arXiv:1102.3767v3 [math-ph] 17 Apr 2017

GRAPH-LIKE ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE DIRICHLET LAPLACIAN IN
CONNECTED TUBULAR DOMAINS

CLAUDIO CACCIAPUOTI

DiSAT, Sezione di Matematica, Universita dell’Insubria
Via Valleggio 11, 22100 Como, Italy
claudio.cacciapuoti@uninsubria.it

ABSTRACT. We consider the Dirichlet Laplacian in a waveguide of uniform width and infinite
length which is ideally divided into three parts: a “vertex region”, compactly supported and
with non zero curvature, and two “edge regions” which are semi-infinite straight strips. We
make the waveguide collapse onto a graph by squeezing the edge regions to half-lines and the
vertex region to a point. In a setting in which the ratio between the width of the waveguide
and the longitudinal extension of the vertex region goes to zero, we prove the convergence of
the operator to a selfadjoint realization of the Laplacian on a two edged graph. In the limit
operator, the boundary conditions in the vertex depend on the spectral properties of an effective
one dimensional Hamiltonian associated to the vertex region.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Metric graphs are objects of great interest as simple but highly not trivial tools to investigate
questions covering several topical issues in pure and applied mathematics. They offer a twofold
advantage: they are quite simple objects (in many cases formulas for the relevant quantities can
be explicitly computed), showing at the same time non trivial features. We evade the duty of
giving an exhaustive list of applications of metric graphs and limit ourselves to point out several
recent volumes on the subject [3] [4] 16, [37], where an extensive list of references can be found.

Our work is addressed to investigate a long standing problem within the theory of metric
graphs, namely, to find a rigorous justification for the use of graph models to approximate
dynamics in networks of thin waveguides. In many applications the problem is reduced to
compare, in some suitable sense, the Laplacian in a squeezing network of thin tubes with a
selfadjoint realization of the Laplacian on the graph. A difficult feature of the problem originates
from the fact that requiring selfadjointness does not fix univocally the operator on the graph.
Each selfadjoint realization of the Laplacian on a graph is associated to certain boundary (or
matching) conditions in the vertices. There are different ways to express the most general
selfadjoint boundary conditions, see, e.g., [9, 29, [B1], for the sake of simplicity let us specify
one of them for the case of a star-graph G, that is a graph with N edges of infinite length and
one vertex v. We denote by Hg the Hilbert space naturally associated to G, a function x € Hg
is a N-component vector valued function, z = (z1,...,2x), such that z; € L?((0,00)) is the
component of the wave function associated to the j-th edge of the graph. In each edge the
vertex v is identified with the origin of the half-line [0,00). Consider an orthogonal projector
II in CV, and a selfadjoint operator © in Ran (II+) C CV, with II* = I — II. We denote by

—Ag’e the selfadjoint realization of the Laplacian in Hg associated to the couple of operators

(I1,0). Let = (z1,...,xn) be a vector in the domain of —Ag’@, then z; € H?((0,00)) and x
must satisfy the boundary conditions

Mz(v) =0, Ot2'(v)+6Itz(v) =0,
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where we denoted by #(v) and 2/(v) the vectors in CV defined by z(v) = (21(0),...,zn(0)) and
2’ (v) = (24(0), ..., #y(0)), moreover —Ag’ex = (—af,...,—2).
Among the possible realizations of —AS’G we mention:

- The Dirichlet (or decoupling) Laplacian: it is defined by the boundary condition z(v) =
0, which corresponds to the choice I = I, in this case dim[Ran (IT*)] = 0.

- The weighted Kirchhoff Laplacian: it is defined by the conditions o;z;(0) = «;z;(0),
i,j = 1,..,N, and 3N @a}(0) = 0, with a; € C, 32N |a;|> # 0. This conditions
correspond to the choice

(L.1) (Ii; =

5oy
i ;
Z;cvzl |ovg |2

where §;; denotes the Kronecker symbol. In this case dim[Ran (II*)] = 1. When all
the constants o are equal the operator defined by the choice (L)) is called Kirchhoff
(or standard) Laplacian and the boundary conditions read z1(0) = ... = zx(0) and
N
>im1 73(0) = 0.
A central problem in using operators in the family —AS’G to approximate the dynamics gener-
ated by the Laplacian in a network of thin tubes squeezing to a graph is to understand which
boundary conditions in the vertex arise in limit (see, e.g., [17, I8 [38] for a review on this topic).
It turns out that this problem strongly depends on what kind of Laplacian is taken in the
squeezing network.

With Neumann conditions on the boundary of the squeezing network (or if one considers a
network without boundary see, e.g., [19][40]) the problem is in some sense easier. Under general
assumptions on the network properties (see the discussion in [19]), the limit operator on the
graph is characterized by weighted Kirchhoff conditions in the vertex, with «; real and the ratio
a;/a; being related to the relative radius of network’s edges.

In the setting of a Neumann network a first result can be traced back to the work [10], where the
convergence of the eigenvalues is used to show that in dimension three or higher it is possible
to construct a compact Riemannian manifold such that the first nonvanishing eigenvalue of the
Laplacian has arbitrary multiplicity. Later on, the problem has been studied from the point of
view of the convergence of stochastics processes, see [23] (see also [2], for recent results in this
direction in a setting with Dirichlet conditions). In [19, B2 [42] the convergence of eigenvalues
was analyzed while in [40] the convergence of operators in norm resolvent sense was proved (see
also [43] [44]). We also mention the works [5], 33] in which the problem is analyzed by using the
theory of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of manifolds and the techniques developed in [34].

In the setting with Neumann boundary conditions we quote also: the work [20] in which the
convergence of resonances is analyzed and the work [2I] where the presence of a scaled potential
supported in the vertex region is taken into account. It is also worth pointing out that there
exist works addressed to the analysis of the corresponding nonlinear problem: see, e.g., [41], and
references therein; [30] in which the convergence of semilinear elliptic equations is studied; and
[46] for the study of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation.

The case of a Dirichlet network squeezing to a graph is more complicated and not yet com-
pletely understood. One main difficulty is related to the fact that as the width of the network
squeezes to zero the energy functional diverges as the inverse of the square of the width. Hence,
to get a meaningful, limit a renormalization of the energy is needed. Moreover geometrical per-
turbations can modify substantially the spectral properties of the Laplacian in the network, a
well known phenomenon is, for example, the appearing of isolated eigenvalues in curved waveg-
uides, see [15 17, 22]. Similar problems arise when the confinement is obtained through an
holonomic constrain, see, e.g., [14].

In [39] it is shown that in a Dirichlet network, if the volume of the vertex region is small enough,
then the boundary conditions in the vertex are of Dirichlet type. Nevertheless it is known
that more general assumptions cannot exclude different limits. In particular it is understood

i,j=1,..,N, ©=0,
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that weighted Kirchhoff conditions of the form described above may arise whenever an effective
Hamiltonian associated to the vertex region exhibits eigenvalues at the threshold of the trans-
verse energy see, e.g., [25] 26l 36], and [12], 13], in which these ideas are further exploited and
the occurrence of non homogenous terms in the weighted Kirchhoff condition is pointed out.

In a previous work [I] we considered the Laplacian with Dirichlet conditions on the boundary
of a planar waveguide of uniform width collapsing onto a two edged graph. We proved that two
possible limits can arise:

- In one case, which we call generic, the limit operator on the graph is defined by the
Dirichlet condition in the vertex.

- In a second case, which we call non-generic, the limit operator on the graph is defined
by a weighted Kirchhoff condition in the vertex. The occurrence of the non-generic case
is related to the existence of a zero energy resonance for an effective one dimensional
Hamiltonian associated with the squeezing waveguide.

A crucial hypothesis within the model analyzed in [I] is the assumption that there exist two scales
of energy: a short one associated to the width of the waveguide, J; and a large one associated to
the longitudinal extension of the vertex region, e, with ¢ < £%/2. This assumption implies that
the dynamics in the waveguide is adiabatically separated into a “fast” component associated
to the transverse coordinate and a “slow” component associated to the longitudinal coordinate,
making it possible to analyze the problem in two steps. First the dynamics is reduced to a
one dimensional one by projecting onto the transverse eigenfunctions and by taking the limit
9 — 0 (in norm resolvent sense); then the operator on the graph is obtained by taking the limit
¢ — 0 (in norm resolvent sense) of the effective one dimensional Hamiltonian. For the analysis
of a similar problem in three dimensional waveguides with methods of Gamma-convergence we
mention the paper [I1], see also [6].

