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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to establish estimates of the lowest eigen-
value of the Neumann realization of (iV + BA)? on an open bounded
subset of R? Q with smooth boundary as B tends to infinity. We intro-
duce a "magnetic" curvature mixing the curvature of 9¢2 and the nor-
mal derivative of the magnetic field and obtain an estimate analogous
with the one of constant case. Actually, we give a precise estimate of
the lowest eigenvalue in the case where the restriction of magnetic field
to the boundary admits a unique minimum which is non degenerate.
We also give an estimate of the third critical field in Ginzburg-Landau
theory in the variable magnetic field case.

1 Introduction and statement of main results

Let © be an open bounded subset, of R? with smooth boundary and A € C>(Q, R?).
We let :
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L=VxA
and for B > 0 and u € H*(Q) :

I5au) = / |(iV + BA)u|*dzx
0
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and we consider the associated selfadjoint operator, i.e the Neumann real-
ization of (iV 4+ BA)? on 2. We denote by A\;(BA) the lowest eigenvalue of
this operator. By the minimax principle, we have :

N
M(BA)— i aelt)
wel Q) ||ul|?

We first recall some properties of the harmonic oscillator on a half axis (see

[DH93, HMOT]).

Harmonic oscillator on a half axis
For ¢ € R, we consider the Neumann realization §™¢ in L?(R,) associated
with the operator

2

(1.1) — % +(t+€)?% DOV = {uec BXR,): v (0) = 0}.

One knows that it has compact resolvent and its lowest eigenvalue is denoted
w(€) ; the associated L?-normalized and positive eigenstate is denoted by
ue = u(-,€) and is in the Schwartz class. The function £ — p(§) admits a
unique minimum in £ = &, and we let :

(1.2) Oo = p(),
u, (0)
(1.3) C, = 5T

Let us also recall identities established by [BS98|, p. 1283-1284|. For k € N*,
we denote by My :

M, — / (0 (1) Pl

"
MO = 1, M1 = 0, M2 = @ M3 = % and a <2§0) = 301\/ @0.

Let us state a result in the case where [ is constant :
Theorem 1.1 Assuming that § = 1, we have the estimate :
M (BA) = 0yB — Ckmaea VB + O(BY?),

where

Kmaz = max{k(s),s € 002}

and k(s) denotes the curvature of the boundary at the point s. Moreover, the
grounstate decays exponentially away from the points of marimal curvature.
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Remark 1.2.

This result was first announced by a formal analysis in [BS98| and rigorously
proved in the case of the disk (see [BPT9§|). Let us also mention that in
[LP99al, an estimate at the first order was rigorously proved (see also [LP00!
for the problem in R?* and R2). For higher order expansion in the case of
constant magnetic field, one can finally mention [dPES00, [HMOT], [FHOGal,
[EHOS].

Our aim is to obtain a similar result when the the magnetic field is not
constant. We will assume that 8 > 0 on 2. We introduce :

. . / . .
(1.5) b= lgfﬁ and V' = %r%lfﬁ,
and we assume :

(1.6) O < b.

Estimate for the variable magnetic field
Let us state a first (rough) estimate concerning the first eigenvalue :

Theorem 1.3 Assuming that fjaq admits a unique and non degenerate min-
imum, we have :

M(BA) = ©46'B + O(B?).

Remark 1.4.

The first term was obtained by many authors (cf. [LP99al, [HMO0I]) with a
worse remainder estimate. Our assumption of non-degeneracy permits to
find the optimal remainder O(B'/2) (the improvement occurs for the lower
bound) which is crucial to establish tangential Agmon estimates (see Section
4).

| |
Let us also state a tangential localization result of the first eigenfunctions :

Proposition 1.5 (Tangential Agmon’s estimates for ug) Letug be an
etgenfunction associated with the lowest eigenvalue of the Neumann realiza-

tion of (iV + BA)?. We have the control :
/eXP(Ole(?f(ﬂC))d(S(I))Bl/?){IUBI2 +B7Y(iV + BA)up|}dz < Cllus|?,

where x is a smooth cutoff function in a neighborhood of the boundary, t(x) =

d(x,00), s(x) the curvilinear coordinate on the boundary and where d is the

Agmon distance to the minimum of 5 defined in Section 4.
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Remark 1.6.

This estimate improves the localization found in [HMOI] by specifying the
behaviour of up near the minimum of 8. In Section 4 we also get tangential
Agmon estimates for D,up. All these localizations properties are essential
to obtain the second correction term of Theorem [[.3

Theorem 1.7 Assuming that fjpq admits a unique and non degenerate min-
imum in o, we have :

M (BA) = 6t/ B + 0, 50" 2BY? + O(B*?),

where

C 198 30, 9?8 12
O1/2 = O12(z0) = —/‘f(xo)ClJr(?l - @ofo) ga(ffo)Jr@gM ( 2b’1 @(%)) -
Remark 1.8.

1. When 5o admits a finite set M of non degenerate minima, we have
the same expansion by replacing ©,/, by m% O1/2(x).
S

2. Without assuming the non degeneracy of the minima, we believe that
the conclusion of Theorem [L.7is true by replacing © /5 by mi\l}t O1/2().
xe

3. The optimal remainder is certainly O(B'/*) as suggested by the upper
bound.

4. The computations for the upper bound suggest the following expansion
of the n-th eigenvalue :

N'(BA) = 690/ B + O} ,B"* + O(B'*).

where :
n 4 1908 3/4 3C10°8 v
Yy = —/{(ZEQ)CH‘(7 - @ofo) ya($0)+(2”—1)90 oy @(IO) '

5. In the variable case, the localization due to the curvature doesn’t play
a role anymore ; the effect of the curvature is small compared to the
variation of the magnetic field.

6. This expansion with two terms of the first eigenvalue could be general-
ized at any order under the previous assumptions (unique and non de-
generate minimum of fj5q) by using a Grushin approach (see [FH0Ga]).
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7. The case where the magnetic field (non degenerately) vanishes in Q
was treated in [KP02]. Moreover, the case where it non degenerately
vanishes on the boundary remains open and should be an interesting
problem.

8. Theorems [[L.3] and [L7] are also sensible under the hypothesis of regular-
ity of the domain. When the domain has corners (see [Bon03, Theorem
1.2]) and with a variable magnetic field, the ground state is not nec-
essarily localized near the points of the boundary where the magnetic
field is minimum.

