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EDGE STATES IN HONEYCOMB STRUCTURES

C. L. FEFFERMAN, J. P. LEE-THORP, AND M. I. WEINSTEIN

ABSTRACT. An edge state is a time-harmonic solution of a conservative wave
system, e.g. Schrodinger, Maxwell, which is propagating (plane-wave-like)
parallel to, and localized transverse to, a line-defect or “edge”. Topologically
protected edge states are edge states which are stable against spatially local-
ized (even strong) deformations of the edge. First studied in the context of the
quantum Hall effect, protected edge states have attracted huge interest due to
their role in the field of topological insulators. Theoretical understanding of
topological protection has mainly come from discrete (tight-binding) models
and direct numerical simulation. In this paper we consider a rich family of
continuum PDE models for which we rigorously study regimes where topolog-
ically protected edge states exist.

Our model is a class of Schrédinger operators on R? with a background
two-dimensional honeycomb potential perturbed by an “edge-potential”. The
edge potential is a domain-wall interpolation, transverse to a prescribed “ra-
tional” edge, between two distinct periodic structures. General conditions are
given for the bifurcation of a branch of topologically protected edge states
from Dirac points of the background honeycomb structure. The bifurcation is
seeded by the zero mode of a one-dimensional effective Dirac operator. A key
condition is a spectral no-fold condition for the prescribed edge. We then use
this result to prove the existence of topologically protected edge states along
zigzag edges of certain honeycomb structures. Our results are consistent with
the physics literature and appear to be the first rigorous results on the exis-
tence of topologically protected edge states for continuum 2D PDE systems
describing waves in a non-trivial periodic medium. We also show that the
family of Hamiltonians we study contains cases where zigzag edge states exist,
but which are not topologically protected.

1. INTRODUCTION AND OUTLINE

This paper is motivated by a remarkable physical observation. When two dis-
tinct 2-dimensional materials with favorable crystalline structures are joined along
an edge, there exist propagating modes, e.g. electronic or photonic, whose energy
remains localized in a neighborhood of the edge without spreading into the “bulk”.
Furthermore, these modes and their properties persist in the presence of arbitrary
local, even large, perturbations of the edge. An understanding of such “protected
edge states” in periodic structures has so far mainly been obtained by analyzing

discrete “tight-binding” models and from numerical simulations. In this paper we
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prove that edge states arise from the Schrodinger equation for a class of potentials
that have many features (not all) in common with the relevant experiments. A cen-
tral role is played by a spectral “no-fold” condition. In the case of small amplitude
(low-contrast) honeycomb potentials, this reduces to a sign condition of a particu-
lar Fourier coefficient of the potential. A combination of numerical simulation and
heuristic argument suggests that if the “no-fold” condition fails, then edge states
need not be topologically protected. Let us explain these ideas in more detail.

Wave transport in periodic structures with honeycomb symmetry has been an
area of intense activity catalyzed by the study of graphene, a single atomic layer
two-dimensional honeycomb structure of carbon atoms. The remarkable electronic
properties exhibited by graphene [16/23,/32,46] have inspired the study of waves in
general honeycomb structures or “artificial graphene” in electronic [37] and photonic
[1121/19}|28L31}|34] contexts. One such property, observed in electronic and photonic
systems with honeycomb symmetry is the existence of topologically protected edge
states. Edge states are modes which are (i) pseudo-periodic (plane-wave-like or
propagating) parallel to a line-defect, and (ii) localized transverse to the line-defect;
see Figure [Il Topological protection refers to the persistence of these modes and
their properties, even when the line-defect is subjected to strong local or random
perturbations. In applications, edge states are of great interest due to their potential
as robust vehicles for channeling energy.

The extensive physics literature on topologically robust edge states goes back
to investigations of the quantum Hall effect; see, for example, [20}21,41}/44] and
the rigorous mathematical articles [7,/8,/30,/40]. In [19,/34] a proposal for realiz-
ing photonic edge states in periodic electromagnetic structures which exhibit the
magneto-optic effect was made. In this case, the edge is realized via a domain wall
across which the Faraday axis is reversed. Since the magneto-optic effect breaks
time-reversal symmetry, as does the magnetic field in the Hall effect, the resulting
edge states are unidirectional.

Other realizations of edges in photonic and electromagnetic systems, e.g. be-
tween periodic dielectric and conducting structures, between periodic structures
and free-space, have been explored through experiment and numerical simulation;
see, for example [24}[29}35,/43,/45]. In the context of tight-binding models, the
existence and robustness of edge states has been related to topological invariants
(Chern index or Berry / Zak phase [5]) associated with the “bulk” (infinite periodic
honeycomb) band-structure.

We are interested in exploring these phenomena in general energy-conserving
wave equations in continuous media. We consider the case of the Schrodinger equa-
tion on R?, i0,¢p = H1), and study the existence and robustness of edge states
of time-harmonic form: 1 = e *F*W. Our model consists of a honeycomb back-
ground potential, the “bulk” structure, and a perturbing “edge-potential”. The
edge-potential interpolates between two distinct asymptotic periodic structures,
via a domain wall which varies transverse to a specified line-defect (“edge”) in
the direction of some element of the period lattice, Ay. In the context of honey-
comb structures, the most frequently studied edges are the “zigzag” and “armchair”
edges; see Figure

Our model of an edge is motivated by the domain-wall construction of [19}/34].
A difference is that we break spatial-inversion symmetry, while preserving time-
reversal symmetry. Hence, the edge states — though topologically robust — may
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travel in either direction along the edge. In |9/12] we proved that a one-dimensional
variant of such edge-potentials gives rise to topologically protected edge states in
periodic structures with symmetry-induced linear band crossings, the analogue in
one space dimension of Dirac points (see below). We explore a photonic realization
of such states in coupled waveguide arrays in [27].

Our goal is to clarify the underlying mechanisms for the existence of topologically
protected edge states. In Theorem [7.3] we give general conditions for a topologically
protected bifurcation of edge states from Dirac points of the background (bulk)
honeycomb structure. The bifurcation is seeded by the robust zero mode of a
one-dimensional effective Dirac equation. A key hypothesis is a spectral no-fold
condition for the prescribed edge, assumed to be a rational edge. In one-dimensional
continuum models [12], this condition is a consequence of monotonicity properties
of dispersion curves. For continuous d-dimensional structures, with d > 2, the
spectral no-fold condition may or may not hold; see Section[8] Moreover, by varying
a parameter, such as the lattice scale of a periodic structure, one can continuously
tune between cases where the condition holds or does not hold; see Appendix [A]
In Theorem [8:2] and Theorem [B.5] we verify the spectral no-fold condition for the
zigzag edge, for a family of Hamiltonians with weak (low-contrast) potentials, and
obtain the existence of zigzag edge states in this setting.

In a forthcoming article [11], we study the strong binding regime (deep poten-
tials) for a large class of honeycomb Schrodinger operators. We prove that the two
lowest energy dispersion surfaces, after a rescaling by the potential well’s depth,
converge uniformly to those of the celebrated Wallace (1947) [42] tight-binding
model of graphite. A corollary of this result is that the spectral no-fold condition,
as stated in the present article, is satisfied for sufficiently deep potentials (high
contrast) for a very large classes of edge directions in A; (including the zigzag
edge). In fact, we believe that the analysis of the present article can be extended
and together with [11] will yield the existence of edge states which are localized,
transverse to arbitrary edge directions v; € Ap. This is work in progress. For a
detailed discussion of examples and motivating numerical simulations, see [10].

The types of edge states which exist for edges generated by domain walls stand
in contrast to those which exist in the case of “hard edges”, i.e. edges defined by
the tight-binding bulk Hamiltonian on one side of an edge with Dirichlet (zero)
boundary condition imposed on the edge; see parenthetical remark in Figure
In this case, it is well-known that zigzag (hard) edges support edge states, while
armchair (hard) edges do not support edge states; see, for example, [17].

Finally, we believe that failure of the spectral no-fold condition implies that
there are no topologically protected edge states, although there is evidence that
there are meta-stable edge states, which are localized near the edge for a long time;

see Section [[.4]

1.1. Detailed discussion of main results. Let A;, = Zv; © Zvy denote the
regular (equilateral) triangular lattice and A} = Zk; @ Zky denote the associated
dual lattice, with relations k; - v, = 2705, [, m = 1,2. The expressions for k; and
v, are displayed in Section [2.3] The honeycomb structure, H, is the union of two
interpenetrating triangular lattices: A + Aj, and B + Ap; see Figures 2] and [3

A honeycomb lattice potential, V(x), is a real-valued, smooth function, which
is Ap— periodic and, relative to some origin of coordinates, inversion symmetric
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FIGURE 1. Edge state — propagating (plane-wave like) parallel to a zigzag
edge (Rv1) and localized transverse to the edge.

Zigzag edge

FIGURE 2. Bulk honeycomb structure, H = (A + Ay) U (B + Ap,). Top
panel: Zigzag edge (blue line), Rvq = {x : ko - x = 0}. Shaded region is the
fundamental domain of the cylinder, ¥z, corresponding to the zigzag edge.
Bottom panel: Armchair edge (blue line), R (vi + v2) = {x: (k1 —k2) -x =
0}. Fundamental domain of the cylinder, ¥ 4¢, corresponding to the armchair
edge, also indicated. (Darkened vertices are sites at which zero-boundary
conditions are imposed in tight-binding models of “hard” edges.)
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FIGURE 3. Left panel: A = (0,0),B = (%, 0). The honeycomb structure,

H is the union of two interpenetrating sublattices: Aa = A + Ay (blue)
and Ag = B + Ay, (red). The lattice vectors {vi,va} generate Aj. Colors
designate sublattices; in graphene the atoms occupying Aa — and Ag— sites
are identical. Right panel: Brillouin zone, Bj, and dual basis {ki,ka}. K
and K’ are labeled. Other vertices of B, obtained via application of R, a
rotation by 27/3.

(even) and invariant under a 27 /3 rotation; see Definition A choice of period
cell is Q, the parallelogram in R? spanned by {vi,va}.
We begin with the Hamiltonian for the unperturbed honeycomb structure:

HO = A +V(x).

The band structure of the A, — periodic Schrodinger operator, H(® | is obtained by
considering the family of eigenvalue problems, parametrized by k € Bj,, the Bril-
louin zone: (H©) —E)¥ =0, ¥(x+v) = e*V¥(x), x € R?, v € Ay. Equivalently,
¥(x) = e~ *P(x), satisfies the periodic eigenvalue problem: (H® (k) — E(k)) ¢ =
0 and 9 (x + v) = 1 (x) for all x € R? and v € Ay, where H® (k) = —(V + ik)? +
V(x). For each k € By, the spectrum is real and consists of discrete eigenvalues
Ey(k), b > 1, where E;(k) < Ej;41(k). The maps k — Ej(k) € R are called the
dispersion surfaces of H(®. The collection of these surfaces constitutes the band
structure of H(®), As k varies over By, each map k — Ej(k) is Lipschitz continuous
and sweeps out a closed interval in R. The union of these intervals is the L?(R?)—
spectrum of H©) . A more detailed discussion is presented in Section

A central role is played by the Dirac points of H(®). These are quasi-momentum
/ energy pairs, (K, E,), in the band structure of H (0) at which neighboring disper-
sion surfaces touch conically at a point [13,23,[32]. The existence of Dirac points,
located at the six vertices of the Brillouin zone, Bj, (regular hexagonal dual period
cell) for generic honeycomb structures was proved in [12}|13]; see also [3}/18]. The
quasi-momenta of Dirac points partition into two equivalence classes; the K— points
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FIGURE 4. Lowest three dispersion surfaces k = (k(l) , k(2)) € By, — E(k) of
the band structure of H(®) = —A+4V(x), where V is the honeycomb potential:
V(x) = 10 (cos(k - x) + cos(ka - x) + cos((k1 + k2) - x)). Dirac points occur
at the intersection of the lower two dispersion surfaces, at the six vertices of
the Brillouin zone, Bj,.

consisting of K, RK and R?K, where R is a rotation by 27/3 and K’'— points con-
sisting of K’ = —K, RK’ and R2K’. The time evolution of a wavepacket, with data
spectrally localized near a Dirac point, is governed by a massless two-dimensional
Dirac system [14].

Figure 4| displays the first three dispersion surfaces of H(®) for a honeycomb
potential. The lowest two of these surfaces touch conically at the six vertices of By,
(inset). Associated with the Dirac point (K., E,) is a two-dimensional eigenspace
of K, — pseudo-periodic states, span{®;, P }:

HO®,(x) = B.;(x), x € R?, j=1,2, where &,(x+v) = KV, (x), v € Ay;

see Deﬁnition It is also shown in that a A, — periodic perturbation of V'(x),
which breaks inversion or time-reversal symmetry lifts the eigenvalue degeneracy; a
(local) gap is opened about the Dirac points and the perturbed dispersion surfaces
are locally smooth. The perturbation of H(®) by an edge potential (see ) takes
advantage of this instability of Dirac points with symmetry breaking perturbations.

To construct our Hamiltonian, perturbed by an edge-potential, we first choose a
vector by € Ay, the period lattice, and consider the line Roy, the “edge”. Choose
v, such that A, = Zb, & Zv,. Also introduce dual basis vectors, &, and R,
satisfying & - 0,, = 278, [,m = 1,2; see Section [ for a detailed discussion. The
choice b1 = v; (or equivalently vs) is a zigzag edge and the choice v; = vq + vy is
an armchair edge; see Figure [2|

Introduce the perturbed Hamiltonian:

(1.1)  HO = —A+V(x)+ 0608 - x)W(x) = HO + k(0K - x)W (x).
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Here, § is real and will be taken to be sufficiently small, and W (x) is A, — periodic
and odd. The function , defines a domain wall. We choose k to be sufficiently
smooth and to satisty x(0) = 0 and k({) = Koo # 0 as { — £oo. Without loss of
generality, we assume ko, > 0, e.g. k(¢) = tanh(¢). We refer to the line Rv; as a
v1— edge.

Note that H®) is invariant under translations parallel to the v;— edge, x
x + vy, and hence there is a well-defined parallel quasi-momentum, denoted k.
Furthermore, H(® transitions adiabatically between the asymptotic Hamiltonian
HY = g0 _ koo W (%) as Ry - X — —00 to the asymptotic Hamiltonian H(f) =
HO + koW (x) as Ry - x — oo. In the case where x changes sign once across
¢ = 0, the domain wall modulation of W (x) realizes a phase-defect across the edge
(line-defect) Roy. A variant of this construction was used in [12] to insert a phase
defect between asymptotic dimer periodic potentials.

Suppose H(®) has a Dirac point at (K,, F,). It is important to note that while
H®O is inversion symmetric, Hf ) is not. For & £ 0, Hf) does not have Dirac
points; its dispersion surfaces are locally smooth and for quasi-momenta k such that
if |k — K,| is sufficiently small, there is an open neighborhood of E, not contained
in the L2(R?/Aj)— spectrum of Hf) (k). This “spectral gap” about E = F, may
however only be local about K, [13]. If there is a real open neighborhood of E,
not contained in the spectrum of H(f) (k) = —(V+ik)?+V £k, W for all k € By,

then Hf) is said to have a (global) omni-directional spectral gap about E = FE,.
We'll see, in our discussion of the spectral no-fold condition, that it is a “directional
spectral gap” that plays a key role in the existence of edge states; see Section [L.3
and Definition [T.1]

Under suitable hypotheses, we shall construct v, — edge states of H®) | which are
spectrally localized near the Dirac point, (K, E,). These are non-trivial solutions
VU, with energies F' ~ E,, of the k) — eigenvalue problem:

(1.2) HOw = Ev,
(1.3)  U(x+1v;) = *IU(x) (propagation parallel to Ru),
(1.4) |T(x)] — 0, as |R2-x|— oo (localization transverse to Roq),

for k| ~ K, - v1. To formulate the eigenvalue problem in an appropriate Hilbert

space, we introduce the cylinder ¥ = R?/Zv;. If f(x) satisfies the pseudo-periodic
Lk

boundary condition (1.3), then f (X)e_lﬁurﬁl'x is well-defined on the cylinder X.

Denote by H*(X), s > 0, the Sobolev spaces of functions defined on X. The pseudo-

periodicity and decay conditions (1.3))-(1.4) are encoded by requiring ¥ € H ,ﬁn (%),

for some s > 0, where
s s il x s
Hj;, = H} (%) = {f Cf(x)eTimRx e H (2)}.
Thus we formulate the EVP (1.2)-(1.4) as:
(1.5) HOW = EV, Ve H (%)

Remark 1.1 (Symmetry relation among K— and K’— points). Note that if ¥(x) =
e’ Z(x) is a solution of the eigenvalue problem (T.5)), then yx = e~ *F-KX) 7(x),
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where Z(x+11) = Z(x) and Z(x) — 0 as |[Ra2 - x| — o0, is a propagating edge state
of the time-dependent Schrédinger equation: i0y1p(x,t) = HOh(x, ) with parallel
quasi-momentum k; = K- v;. Since the time-dependent Schrodinger equation has
the invariance (x, t) — 9 (x, —t), it follows that
7¢K(X7 —t) = efi(EH»K.x)iZ(x) _ efi(Eth'.x)Z(x) = Yr (x,1).

Thus Yk (x,t) is a counterpropagating edge state with parallel quasi-momentum,
k=K’ -v; = —K-v;. Due to these symmetry considerations and the equivalence
of K— points: {K, RK, R?K}, without loss of generality, we henceforth restrict our
attention to the Dirac point (K, E,).

1.2. Summary of main results.

1.2.1. General conditions for the existence of topologically protected edge states;
Theorem [7.3 and Corollary [7} In Theorem we formulate hypotheses on
the honeycomb potential, V', domain wall function, x({), and asymptotic periodic
structure, W (x), which imply the existence of topologically protected v;— edge
states, constructed as non-trivial eigenpairs § — (\115, E‘s) of with k| = K- vy,
defined for all |§] sufficiently small. This branch of non-trivial states bifurcates from
the trivial solution branch E — (¥ = 0,FE) at E = E,, the energy of the Dirac
point. Key among the hypotheses is the spectral no-fold condition, discussed below
in Section At leading order in §, the edge state, ¥°(x), is a slow modulation
of the degenerate nullspace of H(®) — E,

(1.6)  WO(x) ~ a, 4 (6082 - x)P 1 (X) + oy (082 - x)®_(x) in H,%HZIQ,l(E)7
(1.7) E°=FE,+0(8%), 0<|0| <1,

where @, and ®_ are the appropriate linear combinations of ®; and @5, defined

in (£.14). The envelope amplitude-vector, a,(¢) = (. +(C), ax (€))7, is a zero-
energy eigenstate, Day = 0, of the one-dimensional Dirac operator (see also (6.22])):

D = —i|\y||Ra| 030 + 935(C)ar,

where the Pauli matrices o; are displayed in . Here Ay € C (see (3.9)) depends
on the unperturbed honeycomb potential, V', and is non-zero for generic V. The
constant Jy = (@1, W®1) ;2 g, is real and is also generically nonzero. D has
a spatially localized zero-energy eigenstate for any x(¢) having asymptotic limits
of opposite sign at +oco. Therefore, the zero-energy eigenstate, which seeds the
bifurcation, persists for localized perturbations of x(¢). In this sense, the bifurcating
branch of edge states is topologically protected against a class of local perturbations
of the edge.

Section [0] gives an account of a formal multiple scale expansion, to any order in
the small parameter, d, of a solution to the eigenvalue problem . The expression
in is the leading order term in this expansion. Our methods can be used to
prove the validity of the multiple scale expansion, at any finite order.