Aim of the present work is to give a better understanding of the result obtained in [I] in view
of applications to multi-edged graphs. We review the problem separating explicitly the edges
and vertex regions in the waveguide. According to the ideas in [12] [13] 25] 26} [36], we reinterpret
the existence of the zero energy resonance (which leads to coupling conditions in the vertex) as
an eigenvalue at the energy of the transverse modes for an effective Hamiltonian associated to
the vertex region. Moreover in the generic case we obtain better estimates (as compared to [I])
for the rate of convergence (6 < %2, instead of § < £5/2).

Related to the topic of our paper are also several works which concern the approximation of
generic matching conditions in the vertex by scaled Schrédinger operators on the graph, see for
example [9, [35] and the review [I8]. We also point out the paper [24] (and references therein)
concerning the analysis of the convergence of Schrodinger operators in dimension one to §'-type
point interactions.

Here is a short summary of our paper. In section 2] we define our model for the waveguide as
the union of three parts: the two edges and the vertex region. Moreover we define the Dirichlet
Laplacian in the waveguide. In section Bl we present our main results (Theorem [I] and Theorem
2). Sections M and [l are devoted to the proofs of the main theorems. In section [6l we explain
how to interpret the result stated in Theorems [Il and 2] in terms of the convergence (in norm
resolvent sense) to an operator on the graph, see Theorem [Bl We close the paper with section [l
in which we summarize our results and point out some generalizations.

2. THE MODEL

We consider a smooth waveguide of uniform width § > 0 embedded in R?. We assume that
the waveguide can be decomposed into three parts: two straight edges ;s and Es s and one
vertex region V., € > 0 being a parameter characterizing the “longitudinal extension” of the
vertex region. Throughout the paper we shall always assume that §/e¢ < 1. Each edge E; s,
j = 1,2, can be identified with the manifold (F,bs) where E := (0,00) x (0,1) and b4 is the
metric

hs == ds® + 62 du?,
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where s € (0,00) and u € (0,1). The vertex region can be identified with the manifold (V, gs.)
where V := (—1,1) x (0,1) and g5, is the metric

O5c i= 5295/5 ds® + 62 du?
with s € (=1,1) and u € (0,1). The function g;/.(s,u) is defined by

(2.1) 9s/e(5,u) = (1 + ud/ex(s))?

where 7(s) is a function of s and we assume that v € C§°((—1,1)) and [|y||pec(—1,1)) < 1. We
note that this implies that g5/ € C*°(V') and that for all 0 < § < e < 1, the bounds

2
(2.2) 0 < (1|l (1)) < gssellzevy < (L4 [llne(ray)? < 4
hold true. The waveguide is obtained by identifying the boundary of £ 5 corresponding to s = 0
with the boundary of Vj. corresponding to s = —1 and the boundary of Ej s corresponding to

s = 0 with the boundary of Vj. corresponding to s = 1.
We denote by Hs. the Hilbert space

Hse := L*(E15) © L*(Ea5) ® L*(Vse)

where L%(E;s) = L*(E,bs), j = 1,2, and L*(Vs.) = L?(V,gs.). Moreover we denote by a
capital Greek letter a vector in Hs ., ¥ = (11,12, 1,). Given two vectors ® = (¢1, ¢2, ¢y) € Hs .
and ¥ = (1,92, ¥y) € Hs the scalar product (®, ¥)g, . and the norm ||¥||g, . read respectively

S,e

(@, ¥)p,, = Z/ / (bkwkdet[hg]l/stdu—i-/ / (byi/zydet[gge]l/ dsdu,

k=1,2
with
(2.3) det[hs] = 62 , det[gs | = 525295/5,

and [|¥||g,,. = (¥, \11)1/2 In Hs. we define the sesquilinear form Q5.

Py, 87/% 1 Oy, Oy "
B k= 12/ / [65 95 92 ou ou } det[hs]"/“dsdu

"1 99,00y 1 ¢, O !
v v v v /2
+/ / [5295/5 9% 9s T 52 0u Bu }d t(gs.e) / “dsdu .

Below we shall replace the term sesquilinear form by quadratic form (this is justified by the
polarization theorem, see, e.g., [28]) and we shall also use the notation Qs.[V] = Q5.[V, V]. Let
C be the set

(2.4)

O = (U = (1, 92,90)| 1,92 € CF(E) , 1y € CX(V);
P1(s,0) = P1(s,1) = a(s,0) = Pa(s, 1) = ¥y(s,0) = y(s,1) = 0;
[051](0,u) = [(=e) * O] (—1,u); [0502)(0,u) = [e7"05w] (1, u), Vh € No},
where we d:anoted by E the closure of E. The domain D(Qs¢) of the quadratic form Qs is the
closure of C*° equipped with the norm

1/2
1 lgs. = (113, + Qs-l¥])".

We denote by H;. the unique selfadjoint operator in Hjs. associated to the quadratic form

Q(S,e
D(H5,s) = {\I} € D(Q&s)‘ Vo e D(Q§,€) s Q5,€[CI)7 \II] = <CI)7E>H5,E HECNS Hé,e}

Hs W :=Z.
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2.1. Unitarily equivalent Hamiltonian. This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition
2.1 below. The proposition allows us to rewrite the Hamiltonian H;. in terms of the unitarily
equivalent Hamiltonian I:L;,E. The latter can be explicitly written in terms of a differential
operator in the “flat” Hilbert space H..

Let L2(E) and L?(V') be the complex Hilbert spaces endowed with the norms

00 1 B 1 1
10312y = /0 /O Bifdsdu, =12 Dl = | 1 /0 [0 2dsdu.

Let us denote by H, the complex Hilbert space
H. := L*(E) ® L*(E) ® L*(V,edsdu) .

Given two vectors ® = ((ﬁl, b9, &v) e H, and ¥ = (1[11,152,1[@) € H. the scalar product ((f, \T/)HE
and the norm H\ifHH read

CRIEEY / / brtbpdsdu + / / buthydsdu,

k=1,2

1/2
(25) 190, = (101022 + 12120y + ldul2a) -
For all 0 < e <1 we denote by Us. the unitary map Us. : Hs. — H, defined by

(1,2, 0) = Use(11, o, ) :=(det[hs) /411, det[hs]/4eba, e71/2 det[gs ]/ by

(2.6)
= (824,012, 82 g3 ) i)

where we used equation (2.3]).
For all 0 < § < & < 1, we denote by H} 5. the closure of C>, defined in equation (Z4), with

respect to the norm
(2.7)

113y = 113+ D (10 e+ 200l ] +2 [ 200l a8 210ubu s

7j=1,2
and by Hg . the closure of > with respect to the norm
103 = 1%+ 5 (1020 B+ 002 |+ [ 10200 By +0 0B 2o
’ Tj=1,2
We note that H (}E and Hg . coincide with
(2 8) ﬁ(%,g = {il = (7;1,’(;2,'1);1}) € H€| Hi]H[fI;E < OO’ il‘u:()’l = ¢2‘u=0,1 = 07 ’I’Z)v‘uzo,l = 07
1/}1‘5:0 = wv‘s:—l ) 1/}2‘5:0 = wv‘s:l}’
(2.9)
H(?,g - {\i] = (¢1a¢27¢v) S H&“ |’\I~I|’ﬁ§’s < SO wl‘uzo’l - ¢2‘u:071 - 07 wv‘u:(),l - 07
wl‘s:O - ¢U|s:71 ) w2‘s:0 = ¢U|s:1 ;

9 _10d| Oy
0s e 0s|,_, Os

_ 104,
£ 0Os

)

In formulae (2.8) and (2.9]), in the boundary values, the symbols ‘u:O , and {8:0 4, are understood
as trace operators.

s=0 s=0
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PropOSItlon 2.1. The Hamiltonian Hs. is unitarily equivalent to the Hamiltonian H(;E :
D(Hs.) C He — H. defined by