9. The asymptotic behaviour in Theorems [[.3] and [[.7] is strongly depen-
dent on the Neumann boundary condition we impose, as one can see

in [Kac06| [Kac07al [KacO7b]. In particular, in certain cases, the local-

ization is no more determined by the minimal points of 3.

Constant magnetic field on the boundary

In [Ara07, [Ara06], the case of the constant magnetic field on the boundary is
treated. Nevertheless, this case is studied under a non degeneracy condition :
it is assumed that the curvature of the boundary x admits a unique maximum

. .0 : . .
at xr = xg and that the normal derivative —6 admits a unique minimum at

ot
T = xo ; moreover, the minimum of ET b'k has to be non degenerate. Here,

we improve his result by using more generic assumptions ; in particular, we
will see that the quantity to maximize is the "magnetic curvature" defined
by :
Ci\ 108
k(z) = Cik(x & — — | == (x).
(0) = Cunte) + (@u- ) 55 @)

More precisely, our result is the following :

Theorem 1.9 (Upper bound : constant magnetic field on 0Q?) When
the magnetic field is constant on the boundary, we have the upper bound :

M(BA) < @ObIB—I’ré%é {C’m(az) — (% — @0&]) %%—f(:ﬂ)} V2 BY210(BY3),

where k(x)denotes the curvature of the boundary at x.
Remark 1.10.

1. The corresponding lower bound could certainly be obtained by the

techniques of [FHOS).



2. Assuming the existence of a unique and non degenerate maximum of the
magnetic curvature &, one could surely give an asymptotics at any order
of \'(BA) and localization properties as for the constant magnetic field
case (see [FHO6a]) which would improve the hypothesis of Aramaki.

Organization of the paper

In Section 2 and 3, we will prove the Theorem and give the upper bound
of Theorem [L7 and of Theorem [[.9. Then, we will see, in Section 4, that this
first rough estimate gives information on the localization of the groundstates
on the boundary near the mimimum of the magnetic field. In Section 5, we
prove the lower bound of Theorem [ 7] thanks to a reduction to a degenerate
case studied by S. Fournais and B. Helffer. Finally, we apply the previous
results to give an estimate of the third critical field in Ginzburg-Landau
theory.

2 A rough lower bound

In order to get the lower bound in Theorem [LL.3] we use a localization tech-
nique permitting the reduction to easier models.

2.1 Partition of unity

For each 0 < p < %, B >0, ¢ >0 and Cy > 0, we consider a partition of

unity (cf. [HMO4]) for which there exists C' = C(, 8,¢,Cp) > 0 such that :

(2.7) Z|Xf|2:1 on Q;
J

il

(2.8) > IVXPP < CB* on Q.
J

Each X}B is a C*-cutoff function supported in D; N Q. Moreover, we may
assume that there exists a ball D; = D; . whose center is the minimum of j
on the boundary and CyB~" for radius. We may also assume that the balls
which intersect the boundary have their centers on the boundary and that
those one admit e B~” for radius. The radius of all the other balls is assumed
to be B7*. We will choose p, € and C later for optimizing the error. We will
use the following localization IMS formula (cf. [CEKSS86]) :



Lemma 2.1

29) qua(w) = Y aualf) = SNVl vu e H'(O).

So, in order to minimize gpa(u), we are reduced to the minimization of
gpa(v), with v supported in some D;.

2.2 [Estimates for the lower bound
2.2.1 Study inside (2
Let j such that D; does not intersect the boundary. It is well known that :

g5a(xPu) > B / B(@)\Pul*de > bB / xPuld.

Having in mind ([IZ6)), these terms will not play a role in the computation of
the asymptotics.
2.2.2 Study at the boundary
In the next paragraph, we introduce boundary coordinates.
Boundary coordinates
We choose a parametrization of the boundary :
v :R/(|0QZ) — 09.

Let v(s) be the unit vector normal to the boundary, pointing inward at the
point (s). We choose the orientation of the parametrization y to be counter-
clockwise, so

det(y'(s), v(s)) = 1.
The curvature k(s) at the point 7(s) is given in this parametrization by :
7(s) = k(s)v(s).
The map & defined by :

O : R/(|09|Z)%]0, to[— O
(s,1) = y(s) + tr(s),

is clearly a diffeomorphism, when ¢, is sufficently small, with image

B(R/(|0QZ)x]0, to]) = {a € Qld(w,0Q) < to} = Q.
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We let :

Ailst) = (1= th(s)A(D(5,1)) - 7/(s), Anls,t) = A(B(s,1)) - v(s),

ﬁ(sat) = ﬁ(é(s,t)),

and we get, : 3 ) .
O0sAy — 0, A1 = (1 — tk(s))B(s,t).

Let j such that B; intersect the boundary ; we have, with v; = Xf;u and
v =vjo0P:

qa(v)) = /(1 — tk(s))|(i0, + BAg)0;|* + (1 — th(s)) | (i0, + BA,)v;|*dsdt.

Approximation by a constant magnetic field on a domain with con-
stant curvature
Locally, we can choose a gauge such that

Ay(s) = /Ot<1 k() B (s, )t Ay — 0.

We assume that the center of the ball D, has the coordinates (s;,0) and that
the coordinates of the minimum are (0,0). We let :

k‘j = k’(Sj), B(Sj,()) = Bj and Ak'](S) = kJ(S) - k‘j.
We have :

(2.10)
(1= th(s))B(s,1) = (L= thy)B; — tAk;(s)B(s,) + (1 — th;) (B(s, 1) — B).

We write :

(2.11) Ai(s,t) = Ay (s, t) + R;(s,t),
with

_ 2 .
(212) Al,j(S,t) = (t — kja)ﬁj



Control of the remainders
Therefore, we are reduced to compare gga with the quadratic form associ-
ated with the Neumann problem on a domain with constant curvature (see

[FHO8,, [FHO6A, ). For all A > 0, we get the inequality (with
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality):

qBA(’Uj) Z (1 — )\) /(1 — tk]’)|aﬂ§j|2 -+ (1 — tk]-)*1|(i83 + le7j)ﬁj|2d8dt

—C/Ak'](S)thﬂN)JIQ + |(288 + BAl)QN)JIZ)det

B2
-2 / IRy (s, £)i5 | 2dsdt.

