(x, y) , κ_1 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ),

with (Δ_x + Δ_y )κ(x, y) = γ_2(x, y),

(3.6)

and ν ∈ C^{1,1}(R^9 ) with

(Δ_x + Δ_y + Δ_z)ν(x, y, z) = γ_3(x, y, z),

(3.7)

since letting

κ̂(x) = Z 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N κ(x_j , x_k ) , ν̂(x) = − 1 8 ∑ 1≤j<k<l≤N ν(x_j , x_k, x_l) gives (Δ = ∑_N j=1 Δ_j )

Δκ̂(x) = Z 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N ( (Δ_j + Δ_k)κ ) (x_j , x_k) = −Γ_2(x),

Δν̂(x) = − 1 8 ∑ 1≤j<k<l≤N ( (Δ_j + Δ_k + Δ_l)ν ) (x_j , x_k, x_l) = −Γ_3(x).

The functions κ and ν are constructed in Appendices A and B. Lemma 3.1 then follows from Lemma A.1 and Lemma B.1. □

Remark 3.3. Summarizing, one can say that only those points where the coordinates of (at least) 2 electrons coincide with that of the nucleus (x_i = x_j = 0) give rise to the logarithmic terms in K_3. These terms stem from the function κ and are due to the type of singularity of the γ_2-terms in |∇F_2|^2. There is no such contribution from the function ν, i.e., from the γ_3-terms in |∇F_2|^2. This is due to the permutational symmetry of ν with respect to the electron coordinates as will be seen from the proof of Lemma B.1.

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 it remains to prove that ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ). Using (H − E)ψ = 0 and H = −Δ + V , we get the following equation for ζ_3 (see (1.5) and (3.1); set F = F_2 + K_3 and ϕ = ζ_3)

Δζ_3 + 2∇ ( F_2 + K_3 ) · ∇ζ_3 (3.8) + ( Δ ( F_2 + K_3 ) + |∇ ( F_2 + K_3 ) |^2 + (E − V ) ) ζ_3 = 0.

Using ΔF_2 = V and ΔK_3 = −|∇F_2|^2, this reduces to the equation

Δζ_3 + 2∇ ( F_2 + K_3 ) · ∇ζ_3 (3.9) + ( |∇K_3|^2 + 2∇F_2 · ∇K_3 + E ) ζ_3 = 0.

This eliminated one of the terms in the equation for ζ_3 that was only in L^∞(R^{3N} ), and not continuous, namely |∇F_2|^2.

To deal with the two remaining ones (containing ∇F_2), re-arrange the equation (3.9):

Δζ_3 + ∇F_2 · ( 2∇ζ_3 + 2ζ_3∇K_3 ) (3.10) + ( |∇K_3|^2 + E ) ζ_3 + 2∇K_3 · ∇ζ_3 = 0.

Define Ψ = (Ψ_1, . . . , Ψ_N ) : R^{3N} → R^{3N} by Ψ(x_1, . . . , x_N ) = 2∇ζ_3 + 2ζ_3∇K_3.

(3.11)

That is, Ψ_j = (Ψ_{j,1}, Ψ_{j,2}, Ψ_{j,3}) : R^{3N} → R^3 with

Ψ_{j,i} = 2 ∂ζ_3 ∂x_{j,i} + 2ζ_3 ∂K_3 ∂x_{j,i} , j ∈ {1, . . . , N} , i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. (3.12)

Then ∇F_2 · ( 2∇ζ_3 + 2ζ_3∇K_3 ) = ∇F_2 · Ψ.

(3.13)

Since K_3, ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,α}(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1), we have Ψ_{j,i} ∈ C^α(R^{3N} ) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and α ∈ (0, 1). Next, let Ψ̂_{j,i} : R^{3(N−1)} → R be defined by Ψ̂_{j,i}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ) = Ψ_{j,i}(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, 0, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ), (3.14) that is, by setting x_j equal to zero in Ψ_{j,i}.

Furthermore, define, for j < k, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the functions Φ_{(j,k)} : R^{3N} → R^3 by

Φ_{(j,k)}(x_1, . . . , x_N ) =

(3.15)

Ψ_j (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k ), x_{j+1}, . . . , x_{k−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k ), x_{k+1}, . . . , x_N ) − Ψ_k(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k ), x_{j+1}, . . . , x_{k−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k), x_{k+1}, . . . , x_N ).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 will follow from the following two lemmas:

Lemma 3.4. Let Ψ̂_{j,i}, Φ_{(j,k),i} be defined according to (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15). Assume the functions u_{j,i}, v_{(j,k),i} solve the equations Δu_{j,i} = Z 2 x_{j,i} |x_j | Ψ̂_{j,i}, (3.16) Δv_{(j,k),i} = − 1 4 x_{j,i} − x_{k,i} |x_j − x_k| Φ_{(j,k),i}. (3.17)

Then u_{j,i}, v_{(j,k),i} ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ).

Lemma 3.5. Let Ψ̂_j , Φ_{(j,k)} be defined according to (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15). Then the functions 1 4 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k| · {( Ψ_j − Ψ_k ) − Φ_{(j,k)} } , (3.18) Z 2 x_j |x_j | · ( Ψ_j − Ψ̂_j ) (3.19)

all belong to C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

Let us first finish the proof of Theorem 1.1, using the two lemmas. Let the function U : R^{3N} → R be defined by U = 3∑ i=1 N∑ j=1 u_{j,i} + 3∑ i=1 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N v_{(j,k),i} (3.20) with the functions u_{j,i}, v_{(j,k),i} solving the equations (3.16) and (3.17). Then

ΔU = N∑ j=1 Z 2 x_j |x_j | · Ψ̂_j − ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 4 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k| · Φ_{(j,k)}, (3.21)

and, due to Lemma 3.4, U ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ).

Let W = ζ_3 − U, then due to (3.10), (3.21), and the form of ∇F_2 (see (3.3))

ΔW = N∑ j=1 − Z 2 x_j |x_j | · ( Ψ_j − Ψ̂_j ) − ( |∇K_3|^2 + E ) ζ_3 − 2∇K_3 · ∇ζ_3 − ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 4 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k| · {( Ψ_j − Ψ_k ) − Φ_{(j,k)} } . (3.22)

Using the fact that K_3, ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,α}(R^{3N} ), and Lemma 3.5, we conclude that the RHS in (3.22) belongs to C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1) . Due to Proposition 2.4, W ∈ C^{2,α}(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1), and so ζ_3 = W + U ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ) (since U ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ) as mentioned above).

This finishes the proof that ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ), and therefore ϕ_3 = e^{G3} ζ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ), since G_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ).

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.1, it therefore remains to prove Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 3.4 : Firstly, for u_{j,i}, this is a straightforward application of Theorem 2.6, with k = 3, d = 3(N − 1) and g ≡ x_{j,i} |x_j | , x^′ ≡ x_j ∈ R^3 , f ≡ Z 2 Ψ̂_{j,i} , x^{′′} ≡ (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ) ∈ R^{3(N−1)} . It has already been noted that Ψ_{j,i} ∈ C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1) and therefore (see (3.14)) also Ψ̂_{j,i} ∈ C^α(R^{3(N−1)} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1). Clearly,^{xj,i}_{|xj |} ∈ C^∞(R^3 \

{0}) ⊂ C^α(R^3 \ {0}), and P^{(3)}_2 (_{xj,i} |x_j | ) = 0, due to the anti-symmetry of the function x_{j,i} |x_j | . Therefore, all assumptions of Theorem 2.6 are fullfilled and it follows that

u_{j,i} ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ).

Secondly, for v_{(j,k),i}, we make an orthogonal change of coordinates: a =^{1√}_2 (x_j − x_k), b =^{1√}_2 (x_j + x_k), the other coordinates remaining unchanged. Due to the specific definition of Φ_{(j,k),i}, this brings us to a setup exactly as the one above for u_{j,i}. Since the orthogonal change of coordinates does not change the regularity, the conclusion follows as before.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4. □

Proof of Lemma 3.5 : First, note that the function G_j = Ψ_j − Ψ̂_j satisfies G_j ∈ C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1), and

G_j (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_j = 0, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ) = 0

for all (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_N ) ∈ R^{3(N−1)} .