(2.10) D(Hs.) = ﬁga

- - 02 1 02 2 10%7- 1 -
(2.11) Hs (1, %2,%y) = ([ ~ 92 32 aUQ]T/Jh [— Fohe —7]1/127 g—zLa/a%) ;

where f/(g/g denotes the differential operator

- 1 02 [0 1110 1 o
2.12 Ls) i =——— — | —— | — — -
(212 o 9s/e 052 [35 95/5] ds Wae (6/€)2 du?
with
2 .. 5/ 2
(2.13) Wy = 1 ) L1 ub/eils) 5 (ud/e¥(s))

LA T /ey T 20+ ubfey(s)® A1+ ub/en(s))]
Proof. We prove first that the quadratic form Qs in Hs . is unitarily equivalent to the quadratic
form Q(;,a in H. defined by

L 0% 0 1 0y, O
Qs5e[®, V] - 2 12/ / [83 s 52 9 au]dsdu

1 1 1 3¢v awv
+6/ /0 s_2<95/€ s Os +W6/a¢v¢v>dsdu

/ / 62<8¢vaiv+wé/e¢vwv>dsdu

with D(Q&E) = Ijl(}’6 (see formula (28] for the definition of flg’a), and

o7 1 0, 1 1 (0 s
a_[ 371 95 s /e )] + 72 (3 9s/e ) )
/ 6/5

(2.14) Wse = —

= O 140, —1 Y.

W(S’EZ_(?U[ 6/58u(g5/5 ) e auJo/e ’
Let us denote by Qg . the restriction of the quadratic form Q(;,a to COO, see the definition (2.4)).
Since gs/. € C°°(V) and the bounds ([2.2)) hold true, the norm

19lg,. = (NI, +Qscl9)"?,

is equivalent to the H g .-norm defined in equation (2.7)). Then the quadratic form Q&E coincides
with the closure of Qg@ in the norm ||- HQ&,E' For any function ¥ € C*, one has ¥ = Ug;\fl e C™,
where Us is the unitary map defined in (2.6]) and Uy, 61 its inverse.
Let us define o } .
QLL[®, 0] == Q5. [U; 10, U 1 0s.].
We shall prove that for any ¥, ® € C*°, one has that Q? . [, 0] = Qs E[ ¥]. From the definitions
of Us. and Q5. we have

SR E 9. 31/% 1 90k D
B, 0] = — DOk Tk Gsdu
Qi e 12/ / {as s 52 ou ou

g2
71/4 1/4 5 5/5 0 g 0, 14+
/ / LZ 1/2 35 95/e ¢v) (5/5 Yo) + 8_( 5/ ¢v)8_( 5e W) |edsdu.




We note that

—1/4 1/4 B
/ / [2 1/2 95 95/5 ¢v) (95/5 ¢v)}€dsdu_

_ 1 9, 94,

Ll 1 0, i (06, - =00, 1 0 14\~ -
+ / / |: 2.\Y9s/¢ ( % + ¢v ) ( e > ¢v¢v:| 5d3du7
—1Jo 829;’//;1 88( s/ ) 0s c 9;;52 0s 5/

and
95/ 71/4 d  _1ja-
/ / 526% 5/e %)8_( 5/e y)edsdu
1 96y 9,
/ / 5 8u 0 edsdu
9 Dy - =00\ 95/ D
5/5_ 71/4 v v §/e o ~1/4
/ / |: 5/5 )< T;Z)U‘FQSU > 52 <au > ¢U¢U:|€d8du
By integration by parts in s one has
1,1
T 0oy - =y 1 (0 u\- -
/1/0 nggﬁ 05 Js/e )< by + Gv— s = 1;2 55952 QSUQ,Z)U edsdu
I R
:/ / _2W6/5¢Uw05d3dua
_1Jo €

where /VIV/(;/E was defined in equation (2.I4]) and we used the fact that the boundary terms are
null because v € C§°((—1,1)). By integration by parts in u one has

1/2
g 15 — aqu 8¢U £ a —
[, o (o ) 4 (s

:/ / ﬁwé/eﬁvqﬁvedsdu,
-1Jo

where W(; /e was defined in equation (2.14) and we used the fact that the boundary terms are
null because &v\uzo 1= iv{uzo . =0.
Let flgi the Hamiltonian in H. associated to the quadratic form Q&E. By integrating by

parts in s and u, one sees that for any @, U € e

(2.15) ~ ~
Qo:[®, 0] = Z/ / (z,k[ 6‘;?_6;2662%@@
k=1,2 i )
+/ /‘b_[i ( - ﬁaaw - <§ — /8)1/% (Wye + <e/5>2%5)¢v) - g%—ﬂddu
SRR ke o I e I S
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where we used the fact that gs/.(+1,u) = 1 and the fact that decH ée. A straightforward
calculation gives

91\ — =
- (g%/e) + Wsje +(€/0)"Wsje = Wiye .

Then by the first representation theorem, see, e.g., [28], we have that the Hamiltonian ]:Igi acts

as 1':1'576 defined in equation (2I1]). Moreover the domain of ﬁgi is given by the functions in H(} R
such that the boundary terms in equation (2.I5]) are zero and

|HE. Ol < oo

It is easy to convince oneself that since gs;. € C*°(V') and the bounds (2.2]) hold true, one has
D(ﬁi) = ﬁg’e which implies I:I?e = ﬁg,g. O

3. APPROXIMATE SOLUTION OF THE RESOLVENT EQUATION

In this section we give an approximate solution to the resolvent equation (FI&E — z)\il ==,
for z € C\R and for some suitable choice of Z € H., see Theorem [l below. In the analysis we
are forced to renormalize the spectral parameter z to z + n?72 /42, with n integer. In the final
part of the section we discuss the behavior of the approximate solutlon as ¢ — 0.

We denote by h, the Hamiltonian in L?((—1,1))

(3.1) D(hy) :={y € H*((—1,1))|y/(+1) = 0}
d? 2(s
(3.2) hv::—@—%).

For n =1,2,3, ... we denote by y,(s) the (real) eigenfunctions of h, and by A, the corresponding
eigenvalues arranged in increasing order

2
o
hyyn = _y;: - Zyn = An¥n ; y;(il) =0 neN.

We assume the normalization (yn,ym)p((_l,l)) = On,m, n,m € N. For any z € C\R we denote
by r,(z) the resolvent of h,,

ro(z) = (hy —2)7";  z€C\R.

For z € C\R the operator r,(z) is bounded by 1/|Im 2|, and r,(2) : L?>((—1,1)) — D(h,). The
integral kernel of r,(z) can be written as

(3.3) (2;8,8) Z Yn(5)yn(s

For n large enough one has (n — 1/2)*7%/4 < A, < (n+ 1/2)?7?/4 and |yn||peo((—1,1)) < ¢
where ¢ does not depend on n (see, e.g., [45]). Thus the series in ([B.3]) converges absolutely and
pointwise for s,s" € [—1,1]. As a function of z, the operator r,(z) can be analytically continued
to a linear bounded operator for z € C\{\, }nen.

We give a formula for the kernel r,(z; s, s’) which does not involve series (see, e.g., [27, Ch
4.2]). For any z € C\R, let {,(z) and n,(z) be two generic solutions of the equations

— QR+ (A= 2)0() =05 ((z-1) =0
—(2) + (=P /A= 2)mu(z) =05 my(z1) =0
and let W,(z;s) be the Wronskian

Wa(z;8) = mu(2; 8)C, (258) — Gl 8)10, (2 5) -

(3.4)
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We note that W, (z; s) does not depend on s, and we set W, (z) = W, (z;s). The integral kernel
of 7,(2z) reads

W (2) S8
(35) MESIT o)
Wy (2)

We distinguish two cases:

Case 1. Zero is not an eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian h, defined in 31 - [B3.2])

Case 2. Zero is an eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian h, defined in (1)) - (3:2]). Then we denote by
n* the integer corresponding to the eigenvalue zero, i.e., A+ = 0 and by y* = y,~ the
corresponding eigenfunction, i.e.,

hv P S N S
(3.6) Y T2V Y

with y*'(+1) = 0 and ||y*[|2((~1,1)) = 1. We define the constants
(3.7) ar =y (-1); az=y"(1).