Corollary ensures, under the conditions of Theorem the existence of
edge states, U(x; k) € HZ (¥) for all k| in a neighborhood of kj = K - vy, and by
symmetry (see Remark [1.4]) for all k) in a neighborhood of k) = —K-b; = K’ - v;.
Thus, by taking a continuous superposition of states given by Corollary [7.4] one
obtains states that remain localized about (and dispersing along) the zigzag edge
for all time.
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Remark 1.2. A key hypothesis in Theorem [7.3] is a spectral no-fold condition at
(K, E,) for the v, — edge of the band-structure of —A+V. This (essentially) ensures
the existence of a L%H:K_UI(E)— spectral gap containing F, for the perturbed

Hamiltonian, H(®); see Definition and the discussion in Section

1.2.2. Theorem[8.5 Existence of topologically protected zigzag edge states. We con-
sider the case of zigzag edges corresponding to the choice b; = vy, vy = vy, and
K1 = ki, K = ko. Recall that Ay, = Zvy ® Zvy. The choice v, = v, would lead
to equivalent results.

We consider the zigzag edge state eigenvalue problem

(1.8) HEOW = BEU, e H;(E)  (seealso (L)),

with Hamiltonian

(1.9)  HED = A+ eV(x) 4 0r(dky - x)W(x) = HE + 6r(0ky - X)W (x).
Here, ¢ and § are chosen to satisfy

(1.10) 0< |6 Se? <1,

There are two cases, which are delineated by the sign of the distinguished Fourier
coefficient, V] 1, of the unperturbed (bulk) honeycomb potential, ¢V (x). Here,

1

1= o [ ettty V(y) dy,
1] Ja,

i

is assumed to be non-zero. We designate these cases:
Case (1) eVi1 >0 and Case (2) eViq1 <O.

In Appendix [A]we give two explicit families of potentials, a superposition of “bump-
functions” concentrated, respectively, on a triangular lattice, Agla), and a honeycomb
structure, H, that can be tuned between these two cases by variation of a lattice
scale parameter.

Under the condition Vi1 > 0 (Case (1)) and (1.10), we verify the spectral
no-fold condition for the zigzag edge in Theorem The existence of zigzag
edge states (Theorem then follows from Theorem and Corollary In
particular, for all € and 0 satisfying (1.10) and for each k| near K - v, = 27/3, the
zigzag edge state eigenvalue problem ((1.5)) has topologically protected edge states
with energies sweeping out a neighborhood of E¢, where (K, E€) is a Dirac point.

Remark 1.3 (Directional versus omnidirectional spectral gaps). While the regime of
weak potentials, implied by , would at first seem to be a simplifying assump-
tion, we wish to remark on a subtlety for Hf‘s) = —A+eV £ kW (g,d small),
which arises precisely in this regime. It is well-known that for sufficiently weak
periodic potentials on R%, d > 2, that there are no spectral gaps; this is related to
the “Bethe-Sommerfeld conjecture” [4,381/39]. Nevertheless, if eV7 1 > 0, and € and
0 are related as in , then a directional spectral gap, i.e. an L%H (X)— spectral
gap exists; see Theorem and Section [1.3
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Figure 5| and Figure[6| are illustrative of Cases (1) and (2). The simulations were
done for the Hamiltonian H% with e = +£10 and 0 < § < 10:
HE) = —A +eV(x) + 0k(dky - X)W (x), £(¢) = tanh(¢),

2

V(x) =Y cos(Riki -x), W(x)= (~1)% sin(Rk; - x).
3=0

Jj=0

(1.11)

Here, R is the 27/3— rotation matrix displayed in (2.6). Figure |5 displays, for
fixed e, the Li“:zw/:s(Z)_ spectra (plotted horizontally) of H(*:%) corresponding

to a range of § values (strength / scale of domain wall -perturbation) for Cases
(1) eV1,1 > 0 (top panel) and (2) eV51 < 0 (middle and bottom panels). Figure

displays, for these cases, the L%H (3)— spectra (plotted vertically) for a range of
parallel-quasi-momentum, k.

Remark 1.4 (Symmetries of k — E(k|)). Figure |§| exhibits some elementary sym-
metries. Since the boundary condition for the EVP (L.8)), ¥(x + v1) = eI ¥(x) is
2m— periodicity in kj, the mapping k| — E(k)) is 2r— periodic. Furthermore, in-
variance under complex conjugation, implies symmetry of k| — E (k) about k| = 0
and k| = .

1.2.3. Non-topologically protected bifurcations of edge states. In Case (2), where
eVi,1 < 0, Theorem implies that the spectral no-fold condition fails and we
do not obtain a bifurcation from the Dirac point. However, through a combination
of formal asymptotic analysis and numerical computations, we do find bifurcating
branches of edge states. These branches do not emanate from Dirac points (the no-
fold condition fails), but rather from a spectral band edge. Moreover, as we discuss
below, these states are not topologically protected; they may be destroyed by an
appropriate localized perturbation of the edge. Case (2) (V11 < 0) is illustrated
by Figures [5| (middle and bottom panels) and Figure [6] (bottom panel).

In particular, Dirac points occur at the intersection of the second and third
spectral bands of H&% = —A + ¢V (x) (see Theorem , and the failure of the
spectral no-fold condition implies that an Li” — spectral gap does not open about
E = E for § # 0 and small. However, for eV} 1 < 0 there is a spectral gap between
the first and second spectral bands of H(0 . For the choice of edge-potential
displayed in with ¢ = —10, a family of nontrivial edge states bifurcates,
for 0 < |4] sufficiently small, from the upper edge of the first (lowest) Liuz%/?)—

spectral band into the spectral gap (dotted blue curve); see middle panel of Figure
A bifurcation of a similar nature is discussed in [33].

A formal multiple scale analysis clarifies this latter bifurcation. For k € B, let
(Ee(k)7 Pe (x;k)) denote the eigenpair associated with a lowest spectral band. In
[10], We calculate that the edge state bifurcation is seeded by a discrete eigenvalue
effective Schrodinger operator:

1 o2 1 ~ o
+ Q%4(¢; k), where — = Z [D?E*(K)]i; £ 82,

112) Hg = ——— -
(1:12) Heg 2meg 0C2 mig

i,j=1,2
and Qe (C; 5, %) = a K/(C) + b (k% — K2(¢)) is a spatially localized effective po-
tential, depending on k(¢), and constants a and b, with b > 0, which depend on
V, W and ®°. For the above choice of the zigzag edge-potential (middle panel of
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FIGURE 5. LiH:K'VI (X)— spectra, where K - vi = %w, of the Hamiltonian

H(=:%) (([T1)) for the zigzag edge (Rvi). Top panel: Case (1) Vi1 > 0.
Topologically protected bifurcation of edge states, described by Theorem

(dotted red curve), is seeded by zero-energy mode of a Dirac operator (6.22]).
The branch of edge states emanates from intersection of first and second bands

(B1 and B3) at E = E¢ for § = 0; see discussion in Section Middle
panel: Case (2) eVi;1 < 0 with domain wall function k. Spectral no-fold

condition does not hold. Bifurcation of zigzag edge states from upper endpoint,
E = Ef, of the first spectral band. This bifurcation is seeded by a bound state
of a Schrodinger operator with effective mass meg < 0 and effective
potential Q.g(¢) (displayed in the inset) and is not topologically protected;

see discussion in Section Bottom panel: Case (2) eV1,1 < 0 with
domain wall function ky. Bifurcation from upper endpoint of B; is destroyed.

Bound states bifurcate from the lower edges of the first two spectral bands.

Figure [5)), we have mS; < 0 and the effective potential Q%4, displayed in the figure
inset, induces a bifurcation into the gap above the first band.

Now, we can construct domain wall functions, &, (¢), for which the corresponding
H¢: has no point eigenvalues in a neighborhood of the right (upper) edge of the
first spectral band; see bottom panel of Figure [5} If x(¢) is chosen as above, then
Qe (¢; (1 =0)k+0k,), 0 < 0 < 1, provides a smooth homotopy from a Schrodinger
Hamiltonian for which there is a bifurcation of edge states (H(*:%) with domain wall

11
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eV171 >0

5 TR
( /3 27 /3 ™ 4r]3 b 2

i

~

FIGURE 6. Top panel: LiH (2)— spectrum of protected states of HE9),
for the case eV1,1 > 0. Bottom panel: L%II (X)— spectrum of non-protected
states of H(:9) for the case eVi,1 < 0. V, W and k are chosen as in ,
For each fixed k|, edge states shown in the top panel (¢V1,1 > 0) arise due to
a protected bifurcation from a Dirac point displayed in the top panel of Figure
Those edge states indicated in the bottom panel (¢V7,1 < 0) arise via an
edge bifurcation of the type shown in the middle and bottom panels of Figure
The band edge energies from which this latter bifurcation takes place is
well-separated from the energy of the Dirac point which, when V7,1 < 0, lies
within the overlap of the second and third spectral bands.

k) to one for which the branch of edge states does not exist (H (%) with domain wall
ky). Therefore, this type of bifurcation is not topologically protected; see [10] for a
more detailed discussion. This contrast between topologically protected states and
non-protected states is explained and explored numerically, in a one-dimensional
setting in [27].

1.3. Remarks on the spectral no-fold condition. The spectral no-fold hy-
pothesis of Theorem requires that the dispersion curves obtained by slicing
the band structure (situated in R x Rg) with a plane through the Dirac point
(K, E,) containing the direction R (dual direction to the v;— edge) do not fold-
over and fill out energies arbitrarily near F,. This essentially implies that via
a small perturbation which breaks inversion symmetry (as we do with H © =
—A 4+ V(x) 4+ 66(0Rs - x)W(x) for 6 # 0) we open a Li” (X)— spectral gap about
E,. Figure[7]is illustrative.

In the first row of plots in Figure [7] we consider whether the spectral no-fold
condition holds at the Dirac point (K, E<) for the zigzag edge, in the two cases:
(1) eVi,1 > 0 and (2) eV;1 <0, as well as for the armchair edge. The energy level
E = EY is indicated with the dotted line. In the left panel we see that for the
zigzag edge, the spectral no-fold condition holds if eV} ; > 0. In this case, there is
a topologically protected branch of edge states. In the center panel we see that the
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Zigzag 6V1’1>0 Zigzag 6V1’1<0 Armchair €V1’1>0

o

Zigzag ¢V, >0 Zigzag €V, <0 Armchair ¢V >0

6>0

FIGURE 7. Zigzag and armchair slices at the Dirac point (K, EZ) of the
band structure of —A +¢eV + k0o W for § = 0 (first row) and § > 0 (second
row). Insets indicate zigzag and armchair quasi-momentum segments (one-
dimensional Brillouin zones) parametrized by A, for 0 < XA < 1. See discussion
of Section [[L4] and Theorem [£.2]

spectral no-fold condition fails if eV ; < 0. Finally, in the right panel we see that
it also fails for the armchair slice.

The second row of plots in Figure[7] illustrates that the spectral no-fold condition
controls whether a full Li” — spectral gap opens when breaking inversion symmetry.

In particular, for § > 0, H®9 is no longer inversion symmetric. For eVig > 0,
a spectral gap opens about the Dirac point, between the first and second spectral
bands (see Theorem [3.5). For the zigzag edge with €V 1 < 0 there is no spectral
gap about the Dirac point. (Note, however, that there is a spectral gap between the
first and second spectral bands; see the discussion above in Section ) Similarly,
for the armchair edge (right panel) there is no spectral gap for § > 0.

1.4. Are there meta-stable edge states? Consider the Hamiltonian H(®) =
—Ax+V(x)+0k (682 - x) W(x) (as in ([L.1)), corresponding to an arbitrary rational
edge, Rvy, i.e. ©v; = ayvy + b1vy, a; and by co-prime integers, as introduced in
the discussion leading up to ; see also Section 4| Irrespective of whether the
spectral no-fold condition holds for the v;— edge (see Section and Definition
, the multiple scale expansion of Section |§| produces a formal edge state to any
finite order in the small parameter 6.
But is this formal expansion the expansion of a true edge state? We believe the
answer is no, if the spectral no-fold condition fails.

Indeed, from Theorem we have that any v;— edge state, ¥ & L%”:K«n’

is a superposition of Floquet-Bloch modes of H(® = —A + V along the quasimo-
mentum segment: K + AR, |[A| < 1/2. The formal expansion of Section [6] how-
ever is spectrally concentrated on Floquet-Bloch components along this segment,
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which are near the Dirac point, corresponding to |A| < 1. If the spectral no-fold
condition fails, the expansion does not capture the effect of resonant coupling to
quasi-momenta along this segment “far from K” (corresponding to A bounded away
from A = 0 in Figure .

Conjecture: Suppose the spectral no-fold condition fails for the v;— edge Rv;.
Then, H® has topologically protected long-lived (meta-stable) edge quasi-modes,
VeH ,f” —K-v,.loc(2), but generically has no topologically protected edge states.
1.5. Outline.

In Section [2|we review spectral theory for two-dimensional periodic Schrédinger
operators, introduce the triangular lattice, the honeycomb structure and honeycomb
lattice potentials.

In Section (3| we define Dirac points and review the results on the existence of
Dirac points for generic honeycomb potentials from [13}|14].

In Section 4] we introduce the notion of an edge or line defect in a bulk (un-
perturbed) honeycomb structure. Honeycomb structures with edges parallel to a
period lattice direction, have a translation invariance. Thus, an important tool
is the Fourier decomposition of states which are L? (localized) in the unbounded
direction, transverse to the edge, and propagating (plane-wave like) parallel to the
edge.

In Section [5| we introduce our class of Hamiltonians, consisting of a bulk hon-
eycomb potential, perturbed by a general line-defect / b;— edge potential.

In Section [6] we give a formal multiple scale construction of edge states to any
finite order in the small parameter §.

In Section [7] we formulate general hypotheses which imply the existence of a
branch of topologically protected v; — edge states, bifurcating from the Dirac point.
The proof uses a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction strategy, applied to a system for the
Floquet-Bloch amplitudes which is equivalent to the eigenvalue problem. Such a
strategy was implemented in a 1D setting in [12]. First, the edge-state eigenvalue
problem is formulated in (quasi-) momentum space as an infinite system for the
Floquet-Bloch mode amplitudes. We view this system as consisting of two coupled
subsystems; one is for the quasi-momentum / energy components “near” the Dirac
point, (K, E,), and the second governs the components which are “far” from the
Dirac point. We next solve for the far-energy components as a functional of the
near-energy components and thereby obtain a reduction to a closed system for the
near-energy components. The construction of this map requires that the spectral
no-fold condition holds.

In Section [8 we consider the Hamiltonian, introduced in Section [7] in the weak-
potential (low-contrast) regime and prove the existence of topologically protected
zigzag edge states, under the condition eV ; > 0.

In Appendix [A] we give two families of honeycomb potentials, depending on
the lattice scale parameter, a, where we can tune between Case (1) eV;; > 0 and
Case (2) Vi1 < 0 by continuously varying the lattice scale parameter.

In a number of places, the proofs of certain assertions are very similar to those
of corresponding assertions in [12]. In such cases, we do not repeat a variation on
the proof in [12], but rather refer to the specific proposition or lemma in |12].

1.6. Notation.
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(1) v;, j = 1,2 are basis vectors of the triangular lattice in R?, Aj,. ke, £ = 1,2
are dual basis vectors of A}, which satisfy k, - v; = 2mdy;.

(2) For m = (my,mg) € Z2, mk = mik; + moks.

(3) vy = a1vi+asva € Ay, a1, as co-prime integers. The v;— edge is Rv;. v;, j =
1,2, is an alternate basis for A, with corresponding dual basis, K¢, = 1,2,
satisfying K, - v; = 27dy;.

(4) &= (RW, 813, 5= /W 18O, 3] = |]].

(5) B denotes the Brillouin Zone, associated with A, shown in the right panel of
Figure [3]

(6) (f.9) = | Fo.

(7) x <y if and only if there exists C' > 0 such that x < Cy. z = y if and only if
r<Syandy S .

(8) LP*(R) is the space of functions F : R — R such that (1 + |-|*)*/2F € LP(R),
endowed with the norm

2\s
VPl = || L+ 17)72F|

S
zZHH]FH <00, 1 <p<oo.
Lr(R) A L7 (R)
7=0
(9) For f,g € L*(RY), the Fourier transform and its inverse are given by

FUN = Fl€) = g [, €00, FHaH) =a(x) = [ e glepie

RrRd

The Plancherel relation states: [g. f(z)g(z)dz = (2m)* [oa FO7(©)de.
(10) o4, j =1,2,3, denote the Pauli matrices, where

0 1 0 —i 1 0
(1.13) 01—<1 0)’02_<i 0),and03—<0 _1).

1.7. Acknowledgements. We would like to thank I. Aleiner, A. Millis, J. Liu and
M. Rechtsman for stimulating discussions.

2. FLOQUET-BLOCH THEORY AND HONEYCOMB LATTICE POTENTIALS
We begin with a review of Floquet-Bloch theory; see, for example, [6L25L26}36].
2.1. Fourier analysis on L?(R/A) and L?*(X). Let {v;,02} be a linearly inde-
pendent set in R? and introduce the
Lattice: A = Zv; & Zvs = {m1v1 + maby : my, mg € Z};
(2.1) Fundamental period cell: Q@ = {f0; +60, : 0<0; <1, j=1,2};
Dual lattice: A* =Z8, ®ZKRy = {m.é =m1 R + maRe : My, mg € L},
R0 =210, 1 <4,5 <2
Brillouin zone: B, a choice of fundamental dual cell;
Cylinder: ¥ = R?/Zv;
(2.2) Fundamental domain for ¥: Qgp = {mv; + mov:0< 71 < 1,75 € R}.

We denote by L?(Q)) and L?(Q2x) the standard L? spaces on the domains 2 and
s, respectively.

Definition 2.1. [The spaces L?(R?/A) and L}]
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(a) L*(R?/A) denotes the space of L? . functions which are A— periodic: f €
L?(R?/A) if and only if f(x +b) = f(x) for all x € R?, v € A and
feL*(9).

(b) L denotes the space of L} . functions which satisfy a pseudo-periodic
boundary condition: f(x + v) = ek f(x) for all x € R?, v € A and
e"kxf(x) € L*(R?/A). For f and g in L, fg is in L*(R?/A) and we
define their inner product by

(o = [ Foaix

Definition 2.2. [The spaces L*(X) and Liu]

(a) L*(X) = L*(R?*/Zv,) denotes the space of L? . functions, which are periodic
in the direction of vy: f(x + v;) = f(x), for all x € R? and such that
f € L?(Qyx), where Qs is the fundamental domain for ¥; see .

(b) L%H (2) = Li“ denotes the space of L} . functions:

(1) which are kj— pseudo-periodic in the direction v;:
f(x+01) =e*if(x), forx € R? and

(2) such that e~*(1/2WR81x £(x) which is defined on ¥, is in L?(Qy).
For f and ¢ in L%H (), fgis in L?(X) and we define their inner product

by
/f

The respective Sobolev spaces H*® (RQ/A ), HE, H*(X) and H,z”( ) = Hy are de-
fined in a natural way.

Simplified notational convention: We shall do many calculations requiring us
to explicitly write out inner products like (f, g>L2(E) and (f, g>LiH =) We shall

write these as [, f(x)g(x) dx rather than as [, f(x)g(x) dx.

If f € L?(R?/A), then it can be expanded in a Fourier series:
(2.3)

- 1 . o
- Z fme™X, f = @/ﬂeﬂ Y f(y)dy , m&=mif +mafs ,

meZ2

where |2 denotes the area of the fundamental cell, Q. In Section we show
that, if g € L%(X), then it can be expanded in a Fourier series in v; - x and Fourier
transform in vy - x:

— o Z/ 271_5 7,5.@2 xdf infR1-x ,

nEZ

21 g (2mE) = m /2 e RV TR g(y)dy

2.2. Floquet-Bloch Theory. Let Q(x) denote a real-valued potential which is
periodic with respect to A. We shall assume throughout this paper that Q €
C>(R?/A), although we expect that this condition can be relaxed without much
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extra work. Introduce the Schrodinger Hamiltonian H = —A + Q(x). For each
k € R?, we study the Floguet-Bloch eigenvalue problem on Li:

(2.4) HO(x;k) = E(k)®(x; k), x € R?
B(x+v) =X °d(x;k), Vo eA.