Therefore, due to Lemma 2.9, Z 2 x_j |x_j | · ( Ψ_j − Ψ̂_j ) ∈ C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

Secondly, for the function 1 4 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k| · {( Ψ_j − Ψ_k ) − Φ_{(j,k)} } , the same orthogonal change of coordinates as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 brings us in the same situation as the above, again due to the specific definition of Φ_{(j,k)}. The conclusion follows as above.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.5. □

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Remark 1.5 is suffices to prove that (1.20) holds. We proceed similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1, but here we need to estimate carefully all the involved quantities uniformly (i.e., independently of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} ). For notational simplicity, we will prove (1.20) only in the case R^′ = 2R.

For the proof we need the following regularised version of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.1’. There exists a function G_{3,cut} : R^{3N} → R, G_{3,cut} ∈ C^{1,1}(R^{3N} ), such that the function

K_{3,cut}(x) =Z 2 − π 12π ∑ 1≤j<k≤N (x_j · x_k )χ(|x_j |)χ(|x_k |) ln(x^2_j + x^2_k )

+ G_{3,cut}(x) = F_{3,cut}(x) + G_{3,cut}(x)

(3.23)

(for F_{3,cut}, see (1.17)) solves the equation

ΔK_{3,cut} = −|∇F_{2,cut}|^2 + r_{cut},

with F_{2,cut} as defined in (1.16) and r_{cut} ∈ C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, G_{3,cut} can be chosen such that for all ρ > 0 the following estimate holds:

‖G_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} + ‖r_{cut}‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C,

(3.24)

for some constant C = C(ρ) > 0 independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} .

Proof : The proof of Lemma 3.1’ is analogous to that of Lemma 3.1. Instead of μ, κ, ν we will use functions μ_{cut}, κ_{cut} and ν_{cut} to be defined presently. With χ being the function defined in (1.14) we define μ_{cut}(x) = χ(|x|)μ(x) = χ(|x|)|x|^2, (3.25) κ_{cut}(x, y) = χ(|x|)χ(|y|)κ(x, y) (3.26) − 1 4 χ(3|y|) ( 1 − χ(|x|) )( |y|^2 x · y |x||y| )

− 1 4 χ(3|x|) ( 1 − χ(|y|) )( |x|^2 x · y |x||y| )

≡ χ(|x|)χ(|y|) 2 − π 3π (x · y) ln(x^2 + y^2) + κ_{1,cut}(x, y).

(Note that κ_{1,cut}(x, y) ≠ χ(|x|)χ(|y|)κ_1(x, y)). Let ν_{cut} be as in Lemma B.2, we then have

Δν_{cut} = γ_3 + h_ν ,

(3.27) ‖ν_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B9((x0,y0,z0),ρ))} + ‖h_ν ‖_Cα_{(B9 ((x0,y0,z0),ρ))} ≤ C, with γ_3 as in (3.5) and with C independent of (x_0, y_0, z_0) ∈ R^9 and ρ > 0.

For μ_{cut}, note that

Δμ_{cut} = Δ|x|^2 + Δ(μ_{cut} − |x|^2)

(3.28)

= 6 − Δ ( (1 − χ(|x|))|x|^2 ) ≡ 6 − h_μ, where obviously,

‖μ_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3(x0,ρ))} + ‖ ‖h_μ ‖ ‖_{Cα(B3 (x0,ρ))} ≤ C, (3.29)

with C independent of x_0 ∈ R^3 and ρ > 0.

For κ_{cut}, using Δκ = γ_2 (see (3.5) and (3.6)), that Δ_y(|y|^{2 x·y}_{|x||y|} ) = 4^{x·y}_{|x||y|} , and the support properties of χ, we have that

Δκ_{cut} = γ_2 − { 1 − χ(|x|)χ(|y|) }( 1 − χ(3|x|) − χ(3|y|) ) γ_2 − { χ(3|y|) ( 1 − χ(|x|) ) + χ(3|x|) ( 1 − χ(|y|) )}( γ_2 + x · y |x||y| ) + R_1 + R_2 + R_3,

≡ γ_2 − Hγ_2 − G ( γ_2 + x · y |x||y| ) + R_1 + R_2 + R_3,

(3.30)

where R_1 = χ(|y|)κΔ_xχ(|x|) + χ(|y|)2∇_xχ(|x|) · ∇_xκ + χ(|x|)κΔ_y χ(|y|) + χ(|x|)2∇_y χ(|y|) · ∇_yκ, R_2 = − 1 4 χ(3|y|)|y|^2 y |y| · Δ_x ( (1 − χ(|x|)) x |x| )

− 1 4 ( Δ_yχ(3|y|) ) |y|^2 y |y| · ( (1 − χ(|x|) x |x| )

− 1 2 ( ∇_yχ(3|y|) ) · ∇_y ( x · y |x||y| |y|^2 ( 1 − χ(|x|) )) , and where R_3 is R_2 with x and y interchanged.

Using that κ ∈ C^{1,α}(R^6 ) for all α ∈ (0, 1), and the support properties of χ, it is easily seen that ‖R_j ‖_Cα_{(B6 ((x0,y0),ρ))} ≤ C, (3.31)

with a constant C independent of (x_0, y_0)) ∈ R^6 and ρ > 0.

Since for all (x, y) ∈ R^6 , | |∇γ_2 | | ≤ 6 √ 2 ( 1 |x| + 1 |y| ) , | | |∇ ( γ_2 + x · y |x||y| )| | ≤ 8 √ 2 |x − y| we get, using the support properties of H and G, that

‖H ∇γ_2‖_L∞_{(R}6_) ≤ C , ‖ ‖G∇(γ_2 +^{x·y}_{|x||y|} ) ‖ ‖_{L∞(R6)} ≤ C.

Again using the support properties of H and G, this implies that ‖H γ_2‖_C0,1_{(B6 ((x0,y0),ρ))} ≤ C, (3.32) ‖ ‖G(γ_2 +^{x·y}_{|x||y|} ) ‖ ‖_{C0,1 (B6((x0,y0),ρ))} ≤ C, with a constant C independent of (x_0, y_0) ∈ R^6 and ρ > 0.

From (3.30), (3.31), and (3.32) we get

Δκ_{cut} = γ_2 + h_κ , ‖h_κ‖_Cα_{(B6 ((x0,y0),ρ))} ≤ C,

(3.33)

with a constant C independent of (x_0, y_0) ∈ R^6 and ρ > 0. Note that (see (3.26) and (A.2)) κ_{1,cut}(x, y) = χ(|x|)χ(|y|) ( (x^2 + y^2)G_{κ1} ( (x, y) |(x, y)| )) , G_{κ1} ∈ C^{1,1}(S^5).

Therefore, due to the compact support of χ,

‖κ_{1,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B6 ((x0,y0),ρ))} ≤ C

(3.34)

with C independent of (x_0, y_0) ∈ R^6 and ρ > 0.

Observe that

|∇F_2|^2 = |∇F_{2,cut}|^2 + ∇(F_2 − F_{2,cut}) · ∇(F_2 + F_{2,cut})

(3.35)

and that

∇(F_2 − F_{2,cut}) · ∇(F_2 + F_{2,cut}) = N∑ j=1 ∇_j (F_2 − F_{2,cut}) · ∇_j (F_2 + F_{2,cut})

= N∑ j=1 ⃗b_j · x^j |x_j | + ∑ 1≤j<k≤N ⃗b_{(j,k)} · x^j − x^k |x_j − x_k| , where ⃗b_j = − Z 2 { 1 + χ(|x_j |) + χ^′(|x_j |)|x_j | }( ⃗a_j + N∑ l=1,l≠j ⃗a_{(j,l)} ) , ⃗b_{(j,k)} = 1 4 { 1 + χ(|x_j − x_k |) + χ^′(|x_j − x_k|)|x_j − x_k| } × × ( ⃗a_j − ⃗a_k + N∑ l=1,l≠j ⃗a_{(j,l)} − N∑ l=1,l≠k ⃗a_{(k,l)} ) ,

⃗a_j = − Z 2 {( 1 − χ(|x_j |) ) − χ^′(|x_j |)|x_j | } x_j |x_j | , ⃗a_{(j,k)} = 1 4 {( 1 − χ(|x_j − x_k|) ) − χ^′(|x_j − x_k|)|x_j − x_k| } x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k | . Clearly (using the support properties of χ), for all β ∈ N^{3N} , ‖∂^β⃗b_j ‖_L∞_{(R}3N_) + ‖∂^β⃗b_{(j,k)}‖_L∞_{(R}3N_) ≤ C(β). (3.36)

Define

G_{1,cut} = 1 4 N∑ j=1 ⃗b_j · ( |x_j |^2 x_j |x_j | ) χ(|x_j |) + 1 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N ⃗b_{(j,k)} · ( | | x_j − x_k √ 2 | |^2 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k| ) χ(|x_j − x_k|).