By the definition of h, we have that if y, is an eigenfuction of h, then so is g,. Hence
we can assume that y* is real, which in turns implies oy, as € R.

Let us denote by x,(u) the functions
(3.8) Xn(u) == V2sin(nwu) ; neN.

Definition 3.1. For any vector Z, = (fiXn, foXn,0) with fi, fo € L?((0,00)) and z € C\R,
with Im \/z > 0, we denote by ¥, the vector Vo = (Y1¢,92¢,1y ), where the functions i ¢,
Y. and P, . are defined by

(3.9) Ure(s,u) == [(ro(2)f1)(s) +Q1,geiﬁs]xn(u)
(3.10) ¢2€ S,u) = [(ro z f2)(8 —i—qg,eeiﬁs] Xn (1)
(3.11) Doe(s,u) = e[€rero(e?215,—1) + o mu(e225 8, 1) xn (1)

and where we set
jetVzls—s'] SPAVELPRAVED

3.12 j = — (sNds' 1 0. i=1.2.
(3.12)  (ro(2)f5)(s) /0 < N N )fg(S) §; Imyz>0,j=1,
The constants q1¢, q2.c, {12 and §2. are fized by the relations

Gei=(m+ivzaie); pi= (ro(2)f1) (0)

(3.13) ) /
o= (P24 iVzqee) 5 p2:= (ro(2)f2) (0)
and
q1,e €Tv(622; -1,-1) 6TU(622; -1,1) S
(3.14) =
92, 6TU(622; 1,-1) 6TU(€22; 1,1) E2c

Our main result is expressed in the following Theorem [l and Theorem 2] the proofs of which
are postponed to Section [l and Section M respectively.

Theorem 1. For any vector Z, = (f1Xn, foXn,0) with fi, f2 € L*((0,00)) let us take U, as in
Def. 31l Then Y. € D(Hs.), moreover for all z € C\R there exists eg > 0 such that for all
0 < e <egg and for all 0 < 6 < € the following estimates hold true:

Case 1. ) o
- nem - = d
[l -5 - o=,

CmHEnH@E ;

€
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Case 2.

. p2p2 . 5
-2 -2 <

< 55 1Enlla, ;
- 5/2 H
. &/ :
where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on €, f1, fo andn

Remark 3.2. We note the following estimate for the resolvent of Hy.: if 5, = (f1xn, faXn,0)
H,, then

2,2
~ 2 ~ nmw 1
En, Ve — [Hé,e -

—1 2_92
fladt ~ n-m ~
2 ] :">H < T & {H‘* B }

52 U, — = )
Theorem 2 (Asymptotic behavior of the solution in the edges). Let us take q1 ¢, o, &1 and
&2.c as it was done in Fgs. B13) - (314)
Case 1.

He
. Then:
Qe p1 §1e P1
(3.15) =0(e) ; = [1+ 0O(e)]
Q2. D2 §2, D2
Case 2.
q1,e iA b1
(3.16) [170 +0O( )] :
42, & D2
51,5 b1
(3.17) = [A& + O(e)}
52,6 D2
where we denoted by Ao the projector
1 Oé% 109
(3.18) N=—5— and Ay =1-Ag.
aj+ay |\, 2
102 a5
10(e”

Here and in the following for all @ > 0 we denote by O(
) z(c2y < e

) a 2 x 2 matrix such that

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE SOLUTION IN THE EDGES (PROOF OF THEOREM [2])
proposition:

estimates hold true

Case 1

We devote this section to the proof of Theorem 2l We start with the proof of the following
Proposition 4.1. For any z € C\R there exists eg > 0 such that for all 0 < € < g¢ the following

(4.1)

sup [|’I“U(62Z;S,S/)|] <c;
s,8'€[—1,1]

Case 2.

(4.2)

* * /
sup [ (%25, 8') + v (s)y'() } <c.
s,8'€[—1,1]
: 1
the integral kernel r,(z; s,s"). Then, in Case 1,

g2z
where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on €
Proof. We note that in Case 1 the series ), My 18 convergent and we use the formula (3.3]) for
) *

Zy" _’;2

\rv(€2z; s,5")

()9 (")
S

—e22]
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Then we use the fact that ||y, r((—1,1)) < ¢ where ¢ does not depend on n, see, e.g., [45], and
the fact that for ¢ small enough |\, — 22| > 2|\,,|. We obtain

1
2 2
Iro(e”2;8,8)| < max [HZ/nHLoo((_M))] E 3] <c
n

To prove the estimate ([£2]) we use again the formula (3.3)); we write the integral kernel r,(22; s, 5')

as
2. no_ yn n
Ty (e 275,8)__ Z —62
n#En*
We recall that we denoted by n* the integer associated to the eigenvalue zero A, = 0. The
estimate (4.2) follows from the fact that the series ) An* ﬁ is convergent and by the same

argument used for the analysis of Case 1. O
Remark 4.2. We note that Prop. 1l implies that there exists g such that for all 0 < e < &g :
Case 1.

7o (€225, 1) || p2(-1,1)) < 2( sup [|7“v(€22;8,5')|]> <c;
s,8'€[—1,1]

Case 2.
Yyt (£1)
g2z

v (s)y"(s)

2. /
(ez;s,8") + 23,

rv(62z; L E1) +

)

< 2< sup [ Ty
L2((-1,1)) s,s’€[—1,1]

where c is a constant which does not depend on €.

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem 21 We use the equalities (8.I3)) in equation (3.14) and obtain

Qe ery(e22;—1,—1) ery(e?z;—1,1) 1+ V21 ¢

G2 ery(e?2;1, 1) ery(€?251,1) ) \p2 +iv/zge.
We denote by A. the matrix
ro(e22;—1,—1) 7y(e22;—1,1)
A= ,
ro(e22;1,—1)  1u(e22;1,1)
and we get the identity
41, b1

= (I —iev/zA.) " teA,
42, b2

In what follows we shall prove that I — ie\/zA. is indeed invertible for & small enough.
In Case 1, the estimate ([@.I]) gives

\TU(EQZ; (—1)j, (—1)’“)] <ec g, k=1,2

which implies A = O(1) and, consequently, that I —ie\/2 A is invertible for small enough & and
that the first estimate in equation (B.I5) holds true. The second estimate in the same equation
follows directly from the definition of §; . and & ., see formula (3.13]).

In Case 2 we use the formula

: n n((=1)*
(@3 (1, (1)) = - 3 CEPI(CDD
n#En*
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see the estimate ([E2) in Proposition &Il Reminding that y*((—1)¥) = ag, for k = 1,2, it follows
that

n(=Dyn(=1) n(=Dyn(1)
1 Oé% Qa2 Zn;ﬁn* % Zn#”* % o? + o? ~
eAe = —— +e =1 2 NoteAy,
2 n(D)yn (-1 n(Dyn (1 €z
S A S

where the matrix A; = O(1) (see Proposition ELI). To prove that I — iey/ZA, is invertible for
small enough e, we rewrite

T—iey/zA. = %(]Ao T4l

with ¢o = i(a? + 02)/+/z and A; = —i/zA,. For any vector v € C2 we have that

2 2
(20 reem)efl, = (2 1) e i ona
c 2 € C2
1 Co L 2 2
> 3 H (z + 1) Aov + Agw o e || A1)
1 Co 2
= 5 (|2 +1] 1aoule + IagelRs ) - < vl
1 2 2
> o g ~ e?|Avllze > cllulice

where we used the trivial inequality [luy 4+ v,[122 > [lv1[122/2 = Ilua[|Z2; the fact that |2 + 1‘2 >

(Ime%ﬁ > 1 for small enough ¢; and the identity ||Agv[[7.2 + [|[Agv||2s = ||v||#e. This proves that
I —iey/zA, is invertible and that

(4.3) (I —iev/zA)™t = 0(1).
We get the following formula for the operator (I — iey/zA:) teA.