An L} solution of is called a Floquet-Bloch state.

Since the k— pseudo-periodic boundary condition in is invariant under
translations in the dual period lattice, A*, it suffices to restrict our attention to
k € B, where B, the Brillouin Zone, is a fundamental cell in k— space.

An equivalent formulation to is obtained by setting ®(x;k) = e *p(x; k).
Then,

(2.5) Hk)p(x;k) = E(k)p(x; k), x € R?, p(x+0) =px:k), vecA,
where H(k) = —(V + ik)? + Q(x) is a self-adjoint operator on L?(R?/A). The
eigenvalue problem 7 has a discrete set of eigenvalues Fj (k) < Fa(k) < --- <
Ey(k) < ---, with L?(R?/A)— eigenfunctions p,(x;k), b = 1,2,3,.... The maps
k € B — E;(k) are, in general, Lipschitz continuous functions; see, for example,
Appendix A of [14]. For each k € B, the set {p;(x;k)};>1 can be taken to be a
complete orthonormal basis for L?(R?/A).

As k varies over B, Ej(k) sweeps out a closed real interval. The union over
b > 1 of these closed intervals is exactly the L?(R?)— spectrum of —A + V(x):
spec (H) = Uy spec (H (k)) . Furthermore, the set {®(x; k)}p>1xeps is complete
in L?(R?):

160 = [ (@510, FOgageny Bl = 3 [ Folk)y k)t

b>1 b>1

where the sum converges in the L? norm.

2.3. The honeycomb period lattice, Ay, and its dual, Aj. Consider A =
Zv1 @ Zvs, the equilateral triangular lattice generated by the basis vectors: vy =
(@, %)T, vy = (@, —%)T; see Figure left panel. The dual lattice A7 = Zk; ®
Zks is spanned by the dual basis vectors: ki = q(3, @)T, ks =q(3, —?)T, where
q= %, with the biorthonormality relations k; - v; = 276;;. Other useful relations
are: [vi| = [vo| =1, vi-va =1, |ki| = [ko| = ¢ and ki - ko = —2¢*. The Brillouin
zone, By, is a regular hexagon in R2. Denote by K and K’ its top and bottom
vertices (see right panel of Figure D given by: K = %(kl -ky), K'=-K-=
% (ko — ky). All six vertices of By can be generated by application of the matrix
R, which rotates a vector in R? clockwise by 27 /3:

V3

2

=

(2.6) R =

2

|
o

The vertices of By, fall into two groups, generated by the action of R on K and
K': K- type-points: K, RK = K +ky, R’K = K — k;, and K'— type-points:
K', RK' =K' —k,;, RPK' =K' +k;.

Functions which are periodic on R? with respect to the lattice A;, may be viewed
as functions on the torus, R?/Aj;. As a fundamental period cell, we choose the
parallelogram spanned by v; and v, denoted €y,.
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Remark 2.3 (Symmetry Reduction). Let (®(x;k), E(k)) denote a Floquet-Bloch
eigenpair for the eigenvalue problem with quasi-momentum k. Since V is real,
(®(x;k) = ®(x;k), E(k)) is a Floquet-Bloch eigenpair for the eigenvalue problem
with quasi-momentum —k. The above relations among the vertices of By, and the
Aj- periodicity of: k — E(k) and k — ®(x;k) imply that the local character of
the dispersion surfaces in a neighborhood of any vertex of By, is determined by its

character about any other vertex of By,.

2.4. Honeycomb potentials.

Definition 2.4. [Honeycomb potentials] Let V be real-valued and V € C*(R?).
V is a honeycomb potential if there exists xo € R? such that V(x) = V(x —xg) has
the following properties:
(V1) V is Aj— periodic, i.e. V(x+v) = V(x) for all x € R? and v € Ay,.
(V2) V is even or inversion-symmetric, i.e. V(—x) = V(x).
(V3) V is R- invariant, i.e. R[V](x) = V(R*x) = V(x), where, R* is the
counter-clockwise rotation matrix by 27 /3, i.e. R* = R™!, where R is given
by .
N.B. Throughout this paper, we shall omit the tildes on V' and choose coordinates
with Xo = 0.

Introduce the mapping R : 72 — 72 which acts on the indices of the Fourier
coefficients of V: ﬁ(ml, ma) = (—ma, m; —msz) and therefore R? (my, mg) = (mg —
m1, —mq), and R3(my,ms) = (m1,ms). Any m # 0 lies on an R— orbit of length
exactly three [13]. We say that m and n are in the same equivalence class if m
and n lie on the same 3— cycle. Let S denote a set consisting of exactly one
representative from each equivalence class. Honeycomb lattice potentials have the

following Fourier series characterization [13]:

Proposition 2.5. Let V(x) denote a honeycomb lattice potential. Then,
V(x) =wvo + Z Um [cos(mlz -x) 4 cos((Rm)K - x) + cos((R*m)k - x) | ,

m€§

where mk = miki +moks and the vy are real.

3. DIRAC POINTS

In this section we summarize results of [13] on Dirac points. These are conical
singularities in the dispersion surfaces of Hy = —A+V (x), where V is a honeycomb
lattice potential.

Let K, denote any vertex of Bj,, and recall that L%Q is the space of K, — pseudo-
periodic functions. A key property of honeycomb lattice potentials, V', is that Hy
and R, defined in (V3) of Definition leave a dense subspace of L invariant.
Furthermore, restricted to this dense subspace of L%Q, Hy commutes with R:
[R, Hy] = 0. Since R has eigenvalues 1,7 and 7, it is natural to split L%* into the
direct sum:

Lk, = Lg, 1 ® Lk, . ® Lk, 7
Here, L%{*’U, where 0 = 1, 7,7 and 7 = exp(27i/3), denote the invariant eigenspaces
of R:

L%(Hg = {g € L%Q :Rg:ag} .
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We next give a precise definition of a Dirac point.

Definition 3.1. Let V(x) be a smooth, real-valued, even (inversion symmetric)
and periodic potential on R?. Denote by By, the Brillouin zone. Let K € B,. The
energy / quasi-momentum pair (K, E,) € Bj, x R is called a Dirac point if there
exists b, > 1 such that:

(1) E, is a L — eigenvalue of Hy of multiplicity two.

(2) Nullspace (HV - E*[) - span{fbl(x), @z(x)}, where @, € L} . (R®; =
7®;) and $y(x) = (CoI)[®1](x) = P1(—x) € Li ; (R®y = TP3), and
<(I)a, (I)b>L?((Q) = 5ab7 a, b = 1, 2.

(3) There exist Ay # 0, (o > 0, and Floquet-Bloch eigenpairs

k= (0, 11(%; k), Ep, 41(k)) and k= (P, (x;Kk), Ep, (k)),
and Lipschitz functions e;(k), j = by, b, + 1, where e;(K) = 0, defined for
|k — K| < {p such that
Ep1(k) — B = +[N] [k=K[ (1 + ep,1(k)),
(3.1) Ep, (k) — Ex = —[M] [k=K[ (1 + e, (k)),
where |e;(k)| < Clk — K|, j = by, b, + 1, for some C > 0.
In [13], the authors prove the following

Proposition 3.2. Suppose conditions 1 and 2 of Definition[3.1 hold and let {c(m)}mes
denote the sequence of Ly .— Fourier-coefficients of ®1(x) normalized as in [13].

Define the sum

Z ¢(m)? ( 1 > '(K+mlz) .

meS
Here, S C 72 is defined in [13]. If \y # 0, then condition 3 of Definition holds
(see @),
Therefore Dirac points are found by verifying conditions 1 and 2 of Definition [3.1
and the additional (non-degeneracy) condition: Ay # 0.

Furthermore, Theorem 4.1 of [13] and Theorem 3.2 of |14] imply the following

local behavior of Floquet-Bloch modes near the Dirac point:

Corollary 3.3.

(3.2) A

(3.3)
T kKO ik — K@ )
Py, 11(x3k) = % [&; (k—K) k+1(<1|{ K) D1(x) + Po(x) } +<I)z(,*)+1(X;k),
(3.4)
T k- KD ik — K)@ )
B (el = 5 [ 5 B a6 — ) | +9{ k)

where @1V (k) = O(|k — K|) in H*(Q4) as [k — K| = 0.

In the next section we discuss the result of [13], that —A + &V has Dirac points
for generic €.

) N . N
The factor T (13.3)-(3.4) corrects a typographical error in equation (3.13) of |14].
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3.1. Dirac points of —A+cV(x), € generic. The strategy used in |13] to produce
Dirac points is based on a bifurcation theory for the operator —A +eV (x) acting in
L%{» from the £ = 0 limit. We describe the setup here, since we shall make detailed
use of it.

Consider —A acting on L. We note that EY = |[K|? is an eigenvalue with mul-
tiplicity three, since the three vertices of the regular hexagon, Bj,: K, RK and R?K
are equidistant from the origin. The corresponding three-dimensional eigenspace
has an orthonormal basis consisting of the functions: @,(x) = e¢®*p,(x) €
L%Q77 o =1,7,7, defined by

d,(x) = eE*p, (x), (c =1,7,7)
_ |: elK-X +E€7,RK-X 4 O_e'LR2K»x :|
30

(3.5) = eiK'x[ 1+ e * 4 getkax } .

2

3|2
‘We note that
(36) <(I)o; (I)5>L%< = <p0’p5>L2(R2/Ah) = (507& .

In Theorem 5.1 of [13], the authors proved that for real, small and non-zero e
and under the assumption that V' satisfies the non-degeneracy condition:

1
Q%] Ja,

that the multiplicity three eigenvalue, EY = |K|?, splits into
(A) a multiplicity two eigenvalue, ES, with two-dimensional L, @ L -— eigenspace
structure, and N
(B) a simple eigenvalue, F°, with one-dimensional eigenspace, a subspace of L%{,r
For all ¢ sufficiently small, the quasi-momentum pairs (K, E<) are Dirac points
in the sense of Definition [3.1} Furthermore, a continuation argument is then used to
extend this result from the regime of sufficiently small € to the regime of arbitrary
¢ outside of a possible discrete set; see [13| and the refinement concerning the
possible exceptional set of € values in Appendix D of |12]. We first state the result
for arbitrarily large and generic €, and then the more refined picture for |¢| > 0 and
sufficiently small.

(3.7) Via = etk Y y(y) dy £ 0,

Theorem 3.4. [Generic ] Let V(x) be a honeycomb lattice potential and consider
the parameter family of Schrodinger operators:

H® = —A+eV(x),

where V' satisfies the non-degeneracy condition , Then, there exists €9 > 0,
such that for all real and nonzero e, outside of a possible discrete subset of R\
(—€0,0), H®) has Dirac points (K, ES) in the sense of Definition ,

Specifically, for all such e, there ewists b, > 1 such that E, = Ej (K) =
E; 1(K) is a K— pseudo-periodic eigenvalue of multiplicity two where

(1) (a) ES is an L%(’T— eigenvalue of H®) of multiplicity one, with correspond-
ing eigenfunction, ®5(x).
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(b) ES is an L%(f— eigenvalue of H'®) of multiplicity one, with correspond-
ing eigenfunction, ®5(x) = P5(—x).
(¢) E< is not an L%Qlf eigenvalue of H(),

(2) There ezist 6. > 0, C: > 0 and Floguet-Bloch eigenpairs: (®5(x; k), £ (k))
and Lipschitz continuous functions, e;(k), j = by, b, + 1, defined for |k —
K| < dc, such that

By, 1(k) — E5(K)

+ M| [k - K] (1 + ei*ﬂ(k)) and

(3.8) E; k) - ES(K) = — M| k=K]| (1 + ¢ k),
and where
e — £ 2 1 -1
(3.9) N = ze:c(m,E*,g) ( i )-(K+mk) £ 0

is given in terms of {c(m, E5,€)}mes, the L ,— Fourier coefficients of
®5(x; K). Furthermore, |e5(k)| < Celk — K|, j = by, b, + 1. Thus, in a
neighborhood of the point (k,E) = (K, ES) € R3, the dispersion surface is
closely approzimated by a circular cone.

3.2. Dirac points of —A + eV(x), ¢ small. In this section we collect explicit
information on Dirac points for the weak potential regime.

Theorem 3.5. [Small e] There exists g > 0, such that for alle € I, = (—¢g,€0) \
{0} the following holds:

(1) Fore e I.,, —A+¢cV(x) has
(a) a multiplicity two Ly - eigenvalue ES, where ker(—=A +¢eV) C L . @
Ly
(b) a multiplicity one L% - eigenvalue E, where ker(—A + V) C L 1
(2) The maps ¢ — E° and ¢ — E° are well defined for all ¢ in the deleted
neighborhood of zero, I.,. They are constructed via perturbation theory of a
simple eigenvalue in L%{,r and in L%{,p respectively. Therefore, £ and Ei
are real-analytic functions of € € I.,. Moreover, they have the expansions:

(3.10) B = |KP*+e(Voo— Via) + O(?),
(3.11) ES = K2+ e(Voo+2Via) + O(2).

and

(3) If Vi1 > 0, then conical intersections occur between the 15 and 2"? dis-

persion surfaces at the vertices of By,. Specifically, holds with b, = 1.

(4) If eVi11 < 0, then conical intersections occur between the 2nd gnd 3 dis-

persion surfaces at the vertices of By,. Specifically, holds with b, = 2.
Forec I,

(3.12) |Nf| = 47| | + O(e) = 4m|vi Ava| + Ofe).

The expansions (3.10]), (3.11) and (3.12) are displayed in equations (6.22), (6.25)
and (6.30) of [13].

The intersections of the first two dispersion surfaces for eV; ; > 0, and of the second
and third dispersion surfaces for eV;; < 0, are illustrated in the first two panels of
Figure |7] along a dispersion slice corresponding to the zigzag edge.
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4. EDGES AND DUAL SLICES

Edge states are solutions of an eigenvalue equation on R2, which are spatially
localized transverse to a line-defect or “edge” and propagating (plane-wave like
or pseudo-periodic) parallel to the edge. Recall that Ay, = Zvy @ Zvsy and A} =
Zky ® Zk,. We consider edges which are lines of the form R(a;vy + asvs), where
(a1,b1) =1, i.e. a1 and by are relatively prime.

We fix an edge by choosing v; = a;vy + byva, where (a1,b1) = 1. Since aq, by
are relatively prime, there exists a relatively prime pair of integers: as, by such that
ai1by—ashy = 1. Set by = agvy +bava. It follows that Zv, Zvy = Zvi D Zvy = Ay,.
Since a1by — asb; = 1, we have dual lattice vectors &1, K2 € Aj, given by

K1 = boky — agks, Ko = —bik; + aiko,

which satisfy
Ry -y = 27‘((5@,1/, 1<6,0 <2.

Note that Z& © ZKs = Zk1 ® Zko = Aj,.

Fix an edge, Ro;. In our construction of edge states, an important role is played
by the “quasi-momentum slice” of the band structure through the Dirac point and
“dual” to the given edge.

Definition 4.1. For the edge Rvy, the band structure slice at quasi-momentum K,
dual to the edge Rvq, is defined to be the locus given by the union of curves:

A Ey(K+AR), A <1/2, b>1.

We give two examples:
(1) Zigzag‘: U] =V, by =Vy and 81 = k; and K = k.
In this case, we shall refer to the zigzag slice.
(2) Armchair: v, = vy + v, by = v and &) = k; and K, = ko — k.
In this case, we shall refer to the armchair slice.

Figure E (top row) displays three cases, for —A + ¢V, where V is a honeycomb
lattice potential. Shown are the curves A — Ey(K+AR2),b=1,2,3 for (i)eV; 1 > 0
and the zigzag slice (left panel), (ii) eV1 1 < 0 and the zigzag slice (middle panel),
and (iii) the armchair slice (right panel). As discussed in the introduction, of

these three examples, case (i) is the one for which the spectral no-fold condition of
Definition [Z.1] holds.

4.1. Completeness of Floquet-Bloch modes on L?(X). For by € Ay, introduce
the cylinder ¥ = R?/Zb;. Consider the family of states ®p(x; K + ARs2), b > 1
for A € [0,1] (or equivalently |A\| < 1/2) corresponding to quasi-momenta along a
line segment within B; connecting K to K 4+ Ks. Since Ks - v; = 0, all along this
segment we have K - v;— pseudo-periodicity:

By(x + 01 K+ ARy) = !B 015, (k. K + A\Ry) = B P19, (x; K + ARy) .

The main result of this subsection is that any f € LiHZK,Ul (X) is a superposition
of these modes.

Theorem 4.2. Let f € LiH:K_UI(E) = LiH:Km(RQ/Z“l)- Then,
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(1) f can be represented as a superposition of Floguet-Bloch modes of —A +V
with quasimomenta in B located on the segment {k K+ : [N <3 }

Z/ A)®p (x; K + ARy )dA

b>1

(4.1) = KX E / e X f Ny (x; K 4 ARy )dA, where
1
b>17 "3

FoN) = (B K+ AR2), f(-)) 12 )

kH =K-vq

Here, the sum representing e "E* f(x), in (A1) converges in the L?*(X)
norm.
(2) In the special case where V = 0:

z

f(X) — § : ei(K-{-mﬁ)‘x 2 fm()\)ei)\ﬁz‘di )
1
-2

meZ?
Proof of Theorem[].3 We introduce the parameterizations of the fundamental pe-
riod cell Q of V(x):
XeEN: x=70;+7m0y, 0<7,n<1, ki -x=217,
(42) dri dzy = |Ul /\UQ| dm dry = |Q| dm dTQ;

and of the cylinder ¥ = R?/Zv;:

XEYX: x=701+ 7m0y, 071 <1, seR, K -x=2711, Ko X =277y,
(43) dri dzo = ‘Ul /\UQ| dr dry = ‘Q| dr drs.

Let f € Lk“_Ku () be such that g(x) = e ™*f(x) is defined and smooth
on Y, and rapidly decreasing. It suffices to prove the result for such f, and then

pass to all LiH:K_nl (¥) by standard arguments. The function g(x) has the Fourier
representation

(44) _27T Z/gn 27’1’5 zSﬁz Xdge znﬁ1x

nEZ
27 gn(21€) = m /2 e Ry eminfY g(y)dy

The relation (4.4]) is obtained by noting that G(m,72) = g(mi01 + T202) is 1—
periodic in 7 and in L?(R; d7), and applying the standard Fourier representations.
Introduce the Gelfand-Bloch transform
(45)  gxsA) =21 > Gm, (2m(mg + A)) i) N <12
(m1,m2)€Z?
Note that x — g(x; \) is Ap— periodic and A — g(x; A) is 1— periodic. Using (4.5)
and (4.4)), it is straightforward to check that

(46) g0 = [ M g ) da

1
2
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Remark 4.3. For any fixed || < 1/2, the mapping x — g(x; A) is A, — periodic. We
wish to expand x +— §(x; \) in terms of a basis for L2(Q), where Q denotes our choice
of period cell (parallelogram) for R?/A with A = Zb; @© Zvy; see . Now the
eigenvalue problem H (k)p? = E®p® on Q with periodic boundary conditions has
a discrete sequence of eigenvalues, E? (k), j > 1 with corresponding eigenfunctions
p; £ (x;k), j > 1, which can be taken to be a complete orthonormal sequence. Recall

Q’L (x;k), b> 1, with corresponding eigenvalues, Fj(k), the complete set of eigen-
functlons of H(k) with periodic boundary conditions on 2, the elementary period
parallelogram spanned by {vi, va}; see Section By periodicity, p?h (x;k), b>1,
(initially defined on Q) and p(x;k), j > 1, (initially defined on €2) can be ex-
tended to all R? as periodic functions. We continue to denote these extensions by:
p?(x; k) and p?h (x;k), respectively. Since A = Zvy, @ Zvy = Zvy @ Zvay = Ap,
both sequences of eigenfunctions are Ap— periodic. Thus, in a natural way, we
can take pit(x;k) = A, p?h(x; k), b > 1, where A; is a normalization constant.
Abusing notation, we henceforth drop the explicit dependence on 2, and simply
write py(x; k) for pi(x; k).