We apply the result of the constant magnetic field on a domain with con-
stant curvature to get the existence of C' > 0 such that for all j such that

D; N oY # 0 (cf. [BPTI8, Theorem 6.1]) :
(2.13)

/(1—tkj)|8t@j|2+(1—tkj)1|(z’83+BZLj)@]-|2dsdt > (@OB]-B—ClijW—C)H@]-H?.

In order to control the remainders, we recall the Agmon estimates (cf. [Agm82],
FIMO1, [FHOS, [FH06a]) -

Proposition 2.2 (Normal Agmon’s estimates) Let ug be an eigenfunc-
tion associated with the lowest eigenvalue of the Neumann realization of
(iV + BA)?. We have the control the momenta of order n in the normal
variable t :

/t(x)”{|u3|2 + B7Y(iV + BA)up[?Yda < C,B~ % ||ug]|?.

We choose p = 1 (see Figure ZI3) and notice that [A;k(s)] = O(B~1/4)

(uniformly in j). So, there exists C' > 0 such that for all j :
’/Akj(s)t(|8t@j|2 + |(i0s + BA})5;|?)dsdt| < CBi||17j||2.

We let :

19%p
=598
Using the assumption of non degeneracy of the minimum, we can choose
€g > 0 small enough such that

(2.14) (0,0).

(2.15) —s% < f(s,0) — 3(0,0) < gQSQ



Figure 2.13: Partition of unity near the boundary

for all |s| < €.
To estimate the other remainder, we will distinguish between three cases :
L j - jmina
° [sj| = e,

° 00371/4 < |Sj| < €.

Case 1: J = Jmin
As ~
op
E(O, 0) =0,

we have, with (Z.I0) and 2.I1)) :

|Rj,...(s,t)] < C(t* + s*).

Consequently, using Proposition 2.2 we get :

2

Taking A = B~'/2, we deduce :
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Case 2 : |s;| > ¢
We get :
[R;(s, )] < O((s — )t + 7).

Thus, we find :
t/mmm%ﬁ&&g0@3w8+BQWQW

Moreover, there exists b” > b" such that for all |s;| > €, we have : Bj > 0.
We take A\ = B~'/2 and deduce, using (ZI3) and for B large enough, that
for all j satisfying |s;| > € :

qpa(vj) > OV’ B| 9%

Case 3 : 00371/4 < |5j| < €
We use the inequality :

<O sup |G-V

|s—s;j|<eB—1/4

(0,5)

sup
|s—s;|<eB—1/4

to find with (2I1) and (ZI0) :

/ Ry(s, )52 dsdt < C(B2E  sup |8 —b| + B2,

|s—sj|<eB—1/4

ds

As a consequence, we can write, with A = B~1/2 :

apa(v)) > (OB + B(Oo(B(s;) =) = Ce  sup |8 —0])]5l|*

|s—s;|<eB~1/4
By non degeneracy, we have, for Cy > 2¢ :

(2.16) sup  |[f—V] <27 inf |-V

|s—sj|<eB—1/4 |s—s;|<eB=1/4
Indeed, we have, for all Cy > 2¢ :

inf 13— > a inf  s*> %(sj — eB71/4)?

ls—s;|<eB~1/4 |s—s;|<eB~1/4
and
~ B1e" 3 _
sup |3V <= sup s < (s;+eBTYH2
|s—sj|<eB—1/4 |s—s;|<eB~1/4 2
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Thus, we get, for Cy > 2¢ :

Ssu 1/4 —b i —1/4 ? i ’
Pls—s,|<eB-1/ 8 | 3(%) :3(14_%) < 27.

inf|,_, <cp-1/a |5 = sj — eB1/4 s; —eB~1/4
We deduce, for Cy > 2¢ :
qpa(v;) > (OB + B(©, — 27Ce*)  inf |3 —V])|v;]>

|s—s;|<eB—1/4

We will further use that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all Cy > 2e¢ :

apa(vy) = (OB + eB(A(s;) V) 55]1%
Indeed, we have, for all Cy > 2¢ :

inf (5> o (Blsy) ),
|s—s;j|<eB~1/4
We find, for € > 0 small enough :
gpa(v;) > (b B+ CBY?)||5;|1%.

We conclude that :

> apa(v)) > (BB = CBY*) > vy

7 bnd j bnd

Putting together this estimate and the estimate inside {2, we have the lower
bound in Theorem [L.3]

3 Models near a minimum of § and upper bounds

3.1 Model operator

We fix kg, k1 and a > 0 and we wish to study the quadratic form on the
Hilbert space L*((1 — kot)dtds) defined, for u € C§°(By,) by :
(3.17)

k
Ghoser o () = / (1=tho) 0>+ (1—tho) | (~ids+ Be(1= T t-+as?)ul deds,
SER

0<t§%

7 2kq
associated operator is :

where By, = R x [O o [ (and by convention By = R xR, ). The self-adjoint

—(1 = kot) 10, (1 — kot)O; + (1 — tho)?(—i0s + Bt(1 — %t + as?))?,
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with Neumann condition on ¢ = 0 and Dirichlet condition on ¢t = ﬁ (if
ko # 0). We first rescale the problem :

t =B,

s = B~ Y,

and we are reduced to the operator on L2((1 — tkoB~'/?)dtds) :
(3.18)

k’ot ! kfot tk’o -2 k’l 2 S2t . 88
—(1—m) 8t(1_m>at+(1_m t_2Bl/2t +OéBl/2—ZBl/4

io B/ 4o

We make a change of gauge u — e u. Then, the operator defined in

(BI8) becomes :
(3.19)

)2.

s

kot ! kot t/{?o -2 kl 2 82t
_(1—m) 8t(1—m)at+(1—m t+£0_2Bl/2t +aBl/2

3.2 Degenerate case : a =10

This case corresponds to the degeneracy of the minimum of the restriction
of 5 to the boundary. In particular, we will prove Theorem [L.9l

3.2.1 Formal computation

In order to have an upper bound, we first construct a formal quasimode. We
make a Fourier transform in the variable s. Thus, we are reduced to the
study of the family of operators on L*((1 — £25)dt) :

kot
-~ B1/2

kot

)01 = 5i5)0+ (L= o) 2+ € = Spst)

Hyopy e = —(1

We formally expand this operator in powers of B.
Term in B :
Hy= =07+ (t+ &)

Term in B~/2 :

Hy = ko0, — ki (t + )2 + 2kot (t + €)*.