2 2 -1 2 2 ~
(I—iey/ZA) Tehe = i 28 e i 2R, | |- L0204 2|
Nz z
Since, by Eq. (&3], one has
2 2 11
[z’o‘l\;’;@ Ag+e— z‘a?\/ZAl} = 0(1/¢),
it follows that
a? + a2 ~ 17
(4.4) 2it——2Ng + e —ie®VzA | A =0O(e).
\/E
Hence,
2 2 2 2 11
(45) (I—iey/zA)leA, = -2 er 92 [z’al\—/i__% Ao +e— ng\/zAl} Ao+ O(e).
z
Next we use the identity
(4.6)
2 2 -1
|:Z,Oél\—/|-2012 Ag+e— 2'62\/;A1:| Ao
2 2 -1 2 2 _7-1_ 2 2 -1
= |:’L'a1\_/|—ga2 Ao + €:| Ao + ’L'62\/z|:ia1\_/|—ga2 Ag+e— 2'62\/EA1:| A |:Z'a1\_/|—ga2 Ao + €:| Ag.

Since Ag is a projection, one has

of + ol ! o2 + a3 ! Vz
4.7 i—L 2A —i—a} A :{i¥+€] Ao = —i Ao + O(e).
(4.7) [ NG 0 0 NG 0 a? + a2 0 ()
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Using identities ([4.4]) and (A7) in (£6]) we get
2 2 -1
.o + a5 .9 =% . \/E
A - A Ao = —i———=NAo + O(e),
? \/E 0o+¢€ 26\/; 1 0 Za%—l—a% 0+ (6)

which, together with (43l), gives

(I — iey/zA.) " LeA, = éAO +0()
and concludes the proof of (3.16]).

The estimate ([BI7) comes from the definition of &; . and & ¢, see equation (BI3)), and from

equation (3.10]). O

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE SOLUTION IN THE VERTEX REGION (PROOF OF THEOREM

)

We devote this section to the proof of Theorem [Il We first give some preliminary estimates
on the function v, ., see Proposition [.3] below.

For any z € C\R, we denote by ri¥ (2) the resolvent of the Neumann Laplacian in L?((—1,1)).

The integral kernel of n(,o)(z) can be derived from formulas (34) - (3.0) by setting v = 0; a
straightforward calculation gives

~cos(vz(s + 1)) cos(y/z(s' — 1)) p
rO(z:s,8) = VEsin(2vz)
(5.1) v (78,5 _cos(vz(s — 1)) cos(y/2(s' + 1)) o o

Vzsin(2/z)

Proposition 5.1. For any z € C\R there exists eg > 0 such that for all 0 < & < gq the following
estimates hold true:

(52) '

ir(o) (azz' —-1)

dsy Ty <C,

L2((=1,1))

L2((=1,1))

where c is a constant which does not depend on . Moreover for any g € L*((—1,1))

(5.3) ' 4,0

Rkl (e%2)g < ellglle((=1,1)) 5

L2(=1,1))

where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on €.

Proof. By a direct computation

(5.4)

‘ ir(o)(gzz'- 11) 2 _ /1 d cos(Ve?z(s £1)) 2 s | sin(Ve?z(- £ 1))“%2((_171))
Y L2((~1,1)) —11ds Ve2zsin(2Ve2z) | sin(2ve2z)|?

The norms || sin(vVe2z(- — 1))[|p2((~1,1)) and [|sin(v'e2z(- +1))||z2¢(-1,1)) can be bounded by

ds v

1| ,ivVe2z(s—1) _ ,—ive2z(s—1) |2
(5.5) Isin(VeZe(- = D)|22( 1)) = / ¢ 26 ds < c22.
-1
and similarly
(5.6) [sin(ve2z(- + 1)) 72( 11y < e
Using the latter estimates in equations (5.4]) we get
d 2 ce?
— 70 (22; -, £1) <=
Ty \EZ X A )
‘ ds L2((—1,1)) | Sll’l(2 V 622)|2
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which, for € small enough, imply the bounds (5.2)), here we used the trivial inequality |sinw|? >
clw|? which holds true for any w € C small enough. Also the estimate (53) can be obtained
through a direct calculation. For any g € L?((—1,1),ds)

d sin(y/z(s +1)) [!
Z (O WA T ) r_1q Nds'
000 (s) =D [ con(VE — 1))g(s)ds
Sin(\/g(s — 1)) /S / / /
+ Sn2V3) g cos(v/z(s" +1))g(s")ds".
Then
. / 2 . 1
Hirq()o)(szz)g < Sm(. il +1))/ cos(Ve2z(s' — 1))g(s")ds’
ds -1y N osin@velz) /. L2 (-1,1)
(5.7) (VTS 1 _
Sll’l(' 3 Z(- — ))/ COS( /62Z(SI+1))9(5/)d5/ )
sin(2Ve2z)  J L2((~1,1))
From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all s € (—1,1),
1
[ costVETRS ~ 0)g(s)ds'| < el 1
which implies
. / 2 X 1
sm(. et + 1))/ cos(Ve2z(s' — 1))g(s")ds’
sin(2ve?z) : L2((-1,1))
1
<e——————||sin(Ve2z(- + 1 _ _ )
\sin(2@)\” ( -+ 2= llgllz2 =1,y
Using again the estimates (5.5 and (5.6]) we obtain
sin(vVe2z(- 4+ 1)) /1 V(s N
cos(Ve?z(s — 1 s')ds <c _ .
sin(Q@) _ ( ( Ng(s") () H9HL2(( 1,1))
The second term at the r.h.s. of equation (5.7) is similar. Then bound (B3] follows from
equation (B.7). O

Proposition 5.2. For any z € C\R there exists eg > 0 such that for all 0 < & < g¢ the following
estimates hold true:

Case 1.
d 2 d 9
(58) _Tv(g VAR 1) < c, —rv(g z; -, 1) g c:
ds L2((~1,1)) ds L2((~1,1))
Case 2.
(5.9)
d x/, * _1 d . _1
' rvtea -y + L <ec, ' L2z 1) + LD <e
ds €%z lrz(-1) ds 22 |21y

where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on ¢.

Proof. To prove the estimate (5.8]) we use the well known resolvent identity

ro(e22;s, —1) =[ry(e22)8(- + 1)] (s) = [(rf,o)(es?z) — 70 (22)(—7*/4)ry(e22)) (- + 1)]
—r0) (225, 1) — [rO(e22) (—72/A)ro(22: -, —1)] (s)..

Taking the derivative of the latter expression we obtain

a2 (02, A2 2 2,
dsrv(e z;,—1) dsrv (e%z;+,—1) — I [’I“U (e“2)(=y*/4)ry(e%z;-,—1)

(5.10)

12((~1,1)) _'
e[+ |Iro(e%25+ =Dl 2 1.1))] »

L2((—1,1))
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where we used the triangle inequality, estimates (£.2)) and (5.3]), and the fact that v is bounded.
As we have proven that in Case 1, ||ry(%2; -, —1)||2((—1,1)) < ¢, see Remark B2} we get the first
estimate in the equation (5.8, the proof of the second one is similar and we omit it.

To prove the estimates (5.9), we rewrite the equation (B.10) as

(e, =1 =i, -1 - [0 (20 (s -0 + LEED ) o
(5.11) e

+P9< xW/®1£L9y$.

g2z
Then we use the fact that y* is the solution of the problem (B.6]) and we get

0L = [0 S )

€2z €2z

O L] 0= [ 00 Ly = - [ O ) L
ry i\ EZ dsz S) = _17’U EZ;8,8 d512y s)as = ds' Ty €28, S dsly s )as

1 d2
:/1 ds'? (%215, )y" (s')ds' = —e22[r (£2)y"](s) — ¥ (s).

where we used the fact that the boundary terms are null because

d d

— ¥ =0: 0)(2,.. . =0:
dsy L P -1y (€725 8, ) e :
and we also used the fact that
d2
S (Ezs.s) = L)z o) (s — ).
s

We remark that Tz(,o)(z; s,8) = rq(,o)(z;s’,s), see equation (5.IJ). We can rewrite the equation
(BIT) as
(e, =) =P s, 1) = [ (20 (ol -1 + L) o

€2z
y*(—1)

— (€2z[rf,0) (2)y*](s) + y*(s)) 2,

or, equivalently.

(s, —1) 7 (9)
:&%%m—n—waae%m(mw@rn+iﬁgﬁﬂ@>

— [P (22)y*y* (—1)] (s).