Then, due to (3.36) and the support properties of χ,

‖G_{1,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C,

(3.37)

for some constant C = C(ρ) > 0 independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} . Using Δ(|x_j |^{2 xj}_{|xj |} ) = 4^{xj}_{|xj |} and Δ(|^{xj −xk√}_2 |^{2 xj −xk}_{|xj −xk |} ) = 4^{xj −xk}_{|xj −xk |} , we see that ΔG_{1,cut} = ∇(F_2 − F_{2,cut}) · ∇(F_2 + F_{2,cut}) + R,

(3.38)

with

R = 1 4 N∑ j=1 Δ ( χ(|x_j |)⃗b_j ) · ( |x_j |^2 x_j |x_j | )

+ 1 2 N∑ j=1 3∑ i=1 ∇_j ( χ(|x_j |)⃗b_{j,i} ) · ∇_j ( |x_j |^2 x_{j,i} |x_j | )

+ 1 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N Δ ( χ(|x_j − x_k|)⃗b_{(j,k)} ) · ( | | x_j − x_k √ 2 | |^2 xj − xk |x_j − x_k| )

+ 1 2 ∑ j<k 3∑ i=1 ∇_j ( χ(|x_j − x_k|)⃗b_{(j,k),i} ) · ∇_j ( | | x_j − x_k √ 2 | | |^2 x_{j,i} − x_{k,i} |x_j − x_k| )

+ N∑ j=1 ⃗b_j · x^j |x_j | ( 1 − χ(|x_j |) )

+ ∑ 1≤j<k≤N ⃗b_{(j,k)} · x^j − x^k |x_j − x_k| ( 1 − χ(|x_j − x_k|) ) .

From (3.36) and the support properties of χ, we see that ‖R‖_C0,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C, (3.39)

for some constant C independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} and ρ > 0.

Define

G_{3,cut} = G_{1,cut} + G_{2,cut}

(3.40) with G_{2,cut} = μ̂_{cut} + κ̂_{1,cut} + ν̂_{cut},

μ̂_{cut}(x) = − 1 6 (^N∑ j=1 Z^2 4 μ_{cut}(x_j ) + ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 16 μ_{cut}(x_j − x_k) ) , κ̂_{1,cut}(x) = Z 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N κ_{1,cut}(x_j , x_k),

ν̂_{cut}(x) = − 1 8 ∑ 1≤j<k<l≤N ν_{cut}(x_j , x_k, x_l).

Then, with K_{3,cut} defined as in (3.23), we have, using (3.38), (3.27), (3.33), (3.28), (3.35), (3.4) ΔK_{3,cut} = |∇F_2|^2 − |∇F_{2,cut}|^2 − Γ_1 − Γ_2 − Γ_3 + r_{cut} = −|∇F_{2,cut}|^2 + r_{cut},

(3.41) where, due to (3.27), (3.33), (3.39), (3.29), ‖r_{cut}‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C,

(3.42) for some constant C = C(ρ) > 0 independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} .

Also, using (3.40), (3.27), (3.29), (3.37) and (3.34), ‖G_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C,

(3.43) for some constant C independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} and ρ > 0. Now, (3.24) follows from (3.42) and (3.43). This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.1’. □ Let K_{3,cut} be the function constructed in Lemma 3.1’ above. Define (see (3.23), (1.15), and (1.18)) ζ_{3,cut} = e^{−F2,cut −K3,cut} ψ = e^{−G3,cut} ϕ_{3,cut}.

(3.44) Since for all ρ > 0 (using Lemma 3.1’) ‖F_{3,cut} − K_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} = ‖G_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} is bounded independently of x_0, to prove (1.20) is equivalent to proving ‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C(R)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,2R))}.

(3.45) Using that ζ_{3,cut} = e^{−G3,cut} ϕ_{3,cut}, the estimate (3.24) (twice), and the bound (1.21), we get, for all 0 < ρ < ρ^′, ‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,α_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))},

(3.46) with C = C(ρ, ρ^′). Proving (3.45) is improving (3.46) to α = 1.

The function ζ_{3,cut} satisfies the equation

Δζ_{3,cut} + 2 ( ∇F_{2,cut} + ∇K_{3,cut} ) · ∇ζ_{3,cut} + ( ΔF_{2,cut} + ΔK_{3,cut} + |∇F_{2,cut} + ∇K_{3,cut}|^2 + (E − V ) ) ζ_{3,cut} = 0.

We can rewrite this as Δζ_{3,cut} + 2∇F_{2,cut} · ( ∇ζ_{3,cut} + ζ_{3,cut}∇K_{3,cut} ) (3.47) + r_{1,cut} · ∇ζ_{3,cut} + r_{2,cut}ζ_{3,cut} = 0, with (since ΔF_2 = V and ΔK_{3,cut} = −|∇F_{2,cut}|^2 + r_{cut}) r_{1,cut} = 2∇K_{3,cut}, r_{2,cut} = ΔF_{2,cut} + r_{cut} + |∇K_{3,cut}|^2 + (E − V ) = Δ(F_{2,cut} − F_2) + r_{cut} + |∇K_{3,cut}|^2 + E.

By the construction of F_2 and F_{2,cut} (see (1.9), (1.14), and (1.16)) it is clear that for all ρ > 0 ‖Δ(F_{2,cut} − F_2)‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C, with C = C(ρ) independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} . Due to Lemma 3.1’ (see also (1.14)), ∇K_{3,cut} is C^α, and we have for all ρ > 0 ‖∇K_{3,cut}‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C, (3.48) with C = C(ρ) independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} . This, together with (3.24), means that ‖r_{j,cut}‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C, j = 1, 2, (3.49) where C = C(ρ) is independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} .

In order to finish the proof, we introduce a localisation. Let f : R → R, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1, be decreasing and such that f(t) = 1 for t < 0 and f(t) = 0 for t > 1, and define, for ρ > 0, λ > 1, θ(x) ≡ θ_{ρ,λ}(x) = f (_1 λ−1 (^{|x−x0|}_ρ − 1) ) . (3.50) (So θ(x) = 1 on B_{3N} (x_0, ρ) and θ(x) = 0 outside B_{3N} (x_0, λρ)).

Clearly the derivatives of θ are bounded independently of x_0. Below, all constants C = C(ρ) also depend on λ > 1; we omit this dependence in the notation. On the set B_{3N} (x_0, ρ)), θζ_{3,cut} satisfies the following equation: Δ(θζ_{3,cut}) + 2∇F_{2,cut} · ( ∇(θζ_{3,cut}) + (θζ_{3,cut})∇K_{3,cut} ) (3.51) + r_{1,cut} · ∇(θζ_{3,cut}) + r_{2,cut}(θζ_{3,cut}) = 0.

Using (3.51) we will deduce that ‖θ_{R,}^√_2 ζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C(R)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,2R))},

(3.52) from which (3.45) clearly follows (since θ ≡ 1 on B_{3N} (x_0, R)). To prove Theorem 1.4, it therefore remains to prove (3.52).