In view of Remark we expand g(x;\) in terms of the states {py(; K +
)\ﬁg)}, b Z 1:

(4.7) GG A) =D (e (K + AR2), (5 A)) 2y po(6 K + ARa).
b>1

Recall that f(x) = e®*g(x). We claim (and prove below) that

(4.8) Py (- K+ AR2), 9( A)) p2(0) = (Po (5 K+ AR2), £(1)) 12 =) -

k| =Koy

The assertions of Theorem then follow from (4.6]), (4.7) and the claim (4.8):
1

1
f(x) = e®EXg(x) = K /2 e MR XG (s \)d\

_ szZ/l PR (5 K+ AR2), G N)) () P (% K + AR )dA
b>1 2

(]
e

<(I)b(,K+)\ﬁ2),f( )>L2 > Cbb(X,K+)\R2)d>\

2 mica, (9

where, in the final line we have used that ®,(y; ) = py(y; A)eE+A82)x_ Therefore,
it remains to prove claim (4.8). We shall employ the one-dimensional Poisson
summation formula:

(4.9) 2 Y F(2r(n+ A) ™ = 3 fy + n)e A

neL ne”L

In the following calculation we use the abbreviated notation:

Po(y; ) =po(y; K+ AR2) and  $y(y;A) = 4(y; K + AR2).
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Substituting (4.4)-(4.5)) into the left hand side of (4.8) and applying (4.9)) gives

(o3 06N g2y = [ moiNay. Ny

T )
= \Q|/ / po(T101 + T202; A) 27 Z Gmy (2m(ma + A)) 2™ Mt M) g 4 (@)
o Jo

mezZ?
1 T X .
=|Q py(T101 + T2b2; A 27 Tmy (2m(ma + X)) 27272 | 2TMITL g dy
1
0 0 m1EZ moEZ
1 r_ X X
= ‘Q|/ / pb(Tlnl +7292;A) Z Z gm, (7.2 +m2)6727rz)\(7'2+m2) eQTrzml-rldTlde ()
0 0 m1EZL | mo€Z

e , ‘
= ‘Q|/ /pb(ﬁm + s0g; A)e 2R Z Gmy (8)eX™ T dr ds (1o + M = )
0o Jr e

T, _
= \Q|/ /pb(nlu + 5023 \)e NGy, s)drids (G(m1,72) = g(T101 + T202) and ([{4))
0 R
- /zpb(y; Ne M2 Xg(y)dy (by ([E3)).

Finally, recalling that g = e~ f and py(y; \)e K +FAR2)x — @, (y; \), we obtain
that

Po(5A), 90 N) p2(q) = /pr(y; \) emiARxem KX £ () dy

)

_ /E oy VF(y) dy = (@4(5 \), (),

This completes the proof of claim and part 1 for the case where f is smooth
and rapidly decreasing. Passing to arbitrary f € L%H is standard. In the case
where V' = 0, the Schrédinger operator reduces to the Laplacian —A. In this case
the Floquet-Bloch coefficients of f € LiH:K_Ul are simply its Fourier coefficients:

2
k”:K-ul(

]?()\) = f()\) Part 2 therefore follows from part 1, completing the proof of Theorem
4.2 U

Sobolev regularity can be measured in terms of the Floquet-Bloch coefficients.
Indeed, as in Lemma 2.1 in [12], by the 2D— Weyl law E,(K + AR2) ~ b for all
A €[-1/2,1/2], b> 1, we have
Corollary 4.4. LiH:K_ul(E) and H;:H:K_UNI(E), s € N, norms can be expressed
in terms of the Floguet-Bloch coefficients fi(X), b > 1. For f € L%H:K,bl(Z) =
Li”:K-Ul (RZ/an)‘

||f||igH:K_ol(z) ~ Z/

b>1Y

”f”i{;HZK_ul(g) ~ Z(1+b)8 /§ |fb(>\)|2d)\.

1
b>1 -3

1
2

| 1B,

4.2. Expansion of k — Ej(k) along a quasi-momentum slice. Let (K, E,)
denote a Dirac point as in Definition In a neighborhood of the Dirac point,
the eigenvalues Ep, (k) and Ej, 11(k) are Lipschitz continuous functions and the
corresponding normalized eigenmodes, ®;, (x; k) and P;, +1(x; k) are discontinuous
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functions of k; see [14]. Note however that what is relevant to our construction of
v, — edge states are Floquet-Bloch modes along the quasi-momentum line K+ AR,
|A] < 1/2. The following proposition gives a smooth parametrization of these modes
along this quasi-momentum line.

Proposition 4.5. Let (K, E,) denote a Dirac point in the sense of Definition
3.1, Let {®1(x), P2(x)} denote the basis of the L = Li . @ L =— nullspace of
Hy — E,I in Definition[34] Introduce the Ap,— periodic functions

(4.10) Pi(x) = e EXP(x), Po(x) = e EXDy(x).
For each |\ < 1/2, there exist Ly g, — eigenpairs (P+(x; N), E+ (X)), real analytic
in A, such that (®qy(-;N), Py(-; ) = dqp and

span {P_(x;A), P4 (x;A)} = span {Pp, (x; K + AR2), Pp, 11 (x; K+ ARa)} .

Introduce Ap,— periodic functions p+(x;A) by
(4.11) u(xs0) = e BEFAIX 0, (3 0), (pal(55A), (3 A) = 6ap, a,b € {+,—}.
There is a constant (o > 0 such that for |\| < (o the following holds:

(1) The mapping X\ — E(X\) is real analytic in X\ with expansion
(4.12) Ba()) = By + \g| |8l A+ Fos (A2

where Ay € C is given by [3.2)), |E2+(N)| < C with C a positive constant
independent of \.

(2) Let 30 = ﬁél) + 1‘@2), l32| = |R2|. The Ap— periodic functions, py(x; ),
can be chosen to depend real analytically on \ and so that

(4.13) pr(x;0) = Pr(x) + o1(x,)) € Li(R?/Ay),
where py(x;0) = Py (x) is given by

_ 1 X 32
Pi(x) = % [W@ Pl(x)j:Pg(x)} ,

and @1 (x;0) = Py (x) is given by

(4.14) Dy (x) = % [&g';z'

Finally, X\ — @4 (x;)\) are real analytic satisfying the bound |0X o+ (x; \)| <
C'\ for all x € Ap, where X = (R, Rg), |N] < 2.

B, (x) £ Bo(x) ] .

N.B. We wish to point out that the subscripts £+ have a different meaning here
than in [13}|14]. In [13}[14], EL(k) denote ordered eigenvalues, E_(k) < E, (k)
(Lipschitz continuous) with corresponding eigenstates ®4(x;k) (discontinuous at
k = K); see Definition [3.1]and Corollary[3.3] In Proposition[4.5land throughout this
paper F1(A) and @4 (x;\) refer to smooth parametrizations in A of Floquet-Bloch
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the spectral bands, which intersect at energy FE,.

2The factor of ‘;—gl in (4.13)) corrects a typographical error in equation (3.13) of [14].
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Proof of Proposition[{.5. We present a proof along the lines of Theorem 3.2 in [14];
see also [15|22]. The k— pseudo-periodic Floquet-Bloch modes can be expressed in
the form ®(x;k) = e™®*p(x; k), where p(x; k) is A;,— periodic. For k = K + ARy,
consider the family of eigenvalue problems, parametrized by |A| < 1/2:

(4.15) Hy(K+ AR2) p(x;A) = E(N) p(x;A)
(4.16) p(x+v;A) =p(x;A), forallveAy,,
where Hy (k) = — (Vx+ik)? + V(x). Degenerate perturbation theory of the

double eigenvalue E, of Hy (K), yields eigenvalues: EL(\) = E, + Eg)()\), where
(4.17) EP ) = £ |\ [Ra] A+ O(N?); see [13).

Denote by @, the projection onto the orthogonal complement of span{P;, P>}.
Then,

Rk(E,) = (Hy(K) —E, )" : QLL*(R?/Ay) — QLL*(R?/Ay)

is bounded. Furthermore, via Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction analysis of the periodic

eigenvalue problem (4.15)-(4.16)) we obtain, corresponding to the eigenvalues (4.17]),

the A, — periodic eigenstates:
pi(x; /\) = (I + RK(E*)QL (21)\ Ry - (V + ZK))) X

(@A) Pi(x) + B(A) Pa(x)) + Omz(mz/a,) ()\(|04|2 + |5|2)%) :

Here, the pair a(X), 8(\) satisfies the homogeneous system:

a
M(ED X) = 0, where
B
M(EWD ) = :

EM+0(N) =Xz +0(N\?)
M A+0(N)  ED4+0(N)
J

see [13]. For B = Ej(.l)(/\), j = =+, normalized solutions, p,(k;\), j = %, are

obtained by choosing:

(a.,.(A) ) %%lg—;ﬁom <a_()\) ) %%G—;‘+O(A)
B+(N) +95 + 00 , B-(N) 5 +O(N)

Finally, we note that M(E(l), A) is analytic in the parameter A. Therefore the
eigenvalues E(il)(/\) and eigenvectors (a+()), B+()\))T are analytic functions of \;
see, for example, [15,/22]. Tt follows that E4()\) and pi(x;\) are bounded, real
analytic functions of A € R. This completes the proof of Proposition O

5. MODEL OF A HONEYCOMB STRUCTURE WITH AN EDGE

Let V(x) denote a honeycomb potential in the sense of Deﬁnition In this sec-
tion we introduce a model of an edge in a honeycomb structure. A one-dimensional
variant of this model was introduced and studied in [9}[12]27].

Let W € C*°(R?) be real-valued and satisfy the following properties:

(W1) W is Ay — periodic, i.e. W(x+ v) =W (x) for all x € R? and v € A,.
(W2) Wis odd, i.e. W(—x)=—-W(x).



28 C. L. FEFFERMAN, J. P. LEE-THORP, AND M. I. WEINSTEIN

(W3) 0y = (@1, W®1);2(q,) # 0, with @ as in Deﬁnition

The non-degeneracy condition (W3) arises in the multiple scale perturbation theory
of Section

Our model of a honeycomb structure with an edge is a smooth and slow interpola-
tion between the Schrédinger Hamiltonians H(fgo = —Ax + V(x) — 0k W (x) and

Hf) = —Ayx + V(X) + koo W(x), which is transverse to a lattice direction, say

oo

v;. Here, ko is a positive constant. This interpolation is effected by a domain wall
function.

Definition 5.1. We call k() € C*(R) a domain wall function if x({) tends to

thoo as ¢ — Foo, and T1(¢) = x2(¢) — k2, and T2(¢) = &/(() satisfy:

(5.1) /(1+ <N Te(¢)|d¢ < 0o for some a > 5/2 and / [0cTe(Q)]d¢ < 00, £=1,2.
R R

Without loss of generality, we assume ko, > 0.

Remark 5.2. The technical hypotheses in (5.1]) are required for the boundedness of
wave operators used in the proof of Proposition See also Section 6.6 of [12]
and, in particular, the application of Theorem 6.15.

Our model of a honeycomb structure with an edge is the domain-wall modulated
Hamiltonian:

HO = A, + V(x) 4 0k (082 - x) W(x) ,
where k(() is a domain wall function. Suppose x(¢) has a single zero at { = 0. The
“edge” is then given by Ro; = {x : Ky - x = 0}.
We shall seek solutions of the eigenvalue problem

(5.2) HOW =FEv,
(5.3) U(x+v;)=eK1y(x) (propagation parallel to the edge, Roy),
(54) ¥(x) =0 as |x-RKa| = (localization tranverse to the edge, Roq).
In the next section we present a formal asymptotic expansion of v;— edge states
and in Section [7] we formulate a rigorous theory.

6. MULTIPLE SCALES AND EFFECTIVE DIRAC EQUATIONS

We re-express the eigenvalue problem (5.2)-(5.4) in terms of an unknown function
U = ¥(x,(), depending on fast (x) and slow (¢ = dR; - x) spatial scales:

(6.1) [ — (Vx+ 682 90)> + V(x)}qf + R(OW(X)T = BV,
(6.2) U(x+0y,() = EP1P(x,¢), and ¥(x,() =0 as ¢ — Foo.
We seek a solution to — in the form:
(6.3) B =EO 4 M 4 25?4
(6.4) W0 = O (x,¢) 4+ 6V (x,¢) + 2P (%, ) + ... .
The conditions , are encoded by requiring, for 7 > 0, that
P (x+0,)=e®p0(x,) Ve,
¢ = v(x,0) € L*(Ry).



EDGE STATES IN HONEYCOMB STRUCTURES 29

Substituting the expansions (6.3))-(6.4) in (6.1) yields
[— (Ax +20 Ko - Vi ¢+ 6% |Ra]? 07 +...) + (V(x) 4 66()W(x))

- (E(‘D +0EW 4 52E® 4 )} (w(o) + oW 4523 4 ) =0.
Equating terms of equal order in 67, j > 0, yields a hierarchy of equations governing
P9 (x,¢).

At order §° we have that (E(®), () satisfy
(—Ax FV(x) - E<0>) »(® =,
¢(O)(X+U7') = eiK.n¢(0)(xa') Voe Ah~

Equation (6.5) may be solved in terms of the orthonormal basis of the L (92)—
nullspace of Hy —FE, in Deﬁnition namely {®1, ®5}. Expansion (4.13)) in Propo-
sition suggests that a particularly natural orthonormal basis of the L% (Q)—
nullspace of Hy — E, is given by {®,,®_}, where

1 Tﬁ 32
(6.6) Bo(x)= —— | 28 92
V2 L gl a2

Here )y is given in (3.2)), 32 = ﬁél) + iﬁg) and [32| = |Ra|. We therefore solve (6.5))
with

(6.7) EO=E, 490 = ar (P (x) + a_ ()P (x).
Proceeding to order ' we find that (E(M), (1)) satisfies

(—Ax +V(x) = B) ¢V (x,¢) = GV (x, G o) + BDp,

PO (x+0,) = (k) Vo e,

(6.5)

(I)l (X) + ‘1)2 (X)

(6.8)

where
G(l)(xv C; Z/J(O)) = G(l)(xa C? Qe O‘*)
= 20coy R - Vi Py +20ca Ry - Vi@ — k(QOW(X) (a4 P +a-P_).

Viewed as an equation in x, is solvable if and only if its right hand side is
L% (Q; dx)— orthogonal to the nullspace of Hy — E,. This is expressible in terms
of the two orthogonality conditions:

~EWa; =2(®;, Ry Vy®,)0cay +2(0;, Ry Vid ) dear
(6.9) —R(Q) [(®), W) a4 (B, WE_)a ],  j==.
We evaluate the inner products in using the following two propositions.
Proposition 6.1.

(6.10) (@4, Ry Vi) e ) =0,
(6.11) (B, Ko Vui) 12 ) =0
(6.12) 2(Py, Ro - Vil )2 () = +ilAs] [R2]
(6.13) 2B, Ry Vi) s (o) = —ilNy] R,

The constant, \y € C, is generically non-zero; see Theorem @
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Proof. Let 30 = ﬁgl) + iﬁg). By (7.28)-(7.29) of (see also \\ we have:

1 —
(614) <‘I)1,ﬁ2 . VX(I)2>L%<(Q) = 5 )\ﬁ 32,
T
(615) <‘I)2,ﬁ2 . VX‘I)1>L%<(Q) = 5 /\u 32
(6.16) (D, Ro- vx¢b>L%<(Q) =0, b=1,2.
Relations ((6.10)-(6.13]) follow from the expressions for &L in and relations
(6.14))-(6.16)). O

Proposition 6.2. Assume that W(x) is real-valued, odd and Ap— periodic. Let
Uy = (P, W<I>1)L§<(Q). Then, ¥y € R and

(6.17) Vg = (@, WO )12 q) = (P, W) 12 (),
(6~18) <(I)+7 W¢’+>L%<(Q) = <@—aW(D—>L¥<(Q) =0.

Note that since ®(x) = & *P, (x) and ®_(x) = eE+*P_(x), relations (6.17)
and (6.18)) hold with @, and ®_ replaced, respectively, by Py(x) and P_(x).

Proof. Equations (6.17))-(6.18) follow from the relations

(619) ’l% = <CI)]_7 Wq)l)L%((Q) = — <‘b2, W®2>L%<(Q) y

(6.20) (@1, WDs) 2 ) = (@2, W)z (o) =0

To prove (6.19) and (6.20), we begin by recalling that ®o(x) = ®1(—x), W is real-
valued and W(—x) = —W(x). Since W is real-valued, it is clear that ¥4 € R.
Furthermore,

<<I>2,W<I>2>L%((Q) :/QCDQ(X)W(X)@Q(X)dx:/QCI>1(—X)W(X)<I>1(—X)dX

= / Q1 (x)W(—x)Pq (x)dx = —Vy .
Q
This proves (6.17)). To prove (6.18)), observe that

(@2, W1) 13 (o) = /Q B3 ()W ()1 (x)dx — /Q By (—x)W (%) By (x)dx

= / Oy (x)W(—%x)P1 (—x)dx = —/ Dy (x)W(x)P (—x)dx
Q Q
= (P21, W) 3 () = — (D2, W) 5 () -
This completes the proof of Proposition [6.2 O

Propositions and imply that the orthogonality conditions reduce to
the following eigenvalue problem for «(¢) = (a4 (), a—(¢))*:

(6.21) (D—Em)a:m a € L*R) .
Here, D denotes the 1D Dirac operator:
(6.22) D = —i‘/\ﬁ||ﬁ2|036< + ﬁﬁH(C)Ul, and )\ﬁ X 1% #0.

In Section we prove that the eigenvalue problem (6.21]) has an exponentially
localized eigenfunction ay(¢) with corresponding (mid-gap) zero-energy eigenvalue
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EW = 0. Moreover, this eigenvalue has multiplicity one. We impose the normal-
ization: [|ou/L2m) = 1.

Fix (EW a) = (0,a). Then oy € L*(R), 1) (x,() is completely determined
(up to normalization) and the solvability conditions are satisfied. Therefore,
the right hand side of lies in the range of Hy — F, : H — L}, and we may
invert (Hy — E,) obtaining

(6.23)  $W(x,0) = (REIGD) (x,0) + i (x,Q) = vV (x,Q) + v (x,0),
where

R(E,) = (Hy —E,)" " : P L} — P H}
and P, is the L% (Q)— projection on to the orthogonal complement of the kernel
of Hy — E,, equal to span{®,®_}. Here, wél) denotes a particular solution, and

D (x,¢0) = a (P4 (x) + ()P (x)

is a homogeneous solution.