Now we can give an estimate of the derivative of the latter equation

d y*ly* 1
H— [ro(e®2;-,—1)] + #
L2((-1,1))
H d rO(e2z;., 1) + ‘ 4 |:T1(}0)(622)(—’72/4) (rv(szz; L —1)+ vy 2( 1)”
r2((-1)  llds ez L2((-1,1))
H—[ (€2)y"y* (= 1)} S¢
L2((-1,1))

where we used the triangle inequality, estimates (0.2]) and (5.3]), and the fact that + is bounded.
Moreover we also used the result stated in Remark .2and the fact that |y*|;2(—1,1)) = 1. The
proof of the second estimate in equation (0.9) is identical and we omit it. O
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Proposition 5.3. Let 1/31,76 be as in equation [BII]). Then there exist g > 0 such that for all
0 < e < gq the following estimates hold true:

Case 1

. o .
612 el <l +led) . i <o+ led:

L2(V)
Case 2

o[ - «
613)  oe =5l < cslercl +leach o |5t [dne =02 | <eslenel +leach.

L2(V)
with
1;:(37 u) = —— [gl,ey*(_l) + 52,59*(1)]9671(“) .

where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on €, f1, fo and n.

y*(s)

Proof. The proposition is a direct consequence of the definition of 1&0,5, see equation (B.1I1), and
of Remark and Proposition O

The following remark applies only to Case 2:

Remark 5.4. From Theorem [2 equation ([B.I7), and since y*(—1) = ay and y*(1) = as we
have that there exists g > 0 such that for all 0 < € < g

[61e9"(<1) + &2y ()] < ellpl + Ipa])

where c is a constant which does not depend on €, p; and ps. Thus implying

2

(5.14) (s HL?(V c(|p1] + |p2l) c(|p1| + Ip2) -

L2(V)
The following two propositions make preparations for the proof of Theorem [Il

Proposition 5.5 (Regularity properties of \ifs) For any vector Z, = (fiXn, foXn,0) with
f1, fo € L%((0,00)) let us take V. as it was done in Definition[31. Then V. € D(Hs,).

Proof. From the definition of r,(z), see equation (3.5, it follows that the functions r,(2z; s, +1)
are well defined and that, for any & > 0, 7y (g2 z; ,+1) € H?((—1,1)). Thenforany 0 < J <e <1
and from the definition of v, 9o, and 1., see equatlons B3) - (BII), it follows that,
1] < oo,

It remains to prove that the functions 1&175, 1[1275 and &)75 satisfy the boundary conditions
given in the definition of D(ﬁg,g), see equation (ZI0). The boundary conditions in u = 0,1 are
trivially satisfied due to the definition of the function x,(u), see equation ([B.8]).

Since the costants g1 . and go . are related to the constants & . and &> . through the relation

(B14), one has that the functions 1[1175, 1&275 and 1[11,,5 satisfy the conditions:
1&’0,6(_1721) = QLEXn(u) = 7[11,5(0771)
&U,E(la u) = Q2,€Xn(u) = 1&2,5—:(0, u) .
From the definition of r,(z), see equation (B.0), one has

d d Co(z;8)n0(2;1)  (p(258)
(5.15) ETU(Z s,1) = T Wa(zi1) = o)

d d 1u(z;8)Co(2; —1) 7,(2; )
(5.16) T N NSt | e g
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where we used W, (2) = Wy(2;1) = Wy (2z; —1) in equations (5.15]) and (5.16]) respectively. Since
¢l (z;—1) = 0 and 71, (2;1) = 0 the following relations hold true

d
Erv(z, s,1) . =1; Erv(z, s,—1) - =—1;
dSrU(z, s,1) . Srv(z,s, ) . 0

Hence

0 - ' . 10 -

55 1e(0,u) = (r0(2) /1) (0)xn (1) + ivzq1exn () = E1exn(u) = — <55 Ve (=1w)

0 - . 10 -

%d@,e(&u) = (TO(Z)fQ)I(O)Xn(u) + Z\/EQZ,EXn(u) = SQ,aXn(u) = g%wv,e(Lu%
and we have proven that U, € D(ﬁ575). O

Proposition 5.6. For any couple of constants &1 . and &2 let us take 1&,,5 as we did in equation

BII), then

Case 1.
~ n2ﬂ'2 2 ~
(5.17) R T R
Case 2.
wm)ME _ﬁﬁi_g4¢ < ebllér] + IE u+£“mw +Hﬁw* }
. d/e (5/8)2 v,E L2(V) B l,e 2. N < LQ(V) Os < L2(V) 3

where I~/5/€ was defined in (2I2) and ¢ and ¢ are two constants which do not depend on €, f1,
fo and n.

Proof. We first note that, due to the regularity properties of the function 12)1,76, see Proposition
BA for any 0 < § < & < 1 the function f/(;/gﬁw belongs to L?(V). Then we note that by our
assumption v € C§°((—1,1)) and from the definition of g5/, and W;/., see equations ([2.I) and
([213)) respectively, one has the following estimates

1 ) 2 ) o 1
(5.19) -1 <c—; W(;/e—i—l <ec—; ‘— <c-.
95/c peqvy € lipepy € 95 gsje llpeo(vy €
From the triangle inequality it follows that
~ n?n? A
Lsje — ———= — 522] (8
M aNCIDE Nz
1 0? ~? 9 ] R
|- —= - L -2,
H [ 95se 0s* A ey
2
gl > 0 1 0 -
+ W, + — ¢v, + ' a_ _T;Z)v, )
H d/e 4 LDO(V)H EHLQ(V) s 95/ Loo(v) s U )

where we used the fact that 52
g ve = .

1 0 2 . 1
|:———a —7__522:|7;Z)v,€: |:
9s/e

By noticing that

2 ~
- 1:| |:PYZ + 52Z:| T;Z)v,e )

and using the estimates in equation (B.19) we get
22
~ n=im ~
Lsje — ———= — €%z
2o - e =]

O - 0 -
< Cg |:H7;Z)1),EHL2(V) + ngv,e

L2(V) LQ(V):| '
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In Case 1 the statement follows from Proposition 53l In Case 2 one has to use the trivial
inequalities

1ol oy <l = 2l g2y + 192 2y

o[ - A
v < |5 v,e T :
‘58¢ Wiz ‘33 [7/) ° 7/)5] L2(V) 33% L2(v)
and the statement (5.I8]) follows from the estimates (5.13]). O

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem [I1

Proof of Theorem I The fact that ¥, € D(I:I&E) was proved in Proposition From the
definition of the Hamiltonian f{(g,g and of the vector \ile we have that

~ n?m? - 1= n?n? -
|:H6,5 R Z] v, = <f1Xn, JaXn, =2 [La/g - W - 522] ¢v,e> )

where we used

Then
2.2

~ n ~
Lsje — v — €22
v G = <]
recall the definition of || - ||z_in Eq. (2.5). We note moreover that from the definition of p; and
p2, see equation (B.13]), one has

(5.21) Ip;l < cllfillzzqo0) ;s J7=1,2.
Using the last estimate in equations (B.17) and (5.14) it follows that

} < clEnls .
V)

!
T 32

)

~ n27'('2 A~ ~
(5.20) H [H&e S z} U, — =,
L2(V)

He

e 0 7
level +leacll < cliEnll, 1920y + 55

and where c is a constant which does

1/2
where we used |5/l = (1122000 + 121320000

not depend on ¢, f1, fo and n. Then Theorem [ follows from the last estimate, from equation
(520) and from Proposition O

6. LIMIT OPERATOR ON THE GRAPH
We denote by Hg the complex Hilbert space
Hg = L2((0,00)) & L*((0, )
with standard scalar product and norm. In Hg we define the following selfadjoint operators:
Definition 6.1 (Limit operators on the graph).
D(h%) .= {(x1,29) € Hg|z1, 22 € H*((0,00)); 21(0) = 22(0) = 0}

hdec($1,$2) — (_x/ll, —xé’) .
D(ho102) — {(xl’xz) € Hg| a1, 25 € H2((0,00)); AL (i;ggg) =0; Ao @ESD = 0}

here (.%'1, .%'2) = (_xlllv _'%JQI) )

where Ng is the projector defined in equation (B.I8]).
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We note that the operators h®¢ and h®1®2 belong to the family of operators —AS’G described

in the introduction. In particular the operator h?¢ coincides with the Dirichlet (or decoupling)
Laplacian on the graph and the operator h*'*? coincides with the weighted Laplacian (for
N =2).