Proof of (3.52) : Let Ψ_{j,i,cut} be defined as Ψ_{j,i,} was in (3.12) but with ζ_3, K_3 replaced by θζ_{3,cut}, K_{3,cut}, that is (j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}),

Ψ_{j,i,cut} = 2

∂(θζ_{3,cut}) ∂x_{j,i} + 2(θζ_{3,cut}) ∂K_{3,cut} ∂x_{j,i} . (3.53)

(Here, θ ≡ θ_{R,}^√_2). We define Ψ̂_{j,i,cut}, Φ_{(j,k),i,cut} analogously to Ψ̂_{j,i}, Φ_{(j,k),i} defined in (3.14) and (3.15). Using (3.48) and (3.46) we get that for all 0 < ρ < ρ^′, ‖ ‖Ψ_{j,i,cut} ‖ ‖_{Cα(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C(ρ)‖θζ_{3,cut}‖_{C1,α(B3N (x0,ρ))} (3.54) ≤ C(ρ, ρ^′, R)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))}. We then have the following result, similar to Lemma 3.4:

Lemma 3.4’. Let u_{j,i,cut}, v_{(j,k),i,cut} be the solutions to the equations (3.16), (3.17) (with Ψ̂_{j,i}, Φ_{(j,k),i} replaced by Ψ̂_{j,i,cut}, Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}) given by the Newton potential on B_{3N} (x_0, √ 2R).

Then, for all ρ < √ 2R < ρ^′, there exists a constant C = C(ρ, ρ^′, R) (independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} ) such that

‖u_{j,i}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0 ,ρ))} ≤ C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))},

(3.55) ‖v_{(j,k),i}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0 ,ρ))} ≤ C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))}. (3.56)

Proof : Using Theorem 2.6 and Remark 2.7 (iv) and (v), we get the a priori estimate ‖u_{j,i,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C ( sup | | | | x_{j,i} |x_j | | | | | ‖ Ψ̂_{j,i,cut}‖_{Cα(π3N −3B3N (x0,}√_{2R))} + ( sup π_{3N −3}B_{3N} (x_0, √ 2R)) |Ψ̂_{j,i,cut}| )‖ ‖ x_{j,i} |x_j | ‖ ‖_{Cα(S2)} ) . (3.57)

Using (3.53) and (3.48) we have ‖Ψ̂_{j,i,cut}‖_Cα_{(π3N −3B3N (x0,}^√_{2R))} ≤ ‖Ψ_{j,i,cut}‖_Cα_{((π3N −3B3N (x0,}^√_{2R))×R}3) ≤ C‖θζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,α_{((π3N −3B3N (x0,}^√_{2R))×R}3_). This, the compact support of θ, and (3.57) implies the estimate

‖u_{j,i,cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C ‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,α_{(B3N (x0,}^√_{2R))}.

(3.58)

Combining (3.58) and (3.46), we arrive at (3.55). This finishes the proof of the estimate (3.55) for u_{j,i,cut}.

The analogous estimate (3.56) for v_{(j,k),i,cut} is proved in the same manner using the same coordinate transformation as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 (see also the proof of Lemma 3.5’ below). We omit the details. □

Lemma 3.5’. Let Ψ_{j,i,cut} be defined by (3.53) and let Ψ̂_{j,i,cut} and Φ_{(j,k),i,cut} be defined by (3.14) and (3.15) (with Ψ_{j,i} replaced by Ψ_{j,i,cut}). Then the functions defined by (3.18) and (3.19) (again, with an extra index ‘cut’) belong to C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, for any ρ < √ 2R < ρ^′, their C^α-norms on the ball B_{3N} (x_0, ρ) are bounded by

C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))}

(3.59)

with C = C(ρ, ρ^′, R) independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} .

Proof : That the functions belong to C^α(R^{3N} ) for all α ∈ (0, 1) follows like in the proof of Lemma 3.5.

To prove the bounds on the norms it suffices, by Lemma 2.9 and the triangle inequality, to prove them for ‖ ‖Ψ_{k,i,cut} ‖ ‖_{Cα(B3N (x0,ρ))} and ‖ ‖Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}) ‖ ‖_{Cα(B3N (x0,ρ))}. For Ψ_{k,i,cut}, the estimate follows from (3.54).

To bound Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}, denote by t_{j,k} : R^{3N} → R^{3N} the linear transformation (see also (3.15)),

t_{j,k}(x) = (x_1, . . . , x_{j−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k), x_{j+1}, . . . , x_{k−1},^1_2 (x_j + x_k ), x_{k+1}, . . . , x_N ), so that Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}(x) = Ψ_{j,i,cut}(t_{j,k}(x)) − Ψ_{k,i,cut}(t_{j,k}(x)).

Then, since |t_{j,k}(z)| ≤ |z|, | |Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}(x) − Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}(y) | | |x − y|^α ≤ | Ψ_{j,i,cut}(t_{j,k} (x)) − Ψ_{j,i,cut}(t_{j,k}(y)) | |t_{j,k}(x) − t_{j,k}(y)|^α + | |Ψ_{k,i,cut}(t_{j,k}(x)) − Ψ_{k,i,cut}(t_{j,k}(y)) | | |t_{j,k}(x) − t_{j,k}(y)|^α (3.60)

Due to the localisation θ in the definition of Ψ_{k,i,cut} (see (3.53)), both of the terms on the RHS of (3.60) are bounded by C(ρ)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_C1,α_{(B3N (x0,}^√_{2R))}.

The bound (3.59) for Φ_{(j,k),i,cut} now follows using (3.46). This finishes the proof of the bound (3.59) for the functions (Ψ_{j,i,cut} − Ψ_{k,i,cut}) − Φ_{(j,k),i,cut}.

The proof for the functions Ψ_{j,i,cut} − Ψ̂_{j,i,cut} is similar (see also the proof of Lemma 3.4’ above), so we omit the details. □ To finish the proof of Theorem 1.4, define U_{cut} analogously to (3.20), using the functions u_{j,i,cut}, v_{(j,k),i,cut} from Lemma 3.4’. Then, by Lemma 3.4’, for any ρ < √ 2R < ρ^′, ΔU_{cut} = N∑ j=1 Z 2 x_j |x_j | · Ψ̂_{j,cut} − ∑ 1≤j<k≤N 1 4 x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k | · Φ_{(j,k),cut}, (3.61)

‖U_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))}.

(3.62) Define (θ ≡ θ_{R,}^√_2) W_{cut} = θζ_{3,cut} − U_{cut},

(3.63) then, using (3.51), (3.53), (3.61), and the form of ∇F_2 (see (3.3)), we get the following equation for W_{cut}:

ΔW_{cut} = − Z 2 N∑ j=1 x_j |x_j | · { Ψ_{j,cut} − Ψ̂_{j,cut} }

− 1 4 ∑ 1≤j<k≤N x_j − x_k |x_j − x_k | · {( Ψ_{j,cut} − Ψ_{k,cut} ) − Φ_{(j,k),cut} }

+ N∑ j=1 ∇_j ( F_2 − F_{2,cut} ) · Ψ_{j,cut} − { r_{1,cut} · ∇(θζ_{3,cut}) + r_{2,cut}(θζ_{3,cut}) } ≡ Λ. (3.64)

Here, Λ belongs to C^α for all α ∈ (0, 1), and, for all ρ < √ 2R < ρ^′, ‖Λ‖_Cα_{(B3N (x0,ρ))} ≤ C‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,ρ}′_{))}

(3.65) with C = C(ρ, ρ^′, R) independent of x_0 ∈ R^{3N} . For the first two terms in (3.64) this follows from Lemma 3.5’. For the third term, it follows using the form of F_2 −F_{2,cut} (see (1.9), (1.14), and (1.16)) and (3.54). For the last term we use (3.49) and (3.46).

By Proposition 2.4 this means that W_{cut} belongs to C^{2,α}, and we have the estimate ‖W_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ ‖W_{cut}‖_C2,α_{(B3N (x0,R))}

(3.66) ≤ C(R) ( ‖W_{cut}‖_{L∞(B3N (x0,} 3^√_{2R))} + ‖Λ‖_{Cα(B3N (x0,} 3^√_{2R))} ) . Using (3.63), the triangle inequality, and then (3.62) (with ρ =^3 √ 2R and ρ^′ = 2R), we have ‖W_{cut}‖_{L∞(B3N (x0,} 3^√_{2R))} ≤ C(R)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0 ,2R))}.

This, (3.66), and (3.65) with ρ =^3 √ 2R and ρ^′ = 2R, gives the estimate ‖W_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B3N (x0,R))} ≤ C(R)‖ζ_{3,cut}‖_L∞_{(B3N (x0,2R))}.