Note that by exploiting the degrees of freedom coming from the L — kernel of
Hy — E,, we can continue the formal expansion to any order in §. Indeed, at O(%)
for £ > 2, we have

(6.24) (~Ax +V(x) ~ E) 99 (x,0)
= (2(82- Vo) 9 — K(OW )85V (x,0) + BOvO (x,0)
+aG" (x,(;w(o),...,w“*z), I(f*l),E(l), .. .,E(e71)> ,
PO (x+10,) =X O(x,)) Voel,

where, for the case ¢ = 2,
(6.25)
G (e, G, ) = (2(R2 - V) 0 = 6(OW () ) ) (x, )+ Ral? 020 (x,) -

As before, has a solution if and only if the right hand side is L% (2; dx)-
orthogonal to the functions ®;(x), j = &. This solvability condition reduces to the
inhomogeneous system:
(6.26) D) =¥ () + EDa, (¢), a1V e L*(R), where
(6.27)
<<I>+(~),G“)(',C;w(°), D) Y B ,E<471>))>

(@) —
G = <<I>,('), G(l)(_7 C;w(o)) o w(€—2)7w1(f71)’ E(l), . E(é—l)))>

Lk (@)

Lk (9)

Solvability of the non-homogeneous Dirac system (6.26)) in L?(R), is ensured by
imposing L?(R)— orthogonality of the right hand side of (6.26) to a,(¢). This
yields:

6.28 EY = _{(qa, g® .
(6.28) <a’g >L2(]R)

Thus we obtain, at O(6%), that (©) = 7,/11(,6) + 1/1,(:3), where 7,[1,(,@) is a particular

solution of (6.24) and ¢£f) (x,¢) = an)(C)<I>+(X) + oz(_é)(C)(IJ_(x) is a homogeneous
solution.
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Summary: Given a zero-energy L?(R)— eigenstate of the Dirac operator, D (see
Section [6.1)), we can, to any polynomial order in 4, construct a formal solution of
the eigenvalue problem H®)y = Evy, ) € Liu:K“’l'

6.1. Zero-energy eigenstate of the Dirac operator, D.

Proposition 6.3. Let x(¢) be a domain wall function (Deﬁm’tion and assume,
without loss of generality, that ¥y > 0. Then,

(1) The Dirac operator, D, has a zero-energy eigenvalue, EW =0, with expo-
nentially localized solution given by:

(6.29) 0 (C) = <gf28) . (_12> e Ol

Here, v € C is any constant for which ||ay| 2 = 1.
(2) The solution (6.29)), o, generates a leading order approzimate (two-scale)

edge state:
O (x, 68, - x)
(6.30) =, + (08 - X)P 4 (X) + au,— (0R2 - x)D_(x)
;i A I OR2X L (8)ds
(6.31) = e K* o (=1 — ) iﬂﬁpl(x) ~ Py(x) | e Tl Jo "l
Azl [32]

\IJ(O)(X7 0x) 1is propagating in the vy direction with parallel quasimomentum
k=K -v1, and is exponentially decaying, K2 -x — +00, in the transverse
direction.

Proof of Proposition[6.3 The system ([6.21)) with energy E®M = 0 may be written

as:
—idy (o 1) <a+)
8 o = KR a, o = )
S WSS o

and has solutions:
et [S g(s)ds T (¢ (s)ds
B1(¢) = C) Tt Jo s By(¢) = <_ll) T J§ (o)

Since ¥y > 0 and k({) — LKoo as {( — £oo, with ks > 0, the solution F2(¢)
decays as ¢ — £o0o0. Thus we set a4 (¢) = v62((), with constant v € C chosen so
that ||| 2y = 1. This yields the expression for () (x, 0x) in (6.30)-(6-31), and
completes the proof of Proposition [6.3 g

Remark 6.4 (Topological Stability). The zero-energy eigenpair, (6.29), is “topo-
logically stable” or “topologically protected” in the sense that it (and hence the
bifurcation of edge states, which it seeds) persists for any localized perturbation of
k(¢). Such perturbations may be large but do not change the asymptotic behavior
of k(¢) as ¢ = +o0.

7. EXISTENCE OF EDGE STATES LOCALIZED ALONG AN EDGE
In this section we prove the existence of edge states for the eigenvalue problem:
(7.1) HYW = BV, UeH; g, (3), where
HO = —A+V(x)+ 6k(0R2 - x)W(x) .
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We make the following assumptions:

(A1) V is a honeycomb potential in the sense of Definition and —A 4+ V has
a Dirac point at (K, F,); see Definition and the conclusions of Theorem
In particular, the degenerate subspace of H(®) — E, has orthonormal
basis of Floquet-Bloch modes {®;(x) , ®2(x)} and

1 _
A = X;Sc(m)2 ( ; )-(K+mk> # 0; see (3.9).
me
(A2) W is real-valued and Ap— periodic, odd and non-degenerate; i.e. (W1),
(W2) and (W3) of Section [5| hold. In particular,

'19ﬁ = <®17W(D1>L%< = <(D+,W®,>L%< 7é 0.

(A3) k(082 -x) is a domain wall function in the sense of Definition
The following spectral no-fold condition plays a central role.

Definition 7.1. [Spectral no-fold condition] Let Hy = —A + V(x), where V is a
honeycomb potential in the sense of Definition Further, let (K, E,) be a Dirac
point for Hy in the sense of Definition[3.1} in which we use the convention of labeling
the dispersion maps by: k — Ey(k), where b € {b,, by +1}U{b>1:b# b,, b, +1}
={—,+tu{b>1:0#— +}.

To the v;— edge, Rv;, we associate the “Rs— slice at quasi-momentum K7,
given by the union over all b € {—,+}U{b > 1:b # —,+} of the curves {(K +
AR, Eb(K —|—)\ﬁ2) : |>\| < %}

We say the band structure of Hy satisfies the spectral no-fold condition for the
v — edge or, equivalently at the Dirac point and along the R, — slice, with constants
c1, ¢, ag, and v € (0, 1) if the following holds:

There is a “modulus”, w(a), which is continuous, non-negative and increasing on
0 < a < ag, satisfying w(0) = 0 and

w(a”)/a— o0 as a—0,

such that for all 0 < a < ag:

1
(7.2) PS5 = \ Ei(K+AR) — B, | > 1 w(a),
(7.3) b#+, N <1/2 = ‘Eb(K+)\ﬁ2)fE* > e (1+18]) -

Our final assumption is

(A4) —A+V satisfies the spectral no-fold condition at quasimomentum K along
the Ky— slice; see Definition

Remark 7.2. (1) Conditions — ensure that, restricted to the quasi-
momentum slice A — K + ARy € By, the dispersion curves which touch
at the Dirac point (K, E,) do not “fold over” and attain energies within
c1 - w(a”) of E, for quasimomenta bounded away from K.

(2) Dispersion curves of periodic Schrédinger operators on R! (Hill’s operators,
H = —0% + Q(z), where Q(z + 1) = Q(z)) with “Dirac points” (see 9,/12])
always satisfy the natural 1D analogue of the spectral no-fold condition
with w(a) = a. Dirac points occur at quasi-momentum k = +m and ODE
arguments ensure that dispersion curves are monotone functions of k away
from k =0, £m.
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(3) In Section [§] we prove that H.y = —A + €V, where V is a honeycomb
potential, satisfies the no-fold condition along the zigzag slice (b7 = vy)
with modulus w(a) = a2, under the assumption that Vi ; > 0 and ¢ is
sufficiently small.

We now state a key result of this paper, giving sufficient conditions for the
existence of v;— edge states of H(5), for by € Ay,.

Theorem 7.3. Consider the b1 — edge state eigenvalue problem, (7.1)), where V(x),
W (x) and k() satisfy assumptions (A1)-(A4). Then, there exist positive constants
0o, co and a branch of solutions of (7.1]),

16] € (0,80) — (E°,W°) € (E\ — co 0o , Ex+co 6g) X HI%H:K-ul(E)v

such that the following holds:

(1) W° is well-approzimated by a slow modulation of a linear combination of de-
generate Floquet-Bloch modes ® and ®_ (), which is decaying trans-
verse to the edge, Zv1:

(74) [ 9°0) — [on 4 (082) 04 () + - (082)2- ()] || 2 < 67,

(7.5)  E°=E, + E®§ 4+ 0o(6?),

where E?) is obtained directly from (6.28)), (6.27) and (6.25). The implied
constant in depends on V., W and k, but is independent of 6.

(2) The amplitude vector, a,(¢) = (a+(¢),x,—(C)), is an L*(R¢)— nor-
malized, topologically protected zero-energy eigenstate of the Dirac system
(6.22): Doy, = 0 (see Proposition .

Perturbation theory for kj near K - v; can be used to show the persistence of
edge states for parallel quasi-momenta near K - v;.

Corollary 7.4. Fiz V, W, k and & as in Theorem[7.3. Then there exists ng < &
such that for all ky satisfying |k — K - 01| < no, there exists an ng (X)— eigen-

function with eigenvalue pu(8,ky) = E° + po (ky —K-v1) +O(kj — K- v1]?),
where E° is given in (7.5), and u’ is a constant, which is independent of k.

Zigzag edge states for k) in a neighborhood of kj = K -0, = 27/3 (v; = v;) and,
by symmetry, in a neighborhood of k| = 47 /3 are indicated in Figure @

7.1. Corrector equation. We seek a solution of the eigenvalue problem (7.1)), ¥,
in the form

(7.6) U0 = O (x, 68, - x) + 0 (x, 68, - x) + 6’ (x),
(7.7) E°=E, +8%°.
Here, ¥ and w;(,l) are given by their respective multiple scale expressions
and (6.23)):
PO (x,082 - %) = a, 4 (682 - X)D, (X) + (682 - x)D_(x),

U0 (x,0%) = (R(E)GD) (x. 682 - %),

and (u®,n°(x)) is the corrector, to be constructed. We may assume throughout
that § > 0
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Remark 7.5. We shall make frequent use of the regularity of ®,(x), ®_(x) and
ax(€) = (ax,+(¢), s~ (€))T. In particular, V € C°°(R?/A) and elliptic regularity
theory imply that e=*®_ is C*>°(R2/A), and by Proposition a4 (¢) and its
derivatives with respect to ¢ are all exponentially decaying as |(| — co.

The following proposition lists useful bounds on ¥(9) and 1/),()1).

Proposition 7.6 (H;jH:K_nl(Ex) bounds on 9 (x, 8K, - x) and w](,l)(x, IR - x)).
For all s = 1,2,..., there exists 5o > 0, such that if 0 < || < &g, then the leading
order expansion terms 1) (x,0R, - X) and w]gl)(x,csﬁg - x) displayed in and
(6.23) satisfy the bounds:

[0 x, 082 ) +‘a§¢<0>(x,<>( ~ [0V,
’:II=K'°1 (=0R2x Li”:}(.nl
‘ b (x, 68y ~x)’ < |91,
b Hic”:K-ul
92V (x, ’ 80V (x, ‘ < |51-1/2.
‘ cvp (%,0) . + vy (%,C) 0| 2 < 19
k“:K-ul Ic”:K-01
It follows that || || ;2 ~ 62 > (|55 (- 69 || a = 0(5'/2).
k”=K-u1 kH=K-01

The proof of Proposition follows the approach taken in the proof of Lemma
6.1 in Appendix G of [12]. We omit the details but make two key technical remarks,
that facilitate this proof.

Bound on || @]+ : Recall ®p(x; k) = e’**p,(x; k), where @6l z2(0) = ol L2 (0) =
1. Now py(x; k) satisfies —Ap, = 2ik - Vpy — |k|*pp — Voo + Ep(k)pp, where V
is bounded and smooth. By 2D Weyl asymptotics |Ey(k)| =~ (1 + [b]), b > 1
and therefore we have ||App|lgs—1 < Cs(1 4 b) ||ps]lms. Hence, by elliptic theory
el s+ < Cs(1+b) ||pp|lzz= and induction on s > 0 yields ||pp|lgs < Cs(1+b)* .
Rapid decay of (P (1K), f(+)) 12(q): Using HOd,(x; K) = E,(K)®,(x; K), for suf-
ficiently smooth f we have: (@b(-;K),f(-»LZ(Q) = (Ey(K))™M™ <<I>b(-;K), [H(O)]Mf(~)>
Hence, for any M >0, [(26( K), () 20y | < Cu(1+ b)—M.

L2(Q) "

It remains to construct and bound the corrector (u,n(x)). Substitution of the
expansion ([7.6) into the eigenvalue problem (7.1)), yields an equation for n(x) €
H,fu —K.v, (), which depends on p and the small parameter ¢:

(—Ax + V(%) = EJ)n(x) + 6x(582 - )W (x)n(x) — 6% ()
- 6(2ﬁ2 Vi O — K(6R2 - x)W(x))zp;“(x, C)L:(mzx + 519 (x, 682 - x)
(7.8)

+ 0ROV (x, Q)|+ 6%l (x. 682 - x) + 871Kl 62 0 (x.C)|

(=682 (=6fa-x

To prove Theorem (7.3} we shall prove that (7.8) has a solution (u(8),7°), with
n’ e H,%H _K.p, Satisfying the bound

167°| 2 < o'

k| =K-v;
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7.2. Decomposition of corrector, 7, into near and far energy components.
Introduce the abbreviated notation, for |A\| < 1/2:

Ey(K+ XR2) by & {bs, by + 1},
(7.9) By(N) = { E-(\) b=b,,

E () b=0b,+1,
and

Oy (x; K+ AR2) by & {bs, b, + 1},

(7.10) Dp(x;0) = (D_(x3 ) b=1b,,
DL (x5 M) b="b,+1.
Define ﬁ,()\) = <‘I)b('=)‘)7f(')>Li o By Theorem any 1 € H13“=K~u1(2)
(!
has the representation
(7.11) nx) =Y / By (x; N) (A dA .
p>1 YIAIS1/2

Our strategy is to next derive a system of equations governing {7, () }»>1, which
is formally equivalent to system . We then prove this system has a solution,
which is used to construct 7(x).

Take the inner product of with ®p(x;\), for b > 1, to obtain

b>1: (Ey(\) — Eo)m(N)
(7.12) +6(Pp (5 A), k(R2)W ()n(-))

LY —xo
I 1
= 0Fy[u, 6)(\) + 0% pu fip(\) , A < 1/2.
Here, ﬁb[u,d](/\), b > 1, is given by:
(7.13) Fylw, 6]\ = BP0 +uF () + opF () + B + (),
where

F* () = <<1>b<x, N), (2882 - Vi 0 = K08 - X)W G (6. Q)| > :
2x/ 12

ﬁfﬁ(k) = <q>b(x7 A)7¢<0)(X76ﬁ2 X)> 2 s

k=Ko
(7.14)
FP0) = (@ 2). 00 (2,08 ),
k) =Ko
R0 = (mle . 8l 080000 )
=o0R2x/ 1,

F) = (@), 18l 080 0| )

2
LkH:K-ul

Recall the spectral no-fold condition ensuring that d/w(6”) — 0 as 6 — 0, where
v > 0. We next decompose 7(x) into its components with energies “near” and “far”
from the Dirac point:

N(X) = Tnear(X) + 7par(x), where
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(7.15) M) = 30 / By(%: A) Tpmear (V) dA,
=1 JIN<1/2

(7.16) Mhar(X) = Y / y(x;A) Typar(N) dX,  and
p>1 YIAIS1/2

77:|:,nca1r(A) =X (|A| S 51/) ﬁ:ﬁ:(A)’
- 1\ -
i) = (G 6,06 N < 5) B, 021

0p,+ and &, _ are Kronecker delta symbols.
We rewrite system ((7.12)) as two coupled subsystems: a pair of equations, which
governs the near energy components:

(E+(/\) - E*) 77+,ncar(>‘)
(717) 4 (1A £ 07) (@4(, A) ORI () s () + () (s

k=Ko
= X (1A < 8 ) Py, 81(0) + 824 i mear (),
(E, ()‘) - E*) ﬁ*,near()‘)
(T18)  +0x (A < 6 (B A), A0SR )W () [near () + e Dz L )

k)l
= OX (A < ") F_[11,6)(N) + 6241 T near (M),

coupled to an infinite system governing the far energy components:

(Ey(N) = B T gar (V) +0x (1/2 2 N 2 (8- + 1,4 )8) %
(7'19) <q>b(" )‘)’ K((SRQ)W() [nnear(') + nfar(')DLz (=)

k:”:K‘ul
= ox(1/22 N = (G- + 80,408 ) Byl 0)(N) + 6% T (V), 2 1.

We now systematically manipulate — into the form of a band-limited
Dirac system; see Proposition [7.12] This latter equation is then solved in Propo-
sition Since all steps are reversible, this yields a solution (1, {7 (\)}s>1) of
(717)-(7.19). Finally, n° € H,szK,Ul (3), the solution of corrector equation ,

is reconstructed from the amplitudes {79 (\)}p>1 using (7-11)).

7.3. Construction of 7., = Ngar[near, 14, 9] and derivation of a closed system
for 7uear- We solve for nay as a functional of 7,ear, and the parameters
and J. We then study the closed equation for n,e., obtained by substitution of 7,
into and .

It is in the construction of this map that we use assumption (A4), the spectral no-
fold condition along the Ka— slice; Definition[7.1 We apply it in the form: There
exists a modulus, w(a), and positive constants v, ¢1 and ¢z, depending on V', such
that for all § # 0 and sufficiently small:

(7.20) 6”§|/\|§% = |Bm-E

Z C1 w(5D)7

> co (1+1b]) .

(7.21) bA+: N<12 — ’Eb(A)fE*
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The far energy system (7.19) may be written as a fixed point system for 7., =
{ﬁb,far()\)}bzﬂ

(722) gb[ﬁfar; Thears U, 5] = ﬁb,far B b Z 17

where the mapping & is given by

By OX(1/22 N2 (o +64)0%)

Elds V0N = 8 S B0\ — E. )

(- @0 RERIWO ) + 00Dz,

Rl

v

and
69 =3 [ (W= 6o +5005") BB A)
p>1 7 [A<1/2
= [ @A) dx

p>1 7 IAIS1/2
Equivalently,
(723) g[nfar; Theary K, 5] = TMfar -
For fixed p, § and band-limited 7yeq,:
(7.24) Nt near(A) = X (|A] £ 6Y) 7% near(A),
we seek a solution {7 ar(A) }o>1, supported at energies bounded away from E,:
(7.25) Mogar(A) = X (Al = (0p,— + 65,4)0") T far (A), b > 1.

Introduce the Banach spaces of functions limited to “far” and “near” energy regimes:
B (D)= {F € 13 g0, (%) : Fo(N) satisfies T20) } .
L () = {1 € 13 i, () 5 Fo(N) satisties [25)}

Near- and far- energy Sobolev spaces H, (¥) and H}

near
The corresponding open balls of radius p are given by:

Bnearﬂs” (p) = {f € Liear,é” : Hf”Li K. < p} )
Il o1

(X) are analogously defined.

Brues () = {f € s il . < p} .

ke =K-vq

Using (A4) that H(®) = —A + V satisfies the no-fold condition for the v;— edge,
we deduce:

Proposition 7.7. (1) For any fired M > 0, R > 0, there exists a positive num-
ber, 6o < 1, such that for all 0 < § < dp, equation (7.23), or equivalently,
the system (7.22)), has a unique solution

(Mnears 115 0) € Bpear,sv (R) x {|p] < M} x {0 < § < do}

53
ar\ "5 Tlnear 36 = 71~a7“ Bear v ’ = .
= Ntar (3 Thears 14,6) = T Nfar € Brar,sv (ps),  Ps @<w(5y)>
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(2) The mapping (nneamﬂa(s) = nfar(';nneara,uvé) € Hg\\:K‘Ul is Lipschitz in
(Nnear, pt) with:

| Nparltbrs 11, 8] — Nfar[tbz, pi2, ] ||H,3H,K,,,1(E>
0
< - 2 -
< O oy (lor = el |+l =),
(7.26) || Nfar[nears 1t:6] || < i l[7near| + o
. Nfar|Mnear; HIEHZK-M = w(0v) "Inear ng=x-u1 w(o¥) ’

The constants C' and C" depend only on M, R and v.
(3) The mapping (Mnear, 1, 0) = NfarNnears i1, 0] satisfies:
(7.27) nfar[nnearv 1 0)(%) = [Annear] (X5 1, 0) + pB(x;0) + C(x;0).
For Npear € Bhear(R) we have:
1)
!

A near|\" 76 - A near|\" u5 2 S - )
IADncarl o 11, 0) = [Atmear] (2, Ol o, = Chim 207 |11 — pia
)
A near|\ "3 a5 2 S near 2 )
A0y, < gy Vel
1 6%
IB(50)l 12 < ,and [|C(50)]| 2 <

k|=K-oy - UJ(&V) k=K-og - UJ((SV).