We look for a quasimode expressed as :
+0o0 ‘
v=> B,
§=0

13
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and a expansion of the first eigenvalue :
+00 ‘
M(B) =) NB”
j=0

So, we have to solve
Houp = Aouo

and, as we look for Ay minimal, we fix £ = &;, we deduce \y = Oy and we
take ug = ug,. Then, the next equation to solve is :

H0u1 + H1u0 = @0u1 -+ )\1’&0.

Thus, we deduce :
(Ho — @0)U1 = ()\1 — Hl)uo.

To have solutions, the second member must be orthogonal to ug, so, using
the formulas (L4]), we get :

ko + k
M+ R 00k — ko) =0,
and we take :
Uy = RO()\I — Hl)uo.
We let : bk
Oy =~ Ci + Ouko(k — ko).

Thus, 1 is a good candidate to be a quasimode after truncation.

3.2.2 Quasimode

We write, in the initial coordinates (with ¥ = 1, for simplicity) :

Al - Z1 + R7
where
Ay =1t(1 - tﬁ)
e 2
with
B
(3.20) ki = ko — E(O, 0).

Let us denote ¢ = ug + B~'/?u; and notice that 1 is in the Schwartz class.
As a quasimode, we take :

'LLB(S, t) = X(t)rlp(Bl/2t>€73231/2—2peigoBl/2s’
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with y a smooth cutoff function supported in [0, ﬁ] and p €0, 1[ which
will be choosen later to optimize the error. The Gaussian e=s*BY/27%

a localization near s = 0. We have :

permits

qBA(uB) S /(1 - tko)‘atUBF + (1 - tk0)71‘<—’ias + BAl)UBFdet
e / Ak(){|up|? + |(—id, + BA;Jup|?Ydsdt.

By noticing that there exists C' > 0 such that :
|Ay(s,1)] < Ct,

we get :
’ / Ak(s)t{|0yup|® + |(—i0s + BA ) ugp|*Ydsdt| < CBY**|jug].

Let us prove the upper bound for the first term (the second can be treated
in the same way). We have :

dup = X'(t)@Z)(Bl/zt)e_SQBl/Q_QpeifOBl/Qs+Bl/2x(t)w'(Bl/zt)6_8231/2_2peigOBl/Qs.
Thus we get :
Dpusl® < 2N (D9 (BY20)Pe 8 2B x(t)y! (BY ) Pe P
Then, we find :
/ tAk(s)|Oyup|?dids < C / ts|y ()20 (BY?)2e 2B dtds
+ CB / ts|x(£)2]¢ (BY?)2e 2" B dtds.
As 1) is in the Schwartz class, we get :
/ bl (8) [ (BY2) e 2 dtds = O(B~) fus
Then, we have after rescaling, for some C' > 0 independent of B :

B/ sl (O[0! (BY20) 2e "8 dtds < CBBY2B~1/4|lug|]? = CB'** ug].

15



Moreover, we have :
/(1 — tho)|Oyup|? + (1 — tho) " |(—ids + BA,)up|*dsdt
= /(1 — tho)|Oup|? + (1 — thy)~|(—ids + BA,)up|*dsdt
+R {/(1 — tho) ' (B*|Rup|?® + 2B(—id, + BZl)uBRuB)dsdt} .

We get :
Gror0.5(up) < (OB + 1" BY? + CBY272) |ug |,

the crucial points being to estimate the term
[108e e )Pl Paras

by O(BY?>727)||lug||? and the term [(Bt+ BY2£,)0,(x(t)yh(BY?t)e +*B"*7*")
by O(B~°)||upl||* thanks to the fact that M; = 0 (cf. (L4)) and that ® is in
the Schwartz class. Using that :

|R(s,t)] < O(t* + s*t + st?),

we find :

‘% {/(1 - tk’o)_l(Bz|RuB|2 + 2B(—185 -+ BZl)UBRUB)det}' S C’Bl/4+p||u3||2.

and finally with p = % :

qpa(up) < (OB + O3 BY2 + CBY)||ug|”.

Thus, after replacing k; by its expression, the upper bound of Theorem
is proved.

Remark 3.1.

It follows from the identities (IL4]) that :

C
71_@050:M3_£8>07

where M3 = / (t + & )*uidt. This remark permits to understand how the

£>0
upper bound of Theorem improves the one of Aramaki.
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3.3 Non-degenerate case o > 0
3.3.1 Formal computation
We consider the operator H (cf.([319)) :

k’ot 1 k’ot kfo k’ 2 (0% 2 . 85 2
—(1- Bl/2> a,(1 B1/2)8’f+< B1/2) (t o~ 2B1/2 +Bl/28t_ZBl/4)'

Formally, we write :
“+oo

0= B,
j=1
Let us look for a quasimode expressed as :

+o00o
(3.21) U=> B7"U;.

j=1

and a Taylor expansion of the lowest eigenvalue :

+oo
N B) = Z @j/4B_j/4,
j=1

Here, we have :

Ho= =0} + (t + &),
Hy = —2i0,(t + &),
k
Hy = ko0, — 0% + 2(t + &) (as’t — 5%?) + kot (t + &)
This leads us to solve :
HQUO = )\0U0.

We write Uy as Uy = ug(t)1ho(s) and, as we look for A minimal, we take
Ao = ©¢ and uy > 0 the associated normalized eigenvector.
Then, we solve :

H1U0 + HOU1 - @OUI + )\1U0.

We can take ©,, = 0 by writing U; = u,(t):(s) with ¢ = 05109 and we
find :
(HO - @Q)Ul = 2’&(t + gO)UO-

As M; = 0 (see (4)), this last equation admits a unique solution u; such
that [,_, uouydt = 0.
Finally, we consider :

HOU2 + H1U1 + H2U0 - @oUQ -+ @1/2U0.