(3.67) Using θζ_{3,cut} = W_{cut} + U_{cut}, (3.62) (with ρ = R and ρ^′ = 2R) and (3.67), the estimate (3.52) follows. □ This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4. □

Appendix A. Construction of the function κ In this appendix we construct the function κ that gives rise to the terms of order r^2 ln(r) in the function K_3 solving ΔK_3 = −|∇F_2|^2 (see the previous section, Remark 3.3 in particular). Therefore, κ is responsable for the C^{1,α}-singularities in the wavefunction ψ.

More precisely, we prove the following:

Lemma A.1. Let the function γ_2 : R^6 → R be given by

γ_2(x, y) = ( x |x| − y |y| ) · x − y |x − y| , x, y ∈ R^3 . (A.1)

Then there exists a function κ : R^6 → R of the form κ(x, y) = 2 − π 3π (x · y) log(x^2 + y^2) + (x^2 + y^2) G_{κ1} ( (x, y) |(x, y)| )

≡ k(x, y) + κ_1(x, y) , G_{κ1} ∈ C^{1,1}(S^5)

(A.2) satisfying Δκ = γ_2.

Remark A.2. Note that by Lemma 2.10, κ_1 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ).

Proof. Recall that h^{(6)}_2 = Ran(P^{(6)}_2 ) is given by the linear span of the harmonic, homogeneous polynomials of degree 2 in R^6 restricted to S^5.

By Lemma C.1 we have that

(P^{(6)}_2 γ_2)(rω) = c_1 x · y x^2 + y^2

, c_1 =

16(2 − π) 3π , where r^2 = x^2 + y^2, ω = (x, y)/r ∈ S^5. Let k(x, y) =^{c1}_{16} (x · y) log(x^2 + y^2). Then ( Δ_x + Δ_y ) k(x, y) = c_1 x · y x^2 + y^2

= (P^{(6)}_2 γ_2)(rω).

Letting κ_1 = κ−k this reduces the problem (of finding κ such that (Δ_x +Δ_y)κ = γ_2) to finding κ_1 such that (Δ_x + Δ_y)κ_1 = γ̂_2

(A.3) with γ̂_2 = γ_2 − c_1 x · y x^2 + y^2 . (A.4)

Due to the above, (P^{(6)}_2 γ̂_2)(rω) = 0.

Therefore, by Proposition 2.8, there exists a solution κ_1 to (A.3) such that κ_1(rω) = r^2G_{κ1}(ω), with G_{κ1} ∈ C^{1,α}(S^5) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

To verify (A.2) we need to prove that in fact G_{κ1} ∈ C^{1,1}(S^5). We will do this by proving that κ_1 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 \ {0}), since then G_{κ1} = κ_1/r^2 ∈ C^{1,1}(S^5).

To prove κ_1 ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 \{0}), we analyze the equation (A.3) for κ_1 in the vicinity of singular points of the function γ̂_2 on the sphere S^5. There are two types of singular points: (a) (x_0, x_0) ∈ S^5, (b) (0, y_0) ∈ S^5 (resp. (x_0, 0) ∈ S^5). The function κ_1 is C^∞ in a neighbourhood of all other points on S^5 due to Proposition 2.4 (since, for r > 0, γ̂_2 is C^∞ away from points of type (a) and (b), see (A.1) and (A.4)).

(a): Let U_a ⊂ R^6 be a neighbourhood of a point (x_0, x_0) ∈ S^5 (i.e. 2|x_0|^2 = 1) such that for some c > 0, |x| ≥ c, |y| ≥ c for (x, y) ∈ U_a. Choose new coordinates: Let (x_1, x_2) = t(x, y) = (x − y, x + y).

Then ( γ_2 ∘ t^{−1} ) (x_1, x_2) = x_1 |x_1| · ( x_1 − x_2

|x_1 − x_2| + x_1 + x_2 |x_1 + x_2| ) ≡ x_1 |x_1| · G_a(x_1, x_2)

with G_a ∈ C^∞ ( t(U_a) ) . Since G_a(0, x_2) = 0 for x_2 ≠ 0 (that is, for x = y ≠ 0 in the original coordinates), we have, by Lemma 2.9, that γ_2 ∘ t^{−1} ∈ C^{0,1} ( t(U_a) ) , and therefore γ_2 ∈ C^{0,1}(U_a) ⊂ C^α(U_a) for all α ∈ (0, 1). Since (x · y)/(x^2 + y^2) ∈ C^∞(U_a), we have (see (A.4)) γ̂_2 ∈ C^α(U_a) for all α ∈ (0, 1). By Proposition 2.4 we get from (A.3) that κ_1 ∈ C^{2,α}(U_a).

(b): Let U_b ⊂ R^6 be a neighbourhood of a point (0, y_0) ∈ S^5 (i.e. |y_0| = 1) such that for some c > 0, |y| ≥ c, |x − y| ≥ c for (x, y) ∈ U_b. Then

γ_2(x, y) = ( x |x| − y |y| ) · x − y |x − y| = − x |x| · y |y| + x |x| · ( y |y| − y − x |y − x| ) − y |y| · x − y |x − y| . Note that − y |y| · x − y |x − y| ∈ C^∞(U_b)

and that x |x| · ( y |y| − y − x |y − x| ) ≡ x |x| · G_b(x, y), with G_b ∈ C^∞(U_b), G_b(0, y) = 0 for y ≠ 0. Therefore, by Lemma 2.9 and (A.4), γ̂_2(x, y) − ( − x |x| · y |y| ) ∈ C^{0,1}(U_b) ⊂ C^α(U_b) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

Let κ_2 be such that ( Δ_x + Δ_y ) κ_2 = − x |x| · y |y| , κ_2 ∈ C^{1,1}(U_b).

The existence of such a function is ensured by Theorem 2.6, since y ≠ 0 for (x, y) ∈ U_b, and P^{(3)}_2 (_x |x| ) = 0 due to the anti-symmetry of^x_{|x|} .

Then (see (A.3)) κ_3 = κ_1 − κ_2 solves ( Δ_x + Δ_y ) κ_3 = γ̂_2(x, y) − ( − x |x| · y |y| ) ∈ C^α(U_b) for all α ∈ (0, 1),

so by elliptic regularity κ_3 ∈ C^{2,α}(U_b) ⊂ C^{1,1}(U_b). Since κ_2 ∈ C^{1,1}(U_b), this proves κ_1 = κ_2 + κ_3 ∈ C^{1,1}(U_b). Together with κ_1 ∈ C^{2,α}(U_a) from above, this implies G_{κ1} = κ_1/r^2 ∈ C^{1,1}(S^5), and so κ_1 = r^2 G_{κ1} ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ).

This finishes the proof of the existence of κ solving (3.6), and having the form (A.2), with G = G_{κ1} . □

Appendix B. Construction of the function ν

In this appendix we construct a function ν solving (3.7).

Lemma B.1. There exists a solution ν = ν(x, y, z) to the equation (3.7) satisfying (i) ν is invariant under cyclic permutation, i.e., ν(x, y, z) = (ν ∘ σ)(x, y, z) for all x, y, z ∈ R^3 , where σ(x, y, z) = (z, x, y). (ii) ν ∈ C^{1,1}(R^9 ).

The idea is to change coordinates, to the centre-of-mass frame for (x, y, z). In these new coordinates, the problem of solving (3.7) turns out to reduce to a problem in 6 variables only. By an extra symmetry of the function γ_3 (see (3.5)), namely permutation of the three electron-coordinates x, y, and z, the logarithmic term that occured in the function κ (see (A.2)) does not occur here. This is because the projection on h^{(6)}_2 of γ̃_3 (the function that γ_3 transforms into in the new coordinates, see (B.2) below) vanishes, due to this extra symmetry.

Proof : Make the following change of coordinates (each entry below is a diagonal 3 × 3-matrix with the listed number in the diagonal; we will use this notation repeatedly; here, x, y, z ∈ R^3 ) x y z = T x_1 x_2 x_3 = 1√ 3 0^{2√}_6 1√ 3 1√ 2 −^{1√}_6 1√ 3 −^{1√}_2 −^{1√}_6 x_1 x_2 x_3 . (B.1)

Then ( γ_3 ∘ T ) (x_1, x_2, x_3) =

(B.2)

x_2 |x_2| · x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| + x_2 |x_2| · x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| − x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| · x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| ≡ γ̃_3(x_1, x_2, x_3).