(4) We may extend nar[-; Tnears 14, 0] to be defined on the half-open interval 6 €

[07 60) by deﬁmng Tfar [nneara M, 0= 0] = 0. Then; b?J " Tlfar [nneara,ulvé]
s continuous at § = 0.

Remark 7.8. [Remarks on the proof of Proposition The proof follows that of
Corollary 6.4 in [12], with changes that we now discuss.

(a) The fixed point equation (|7.22)) for t¢,, is of the form:
6 X(IA| > (0p,— + 6p,1)6")
Ey,(\) — E,
(7.28) (= @ ORIV e s, + Folis 2V

k| =K-v;

Nar = DsNear +

where Qs is bounded and linear on H %H=K'Ul and defined by:

(Gl = —6 MELZ b 20l g, ), (380 W ) 600z |
2 &)
(7.29) +0*p B —F,

To construct the mapping (Nnear, 4 8) = Dar [near, 14, 0] and obtain the con-
clusions of Proposition it is convenient to solve via the contraction
mapping principle. Thus we need to bound the operator norm of Qs and
we find from that Qs maps L7, 5 to HY., s with norm bounded
by constant x ¢(d), where

(7.30)

9] |9
¢(d) = sup sup —=———— + sup (1+4+1b]) sup —=—r—r.
b=t or<inj<d 1Bo(A) = Ex| 0 p>1 pzs o<iaj<2 1Eb(A) — By
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The spectral no-fold condition hypothesis ((7.20)-(7.21)) implies that
ol

0“) er(V) (V)

which tends to zero as § tends to zero. Hence, the contraction mapping

principle can be applied on the ball Byay sv (p5), ps = O(62 Jw(6Y)).

(b) We note that although ¥ is a two-dimensional region, since ¥ is unbounded
in only one direction, estimates on H %H (X) have the same scaling behavior

(7.31) (0 S -

in the parameter ¢ as in the 1D study [12].

7.4. Analysis of the closed system for 7,e,,. Substitution of 9gay [fnear, &, 0] into
the system — yields a closed system for (npear, tt), which depends on the
parameter & € [0,4dp). In this section we show, by careful rescaling and expansion
of terms, that the equation for 7,e, may be rewritten as a Dirac-type system. We
then solve this system in Section Recall the abbreviated notation: Ej(\) and
@y (x; ), introduced in ([7.9)-(7.10).

Since both the spectral support of Nyear (parametrized by K + ARs, with |A| <
0¥), and size of the domain wall perturbation, O(J), tend to zero as § — 0, it
is natural to scale in such a way as to obtain an order one limit. We begin by
introducing &, a scaling of the quasi-momentum parameter, A, and 74 pear (§), an
expression for 71 near(A) as a standard Fourier transform on R:

~ ~ A
(732) T+ near (5) = nzl:,near()\)7 where = S

By Propositiond.5 By (A)—E, = & |\¢| [R2| 0§+Fs 1 (6€) (6€)?, where |Es 1 (6€)] <
1, for all &; see (4.12)). Substitution of this expansion and the rescaling ([7.32)) into
(7.17)-(7.18)), and then canceling a factor of § yields:

+ |Aﬁ| |ﬁ2‘ ¢ ?7+,near(£) + X(‘&‘ < 6U_1) <q>+('765),“(5ﬁ2')w(')77near(')>L2

kj=K-vq
(7.33) = x(|€] < 8" ") Fi [, 8](N) + Sp Tt mear (€) — 0Bz 4 (3€)E 4 mear (€)
- X(|£| < 5u_1) <q)+('7 66)7 ’i(éﬁT)W(')nfar[nnear» Hy 6]()>L

2 5
k| =K-v;

— Xal 18] € T mear (€) + X(1€] < 677) (@ (-, 66), K(0R2 )W ()near () 12

kH:Kvul
(7.34) = x(|€] < 8" )F_[11, 6)(A) + Opt G- mear (€) — 5Bz, (66)E> T near (€)
- X(lél < 61}71) <(I)*('7 6§)> 5(532')W(')77far[77near7 1y 5}()>L

2 .
kH:K~n1

We next extract the dominant behavior, for § small, of the inner products involving
Nnear Dy first expanding n,ea; in terms of its spectral components near energy E, =
EL (X = 0) plus a correction. To this end we apply Proposition to expand
p+(x,A) for A = 0¢ small:

p+(x,\) = Pr(x) + ¢1(x,68), Pi(x)= % &;é;ﬂ(x) + Pg(x)] where
(7.35) lpx(x,06)| < sup  [ox(x,w)| <67, J¢f <8

x€X, |w|<ov

Thus, using (7.15) and that ®(x; \) = e/ EHAR2)x 4, (x: \) (see ([&.11])), we obtain
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Thear (X) = / @O0 e VA + / B (%, N7 mear(\)dA
AI<sY A

A<

_ eiK~xei)\ﬁz'xp_'—(x7 )\)ﬁ-{—,near (%) d\
[A|<6v

_l’_
>
5

XMy (%, A\ near (%) A

= 8P /\ |<ov—1 P8R ear(§)dE + €y (x, 682 - X)
gl<év—
+5e™*P_ (%) / PG ear(€)dE + 5™ p_(x, 082 - x)
[g|<sv—1

(7.36) = 0™ | Py(X) Ny mear (082 - X) + P—(X) 0 near (682 - ) + Y py(x, 082 - %) |,

b=+

(7.37) where p+(x,¢) :/§‘<5u 1ei&gai(x,55)ﬁi,near(§)d§-

We now expand the inner product in (7.33)); the corresponding term in (7.34) is
treated similarly. Substituting ([7.36) into the inner product in (7.33)) yields (using
4 (x;k) = e**p(x;k))

<‘I)+('v 55)7 H(5')W(')7]near(')>L2

(7.38) = (@+(, K+ 06R2), 6(3)W (Jncar(N)pz

(7.39) = 0(" P (-,6), Pe(-) W() £(0R27) My mear (0827)) 125
(7.40) +5<ei“5ﬁ2'p+(- 08), P—() W(-) £(6R2) N near(082°)) 125y
(7.41) +5Z (€95 (1,86, W () K(6R2-) po(-,682°)) as, -

The inner product terms in ([7.39))-(7.41]) are each of the form:
(7.42) G(6;¢) = 5/ e 80ReX g (x §ED(x,0R, - X)dx, where

(IP1) g(x,y) is a smooth function of (x,y) € R?/Aj; x R and
(IP2) x+— I'(x,¢) is Ap,— periodic and H?(2) with values in L*(R¢), i.e

(7.43) F(x +v,0) = I'(x,¢), forallveA,
(7.44) Z Z/ 15T (%, )12 (g, dx < o0.
J=0le|=j
We denote this Hilbert space of functions by H? with norm-squared, ||-||2,

given in ([7.44)). It is easy to check that conditions ([7.43))-(|7.44)) are satisfied

for the cases I' = I'(¢) = K({)Nx mear(¢) and I' = I'(x, () = (¢)p+(x, (),
where p. is defined in (7.37)).

To expand expressions of the form G(4,&), we use:

Lemma 7.9. Let g(x,y) and I'(x,() satisfy conditions (IP1) and (IP2), respec-
tively. Denote by I'(x,w) the Fourier transform of T'(x,{) with respect to the (—
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variable, given by

~

1 .
7.45 I'x,w) = lim —/ e T (x, ¢)dC,
(7.45) o) = Jim oo [T O

where the limit is taken in L?(Q2 X R,,; dxdw). Then,

(7.46) 9059 = 3 [ e (x5 +€) alx. )i,

ne”L

with equality holding in L _([—&max, Emaz); d€), for any fived Emax > 0.

loc

We adapt the proof in |12] (Lemma 6.5) for the 1D setting. We require the following

variant of the Poisson summation formula in L120c~

Theorem 7.10. Let I'(x, () satisfy (IP2). Denote by f(x,w) the Fourier transform
of T'(x, ) with respect to the variable, ; see (7.45)). Fiz an arbitrary ymax > 0,

and introduce the parameterization of the cylinder ¥: x = 1101 + 209, 0 < 7y <
1, 7o € R. Then,

Z e~ WD (1101 + 02, T2 + 1) = 27 Z 22T (7101 + To0g, 270 + )
neE”Z nez

in L? ([03 1]2 x [7ymaxaymax]; dridrs - dy)

The 1D analogue of Theorem was proved in Appendix A of [12]. Since the
proof is very similar, we omit it. We also require

Lemma 7.11. Let F(x,y) and Fx(x,y), N = 1,2, ..., belong to L*(X X [~Ymax; Ymaz); dXdy).
Assume that

HFN _FHLZ(EX[*ymax,ymam];dXdy) — O, as N-) o .

Let G € L*([~Ymax; Ymaz; dy). Then, in the L*(3;dx) sense, we have:

N—oc0 N—o0

Ymax Ymax
lim Fy(x,9)G(y) dy = / lim Fy(x,4)G(y) dy

—Ymax Ymax

= / " (x,9)G(y) dy.

Ymax

Proof of Lemma|7.11. Square the difference, apply Cauchy-Schwarz and then inte-
grate dx over X. O

Proof of Lemma[7.9 Recall the parameterization of the cylinder, X:

XEX: X =701+ Ty, 0< 7y <1, TQGR, R -x=2711, Ko X =277y,
dxi dzy = ‘01/\02‘ dr dry = ‘Q| dr drs.

Using that g(x, &) = g(T101 + 1202, £) and T'(x,Rs - x) = T'(7101 + 1009, 27072)
are both appropriately 1-periodic, we expand G(0;¢) defined in (7.42)). By Lemma
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[CITE

1 e} .
G(5;¢) =619 / dr / 672““55725](7'11:!1 + T202,88) T' (1101 + 202, 2772) dm2
0 —o0

1 N n+1 )
=4 |Q| / dr lim E / 6727”657—2g(7'101 +T2t)2,5£) F(T101 +T202,27T5T2) dro
0 N —oo ne_nNIn

1 N 1 )
=419 /0 dry ngnoo Z /0 e 22t g( 1101 + o9, 6€) T (1101 + 7202, 278(2 4+ 1)) dro
n=—N

1 1 _
=419 / dry / g(T101 4 7202, 5€) [ D e 22 D110y + 1209, 276 (T2 +n))] dra .
0 0 =

By Theorem with T' =T(r01 + 702, 27072) and y = 270€, we have

. 1 A
Z e~ 2midE(T2tn) [(1101 4 709, 2w0T2) = 5 Z e2minT2 (7'101 + 109, % + f) ,
nez neEZ

with equality holding in L? ([0, 1]? X [~&max Emax]; dT1dT2 - d€). Again using Lemma
[7.11] we may interchange the sum and integral to obtain

) 1 1 ) N n
G(6;€) = g|Q\/O dTl/O g(m101 + 71205,6¢) Y 7T (7'101 + 7202, - + f) dra

)
ne”L
(7.47)
= Z/ einfaxp (x, n + 5) g(x,08)dx .
Q 1)
nez
This completes the proof of Lemma O

We next apply Lemma [7.9| to each of the inner products (7.39)-(7.41)).
)

Ezpansion of inner product ([7.39)):
Let g(x,0€) = p (x, 06) P (x)W (x) and T(x, () = K(C)7+ near (¢). By Lemmal[7.9]
d <6i£6ﬁ2.p+('7 55)7 P+(')W(')H(CSRQ')T’-F,HG&T((SRQ')>L2(E)

= gz L einﬁg-xfC [/fn+,near] (% + f) MP+ (X)W(X)dx

Since py(x, A = 68) = Pi(x) + pi(x,6E), where py(x,dE) satisfies the bound
(7.35), we have

0 <ei§6ﬁ2.p+(', 5§)a P+(')W(')”(6ﬁ2')77+,ncar(5ﬁ2')>L2(Z)
= I_li_(f, 77+,near) + I.2|_(§7 7]+,near)7

where
(7.48)
n —
I—1-(§§77+,near) = Z f(["”ﬂnear] (E + f) /Qemﬁ2 |P+(X)|2 W(x)dx,

neEZ

1—2&-(5, 77+,near) = Z ]:C [’in—i-,near] (% + §> / einRQ'x¢+(X7 5§)P+(X)W(X)dx

nez Q
From Proposition [6.2] and Assumption (W3) we have

(7.49) /Q |Py (%) W(x)dx =0 and /Q P (x)P_(x)W (x)dx = 04 # 0.
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Therefore, the n = 0 term in the summation of I3 (&; 74 near) in (7.48) is zero and
we may write:

n infa-X
P pene) = 3 Felitimon] (5 +) [ 1Py (0 W ).
[n|>1
Ezxpansion of the inner product (|7.40)):

Similarly, with g(x,08) = p4(x,08)P-(x)W(x) and I'(x,¢{) = &(¢)N- near (), we
have

4 <ei£6ﬁ2.p+('v 65)7 P,(')W(')H((Sﬁz')?],mear((s.ﬁy)>L2(E)
= I_:;’_(f, n—,near) + Ii (5; n—,near)a
where (noting, by (7.49), that the n = 0 contribution is nonzero)

I3 (ga Uf,near) = 791:1%7\7+ near(g) + I3 (5’ nf,near)a where

Ig (&M near) Z Fe[Kn— near (% Jrf) /Qeinﬁz'xp.;.(X)P_(X)W(X)dX, and

|n|>1
4 n infaoX . (o 5E)
I 77— near Z]'—g K1) — near (* + f) / € 2 €P+(X,5£)P_ (X)W(X)dx
neZ 0 Q
Ezpansion of inner products ([7.41)):
Consider the b = + term in (7.41)). Let g(x,d¢) = py(x,6§)W(x) and T'(x,¢) =
#(¢)p+(x,¢). By Lemmal[7.9)and the expansion of p, (x, d§) about P (x) in (7.35)
we have:

4 <€i§5R2-p+(.’ 68), W(-)k(082:)p+ (- 6ﬁ2')>L2(Z) = I-5|- (& 77+,near) + I-?- (& 77+,near)a

where

n . e
f T+ near) Z/ Felrp+] ag f) einfa P, (x)W(x)dx,

nez

I$(& M4 mear) = / Felep4] (%, g) enRe X (x, 66 )W (x)dx.

0)3

For the b = — term in we have
) <ei£5ﬁ2.p+('v 5§)a W()K(6ﬁ2)p—(7 5ﬁ2.)>L2(Z‘) = I—T—(g, n—,ncar) + I_8|-(£a n—,ncar)a

where

I7(& 4 mear) Z/& Kp_ (x E+§) infe X P )W (x)dx,

nez
n ; x T
I<8f(§7 77+,near = / ]:C Rp— g + 5) €”Lﬁ2 <,D+(X, (Sf)W(X)dX
neL

Assembling the above expansions, we find that the full inner product, (7.38), may
be expressed as:

8
(7.50) (D2 (-, 0€), K(ER2)W (e ()) 12y = Veenr,(€) + 3 (€ hcar),
j=1
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A similar calculation yields:
8 .
(7.51) (D (-,08), (682 )W ()near () 125y = 5Tnear,+ () + D T2 (& Mncar),
=1
where the terms I7 (&; Mnear) are defined analogously to Ii (&; Mnear). We now sub-

stitute our results (7.50))-(7.51f), (7.13)-(7.14)) and (7.27) into ([7.33))-(7.34] to obtain

the following:

Proposition 7.12. Let B(£) = (M4 mear(€)s M= near (€)™ Equations (7.33)-(7.34)),

the closed system governing the mear energy components, Nnear, of the corrector, n,
is of the form:

(7.52) (D + £2(u) - o1) Bl&) = nMi(g:0) + N (&),
Here, D° denotes the band-limited Dirac operator defined by
(7.53) DBE) = Pl 1Rl 05 € BE) + 0 x (6] <6°71) o1 KB(E).

The linear operator, E‘%u), acting on B, and the source terms /\//7(5; 0) and ./V(f; 9)
are defined by:

(7.54) L(wBE) = x (1l < 8" S L3wB(E),  where

S5 e on (Bai(68) Memear(©)) A5, \aren N (TL(€ Mt mear(£))
Lilmp(e) = o¢ (Ez,-ws) ﬁ_,w@))’ CIOEGEDY (p e, mr(s)))’

(9 KW O LAl Dy
IO = (@0, KORIW O LAl (i D i,
(7.55) .K/l\(g;é) x (1€l <67 ! Z where (inner products over LiH=K~01)

P S C RO SRTCIOr S [ @08, ()
Ml(£76) = (g@_(y(sg)’w(o)(’(s) ) 3 M2(£)6) = 6 (g@_(76£)’ ;)1)(’6) )
)
)

4
(7.56)  N(&6)=x (J¢] <671 Z/\A/](g, 8), where (inner products over LiH:K'ul)



46 C. L. FEFFERMAN, J. P. LEE-THORP, AND M. I. WEINSTEIN

A(E:6) = <I>+<x 6@,(2@2 Ve e = £(6R2 - X)W (%)) ) (x, 32 - )
1(§0) = ), (282 - Vi 8c — k(682 - X)W (%)) ¥V (x, 6Kz - X)
R (x,6€), |R2)? agd) O>(X C)‘ .
N2(§,5) = 2 )
(x,66), |Re2|* 029 (x C)L:m,x
R (x,6€), |R2)? ag¢p1)(x C)’ .
Ny(&:6) = o B
(x,0€), |R2|? D25V (x ,C)L:mz'x
o <q> x,88), k(682 - x)W (x)C(x; 6))
Na(§;0) = — +(X 8), (5ﬁ2 X)W (x)C(x; 6)))

We conclude this section with the assertion that from an appropriate solution
(85(5), ,u(5)> of the band-limited Dirac system ([7.52) one can construct a bound

state (0%, E°) of the Schrédinger eigenvalue problem (7.1). We say f € L*!(R) if
1 Bany = J(1+[ER)2F(E)dE < oo

Proposition 7.13. Suppose, for 0 < § < dg, the band-limited Dirac system

has a solution (B‘;(f),u(d)), B& = (Bi,Bi)T, where suppﬁ‘S c {[¢] < 6V, satis-

fying:

’66(';/1’6 ‘ L21(R) ~
w(68) bounded and p(d) — po — 0 as 6 — 0 (to be verified in Proposition [7.16).

Define

<67, 0< 6 <3y (to be verified in Proposition [7.15),

(757) ﬁgear,+(€) = B\i(f)7 ﬁ?lear,f(é-) = B\i (5)’
and construct n° = nde.. + i, as follows:
(7.58)

A
nflcar(x) = Z / ﬁfmar,b <6> q)b(x; A)dAa
b=+ 7 IAIS

ﬁ?ar,b()\) = Tfar,b[Mnears 1, 0](A), b>1; (see Proposition ,
el =3 [ T BN+ Y [ () @k A
i1 Jor<Ia<y2 b1/ IAI<1/2
1’ (%) = Near (%) + 150 (%), E° = By +6°u(8), 0 <8< do.
Then, for all 0 < |§] < do, the following holds:
(0) () € B, s, ().
(b) (n°, u(8)) solves the corrector equation ([7.8).
(c) Theorem holds. The pair (¥°, E°), defined by (see also (7.6)-(7.7))

0 (x) = O (x,X) + 6451 (%, X) + 0n° (x), X =08, - x
E’ = E, + 6% + 0(5?),

is a solution of the eigenvalue problem (7.1) with corrector estimates as-
serted in the statement of Theorem[7.3

(7.59)
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To prove Proposition [7.13] we use the following lemma.

Lemma 7.14. There exists a 09 > 0 such that, for all 0 < § < &, the following
holds: Assume 3 € L*(R) and let n,,,(x) be defined by (7.57)-(7.58). Then,

||7]near||HI€H:K_ul S, 51/2 ||5HL2(]R) .

The proof of Lemma parallels that of Lemma 6.9 in [12], and is not reproduced
here.