For any z € C\R we denote by r%°(z) and r®2(z) the resolvents of h%‘ and h®2 re-
spectively, r¢(z) = (h%¢ — 2)~! and r®1°2(z) = (h®®2 — 2)~!. We note that for any vector

(f1, f2) € Hg

r(2)(f1, f2) = (ro(2)f1,70(2) f2) ,
where the operator ro(z) was defined in equation (3.12]). Moreover

r2(2) (1, fa) = (ro(2)fi + @eV ro(2) fo + g2V,
with
A iAo D1 / /
Tz s p1=(ro(2)f1) (0); p2 = (ro(2)2) (0);

q2 b2
note that p; and po are defined accordingly to the definition used in Eq. (BI3).

Let us define the operator P, : H, — Hg

]fbn\i} = ((Xnﬂ/ﬂ)p ((0,1))» (Xn7¢2)L2( 0 1))) € Hg,

for any vector U= (151,1/32,151,) € ~H€. We denote by IP’;; :Hg — H. the adjoint of P,,. For any
vector (g1,g2) € Hg the action of P} is given by

I@Z(Qlag?) = (ngmg2Xna0) € Hz—: .

Theorem 3. For any vector =, = (fixn, foXn,0), and for all z € C\R there exists £g > 0 such
that for all 0 < e < gq the following estimates hold true:

Case 1. For all 0 < § < &3/2

H {I@’n}?(g,g(z — n2772/52) — rdec(z)@’n} =,

)
el 2+ €| I )l s

~
Hg

Case 2. For all0 < § < gb/2

H [P s (z — n2n2/6%) — x102 (2)B, | 2, )

)
<ol e 10 Wl

where ¢ is a constant which does not depend on €, f1, fo and n, and

B B 2.2 -1
Rsc(z—n 712/52) (H(;,E — % — z) .

Proof. We give the proof for the Case 2 only. The proof in the Case 1 is identical and we omit
it. Since the operators R(z — n?m%/6%) and r®12(z) are bounded by |Im 2|7}, it is enough to
prove that for any vector (g1, ¢g2) € Hg one has

‘((91792)7 []@néé,e(z_n 7T2/52) alw(z)ﬁbn}én>Hg

) )
< C<537 + 55T> (g1, 92) g 1 (f1, f2) |lmg -

The following inequality holds true
(6.1)

[((01.02), [BaRsoz =27 [57) = x2 ()R] £,)

g‘ ((gl,gg),lﬁ’n {R(;,a(z —n?r?/6%)z3, — @EDHQ‘ + ‘ ((91,92) [Iﬁ’ /A (z)[ﬁ’nénDHg‘ ,




20

where the vector W, was given in Def. Bl From Rem. and Th. [I and since Hénﬂm =
|(f1, f2)|lmg, it follows that

‘((91,92)7]@71 [Ré,e(z —n*n?/6%)E, — @'EDHQ

‘( (91, 92), [Ra,e(z—n 7 /8%)=,, —

[1]¢

. o
b)) | < e lon ol (. £l

The second term on the right hand side of equation (6.I) can be explicitly written as

((o1.02). [Bue — 222 (2B,E,])
= ((91:92). (far.e = @)™ gz = le™*)) | < esll(gn. 92 lg (. £2) g
g

where we used the result of Theorem [2 equation (B.16]), and the estimate (G.21]). O

[I]z

7. CONCLUSIONS

We used the unitary map Us., see equation (28] and studied the problem in the Hilbert
space H.. In this section we discuss our results in the more natural Hilbert space H ..

In our model the width of the waveguide § must be intended as a function of € such that
0 < d(e) < €%, for some positive, large enough constant a. In what follows we shall not mark
explicitly the fact that § depends on e.

Let use define the functions xs.,

Xom(u) == 62y (u) = \/gsin nmwu n=N,

were the functions x, were defined in equation (3.8).

The main idea of our approach is to find an approximate solution for the resolvent equation,
i.e., for any vector in Hs. of the form Es,, = (fiXs.n, f2Xsn,0), where f1, fo € L*((0,00)) we
look for an approximate solution of the equation

n?n?

52
In section [3] we showed an explicit approximate solution which is in the domain of the Hamilton-

ian I:L;,E. The following proposition is a consequence of the fact that Us. is unitary and maps
D(Hs.) to D(Hs,), the proof follows directly from Theorem [II

[H&E — — Z] U = E(;,n S (C\R

Prop051t10n 7.1. For any vector Z5, = (fiXsn, faXsn,0) with fi, fo € L?((0,00)) let us take
U, = U56 \IIE, where the vector ¥, was giwen in Definition [31. Moreover in Case 1 assume
5(¢) < €32 and in Case 2 assume §(e) < /2. Then . € D(Hs.), and for all z € C\R

n?n?

|:H5,€ T2 Z} V. =E5, + D,

with
[ Pellrs,. < cellZgmllm;,.
where c. does not depend on f1, fo and n, and cc — 0 as € — 0.

To prove the convergence to an operator on the graph (in norm resolvent sense) we note that

in the edges the approximate solution V. = Uy, 61 U, remains factorized in the coordinates s and
u:

[(ro(2) 1) (5) + q1,:6VZ*] X5, (1) = T1.2(8) X650 (1)
[(TO(Z)JC?) (S) + Q2,€6iﬁs] X&,n(u) = x2,€(5)X6,n(u) )

1/}176(37 u)
¢2,€(5’ u)
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see also Def. Bl We interpret the s dependent parts in ¢ . and 9., i.e., the functions .
and x2 ., as functions on the edges of the graph and consider the vector (z1.,22.) € Hg. By
definition for all € > 0, we have 71 -, 72 € H2((0,00)) and these functions satisfy the equation

1 -
—Tj. — 2Tje = [; j=12.

As we are able to compute the limit of z¢ 1(0) = g1, 2 2(0) = gae, 2L 1(0) = &1c and 2 ,(0) =
&2 as € — 0, we can prove that, see Theorem [2]
in Case 1

lim z. 1(0) =0, limz.2(0) =0, lim 2. {(0) = p1, lim 2. 4(0) = pa,

e—0 e—0 e—=0 77 e—0 77
implying that the limit operator on the graph is the Laplacian with Dirichlet conditions in the
vertex;
while in Case 2

gi_% [o221(0) — ajz.2(0)] =0, ?_)n% [nal 1 (0) + aal 5(0)] =0

where a7 and as are two real constants defined by the zero energy eigenvector y* of the Hamil-
tonian h,, see equations ([B.6) and (B.7)). In this case the limit operator on the graph is the
Laplacian with a weighted Kirchhoff condition in the vertex. In Case 2 one of the constants a;
or as may be equal to zero but they cannot be both equal to zero; in this case the limit operator
on the graph is defined by a Dirichlet condition on one of the edges and a Neumann condition
on the other.

We remark that the analysis performed here can be used also to prove the results of [7] and
[8] which cover some generalizations of the model presented in [1].

We also note that our method applies to settings with one or both edges having finite length.
The form of the solution in the vertex region (i.e. the function 1[11,,5 in Definition B.1]) does not
change, while the solution in the edge regions must be adapted to fulfill the boundary condition
in each endpoint.

Acknowledgments. The author is grateful to Gianfausto Dell’Antonio and Emanuele Costa
for many enlightening exchanges of views. The author is also indebted to Sergio Albeverio for
pointing out at first the topic of the paper to his attention, for useful comments and discussions,
and for the kind support during the writing of this work. The warm hospitality and support of
the Mathematical Institute of Tohoku University are also gratefully acknowledged. Most of the
work was done while the author was employed at the Hausdorff Institute for Mathematics which
is acknowledged for the support. The work was also partially financed by the JSPS postdoctoral
fellowship program and by the FIR 2013 project “Condensed Matter in Mathematical Physics”,
Ministry of University and Research of Italian Republic (code RBFR13WAET).