That γ̃_3 is independent of x_1 is the fact that γ_3 only depends on the inter-electron coordinates (x−y, y−z, z−x respectively), and not on the centre-of-mass coordinate (x_{CM} =^{1√}_3 (x + y + z) = x_1).

The function γ_3 is invariant under cyclic permutation of the electron-coordinates x, y and z, that is, ( γ_3 ∘ σ ) (x, y, z) = γ_3(x, y, z) for all x, y, z ∈ R^3 with σ(x, y, z) = (z, x, y). This gives that ( γ̃_3 ∘ R ) (x_1, x_2, x_3) = γ̃_3(x_1, x_2, x_3) for all x_1, x_2, x_3 ∈ R^3 ,

(B.3)

with R the orthogonal transformation given by R = T^{−1} ∘ σ ∘ T , that is by the 9 × 9-matrix (again, each entry is a diagonal 3 × 3-matrix) R = 1 0 0 0 cos(^{2π}_3 ) sin(^{2π}_3 ) 0 − sin(^{2π}_3 ) cos(^{2π}_3 ) .

Note that R is a rotation of (x_2, x_3) by^{2π}_3 around x_1 (all in R^9 ), that is, R^3 = I_9, where I_9 is the identity on R^9 .

Define the function γ̄_3 by

γ̄_3(x_2, x_3) = γ̃_3(x_1, x_2, x_3) , (x_2, x_3) ∈ R^6

(B.4)

(since γ̃_3 is independent of x_1, this is well defined). Then, due to (B.3), ( γ̄_3 ∘ R̄ ) (x_2, x_3) = γ̄_3(x_2, x_3) for all x_2, x_3 ∈ R^3 ,

(B.5)

with (each entry still being a diagonal 3 × 3-matrix)

R̄ = ( −^1_2^{√3}_2 −^{√3}_2 −^1_2 ) = ( cos(^{2π}_3 ) sin(^{2π}_3 ) − sin(^{2π}_3 ) cos(^{2π}_3 ) ) . (B.6)

Observe that if ν̄ = ν̄(x_2, x_3) solves (for γ̄_3, see (B.2) and (B.4)) ( Δ_{x2} + Δ_{x3} ) ν̄ = γ̄_3,

(B.7)

then trivially the function ν̃ defined by ν̃(x_1, x_2, x_3) = ν̄(x_2, x_3) solves ( Δ_{x1} + Δ_{x2} + Δ_{x3} ) ν̃ = γ̃_3.

Since T is orthogonal, the function ν = ν̃ ∘ T^{−1} will then solve (recall that γ̃_3 = γ_3 ∘T ) ( Δ_x +Δ_y +Δ_z ) ν = γ_3, that is, (3.7). The problem of solving (3.7) therefore reduces to solving (B.7).

Observe next that (see (B.2) and (B.4))

γ̄_3(Ox_2, Ox_3) = γ̄_3(x_2, x_3) for all O ∈ SO(3), x_2, x_3 ∈ R^3 .

This and (B.5) gives, by (iii) of Lemma C.2, that P^{(6)}_2 γ̄_3 = 0 . Therefore, by Proposition 2.8, there exists a solution ν̄ to (B.7) with

ν̄(x_2, x_3) = (x^2 + x^2_3) G_{ν̄} ( (x_2, x_3) |(x_2, x_3)| ) , G_{ν̄} ∈C^{1,α}(S^5) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

We proceed to prove that in fact G_{ν̄} ∈ C^{2,α}(S^5) for all α ∈ (0, 1). We do this by showing that ν̄ ∈ C^{2,α}(R^6 \ {0}), using (B.7) and elliptic regularity (Proposition 2.4).

Note that there are two kinds of singular points of γ̄_3 on S^5: (a) x_2 = 0 (and so x_3 ≠ 0), (b) x_2 = √ 3x_3 (and so x_2 ≠ 0 ≠ x_3) (resp. x_2 = − √ 3x_3). The function ν̄ (and therefore, G_{ν̄} ) is C^∞ in a neighbourhood of all other points on S^5 due to elliptic regularity (Proposition 2.4).

(a): Let U_a ⊂ R^6 be a neighbourhood of a point (0, x^0_3) ∈ S^5 (i.e., x^0_3 ≠ 0), such that for some c > 0, |x_2 + √ 3x_3| ≥ c, |x_2 − √ 3x_3| ≥ c for (x_2, x_3) ∈ U_a. Note that

γ̄_3(x_2, x_3) = x_2 |x_2| · ( x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| + x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| )

− x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| · x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| . (B.8)

Write x_2 |x_2| · ( x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| + x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| ) ≡ x_2 |x_2| · G_a(x_2, x_3)

where G_a ∈ C^∞(U_a), G_a(0, x_3) = 0. Furthermore,

x_2 + √ 3x_3 |x_2 + √ 3x_3| · x_2 − √ 3x_3 |x_2 − √ 3x_3| ∈ C^∞(U_a). Therefore, due to Lemma 2.9, γ̄_3 ∈ C^{0,1}(U_a) ⊂ C^α(U_a) for all α ∈ (0, 1), and so, by (B.7) and elliptic regularity (Proposition 2.4), ν̄ ∈ C^{2,α}(U_a).

(b): Let U_b be a neighbourhood of a point (x^0_2, x^0_3) ∈ S^5 with x^0_2 = √ 3x^0_3 (i.e., x^0_2 ≠ 0 ≠ x^0_3), such that for some c > 0, |x_2| ≥ c, |x_2 + √ 3x_3| ≥ c for (x_2, x_3) ∈ U_b.

Choose new coordinates: Let (u, v) = τ(x_2, x_3) = (x_2 − √ 3x_3, x_2 + √ 3x_3).

Then ( γ̄_3 ∘ τ^{−1} ) (u, v) = u |u| · ( u + v |u + v| − v |v| ) + u + v |u + v| · v |v| . We proceed as above. Write u |u| · ( u + v |u + v| − v |v| ) ≡ u |u| · G_b(u, v) where G_b ∈ C^∞ ( τ(U_b) ) (since v ≠ 0, u + v ≠ 0 in τ(U_b)), G_b(0, v) = 0 for v ≠ 0.

Furthermore, u + v |u + v| · v |v| ∈ C^∞(U_b). Lemma 2.9 implies that γ̄_3 ∘ τ^{−1} ∈ C^{0,1} ( τ(U_b) ) , and so γ̄_3 ∈ C^{0,1}(U_b) ⊂ C^α(U_b) for all α ∈ (0, 1). By (B.7) and elliptic regularity (Proposition 2.4) follows that ν̄ ∈ C^{2,α}(U_b).

Singular points of the form x^0_2 = − √ 3x^0_3 are treated analogously.

From the above follows that ν̄ ∈ C^{2,α}(R^6 \ {0}), and therefore G_{ν̄} ∈ C^{2,α}(S^5), for all α ∈ (0, 1).

This finishes the construction of a function ν̄ ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ) that solves (B.7), and has the form

ν̄(x_2, x_3) = (x^2 + x^2_3) G_{ν̄} ( (x_2, x_3) |(x_2, x_3)| ) , (B.9)

G_{ν̄} ∈C^{2,α}(S^5) for all α ∈ (0, 1).

As discussed above ν defines a function ν solving the equation (3.7). Clearly, since ν ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ), we get ν ∈ C^{1,1}(R^9 ). The solution ν constructed in this manner does not necessarily satisfy the invariance property (i). In order to force this invariance, we consider

ν_{sym} = 1 3 3∑ j=1 (ν ∘ σ^j )(x, y, z). Since the Laplace operator commutes with σ, and γ_3 is invariant under σ, ν_{sym} satisfies the conclusion of Lemma B.1. □

With the notation from the proof of Lemma B.1, we define

ν_{cut}(x_2, x_3) = χ(x^2 + x^2_3) ν(x_2, x_3),

with χ as in (1.14), and ν̃_{cut}(x_1, x_2, x_3) ≡ ν_{cut}(x_2, x_3) (as already defined). As discussed above (for ν) the function ν̃_{cut} defines a function ν_{cut} = ν̃_{cut} ∘ T^{−1} : R^9 → R (by the linear transformation T in (B.1)). We then get:

Lemma B.2. The function ν_{cut} satisfies

Δν_{cut} = γ_3 + h,

with γ_3 as in (3.5) and h ∈ C^α(R^9 ) for all α ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, we have the estimate ‖ν_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B9 ((x0,y0,z0),R))} + ‖h‖_Cα_{(B9((x0,y0,z0),R))} ≤ C, (B.10)

with C independent of (x_0, y_0, z_0) ∈ R^9 and R > 0.