Proof of Proposition[7.13 From B we construct nl,,., such that: ||77ncarHH§ < S
=Ko
51/2 18] 2 (ry (Lemma . Next, part 2 of Proposition (7.26)), gives a bound
1
) . 5 52
Ol Tfar: ||77far[77near,#75“\115”:1(.“1 < ¢ “(67) ||77nea1f||Li”:K,u1 + w(é'/))' These

two bounds give the desired HI%H:K-'M (£) bound on 7°. Note that all steps in our

derivation of the band-limited Dirac system ([7.52)) are reversible, in particular our

application of the Poisson summation formula in L2 . Therefore, (%, E?), given

by (7.59) is an nguzK-ul eigenpair of (|7.1)) . O

We focus then on constructing and estimating the solution of the band-limited

Dirac system ([7.52]).

7.5. Analysis of the band-limited Dirac system. The formal § | O limit of
the band-limited operator D?, displayed in (7.53)), is a 1D Dirac operator D defined
via:

(7.60) D BE) = |\ |Ra| 03 EB(E) + 9 a1 1B(E).

Our goal is to solve the system ((7.52]). We therefore rewrite the linear operator
in equation ([7.52)) as a perturbation of D ([7.60)), and seek 3 as a solution to:

(61 DBE + (D"~ D+ L (w) — o) BE) = nM(&:8) + N (& 9).

We next solve (|7.61]) using a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction strategy. By Proposition
the null space of Dis spanned by @, (§), the Fourier transform of the zero energy
eigenstate (6.29). Since a.(¢) is Schwartz class, so too is @.(£) and a.(§) € H*(R)
for any s > 1.

For any f € L?(R), introduce the orthogonal projection operators,

Pyf = (@4, ) 2z Gx, and PLf = (I — P))f.

Since ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ(g) = 0 and ﬁlﬁﬁ(g) = 233(5), equation (7.61]) is equivalent to the
system

(7.62) By {(D° =D+ L(w) — o) B&) — nM(&:6) - N (&56)} =0,
(7.63) DB(¢)+ Py {(D* D+ L) — on) B(&) b = Pu {uM(&;6) + N(&:0) }.

Our strategy will be to first solve (7.63]) for B = B [, 8], for 6 > 0 and sufficiently

small. We then substitute B [, 0] into (7.62) to obtain a closed scalar equation.
This equation is then solved for p = p(d) for § small. The first step in this strategy
is accomplished in
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Proposition 7.15. Fiz M > 0. There exists 69 > 0 and a mapping (u,9) €
Rurs, = {lpl < M} x (0,60) = B(:;u,0) € L>1(R) which is Lipschitz in u, such
that B(-; u,d) solves (7.63)) for (u,d) € Rars,- Furthermore, we have the bound

L) 5 (5_1, 0<d<dp.

HB(-; s 5)‘

The details of the proof of Proposition [7.15 are similar to those in proof of
Proposition 6.10 in [12]; equation (7.63) is expressed as (I + C%(u))B(&;p,6) =
D-1P, {p/ﬁ\(f; 8) + N (&; 6)} and the operator C° (1) is proved to be bounded on

L?1(R) and of norm less than one for all 0 < § < &, with dq sufficiently small. In
bounding C°(u) on L?!(R), we require H'(R) bounds for wave operators associated
with the Dirac operator, D. These can derived from corresponding results for scalar
Schrodinger operators, under the assumptions implied by x(¢) being a domain wall
function in the sense of Definition [5.11

7.6. Final reduction to an equation for ;1 = p(d) and its solution. Sub-

stituting the solution 3 (& 1, 9) (Proposition 7.15) into (7.62), yields the equation
J+lu, 6] = 0, relating p and §. Here, Jy [u; ] is given by:

Tl o) =6 (.00, M(:0)) |, 40 (@0).(;0))
=6(@.0), (D7 =D) Bl ), =6 (@) L)B:1.0))
+ 32 (@ () Bl )

L2(R)

L2(R)

L2(R)

The mapping (i,0) € {|u| < M, § € (0,60)} — Ji(p,d) is well defined and
Lipschitz continuous with respect to u. In the following proposition, we note that
J+ [, 6] can be extended to a continuous function on the half-open interval [0, dg).

Proposition 7.16. Let o > 0 be as above. Define

_ | Tyl 6] for 0<d < do,

0] —{ -t foré=0,

where g = — <a*, Q(2)>L2(R) = E® | and G is given in (6.27)); see also (6.25) and
(6.28). Fiz M = max{2|uo|,1}. Then, (u,d) € {{u| <M, 0 <5 < do} — T(p,9)
is well-defined and continuous.

Proof: The proof parallels that of Proposition 6.16 of |[12]. The key is to establish
the following asymptotic relations, for all 0 < < g with J§p sufficiently small:

(7.64) lim § <a*(.),M(.;5)>L2(R) — 1
= by (:0.50:0),.,, =
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and the following bounds hold for some constant C;:

(7.66) ‘6 (@), (D° = D) Blsm)) , | < Cub'™;
(7.7 (6.0 L0086 0),, | < oo
(7.68) ’6% <a*(.)7§(.;u,5)>L2(R) < Opfé.

The detailed verification of ( - - ) follows the approach taken in Appendix
H of [1 We make a few remarks on the calculations. Each of the expressions in
) consists of inner products of the form:

(7.69) 3(6)=6<&*(£),x(|§|§5”_1) <<q>_(x,5g), 0068 ) e

k” =K-v

(D (x,0€),J(x,082 - X)) )>
L2(R§)

Here, J(x,() = e®*K(x, (), where x — K(x, () is Aj— periodic and ¢ + K(x, ()
is smooth and rapidly decaying on R. Consider, for example, the expression within:

(P4 (x,08), J(x,082 - X)) ;2 . This may be rewritten and expanded, using
k| =K-v;
Lemma [7.9
) /e*wfﬁz'x P (x,06) K(x,08; - x) d Z/ nRex ) (x,06) K ( ,%Jrg) dx
z nez
/p+(x6£> (x,€) dx + Z/ inSax T 58) K ( " i€) dx
5

|n|>1

Since in ¢ is localized to the set where |¢| < 6V~ v > 0, for |n| > 1, we
have n/d + £ ~ n/d and the decay of { — IE(X,C) can be used to show that, as
§ tends to zero, the sum over |n| > 1 tends to zero in L?(df). It can also be
shown, using the localization of £, that the n = 0 contribution to the sum, tends

to <P+(x),la (x,¢) >L2(Q). Therefore, uniformly in |£| < 6“1, we have

gii% 6 (P4 (x,08), J(x,08: - x )>L£|| =K-v; - <P+(X)7I€(X7£) >L2(Q).
Therefore,
(%1_13(1)3(5) :/R d§ |:a*,+(§) <P+(x),ﬁ(x,§) >L2(Q)
0 4 (P00 ), ]

The principle contribution to the limit in (7.64]) comes from the M, (&;9) term
in (7.55). We apply (7.70) with the choice J = Ja(x,¢) = 9O (x,¢) and

Kam(x, Q) = e p(x, Q) = 1 (Q) Py (%) + e ~ (O P-(x) -

The principle contribution to the limit in (7.65) comes from the A7 (&;6) and
N5(&;6) terms in (7.56). We apply (7.70)) with the choice

J = Jn(x,) = (282 - Vx 9¢ — 6(QW (%)) ¥{M (x,¢) + |Ra|* 920V (x,C)
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and Kpr(x,¢) = e X Ty (x,¢). The detailed computations are omitted since they
are similar to those in [12] .

By (7.64)-(7.63), it follows that Jy (u;6) = p— po + o(1) as § — 0 uniformly for
|u| < M. Therefore, J|[u,d] is well-defined on {(x,d) : |u| < M, 0 < § < do},
continuous at ¢ = 0 and Proposition m is proved.

Summarizing, we have that given S3(-, 1, d), constructed in Proposition to
complete our construction of a solution to — , it suffices to solve (|7.62]) for
p = ju(6). Furthermore, we have just shown that (7.62) holds if and only if p1 = p(0)
is a solution of [J[u; ] = 0. From Proposition it follows that J[u;d] = 0 has a
transverse zero, i = p(9), for all § and sufficiently small. The details are presented
in Proposition 6.17 of [12]:

Proposition 7.17. There exists g > 0, and a function 6 — (), defined for 0 <
§ < 8o such that: |p(8)| < M, lims_ou(8) = u(0) = po = E® and J[u(5),6] =0
for all 0 < § < d.

We have constructed a solution pair (35(5),/1(6)), with 35 € L*1(R;df), of the

band-limited Dirac system ([7.52)). Now apply Proposition and the proof of
Theorem [7.3] is complete.

8. EDGE STATES FOR WEAK POTENTIALS AND THE NO-FOLD CONDITION FOR
THE ZIGZAG SLICE

In Sectionwe fixed an arbitrary edge, b1 = a1vi+asvo and proved the existence
of topologically protected v;— edge states under the spectral no-fold condition. In
this section, we consider the special case of the zigzag edge, corresponding to the
choice: v; = vy. We prove that the spectral no-fold condition holds in the weak
potential regime, provided €V, > 0; this implies the existence of a topologically
protected family zigzag edge states.

We proceed in this section to prove the following:

(1) Theorem The operator —A + €V satisfies the no-fold condition along
the zigzag (ks) slice at the Dirac point (K, ES) ; see Definition

(2) Theorem —A 4 eV(x) + 0W (x) acting in L*(Xy =K.v,) has a spectral
gap about the energy E = EZ.

(3) Theorem If eV1,1 < 0, then the spectral no-fold condition for the zigzag
slice does not hold.

(4) Theorem For 0 < |§] < &2 and ¢ sufficiently small, the zigzag edge
state eigenvalue problem for H?%) = —A + eV (x) + dr(0ky - X)W (x) has
topologically protected edge states.

We begin by stating our detailed assumptions on V(x) and W(x). There exists
xo € R? such that V(x) = V(x —x¢) and W (x) = W(x — X) satisfy the following:

(8.1) Assumptions (V)

(V1) Ap- periodicity: V(x+v) = V(x) for all v € Ap,.

(V2) Inversion symmetry: f/(x) = V(—x).

(V3) 2m/3-rotational invariance: V(R*x) = V(x)

(V4) Positivity of Fourier coefficient of eV, eV} ;: 8‘71’1 > 0,

where V; | = ﬁ Jo e atke) YV (y)dy; see (3.7) and (23).
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(8.2) Assumptions (W)

(W1) Ap- periodicity: VE/(X +v)= [/T/(x) for all v € Ap,.
(W2)  Anti-symmetry: W(—x)=—-W(x).
) Uniform nondegeneracy of W: Let ®5(x), j = 1,2 denote the L%(’T, respec-

—~
=
w

*

tively, L%Q;, modes of the degenerate L — eigenspace of HE0) = A4V,
Then, there exists 6y > 0, independent of €, such that for all e sufficiently
small:

(8.3) o5 | =|(e5.We5) | =6>0.

N.B. Consistent with our earlier convention, in the following discussion, we shall
drop the “tildes” on both V and W. It will be understood that we have chosen
coordinates with xo = 0.

Remark 8.1. We claim that (W3*) (see (8.3))) uniform non-degeneracy of W is
equivalent to the assumption:

(W3¥) Woi1+Wio—Wiq #0,

where {Wmmez2 denote the Fourier coefficients of W(x). To see this, note by
Proposition 3.1 of [13], that for sufficiently small e,

1
P5(x) =
(0= e
see also (3.5). Evaluation of ¥y gives

_ 1
~3
= % [(WOJ + Wip) (T =7) + Wia(r? — ?2)] + 0O(e)

/3
= Z? [WO,I + WI,O - Wlal] + O(E)’

which is nonzero if (W3*)) holds and ¢ is sufficiently small.

2
K

e1'K~x [1 +?eik2-x +T€—ik1-x] +O(E);

04" / |1+ Tetkrx 4 7'6_“‘1"‘|2 W(x) dx + O(g)
Q

Let (K, E%) denote a Dirac point of H(&9 = —A + £V (x), guaranteed to exist
by Theorem for all 0 < |e|] < &p and assume that V(x) and W(x) satisfy
Assumptions (V), (W); see (8.1)-(8.2).

In our next result, we verify the spectral no-fold condition for the zigzag edge.
This is central to applying Theorem to prove our result (Theorem on the
existence of a family of zigzag edge states.

Theorem 8.2. There exists a positive constant, eo < €g, such that for any
0 < |e] < eq, HEO) = A 4 £V satisfies the spectral no-fold condition at quasi-
momentum K along the zigzag slice; see Definition [7.1]

By Assumptions (V), E_(A\) < E{(X) < Ey(N), b> 3. For any a sufficiently small:

1 4
b=+ ag\)\|§§ = ’EZ’O()\)ij > %|V1715|)\22c1 le| a2,

b>3: |N<1/2 — ’EZ’O(A)fEf

> cole| (T+b]) .
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Theorem [8:2 controls the zigzag slice of the band structure at K, globally and
outside a neighborhood of (K, EZ). Since a small perturbation of V' which breaks
inversion symmetry opens a gap, locally about K (see [13]), it can be shown that

H®®) has a L2n:2ﬂ/3_ spectral gap about E = EZ:

Theorem 8.3. Assume V(x) and W (x) satisfy Assumptions (V) and (W). Let €5
be as in Theorem . Then, there exists ¢, > 0 such that for all 0 < |e| < g2 and
0 <0 <c, €2, the operator —A+¢eV (x) +6W (x) has a non-trivial Li”:K'Vl:ZTr/S_
spectral gap about the energy E = EX.

In the case where (V4) does not hold and the Fourier coefficient of eV, €V; 1, is
negative: 517171 < 0, then we prove that the no-fold condition does not hold:

Theorem 8.4. [Conditions for non-existence of a zigzag spectral gap] Assume hy-
potheses (V1)-(V3) but, instead of hypothesis (V4), assume V11 < 0. Then, for
any € sufficiently small, the no-fold condition of Definition does not hold for
the zigzag slice.

The proofs of Theorems [8.2] and are presented below. Section discusses a
reduction to the lowest three spectral bands. The general strategy, based on an
analysis of a 3 x 3 determinant, is given in Section [8:2} Theorem [8:4] is proved in
Section [84] as a consequence of Proposition [8.15]

We prove the following theorem on zigzag edge states using results of Section

Theorem 8.5. Let H®9) = —A + eV (x) + 6x(dky - X)W (x), where V(x) and
W(x) satisfy Assumptions (V) and (W), and k(X) is a domain wall function in
the sense of Definition[5.1] Letes > 0 and ¢, > 0 be as in Theorem[8.9 and assume
0 < |e| < ez and 0 < |8] < ¢,e?. Then, there exist edge states, U(x; k) € Li”(Z),
with |k — 2n/3| sufficiently small. Furthermore, continuous superposition in k|
yields wave-packets which are concentrated along the zigzag edge.

Proof of Theorem[8.5. We claim that the theorem is an immediate consequence of
the spectral no-fold condition for —A + ¢V for the zigzag edge, stated in Theorem
This follows by an application of Theorem (and Corollary . Since the
details of the proof of Theorem are carried out for the case of H%) with e = 1,
we wish to point out how the proof applies with € and § varying as in the statement
of Theorem R.H

The proof of Theorem uses a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction strategy where
the eigenvalue problem is reduced to an equivalent eigenvalue problem (nonlinear
in the eigenvalue parameter, E) for the Floquet-Bloch spectral components of the
bound states in a neighborhood of the Dirac point (K, E%). Stated for the relevant
case of the zigzag edge, this reduction step requires the invertibility of an operator
(I — Qs) acting on H,fHZK‘Vl(E), where Qs is defined in terms of Floquet-Bloch
components in for Ky = ko.

It suffices to show that the H,fu —K.v, () norm of Qs is o(1) as ¢ | 0. From

in Remark the operator norm of Qs is bounded by ¢(6), given by:
0] 0] 9" 0]
¢(9) < + < + .
O3 Gam T Trpa) = a@a) © ai)
By Theorem the no-fold condition holds with modulus w(a) = a? and constants

4
Cl(V) = &1%“/1716‘ y CQ(V) = C~2|€|.
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Therefore, with a = §",

K} 1-2v 5} 2 K} 1-2v 1 K}
e(5)§|| 9] < 1o L Lol
aV) V) T ¢aVial e & el
By hypothesis, || < ¢,e2. Hence, 0 < ¢(d) < [e]! = +|e| — 0 as e — 0 if we choose
v € (0,1/4). This completes the proof of Theorem [8.5 O

To prove Theorems - we introduce a tool to localize the analysis about
the lowest three bands. Throughout the analysis, without loss of generality, we take
€ > 0 and satisfy the cases eV7,; > 0 and €V} ;1 < 0 by varying the sign of V; ;.

8.1. Reduction to the lowest three bands. In this subsection we show, via a
Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction argument, that the proofs of Theorems [8.2] and
can be reduced to the study of the lowest three spectral bands. To achieve this, we
consider several parameter space regimes separately.

We start by considering e = § = A = 0. In this case, H(®90(K) = (V +iK)?
has a triple eigenvalue, E? = |K|?, with corresponding 3— dimensional L?(R?/Ap,)—
eigenspace spanned by the eigenfunctions p,, for ¢ = 1, 7,7; see Section [3.1

Next, we turn on ¢, keeping 6 = A = 0. From Theorem there exists g > 0
such that for e € I, = (—0,20) \ {0}, the operator HE00(K) = — (V +iK)” +
eV (x) has a double L?(R?/A;) eigenvalue, ES. Let EY = |[K|?. The maps ¢ + E<

and ¢ — LS are real analytic for ¢ € I, with expansions , :
E; =E)+¢e(Voo — Vi) + O(e2),
B = B2+ (Voo +2Via) + O(?).
More generally, we may study the eigenvalue problem
(8.4) (HEN — E)p =0, pe L*(R*/Ay), with E = E° +p,

and seek, via Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, to localize (8.4) about the three lowest
zigzag slices. Written out, the eigenvalue problem has the form:

(85) | = (V4+i[K+Ako])? — ES —pu + eV +5W}p(x) =0, pe L*R/Ap).

Since ¢ and § will be chosen to be small, we shall expand p(x) relative to
the natural basis of the L?(R?/Aj;)— eigenspace of the free operator, H(®:09) =
—(V + iK)?2, displayed explicitly in . Let Pl denote the projection onto
span{p, : 0 = 1,7,7} and P+ =T — Pl

We seek a solution of in the form p(x) = pj(x) + pL(x), where

p| €span{p, : 0 =1,7,7}, pL € [ span{p, : 0 = 1,7,7} ]l.
Then, we have that is equivalent to the coupled system of equations:
(8.6) [f (V + i[K + \ko])? — EZ —u}p”
+ [PV 4+ 6PIW |y + [PV + 6PIW|p. =0,
(8.7) [— (V +i[K + \ko])? — E* —M}pL

+ [PV + 6P W pL + [PV + 5P W py =00
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Proposition 8.6. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that if |e| + || < ¢ then
HEON = [— (V +i[K + Aky])® — ES — u] is invertible on PTL?(R?/Ay,).