17



Thus, we get :
(Hy—60)Uy = —H Uy — HyUy + ©12Uq = 2i(t + o )u10s101 — HaUg + 012U,

Multiplying by uo and integrating with respect to ¢, one applies the formulas
(C4) and one solves :

ko + k1
2

—(1 — 415) 09y + aBps*hy = <@1/2 + C1 — (k1 — ko)@ofo) Yo.

where

L= / (£ + €0) Rol((t + &o)uo)uodt.
t>0

This last integral can be rewritten by letting v = Ro((t + &)ug) ; we have :
(Ho — O¢)v = (t + &) uo.
By computing, we get :
_%g_z(.’go) = 9.
Using the identities of [FHOS§|, we find :

1—41, =~ <2§°) — 30,/6, > 0.

After rescaling, we let :

and :

kot k
(3.22) Oy = @]f?ékl’ == 2 LCh+ (ky — ko)Oo&o + /30167 Va.

3.3.2 Quasimode

For simplicity, we assume b’ = 1. We write :
Al — Zl —|— R,

where .
A =t(1— t;l + as?)

with « defined in (ZI4) and k; defined in ([B.20). We let :

up(s, t) = x(H)U(BY4s, BY/?t)e B
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where U consists of the three first terms of (3.2I]). We have :
qpa(up) < /(1 — tho)|Byup|® + (1 — tho)~*|(—id, + BA,)up|*dsdt
+C / Ak(s)t{|Ovup]? + |(—ids + BAr)up|?}dsdt.
Moreover, we have :
/ (1 — tho) Dyl + (1 — tho) " |(—is + B yup|2dsdt
= /(1 — tho)|Oup|?® + (1 — thy)~|(—ids + BA,)up|*dsdt

+R {/(1 — tho) ' (B?*|Rup|?® + 2B(—ids + BZl)uBRuB)dsdt} .

Using that U is in the Schwartz class, we get :
Qko by ,0,B(UB) < (OB + @lf?’zkl’aBlﬂ + O)|lugl®.
Moreover, we have :
|A; — Ay < C(5%t + st> 4+ 17).

So, we get, :
‘?R {/(1 — tko)il(B2|RuB‘2 -+ 28(—@83 —+ le)UBRUB)det}' S CBI/4HUBH2.

Finally, we find :

qpa(up) < (OB + O3 " BY? + CBYY) Jus|*.

In particular, we have proved the upper bound in Theorem [[3

4 Tangential Agmon’s estimates

We first observe that, for ® a real Lipschitzian function and if u is in the do-
main of the Neumann realization of (iV+ BA)?, then we have, by integration
by parts :

R((iV-+BA)*u, exp(2BY*®)u) = qpa (exp(BY*®)u)—B||| V| exp(BY2®)ul|>.

Taking u = up an eigenfunction attached to the lowest eigenvalue \'( BA) ,
we get :

(4.23)

N(BA)|| exp(B2®)up||* = gpa(exp(B?®)ug) — B|||[V®| exp(B/*®)ug|*.
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4.1 Tangential Agmon’s estimates for up

We now use the lower bound found in Section 2 ; more precisely, for all € > 0,
there exists ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 such that, for all Cy > 0 sufficiently large, there
exists C' > 0 s.t for all u in the form domain of gga :

qpa(u) = (0B —CBY?)) " |lysul’®

7 int

+ Y (BB +c(B(s;) = V)B)|x;ul’

+(Oob' B — C'B"?)||x;,.ull”

We choose u = exp(B'/?®)up ; we recall that, by Theorem [[3, we have the
upper bound :
A(BA) < ©0'B + CBY2.

Using these estimates in (£23), we find the inequality by dividing by B :
/ (€' B2 4+ [0 x;,, xp(BY @)up]? >

Z / — V) — CB™ Y2 — |VO?)|x, exp(BY?®)up|*dsdt.
Jj bnd

J#Imin

We choose
O = ayd(s),

where d is the Agmon distance associated with the metric (5(s,0) — b')ds?
le:

|5
d(s) = /0 (B(c,0) — ¥)2do.

On D, we notice that

Jmin?
Vo> < CoB™ Y2,

Then, for j # jnin, we consider the quantity :

e(B(s;) = V) — CB72 — 2(3(s) - V).

For e > 0 and «; small enough, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for j such that
|sj| > €y and B large enough, we have :

C(B(sj) — V)= CB Y2 —a2(B(s) = V) > ¢
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For Cy > 2e, there exists ¢’ > 0 such that for j # j,.., and |s;| < epand B
large enough, we have :

C(B(sj) — V)= CB Y2 —a2(B(s) = V) > "B~Y2.

Indeed, due to the non degeneracy, we have ([2I6]). Thus, we get C' > 0 and
By > 0 such that for all B > By :

3 / I\, exp(BY2®)ug|? < C / | exp(B*®)ug .

j bnd |s|<CoB~1/4

We deduce Proposition and have the following corollary :

Corollary 4.1 For all n € N, there exists C' > 0 such that for all B large
enough :

/32”{|u5|2 + B7Y(iV + BA)ug|*}dx < C’B_"/Q/ lup|*dz.
Q Q

4.2 Agmon’s estimates for D,up

We consider a partition of unity as in (Z.7)). We have the formula (2Z.9) and :

asa(w) = 3 apa(xPu) — CBY2|ull”.
J

We use (£.23]). We have
M(B) < Oy B + CBY2.
Thus, we get, using the inequalities of the previous section :
2
458 (€™ "Pun) + 2 (OB + c(B(s;) — V) B) i V|

J up

2
B Z )XjeBl/zcbuB

7 int

2 2
e tuyl 4 B / VO | OB g,

< (©¢0'B 4+ CBY?) /

where & = ayd(s).
We have the control :

o),

Jmin

Ve < g
Q

B/2% 2 1/2 2
e uB) <CB lup|“dz,
Q
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and we deduce, for aq small enough :

8a(me?Pup) — OB

2
ijmeBl/QéuB) < 031/2/|u3|2-
We introduce :

(4.24) Qapp (V) = / (1 — kot)|Dyv|*+
t>0,s€R
k
(1 — kot)"'|(Bt + Bas*t + B?¢y — D, — B;ltz)v|2dtds.