Proof : We calculate, using (B.7), ( Δ_{x1} + Δ_{x2} + Δ_{x3} ) ν̃_{cut} = ( Δ_{x2} + Δ_{x3} ) ν_{cut} ≡ Δν_{cut} = γ_3 + { (Δχ)ν + 2∇χ · ∇ν } − (1 − χ)γ_3 ≡ γ̃_3 + h̃.

Using (B.8) and (B.9) we see that the term in {·} is C^α and has compact support. The function (1 − χ)γ_3 is C^α (this was proved in the proof of Lemma B.1) and homogeneous of degree zero outside B_6(0, 2). Therefore,

‖h̃‖_Cα_{(B9 ((x}0_{1,x}0_{2,x}0_{3),R))} ≤ C,

with C independent of (x^0_1, x^0_2, x^0_3) ∈ R^9 and R > 0. Since χ has compact support, and ν ∈ C^{1,1}(R^6 ), we have

‖ν̃_{cut}‖_C1,1_{(B9((x}0_{1,x}0_{2,x}0_{3),R))} ≤ C,

with C independent of (x^0_1, x^0_2, x^0_3) ∈ R^9 and R > 0.

Since T is an orthogonal transformation, (B.10) follows. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Appendix C. Computation of P^{(6)}_2 γ_2

In this appendix we compute P^{(6)}_2 γ_2, the singular part of the two-particle terms in |∇F_2|^2, see (3.4) and (3.5). This is Lemma C.1 below. It follows from general results on P^{(6)}_2 η when η has certain symmetry-properties (Lemma C.2). The latter is also responsable for the non-occurence of terms of order r^2 ln(r) (of regularity C^{1,α} only) in the function ν constructed in the previous appendix; see Lemma B.1.

Lemma C.1. Let

γ_2(x, y) = ( x |x| − y |y| ) · x − y |x − y| , (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

(C.1)

Then ( P^{(6)}_2 γ_2 ) (x, y) = 16(2 − π) 3π x · y x^2 + y^2

, (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

Proof : This will follow from Lemma C.2 and Lemma C.3 below. Namely, by (i) and (ii) in Lemma C.2 we get that, due to symmetry, ( P^{(6)}_2 γ_2 ) (x, y) = c_1 x · y x^2 + y^2 for some c_1 ∈ R,

that is, only the function x · y (restricted to S^5) contributes to the projection onto h^{(6)}_2 of the function γ_2 in (C.1). That c_1 =^{16(2−π)}_{3π} is the result of Lemma C.3 (which is merely two computations). □

Lemma C.2. Assume η ∈ L^2(S^5) satisfies η(Ox, Oy) = η(x, y) (C.2)

for all O ∈ SO(3) and almost all (x, y) ∈ S^5 ⊂ R^3 × R^3 . Let Q_1 be the orthogonal projection (in L^2(S^5)) onto

Span { P_1|_S5 , P_2|_S5} ,

and Q_2 the orthogonal projection onto

Span {P_1|_S5} ,

where P_1(x, y) = x · y, P_2(x, y) = x^2 − y^2, (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

Then (i) P^{(6)}_2 η = Q_1η. (ii) Let η satisfy

η(x, y) = η(y, x) for almost all (x, y) ∈ S^5 ⊂ R^3 × R^3 .

(C.3)

Then P^{(6)}_2 η = Q_2η.

(iii) Let R̄ be as in (B.6). Assume η satisfies

η(R̄(x, y)) = η(x, y) for almost all (x, y) ∈ S^5 ⊂ R^3 × R^3 .

(C.4)

Then P^{(6)}_2 η = 0.

Proof of Lemma C.2 : Suppose (i) is proven then the proofs of (ii) and (iii) are simple:

Proof of (ii) : Due to (i) we only need to prove that ∫ S^5

η(x, y)(x^2 − y^2) dω = 0.

This follows using the symmetry (C.3) of η (which preserves the measure dω of S^5): ∫ S^5 η(x, y)P (x, y) dω = 1 2 ∫ S^5 η(x, y) ( P (y, x) + P (x, y) ) dω, and when P (x, y) = P_2(x, y) = x^2 − y^2, then P (y, x) + P (x, y) = 0. This proves (ii). □

Proof of (iii) : Using (i) and (C.4) it is enough to show that

P (x, y) + P (R̄(x, y)) + P (R̄^2(x, y)) = 0,

when P (x, y) = x · y or x^2 − y^2 (since R̄ preserves the measure dω of S^5). This follows by direct calculation. □

It remains to prove (i):

Proof of (i) : Recall that h^{(6)}_2 = Ran(P^{(6)}_2 ). Define h_{2,inv} by

h_{2,inv} = Span { f ∈ h^{(6)}_2 | | f(Ox, Oy) = f(x, y) for all O ∈ SO(3) } . Note that P^{(6)}_2 η ∈ h_{2,inv} because of (C.2). We need to prove that

h_{2,inv} = Span {P_1|_S5 , P_2|_S5} .

Since every function in h_{2,inv} can be written as a finite sum of spherical harmonics of degree 2 it suffices to consider a real, harmonic polynomial P which is homogeneous of degree 2, and which is invariant under the action of SO(3): P (Ox, Oy) = P (x, y) for all O ∈ SO(3). (C.5)

Identifying P with a quadratic form on R^6 , there exist real symmetric matrices A, B, and C, such that P (x, y) = x · Ax + y · By + x · Cy. (C.6)

The condition of harmonicity of P becomes Tr[A + B] = 0. We prove that A, B, and C have to be multiples of the identity matrix I_3 on R^3 . To do so, let us first restrict to x = 0. Using (C.5) and (C.6) we get y · By = P (0, y) = P (O0, Oy) = Oy · BOy, for all O ∈ SO(3). Let λ be a (real) eigenvalue of B, with corresponding eigenvector v: Bv = λv. Let y be any vector in R^3 . Then there exists an O_y ∈ SO(3) such that O_yy = μ_yv for some μ_y ∈ R, and therefore y · By = O_yy · BO_yy = λ‖y‖^2. Since this is true for all y ∈ R^3 , we get B = λI_3. A similar argument (with y = 0, and letting x vary) shows that also A is a multiple of the identity. Finally, the condition of harmonicity, Tr[A + B] = 0, implies that A = −B = −λI_3.

Finally the term x · Cy. This will be treated similarly. Due to the above (see (C.6)), x · Cy = P (x, y) − λ(y^2 − x^2). Therefore, (C.5) implies x · Cy = Ox · COy for all O ∈ SO(3). By arguments similar to the above, we find that C is also a multiple of the identity I_3. Since P (x, y) = λ(x^2 − y^2) + x · Cy, this finishes the proof of (i). □ This finishes the proof of Lemma C.2. □

Lemma C.3. Let Q_2 be the orthogonal projection (in L^2(S^5)) onto Span {P_1|_S5} , P_1(x, y) = x · y , (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 , and let

γ_2(x, y) = ( x |x| − y |y| ) · x − y |x − y| , (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

Then

Q_2γ_2 = c_1 x · y x^2 + y^2

, c_1 =

16(2 − π) 3π . (C.7)

Proof : Note that, with

Y (ω) =

P_1|_S5(ω) ‖ ‖ P_1|_{S5} ‖ ‖_{L2(S5)} , ω = (x, y) √ x^2 + y^2 , we have ‖Y ‖_L2_{(S}5_) = 1, and so

Q_2γ_2(ω) = Y (ω) ∫ S^5 Y (ω)γ_2(ω) dω (C.8)

= 1 ‖ ‖ P_1|_{S5} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(S5)} · ∫ S^5

P_1|_S5(ω) γ_2(ω) dω · x · y x^2 + y^2 . We need to compute the two integrals in the brackets.