REFERENCES

[1] Albeverio, S., Cacciapuoti, C., and Finco, D., Coupling in the singular limit of thin quantum waveguides, J.
Math. Phys. 48 (2007), 032103.

[2] Albeverio, S. and Kusuoka, S., Diffusion processes in thin tubes and their limits on graphs, Ann. Probab. 40
(2012), no. 4, 2131-2167.

[3] Berkolaiko, G., Carlson, R., Fulling, S., and Kuchment, P., Quantum graphs and their applications, Contem-
porary Math., vol. 415, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006.

[4] Berkolaiko, G. and Kuchment, P., Introduction to quantum graphs, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs,
vol. 186, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013.

[5] Bonciocat, A. 1., Curvature bounds and heat kernels: discrete versus continuous spaces, Ph.D. Thesis, Uni-
versitdt Bonn, http://hss.ulb.uni-bonn.de:90/2008/1497/1497 .htm, 2008.

[6] Bouchitté, G., Mascarenhas, M. L., and Trabucho, L., On the curvature and torsion effects in one dimensional
waveguides, ESAIM: Control Optim. Calc. Var. 13 (2007), no. 4, 793-808.

[7] Cacciapuoti, C. and Exner, P., Nontrivial edge coupling from a Dirichlet network squeezing: the case of a
bent waveguide, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), no. 26, F511-F523.

[8] Cacciapuoti, C. and Finco, D., Graph-like models for thin waveguides with Robin boundary conditions, Asymp-
tot. Anal. 70 (2010), 199-230.


http://hss.ulb.uni-bonn.de:90/2008/1497/1497.htm

Cheon, T., Exner, P., and Turek, O., Approximation of a general singular verter coupling in quantum graphs,
Ann. Physics 325 (2010), no. 3, 548-578.

Colin de Verdiere, Y., Sur la multiplicité de la premiere valeur propre non nulle du laplacien, Commentarii
Mathematici Helvetici 61 (1986), no. 1, 254-270.

De Oliveira, C. R., Quantum singular operator limits of thin Dirichlet tubes wvia TI'-convergence,
arXiv:1010.2101v1 [math-ph] (2010), 28pp.

Dell’Antonio, G. F. and Costa, E., Effective Schridinger dynamics on e-thin Dirichlet waveguides via quantum
graphs: 1. Star-shaped graphs, J. Phys. A: Math. Theo. 43 (2010), no. 47, 474014, 23pp.

Dell’Antonio, G. and Michelangeli, A., Dynamics on a graph as the limit of the dynamics on a “fat graph”,
Mathematical Technology of Networks, Springer, 2015, pp. 49-64.

Dell’Antonio, G. and Tenuta, L., Quantum graphs as holonomic constraints, J. Math. Phys. 47 (2006),
072102.

Duclos, P. and Exner, P., Curvature-induced bound states in quantum waveguides in two and three dimensions,
Rev. in Math. Phys. 7 (1995), no. 1, 73-102.

Exner, P., Keating, J. P., Kuchment, P., Sunada, T., and Teplyaev, A., Analysis on graphs and its applica-
tions, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics, vol. 77, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008.
Exner, P. and Kovaiik, H., Quantum waveguides, Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, Springer, 2015.
Exner, P., Vertex couplings in quantum graphs: approximations by scaled Schrodinger operators, Proceedings
of the ICM Satellite Conference Mathematics in Science and Technology (New Delhi 2010), 2011, pp. 71-92.
Exner, P. and Post, O., Convergence of spectra of graph-like thin manifolds, J. Geom. Phys. 54 (2005),
77-115.

Exner, P. and Post, O., Convergence of resonances on thin branched quantum waveguides, J. Math. Phys. 48
(2007), 092104, 43pp.

Exner, P. and Post, O., Approzimation of quantum graph vertex couplings by scaled Schrédinger operators
on thin branched manifolds, J. Phys. A: Math. Theo. 42 (2009), 415305, 22pp.

Exner, P. and Seba, P., Bound states in curved quantum waveguides, J. Math. Phys. 30 (1989), no. 11,
2574-2580.

Freidlin, M. 1. and Wentzel, A. D., Diffusion processes on graphs and averaging principle, Ann. Probab. 21
(1993), no. 4, 2215-2245.

Golovaty, Yu D.. and Hryniv, R. O., On norm resolvent convergence of Schrédinger operators with &' -like
potentials, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010), no. 15, 155204.

Grieser, D., Spectra of graph neighborhoods and scattering, Proc. London Math. Soc. 97 (2008), no. 3, 718-
752.

Harmer, M., Pavlov, B., and Yafyasov, A., Boundary conditions at the junction, J. Comput. Electron. 6
(2007), 153-157.

Hellwig, G., Differential operators of mathematical physics, Addison-Wesley Publ. Comp., Reading (MA)
Palo Alto London Don Mills (ON), 1967.

Kato, T., Perturbation theory for linear operators, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg New York, 1980.
Kostrykin, V. and Schrader, R., Kirchhoff’s rule for quantum wires, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 (1999), no. 4,
595-630.

Kosugi, S., A semilinear elliptic equation in a thin network-shaped domain, J. Math. Soc. Japan 52 (2000),
no. 3, 673-697.

Kuchment, P., Quantum graphs. I. Some basic structures, Waves Random Media 14 (2004), no. 1, S107-S128.
Kuchment, P. and Zeng, H., Convergence of spectra of mesoscopic systems collapsing onto a graph, J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 258 (2001), no. 2, 671-700.

Kuroda, H., The Mosco convergence of Dirichlet forms approzimating the Laplace operators with the delta
potential on thin domains, arXiv:1106.5476 [math.AP] (2011), 16pp.

Kuwae, K. and Shioya, T., Convergence of spectral structures: a functional analytic theory and its applications
to spectral geometry, Comm. Anal. Geom. 11 (2003), no. 4, 599-673.

Man’ko, S. S., Schrodinger operators on star graphs with singularly scaled potentials supported near the
vertices, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), no. 12, 123521, 13pp.

Molchanov, S. and Vainberg, B., Laplace operator in networks of thin fibers: spectrum near the threshold,
Stochastic analysis in mathematical physics, Proceedings of a Satellite Conference of ICM 2006 (2006), 69-93,
edited by G. Ben Arous, A.-B. Cruzeiro, Y. Le Jan, J.-C. Zambrini.

Mugnolo, D., Semigroup methods for evolution equations on networks, Understanding Complex Systems,
Springer, 2014.

Post, O., Spectral analysis on graph-like spaces, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2039, Springer, 2012.
Post, O., Branched quantum wave guides with Dirichlet boundary conditions: the decoupling case, J. Phys.
A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005), no. 22, 4917-4931.

Post, O., Spectral convergence of quasi-one-dimensional spaces, Ann. Henri Poincaré 7 (2006), 933-973.
Raugel, G., Dynamics of partial differential equations on thin domains, Dynamical systems, Lecture Notes
in Math. 1609 (1995), 208-315.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.2101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.5476

23

Rubinstein, J. and Schatzman, M., Variational problems on multiply connected thin strips. 1. Basic estimates
and convergence of the Laplacian spectrum, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 160 (2001), no. 4, 271-308.

Saito, Y., The limiting equation for Neumann Laplacians on shrinking domains, Electron. J. Diff. Equations
2000 (2000), no. 31, 1-25.

Saito, Y., Convergence of the Neumann Laplacian on shrinking domains, Analysis (Munich) 21 (2001), no. 2,
171-204.

Titchmarsh, E. C., Figenfunction expansions: Part I, Oxford University Press, London, 1962.

Uecker, H., Grieser, D., Sobirov, Z., Babajanov, D., and Matrasulov, D., Soliton transport in tubular networks:
transmission at vertices in the shrinking limit, Phys. Rev. E 91 (2015), no. 2, 023209, 8pp.



	1. Introduction
	2. The model
	2.1. Unitarily equivalent Hamiltonian

	3. Approximate solution of the resolvent equation
	4. Asymptotic behavior of the solution in the edges (proof of Theorem 2)
	5. Asymptotic behavior of the solution in the vertex region (proof of Theorem 1)
	6. Limit operator on the graph
	7. Conclusions
	References