If we write :

Ai(s,t) = / (1= ¢k(s))3(s, £)dt
we have :
(1 —tk(s))B(s,t) = (1 — thy) + as® + O(t* + st + s°),
and thus :
(4.25) Ay(s,t) =t — %tQ + as’t + Ot + st* + s°t).

Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have for all A > 0 :

B2
45a(0) Z (1= Ndapp(v) = == [ Ro*
For instance, we can estimate [(st?)?|v|?. Using the tangential (cf. Proposi-
tion [[H]) and normal Agmon estimates and letting :

- Bl/2gp
v = X]mzne U/B,

we have :

32/32t4|v|2d3dt < CB*B7Y2B7%||v|?.

In the same way, we control the other remainders and by choosing A correctly,
we get :

(4.26) qBA (V) > Qapp(v) — CBY* / lv]2.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and again the Agmon estimates, we
find :

d(0) > (1= BV2)¢, (v) — CBY? / ]2,
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where
qup(’U) = / (1 — kot)|8tv|2 —+ (1 — kot)ilKBt -+ 31/2&) — DS)UPdI‘.
t>0,s€R
Making a Fourier transform in the variable s and letting w = v, we have :
qup(v) = / (1 — kot)|0yw|* + (1 — kot) (Bt + BY2¢, — o)w|*dtdo.
t>0,0€R
Thus, we get (see [FHO8, Chapter 6, Prop 6.2.1] or Section 11]) :
"
2, (0) > @Ob’B/ P + BW@ / Dol — CBY? / o2
Consequenlty, we get the upper bound :
1/2 2
P06 un)| <€ [ lunf

We deduce the following proposition :

Proposition 4.2 (Tangential Agmon’s estimates for Dsup) With the pre-
vious notations, there exists C' > 0 and oy > 0 such that for all B large

enough :
J

where x is a smooth cutoff function supported in [—to, to].

eo‘leX(t(z))d(s(x”DsuB)2 dr < CB"? / lus|*de,
Q

Corollary 4.3 For all n € N, there exists C' > 0 such that for all B large
enough, we have :

/X(t)S%‘DS“B‘?dx < CBI/?WQ/ lup|*da.
“ Q

Remark 4.4.
The tangential and normal Agmon estimates roughly say that |up| has the
same behaviour as e="B"*yo(BY/2¢).

5 Refined lower bounds

In this section, we prove the lower bound in Theorem [[L7l We consider a

1
partition of unity as in (7)) with p = 170 for n > 0. We have :

gpa(t) > qpa(xfu) — CB>7|ul*.
j
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5.1 Control far from the minimum

Let us first recall some the estimates we have proved. For j such that D;
does not intersect the boundary, we have :

ga(xu) > bB/|Xju\2d:c.

For j such that D, intersect the boundary and j # j,in, We notice that, for
B large enough :

qBa(xju) > @ob'B/|XjU|2-

5.2 Reduction to a model near the minimum

Using the inequalities of the previous section, we get :
qpa(up) > Ob'B Y [Ix;usl’® + qsa(Xj, ) — CB>7*||lug]|®.

By the normal and tangential Agmon estimates, we have proved in ({20,
with ([£24), ([E25) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality :

BA (XjpninWB) 2 dapp(Xjpinin) — OB up]|*.
In order to make the term in as?*t disappear, we make the change of variables :
t = \(s)T,
where A\(s) = (14 as?)~"2 ; we have

or . . N or
(5.27) Osv = gaﬂ) + 0,0, Ow = 5%

where ¥ denotes the function v in the variables (7, s) and we are reduced to
the form :

Qapp(V) = /{(1—k07)\(s))|8w‘2

+ (1= koA(s)) " [(BT + &A(s)BY?2 = A(s)D, — B

8,7,

k17'2

Ok

+ aTs)\(s)3DT)U|2}>\(3)’1des,

where we have omitted the tilde. Noticing that s> = O(B%*~1/2), on the
support of v = ;. up, we make the approximations in L? :

—\(s)Dsv = —Dsv+ O (32) D,v,
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2 A(s)’v = 70+ O (s°7%) v,
sA(s)*Dyv = stDyv + O(s°7)D,v.
We first find :

Qapp(V /{ (1 — Tko)|O; v|
k’17'2

+ (1= 7ho) | (BT + &A(s)BY? — A(s)Ds — B 5

A(s)® + asA(s)* 7D, o]} A(s) " tdrds

k‘ 2
_c / AMS)T{\@UF (B + €A(s)BY2 — A(s)D, — BlTT)\(s)?’
+ asA(s ’ })\ “drds,
where

AN(s) = A(s) — A(0).

Let us consider the second term :

k 2
/AA(S)T{\&UP + | (BT + &A(s)B"Y? = X(s)Ds — B 127 A(s)?
+asA(s)>r D, )| Y A(s) "tdrds.
Coming back in the variables (¢, s), this term becomes :
A
/ Als t{|6t 1>+ |(B(1 + as®)t + &BY? — D, Bk— Ju|* }dtds.

Thus, the Agmon estimates give a control of the second term of order O(1).
Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Agmon estimates (for up and
Dgup after having come back in the variables (s, t)) and using the same kind
of analysis as in (£.26]), we have :

]{ZlT

/ {(1- 7']{50)|8TU|2 +(1— 7']{50)_1’ (BT + EoM(s)BY? — X\(s)D, — B 5 A(s)?
+ asA(s ) ‘ })\ ) tdrds
> / {(1 — 7ko)|0rv)* + (1 — 7']{50)_1’ (BT + &oM(s)BY? — D, — Ble ’ FA(s)"tdrds

CBY4||v|)?.
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We have finally, with v = x;, . up

(5.28)
qpa(ug) > ©90'B Z Ix;usl®
k
" / [(1 = 7ho)|O,0f2 + (1 = rho) Y| (BT + €A (s)BY2 — D, — BMT ol Ya(s) s

— OB ug|* = CBY g

Moreover, thanks to the exponential decrease of up away from the boundary
(normal Agmon estimates), we can replace x;, ... by a smooth cutoff function
such that

SUPPX i C {0 <t < B™Y* M and|s| < B~Y/4}

that is we assume Y;, . is supported in rectangles rather than balls ; the
reason is technical and will appear in the next section.