Since P_1 is homogeneous of order 2 and γ_2 of order 0 (as functions on R^6 ), we have ∫ B_6 (0,R) P_1(x, y)γ_2(x, y) dx dy = R^8 8 ∫ S^5

P_1|_S5(ω) γ_2(ω) dω.

Therefore, ∫ S^5

P_1|_S5(ω) γ_2(ω) dω = 8 ∫ B_6(0,1) P_1(x, y)γ_2(x, y) dx dy. (C.9)

Choose coordinates (|x|, |y|, |x − y|, Ω) for R^6 (with Ω three necessary angles). Note that

P_1(x, y) = x · y = 1 2 ( |x|^2 + |y|^2 − |x − y|^2 ) , (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 , and γ_2(x, y) = |x| + |y| |x − y| ( 1 − |x|^2 + |y|^2 − |x − y|^2 2|x||y| ) , (x, y) ∈ R^3 × R^3 .

Then (see Hylleraas [12, (45d)]; let s = |x|, t = |y|, r = |x − y|) ∫ B_6(0,1) P_1(x, y)γ_2(x, y) dx dy = 1 4 ( ∫ dΩ ) ×

× ∫_1 0 ∫^√_{1−s}2 0 ∫_{s+t} |s−t| (s^2 + t^2 − r^2)(s + t) ( 2st − (s^2 + t^2 − r^2) ) dr dt ds = 1 4 (2 − π) 48 ∫ dΩ. (C.10)

Using (C.9) and (C.10) this means that ∫ S^5

P_1|_S5(ω) γ_2(ω) dω = 2 − π 24 ∫ dΩ. (C.11)

Next, observe that, again due to homogeneity, we have ∫ B_6 (0,R) (x · y)^2 dx dy = R^{10} 10 ‖ ‖P_1 | |_{S5} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(S5)}

and so ‖ ‖P_1 | |_{S5} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(S5)} = 10 ∫ B_6(0,1) (x · y)^2 dx dy. (C.12)

Since x · y =^1_2 ( |x|^2 + |y|^2 − |x − y|^2 ) we get (using coordinates as above) ∫ B_6(0,1) (x · y)^2 dx dy

= 1 4 ( ∫ dΩ ) ∫ 1 0 ∫^√_{1−s}2 0 ∫_{s+t} |s−t| ( s^2 + t^2 − r^2

)_2 srt dr dt ds = π 1280 ∫ dΩ. This means (see (C.12)) that ‖ ‖P_1 | |_{S5} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(S5)} = π 128 ∫ dΩ. (C.13)

Now (C.7) follows from (C.8), (C.11), and (C.13). This finishes the proof of Lemma C.3. □

Acknowledgement. All four authors thank the organizers of the program Partial Differential Equations and Spectral Theory for invitations to the Mittag-Leffler Institute in 2003 where part of the work was done. Furthermore, parts of this work have been carried out at various institutions, whose hospitality is gratefully acknowledged: Aalborg University (SF, MHO, THO), The Erwin Schrödinger Institute (TØS), Université Paris-Sud (TØS), and the IHÉS (TØS). Financial support from the Danish Natural Science Research Council, European Science Foundation Programme Spectral Theory and Partial Differential Equations (SPECT), and EU IHP network Postdoctoral Training Program in Mathematical Analysis of Large Quantum Systems, contract no. HPRN-CT-2002-00277 is gratefully acknowledged. SF has been supported by a Marie Curie Fellowship of the European Community Programme ‘Improving the Human Research Potential and the Socio-Economic Knowledge Base’ under contract number HPMF-CT-2002-01822, and by a grant from the Carlsberg Foundation.

Finally, SF and TØS wish to thank I. Herbst for useful discussions at the Mittag- Leffler Institute.

References

[1] Hans L. Cycon, Richard G. Froese, Werner Kirsch, and Barry Simon, Schrödinger operators with application to quantum mechanics and global geometry, study ed., Texts and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

[2] Lawrence C. Evans, Partial differential equations, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 19, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1998.

[3] V. Fock, On the Schrödinger equation of the helium atom. I, II, Norske Vid. Selsk. Forh., Trondheim 31 (1954), no. 22, 7 pp.; no. 23, 8.

[4] Søren Fournais, Maria Hoffmann-Ostenhof, Thomas Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and Thomas Østergaard Sørensen, Analyticity of the density of electronic wavefunctions, to be published in Ark. Mat., math-ph/0211075.

[5] , The electron density is smooth away from the nuclei, Comm. Math. Phys. 228 (2002), no. 3, 401–415, math-ph/0109020.

[6] , On the regularity of the density of electronic wavefunctions, Mathematical results in quantum mechanics (Taxco, 2001), Contemp. Math., vol. 307, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002, math-ph/0211070, pp. 143–148.

[7] David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001, Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[8] Maria Hoffmann-Ostenhof, Thomas Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and Nikolai Nadirashvili, Interior Hölder estimates for solutions of Schrödinger equations and the regularity of nodal sets, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 20 (1995), no. 7-8, 1241–1273.

[9] Maria Hoffmann-Ostenhof, Thomas Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and Thomas Østergaard Sørensen, Electron wavefunctions and densities for atoms, Ann. Henri Poincaré 2 (2001), no. 1, 77–100, math.AP/0005018.

[10] Maria Hoffmann-Ostenhof, Thomas Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and Hanns Stremnitzer, Local properties of Coulombic wave functions, Comm. Math. Phys. 163 (1994), no. 1, 185–215.

[11] Lars Hörmander, Linear partial differential operators, Springer Verlag, Berlin, 1976. [12] Egil A. Hylleraas, The Schrödinger Two-Electron Atomic Problem, Advances in Quantum Chemistry 1 (1964), 1–33.

[13] Tosio Kato, On the eigenfunctions of many-particle systems in quantum mechanics, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 10 (1957), 151–177.

[14] , Perturbation theory for linear operators, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995, Reprint of the 1980 edition.

[15] Elliott H. Lieb and Michael Loss, Analysis, second ed., Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 14, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001.

[16] John D. Morgan, III, Convergence properties of Fock’s expansion for S-state eigenfunctions of the helium atom, Theoret. Chim. Acta 69 (1986), no. 3, 181–223.

[17] Michael Reed and Barry Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics. IV. Analysis of operators, Academic Press [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich Publishers], New York, 1978.

[18] Barry Simon, Schrödinger semigroups, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 7 (1982), no. 3, 447– 526.

[19] , Erratum: “Schrödinger semigroups”, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 11 (1984), no. 2, 426.

[20] , Schrödinger operators in the twentieth century, J. Math. Phys. 41 (2000), no. 6, 3523–3555.

[21] Walter Thirring, A course in mathematical physics. Vol. 3, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1981, Quantum mechanics of atoms and molecules, Translated from the German by Evans M. Harrell, Lecture Notes in Physics, 141.

(S. Fournais) CNRS and Laboratoire de Mathématiques, UMR CNRS 8628, Université Paris-Sud - Bât 425, F-91405 Orsay Cedex, France

(M. Hoffmann-Ostenhof) Institut für Mathematik, Universität Wien, Nordbergstraße 15, A-1090 Vienna, Austria

(T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof) The Erwin Schrödinger International Institute for Mathematical Physics, Boltzmanngasse 9, A-1090 Vienna, Austria

(T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof) Institut für Theoretische Chemie, Universität Wien, Währingerstraße 17, A-1090 Vienna, Austria

(T. Østergaard Sørensen (on leave from)) Department of Mathematical Sciences, Aalborg University, Fredrik Bajers Vej 7G, DK-9220 Aalborg East, Denmark

(T. Østergaard Sørensen (present address)) Mathematisches Institut, Universität München, Theresienstraße 39, D-80333 Munich, Germany

E-mail address, S. Fournais: soeren.fournais@math.u-psud.fr E-mail address, M. Hoffmann-Ostenhof: maria.hoffmann-ostenhof@univie.ac.at E-mail address, T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof: thoffman@esi.ac.at E-mail address, T. Ø. Sørensen: sorensen@mathematik.uni-muenchen.de