5.3 Lower bound for the model

~ ~

7 5
Bl 5~ B

So, we are reduced, after the rescaling 7 =

kot 9
Qmod\ W) = / { 11— —— 87”—U
d( ) 7>0,5€R ( Bl/2)| |

koT
B1/2

to the study of :

D ki 8
)G+ QABT8) = = — il (1 + 31/2)1/2d7ds

+ (1 —

Reduction to the euclidean measure
In order to make disappear the measure (1 +
of function defined by :

55/22)1/2, we make the change

a2 \ V4
(1+ Bl/2> u= fp(8)u,

we have :
koT 9
qmodu:/ {1_—6%7}
(@) #>0,5€R ( Bl/z)‘ |
koT —1/4 A Dy f]lfi(é) ki ~2\, 12 L 7292
0= i) I+ &MBTS) - 5 BUtfy5) 2B )’ }M‘S'
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Term in §

We want to make a Fourier transform in the variable 5§ to be reduced to a
problem on a half axis, but the term &A(B~'/45) is annoying ; that is why we
make it disappear with a change of gauge. We write : A\(B~Y43) = 1 +rp(3)
and we make the change of gauge v — ¥ = ve "*(®) where

8 /5(0)
o(3) / §ors( Bl/4fB(0')dU

to be reduced to :

. kot 12
Trmod (U ——/ { 1-— 0;0
) #>0,3€R ( Bl/2)| |

kot Dy ki o - g
+- Bl/2> 16— B4 231/2T2)U‘2}deS’
where u = (x;,.,ug)(BY?7, BY/45). We make a Fourier transform in the

variable § and we are reduced to a half axis problem in the normal variable :

g ]{31

koT koT . .
nl) = [ (= Il (1= 5017+ — g — gl

with w = 0.

Model on a half axis

We can apply the same kind of analysis as in [FH08, Chapter 6, Prop 6.2.1]
or in [HMOIl Section 11] to get the lower bound ; there exists C' > 0 such
that for all B large enough :

(5.20)

ko, K)oy e B o \
¢n(w) > (@o + (@]f?;l + TUQ)B /2 _ op=3/4+sn . lw* [ 1 — Tz dr.
Remark 5.1.

n [FHOS§], the fact that the magnetic field is constant permits to be reduced
to the case kg = k; = 1, thus @’f%ﬁ = —(}.

Let us just recall the main ideas of the proof. We consider first the (formal)

operator on L*((1 — £4%)d7) :

kot . d kot . d ko? | o, o o,
B1/2) %(1 B1/2)d7.+(1_31/2) (T+§0_Bl/4_k1231/2)'

h(o, B) = —(1-
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Then, we formally expand this operator in powers of B and, for |o| < M B",
with ' > 0 small enough :

b(CT, B) = []0 + B_1/4b1 + B—1/2h2 + O(B—3/4+377)’

where
d? R 9
h(] - _d7A_2 +(T+§O) 9
b, = —2(7 + &o)o,
. d A2/ A afn 2 2
h, = k:onf_ — k17T 4 &o) + 2koT(T + &)+ 0

Thus, as in Section B.3.1], we compute a quasimode and obtain for some 1 :

(0. B) = (o + MB™ 4 2B )l e, 1 sy = O(BZ/),

Finally, we can prove that the previous operator admits only one eigenvalue
strictly less than 1 thanks to a comparison with the harmonic oscillator on
a half axis and, applying the spectral theorem, we get the bottom of the
spectrum given in (B29) (the values of o such that |o] > MB" provide
higher energies thanks to the non-degeneracy of £ — p(§) near &).

Return in the initial variables
Applying the Parseval formula, we get :

Gmod() = Qmod (V) =

1 7A—kO A 7A
(G0 + @’f?; B~/ /ER |v]? (1 — 31/2) drds

>0

y P
L g1t (5_0)/ D502 (11— 229 ) d#ds — CB=3/4+3|y 2.
9 . Bl/2

]
7>0

We have :
|Ds0]* = |(Ds — ¢'(5))v]*.

As [¢/(8)] < C32B~Y2 < OB~Y/221 on the support of v, we get :
‘D§1~)|2 > (1 o B—1/4+n)‘D§U‘2 . B—1/4+n‘v|2.
Moreover, we have :

Dg; Bl/2 fB( ) 3U + fB(g)Dgu
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We deduce :
|D;0|? > |Dsul> — CB~Y4(Ju|? + | Dsu|?) — B~Y4| D)%

Recalling that

as \?
drds = (1 + Bl/2) dtds,

9 as \? 9
|IU‘ =1+ Bl/g |U| )

where t = B~'/?t, and with the tangential Agmon estimates, we get :

IDso||* < Cllul?, || Dsull?* < Cflull?
and

Qmod(u) > @0||u||2 + @ko,le_l/QHUHQ

oo, 1 (o) 12 ga tky . ~1/2
(5.30) + (/ {a@0|su| + T|Dsu| dsp | 1— I dt | B~
_CBfB/4+3n

where u(t,5) = u(#,3) and, thanks to the Agmon estimates, we have re-
placed D;u by D@ and 7 by ¢ by noticing that Dyu = Dy + g—gD,;a and
M(8B~Y/*%)% = t. We recognize the quadratic form of the harmonic oscillator
and we have :

1 1
/{a@ﬂéﬂf—l—@wgmzdé} > %/m?dé.

We take = 2= and the lower bound of Theorem [T follows from (5.30),

20
(E28)) and (T4)) after having noticed that the estimates of Agmon give :

[ Wouslde = (140 ) [ funPds,
Q Q

6 Estimate for the third critical field of the
Ginzburg-Landau functional

In this section, we give an estimate of the third critical field of the Ginzburg-
Landau functional in the case where the applied magnetic field denoted by
£ admits a unique and non degenerate minimum on the boundary of (2.
The constant magnetic field case has already been studied in details (see

[FHO6D, [LP99al, [LP99b), [LPO0]).
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Recall of properties of the functional
The Ginzburg-Landau functional is defined by :

(s, A) = [ {1GT-+omAp ol o o (so)? [ [9x AP
Q Q

for v € H(Q,C) and A € H}, (2, R?) where
HL (Q,R?) = {A € HY(Q,R®) : div(A) = 0inQ, A - v = 00n 90}

We assume moreover that
=V xF.

Then, we introduce the critical fields :
Hey(k) =inf{o > 0 : (0,F) is the unique minimizer of G, ,},

He, (k) = inf{o > 0 : (0,F) is the unique minimizer of G, ,» for all o/ > o},

He, (k) =inf{o >0 : (0,F) is a minimizer of G , }

and .
H(?;(li) = sup{o > 0| )\1<HUF) < /<;2}.
We have B
He, (k) < Hey(k) < Hey(K)
and

—loc

He, (k) < Hey(k):
We can prove the following result (cf. [FHOS]) :

Theorem 6.1 Let €2 be a bounded, simply connected domain with smooth
boundary and suppose that the applied magnetic field (5 satisfies

0< @Ob,<b.

Then, there exists kg > 0 such that for all Kk > kg :

—loc

He, (k) = He, (k).

Furthermore, if B — \{(BF) is strictly increasing for large B, then all the
critical fields coincide for large k and are given by the unique solution H of

M(kHF) = k%
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Estimate of H, (k) for large

Noticing that B — A}(BF) is strictly increasing for large B (it is due to the
exponential decrease of the first eigenfunctions away from the boundary, still
true in the case of variable magnetic field ; see [FHOS8, Chapter 9, Section
6]), we deduce the following theorem :

Theorem 6.2 Let €2 be a bounded, simply connected domain with smooth
boundary and suppose that the applied magnetic field 5 has a unique and non
degenerate minimum on OS2 and that :

0< @Ob,<b.

Then, we have :

K @1 2 -
Hey() = prg = b'1/2@Tj2 +O(K7).
0

Acknowledgments

I am deeply grateful to Professor B. Helffer for his help, advice and com-
ments. I would also like to thank A. Kachmar for his attentive reading and
suggestions which improved the presentation of the paper.

References

[Agm82] S. Agmon. Lectures on exponential decay of solutions of
second-order elliptic equations : bounds on eigenfunctions of
N-body Schrodinger operators. Princeton University Press, 1982.

[Ara06]  J. Aramaki. Upper critical field and location of surface nucleation
for the Ginzburg-Landau system in non-constant applied field. Far
East J. Math. Sci, 23(1):89-125, 2006.

[Ara07]  J. Aramaki. Asymptotics of the eigenvalues for the Neumann
Laplacian with non-constant magnetic field associated with supra-
conductivity. Far East J. Math. Sci, 25(3):529-584, 2007.

[Bon05] V. Bonnaillie. On the fundamental state energy for a Schrodinger
operator with magnetic field in domains with corners. Asympt.
Anal., 41(3-4):215-258, 2005,

[BPT98] P. Bauman, D. Phillips, and D. Tang. Stable nucleation for the
Ginzburg-Landau system with an applied magnetic field. Arch.
Rational Mech. Anal., 142:1-43, 1998.

31



(BS9S]

[CFKSS36]

[DHY3]

[APFS00]

[FHO6a]

[FHOG6b)

[FHOS]

[HMO1]

[HMO04]

[Kac06]

[Kac07a]

[Kac07b]

A. Bernoff and P. Sternberg. Onset of superconductivity in de-
creasing fields for general domains. J. Math. Phys, 39:1272-1284,
1998.

H-L. Cycon, R-G. Froese, W. Kirsch, and B. Simon.
Schrodinger Operators. Springer-Verlag, 1986.

M. Dauge and B. Helffer. FEigenvalues variation. I. Neumann
problem for Sturm-Liouville operators. Journal of Differential

Equations, 104:243-262, 1993.

M. del Pino, P. Felmer, and P. Sternberg. Boundary concentration
for eigenvalue problems related to the onset of superconductivity.
Comm. in Math. Phys., 210:413-446, 2000.

S. Fournais and B. Helffer. Accurate eigenvalue asymptotics for
the magnetic Neumann Laplacian. Annales de l'institut Fourier,
56:1-67, 2006.

S. Fournais and B. Helffer. On the third critical field in Ginzburg-
Landau theory. Comm. in Math. Physics, 266(1):153-196, 2006.

S. Fournais and B. Helffer. Spectral methods in surface
superconductivity. To appear, 2008.

B. Helffer and A. Morame. Magnetic bottles in connection with
superconductivity. J. Funct. Anal., 185(2):604-680, 2001.

B. Helffer and A. Morame. Magnetic bottles for the Neumann
problem : curvature effects in the case of dimension 3 (general
case). Ann. Scient. E. Norm. Sup, 37(4):105-170, 2004.

A. Kachmar. On the ground state energy for a magnetic
Schrodinger operator and the effect of the de Gennes boundary
condition. J. Math. Phys., 47(7), 2006.

A. Kachmar. On the perfect superconducting solution for a gen-
eralized Ginzburg-Landau equation. Asympt. Anal., 54(3-4):125—
164, 2007.

A. Kachmar. On the stability of normal states for a generalized
Ginzburg-Landau model. Asympt. Anal., 55(3-4):145-201, 2007.

32



[KP02] K. H. Kwek and X-B. Pan. Schrodinger operators with non-
degenerately vanishing magnetic fiels in bounded domains. Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc., 10:4201-4227, 2002.

[LP99a] K. Lu and X.-B. Pan. Eigenvalue problems of Ginzburg-Landau
in bounded domains. J. Math. Phys., 40(6):2647-2670, 1999.

[LP99b] K. Lu and X.-B. Pan. Estimates of the upper critical field for
the Ginzburg-Landau equations of superconductivity. Physica,
127:73-104, 1999.

[LP00] K. Lu and X.-B. Pan. Gauge invariant eigenvalue problems on R?
and R? . Trans. AMS, 352(2):1247-1276, 2000.

33



	Introduction and statement of main results
	A rough lower bound
	Partition of unity
	Estimates for the lower bound
	Study inside 
	Study at the boundary


	Models near a minimum of  and upper bounds
	Model operator
	Degenerate case : =0
	Formal computation
	Quasimode

	Non-degenerate case >0
	Formal computation
	Quasimode


	Tangential Agmon's estimates
	Tangential Agmon's estimates for uB
	Agmon's estimates for Ds uB

	Refined lower bounds
	Control far from the minimum
	Reduction to a model near the minimum
	Lower bound for the model

	Estimate for the third critical field of the Ginzburg-Landau functional