Proof of Proposition[8.¢. This follows from the lower bound:

0<go= inf inf ‘ K + mKk + \ko|? — [K|? |,
[AI<1/2 m¢{(0,0),(0,1),(—1,0)}
where mk = miky + maks. O

By Proposition for all € and p sufficiently small equation (8.7 is equivalent
to:

1+ {H@,omw}‘l [cPLV +6PAW] [po

= — {H(E’O’)‘) — u} B [6PJ‘V + 5PJ‘W] Dy

Suppose now |e|+|6|+ |u| < di, where 0 < d; < ¢ is chosen sufficiently small. Then
we have

—1 —1
pio==[ 1+ [HEON —y] " [PV ePiw] |
-1
(8.8) [HEOD — ] [PV 4 0P W]y = Ple 0,0 0) D

Equation (8.8)) defines a bounded linear mapping on Pl L?(R?/A},) with operator
norm < 1:

p = pLlE 0, Apy] = P(e,0,\, 1) py : Ran (P”) — Ran (Pl) ,

which is analytic in €, 6, A and p for |e|+ ||+ |p| < d1 and |A] < 1/2. Consequently,
equation becomes a closed equation for p; which we write as:

M(e, 8, A, p)p =0,
where

M(e,d,\, ) = P! [— (V +i[K + Ako])? — ES — i+ eV + W
(8.9) + (€V+§W)P(s,6,)\,u)}P”
:PI\[—(v+i[K+Ak2])2 — S — it eV + 6W

—1
(8.10) +(eV + 6W)PL [H(E’O”\) eV + 6W} PV +sw)| Pl

The operator M(e,d, A, ;1) acts on the three-dimensional space PIL?(R?/A;) =
span{p, : 0 = 1,7,7}. Moreover, from the expression it is clear that for
g,0, A\, u complex, M(e,d,\, ) is self-adjoint. We shall study it via its matrix
representation relative to the basis {p, : 0 = 1, 7,7 }:

(8.11) Mo.5(,0, A 1) = (po, M(£,6, A, 11)P5) 2 (r2 /0,y » 0 =177 .

Clearly, M (e, 0, A, 1) is Hermitian for €, 6, A, preal: My 5(e,0, A\, p) = Ms o (€,0, A, ).
Summarizing the above discussion we have the following:

Proposition 8.7. (1) The entries of the 3x 3 matriz M (e,d, A\, u) are analytic
functions of complex €,6, A and p for |e| + 0] + |p| < di and |A| < 1/2.
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(2) For |e| + |0| + |u| < di and || < 1/2, we have that E = ES + p is an
L?*(R?/Ap)— eigenvalue of HEN if and only if det M (e, 8, \, 1) = 0.

We now study the roots of det M(e,d,\, 1) = 0 (eigenvalues of H (%) for ¢
and § small. First let ¢ = 6 = 0. By the formulae (8.42) and (8.46)), derived and
also applied in Section [8:3] we have:

M(ana)HHJ) = ( <pt7 ’ M(0707)‘hu’)p5'>L2(]R2/Ah) ) ’

o,0=1,7,T

= ( (ps s (—(V+i(K+ /\kz))z) ,p&>L2(R2/Ah) — (E? + W), )a,&:l,r,? )

Mg —pu a a\ 72
= a\ Nq?—u a\ , = ——iT
a\ a\ A2q? — V3

Thus, M (0,0, A, 1) is singular if p is a root of the polynomial:
det M (0,0, ), )
= =1 + 1B A?) + p(3X%al® = 3X¢*) + A°° — 3N |af® + 2A°R(a?)
_ —,LLS +M2(3)\2(]2) +M(A2q4 _3)\4q4) +>\6q6 +)\4 67
where we have used that |a|? = % and R(a?) = 0. The roots, u§0)(A), j=1,2,3,

defined by the ordering ugo)()\) < /Jéo)(/\) < uéo)()\), listed with multiplicity, are
given by:

1

(812) 0<A< - 100 = @A = 1), 10 =222, 1V (V) = AN+ 1),
1

(813) —5 <A<0: 000 = @AM+ 1), 1PN =22, 1) = @A - 1).

The roots u§-0)()\),j =1,2,3, are eigenvalues of — (V + i[K + \ky])* — E?. They
are uniformly bounded away from all other L?(R?/Aj;)— spectrum. This distance
is given by

go= inf inf K +mk + ko> — [K|? | >0, (E?=|K?),

[A[<1/2 m¢{(0,0),(0,1),(~1,0)}
where mE = m1k1 + mgkg.

Note that det M(0,0,0, ) = —u3 has a root of multiplicity three: u = 0. By
Proposition and analyticity of det M (e, d, A, i), we have that for €, and X in a
small neighborhood of the origin in C?, there are three solutions of det M (e, 8, \, ) =
0. We label them p;(e,d,A), j =1,2,3. By self-adjointness of M (e, d, A, ), these
roots are real for real values of ¢ and §. Correspondingly, for small and real ¢,d

and A there are three real Liuzzw/g* eigenvalues of H(%Y)  denoted

£,0 _ £,0 _ .
BV = BFO(K + M) = ES + pj(2,6,)), j=1,2,3.
The ordering of the E; implies
ul(aa 5) A) < H2 (E7 67 )\) < /J“3(6a 67 A)
A mild extension of Proposition .5 yields
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Proposition 8.8. For each |\ < 1/2, there exist orthonormal Ly |y, — eigenpairs

(@1 (x;0), E+(\)) and (B(x; ), E(X)), real analytic in X, such that
span {®_(x; \), DL (x;A), B(x; \)} = span {®;(x; K+ ko) :j=1,2,3} .
For fixed € small and X tending to 0 we have:
(1)
(8.14) BN = ES £ X 2 A + A esr()e),
(8.15) ESO=00\) = EZ 4+ X2 () e),
where ex (N, e), e\ e) = O(1) as \,e = 0, and 25 = kél) + ikéQ). These
functions can be represented in a convergent power series in € and X\ in
a fived C? neighborhood of the origin. Furthermore, eL(\,¢€), €(\,e) are
real-valued for real \ and €.

(2) Therefore, for all small e and X, the three roots of det M (,6 = 0, \, ) may
be labeled:

(8.16) py(Ne) = [Xf] |22 A + A% eq(Ne)
. H—(A, e — 22 + e_(A e
8.17 A A A4+ e (A
(8.18) f(A\e) = ES—E: + A &\e), where B — ES =3:Vh, + O(2).

Proof of Proposition[8.8 Part 1 can be proved as follows. The expansion (8.14) and
analyticity follow by perturbation theory as in Proposition see also [151)22]. The

expansion (8.18) also follows by perturbation theory of the simple eigenvalue E¢
for A = 0. It is easy to see that

Lk

(8.19)  E*=°(\) = E° + X x <—2ik2-<&>€,vx55> ) + A2 E(e, N).

We claim that <<T>E, Vx&>€>L2 = 0. This follows since ®¢ € L%{,l as in the proof of

K
Proposition 4.1 of [13]. This proves the expansion (8.15]). O
Finally we discuss a useful symmetry of det M (e, d, A\, p = 0).

Proposition 8.9. Assume V satisfies Assumptions (V) and W satisfies Assump-
tions (W). Recall M(g,8,),0), defined in -. Then, det M (g, 0, \,0) is

real-valued for real £,5, A and analytic in a small neighborhood of the origin in C3.
Furthermore,

(8.20) det M (e, 4, A,0) = det M (e, —6, A, 0)
and therefore det M (g, 6, \,0) is a real analytic in €, 5% and X, and we write

D(g,6%,)\) = det M (e, 6, ), 0)
Proof of Proposition[8.4 Let Z[f](x) = f(—x) and C[f](x) = f(x). Using that ¢, 6
and A\ are real, V(x) is even and W (x) is odd, one can check directly that

(8.21) CoZoHS % =H% 0T o(C
Furthermore, note that
(8:22) (CoD)pr=p1, (CoI)pr =pr, (CoI)pr=pr.
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It follows that
(8.23) CoZoPl=PlocoT.

Using the symmetry relations — to rewrite M(e,—0d,A,0) in terms of
H®%* we find that M (s, —6,\,0) can be transformed into M (g, d, \,0) by inter-
changing its second and third rows, and then interchanging its second and third
columns. Therefore, det M (e,d, A\, 0) = det M (e, —§, A\, 0) and the proof of Proposi-
tion [8:9]is complete. O

8.2. Strategy for analysis of det M(e,0, A, ) in the case V7 > 0. We first
observe that for a positive constant, dy, if |e| + || < di then

(8.24) BT = B2 = ea(t+ i), 5= 4.

Indeed, by the discussion following Proposition 8.7} we have that there exists dy > 0
such that for j > 4, |u;(e,0, )| = |E](.E’6)(/\) — E¢| > da; the lower bound now
follows from the Weyl asymptotics for eigenvalues of second order elliptic operators
in two space dimensions.

Hence, we restrict our attention to E](E’5)(A) = ES + pj(e,0), j =1,2,3, which
we study by a detailed analysis of det M(e,0, A, x = 0). The analysis consists of
verifying two steps, which we now outline.

Step 1: Fix ¢, > 0 and arbitrary. We will prove that there exists C, > 0, such that
the following holds. There exists £; > 0 and constant c3, depending on V' and W,
such that for all 0 < |e] < €7 and 0 < |6] < ¢, €%

1
(825)  GvE<N<g = BN - B Zee, =123
Furthermore, by (8.25)) and (8.24)), it follows that

(8.26)

Cyve <N < — L*(R/Ap) —spec(HEON) N |ES — ce, BS + cs} is empty.

N | =

Step 2: Let ¢, and C, be as in Step 1. We will prove that there exists 0 < g5 < g1,
such that if (A, d) are in the set:

(8.27) A< C,e? and 0< || <c¢ e, where 0 < || <ea, then
(8.28)
det M(E, )\75, 0) = (q2)\2 + €V1’1) <q4)\2 + (52 |W0,1 + Wl,O . W1’1‘2) X ( 1+ 0(1) ) .
A simple lower bound on the three eigenvalues |u;(e, \)| = [E5(\) — EZ| is then
obtained as follows. By (8.28)), for some positive constants: C; and Cs, we have
Ci(AV 4e)- (N +6°) < |det M(e, A, 6,0)|

= |det M (g, A, 6,0) — det M (e, A, 6, 115 (A, €,0))| < Co |0 —p(e,6,A)[ = Ca |u; (e, 6, A)],
for j = 1,2,3. Therefore, with C3 = C/Cq,
= |Mj(€,5,/\)| >Cs¢ (/\2 +52) > Cse 52, 7=1,23.
It follows from (8.29)) and (8.24]) that

the L%(R?/Ay)— spec( HEON ) 0 [ES — 1, ES 4 1] is empty

with n = %Cg e 62, whenever ¢, (), ) satisfy the constraints (8.27)).

(8.29) ’Ej"s(/\) -~ EE
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Theorem [8.2] and Theorem [8.3] are immediate consequences of (8.26) (Step 1)
and (8.29) (Step 2) and the representation:

_ s / (5N
L2(Ek“:2w/3) P‘IS%

Hence, we now turn to their proofs. We first carry out Step 1 by a simple
perturbation analysis about the free Hamiltonian, H(®:%* . We then turn to Step
2, which is much more involved.

Verification of from Step 1. Let C}, denote a positive constant, which
we will specify shortly, and consider the range C,1/e < A < 1/2. Using the expres-

sions for ugo)()\), j =1,2,3, in (8.12) we have that if e < &'(C,) = (4C2)~!, then
E{”() = BY = @2l 1= Al 2 Gha®Ve/2, [E (V) — EY) = AP = C2q%,
and |E§O)()\) — E? = @\ |1+ Al > C2¢*Ve/2. Note that the eigenvalues
(£,0,\) = E=9()\) are Lipschitz continuous functions; see Chapter XII of [36] or
Appendix A of [14]. Therefore, we have

HE9) dX.

L2(R2/Ap)

£,0 1
BTN B 2C e — lel IVl = 101 Wl = 5 CF ¢,

for some C}, positive, finite and sufficiently large. With this choice of C,, we also
have

BN~ Bl 2 Gy * VE/2 — [el [Vl — 16][[Wlleo,
B0~ EE 2 Gy @ VE/2 — el Ve — 18] [IW]lec.
Therefore, there exists £; > 0, such that for all 0 < |e| < €1 we have
B0~ Ei| + 1BV ~ B3| = G ¢ VeE/A.
This completes the proof of the assertions in Step 1.

8.3. Expansion of M(e,d, \,0) and its determinant for Vi ; # 0. The key to
verifying Step 2 and proving Theorem [8.2]is the following:

Proposition 8.10. Let C, be as chosen in Step 1; see (8.26)). Then, there exist
constants €5 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all 0 < e < 9, if

(8.30) 0<|A < G, e? and 0<|6] <ce? then

(8.31) —det M(g,6,),0) =m(e,6°,0) + o((A*+e)(\*+6%)),
where

(8.32) 7(e,62,0) = (2A2 + V1 1) <q4)\2 +62 [Wou + Wi — Wiy 2) :

Here, W, m € Z2, denote Fourier coefficients of W(x) and, by (8.30), the cor-
rection term in (8.31)) divided by (A? +¢)(A\? + 62) tends to zero as € tends to zero.
Thus,

Vi1 >0 = —detM(c,0,)\,0) =7(s,6%,)) (1+0(1)) in the region (8.30).

We now embark on an expansion of det M(g,d, A,0) and the proof of Proposition

M(e,8,,0), see —, may be written as the sum of matrices:
(8.33) M(g,6,X,0) = [ M°+ MY + M"Y + M? | (¢,6,1,0),



EDGE STATES IN HONEYCOMB STRUCTURES 59

where the 0,6 = 1, 7,7 entries are given by:

34) M2, = - I[K + Aka))® — E5 ) ps
(8.34) 95(2,8,1,0) <p[,,( (V +i[K + Aka)) *)pa>L2(R2/Ah)7

M(Y,&(g) = € <pO'an5'>L2(R2/Ah)7
M;/E/&((S) 5<P0>Wpa>L2(Rz/Ah) s
MP;(2,6,0,0) = (po, (€V + W) P(e,0,),0) ps) 12524, -

For ¢ and ¢ small,

(8.35) Mg 5(2,6,7,0) = MJE"™%(e,0) + O(e?),
where (inner products over L?(R?/A},))
(8.36)
M2PPro% (2, ) = (g, (— (V +i[K + Xka])® — [EY + (Voo — Vi1)]) ps), and
(8.37)

M;),&(5757)‘70)
= ((&V +8W)ps, P (~(V +i[K + Aka])? = BS + eV +0W) ™' PH(eV +W)ps )
= <(5v 4 6W)po, P (—(V +i[K + Aks])® — EZ) ' PH(eV + 5W)p5>
+0O0° 4 6%+ 0> + %) = O(e* + &6 + 7).

We next explain that to calculate the determinant of M(e,d, A,0) to the desired
order in the region (8.27)), it suffices to calculate the determinant of the approximate
matrix:

(8.38) MEoPPToT(c 5Ny = MOPPror(c \) + MY (e) + M"Y (6).

That is, we show that the omitted terms in M (e, d, A,0) — M9%PP™% (g, §, A\, 0) con-
tribute negligibly to the determinant of M (e, d, A, 0), when compared with the poly-

nomial, (g, 62, ), in , provided X and ¢ are in the region (8.27):
(8.39) Al <C,e? and |6] < ¢, €2,

where C, and ¢, are appropriately chosen constants.

Recall that D(e,0% = 0,\ = 0) = det M(£,0,0,0) = 0 for all &, since u = 0
corresponds to E = E2, which is an eigenvalue of H(:0=02=0) — _A 4 ¢V Thus,
D(g,6%,)\) = det M(g,6,\,0) is a convergent power series in €, 62 and A\ with no
“pure &” terms. On the other hand, the entries of the matrix M(e,d, A, 0) are
convergent power series in ¢, and A.

Proposition 8.11. For (), d) in the region (8.39) we have
Al 6% =0 (A +e)(\* +6%)).
Therefore we may drop the O(\6?) terms, a further simplification.

Proof of Proposition[8.11} Consider separately the two regimes: (a) [A| < e'! and
(b) [A] > ell. For |\ < &bl we have [M[02 < et1§? = 0162 < %1 (A2 +¢) - (A2 +
§%). And for |[A| > e''!, note that (A2 +¢)- (A2 +62) > eA? > .22 =32, On the
other hand, [A[0? < 262 et <e® - (A2 4¢) - (A% +62). This completes the proof
of Proposition [8.11 (]
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Let us now attach “weight” 1 to the variable € and “weight” 1/2 to the variables §
and A\. A monomial of the form 2 \?6¢ carries the weight a+b/2+4c/2, where a, b, ¢ €
N. In Proposition we show that all terms in the power series of det M (g, A, J)
which are of weight strictly larger than two introduce negligible corrections to
det MPPTo% (g X, §) for A and § in the region .

Recalling that there are no pure € terms, we see that a monomial in the power
series of D(g, 2%, \) of weight larger than 2 must have one of the following two forms
(a,b,c € N):

(I) Axe®X(6%)°, with a+b/24+¢>3/2 = 2a+b+2c>4
(IT) 6% xe\°(6%)¢, with a+b/24+c¢>1 = 2a+b+2c>3.

Proposition 8.12. Terms of form (I) and form (II) that may appear in D(e, 5%, \)

are o (A\* 4+ &)(A* 4 62)) ase — 0, for (X, 6) in the region (839): |A| < C, ez and 0] <
e2. We may therefore neglect all terms in the power series of D(g,d%, \) which are

of weight strictly larger than 2 for (X,8) in the region (8.39).

We prove Proposition by estimating all terms of the form (I) or (IT), and we
begin with the following lemma, which is a consequence of part 2 of Proposition

B8

Lemma 8.13. Let u_(g, A), py(e, A) and fi(e, A) denote the three roots of det M (e, =
0, A, 1), defined and analytic in (,\) in a C* neighborhood of the origin and dis-

played in —. Then,
det M(e,6 =0, A\, 1) = (—p—(g, X)) X (—pi(e,N) x (n—p(e,N) x Qe, A\ p),

where Q(e, A\, ) is bounded. In particular, for all € such that 0 < |e| < gg there
exists a constant C. such that

(8.40) |det M(e,6 = 0,),0)] < C: |A

Proof: For fixed € and A, the mapping p — det M (e,6 = 0, A, i) is analytic for |u| <
1o with zeros at p (e, A), fi(e, \); see Proposition. Fix ¢ and X\ small such that
if le] < & and |A] < X, the roots all satisfy |uy (e, N)|, |p—(g, N, [f(e, N)] < po/2.
We claim that for such € and §,
det M(g,0 =0, A\, )
(1 —p—(e,A) x (1 —p4(e,N) x (n— file, N))
is uniformly bounded for all |u| < po, le|] < & and |A] < X. Indeed, since
the roots are bounded in magnitude by po/2, we have max,—,, [Q(e, A, )| <
(2/po)? max|,|—,, |[det M(g,0 = 0, A, p)|. Applying the maximum principle we have
max ‘Q(S’ A, ,U,)| < (2/,U0)3 max |det M(‘g’ 0 =0, H)| < (2/:”0)30(:“’05 5,7 A/)a
[el<po l|=p0
where C(ug,’, \') is a constant. The bound now follows from the expansions
of the roots.
Proof of Proposition [8.12
(I) Terms of the form )\ x £2\*(62)¢, with 2a + b+ 2c > 4, a,b,c € N:
(i) Suppose first that ¢ = 0. Then, we consider A\ x e?\® with 2a + b > 4. By
Lemma we must have b > 1. Thus, A x ¢*Ab = A\2e2X\b~1 If ¢ > 2, then
A x eW\ = N2e2e772X07E < (A2 + %) x (A2 +)? = 0 (A2 + ) (A2 + 62)) for (A, 6)
in the region . Otherwise, a = 0 or a = 1. If a = 0, then b > 4 and

Qe, A\, p) =
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AX e\ =X A2 x A2 A S XL (A2 +2) x (A2 +6%) = o (A2 +e)(\2 +62))
for (A\,d) in the region . Now suppose a = 1. Then, b > 2 and we have
AXEN =X A xe - A72 KA (A2 +62) x (W2 4¢e) =0 ((A?+e)(A\% +62)) for
(X, 6) in the region (8.39).

(i) Suppose now that ¢ > 1. If b = 0, then A x €*\?(§2)¢ = \§2e2(62)¢~! with
2a+2c > 4, which is = 0 (A2 + €)(A? + 6%)) for (A, ) in the region by Proposition
Finally, if b > 1, then Axe?A\"(52)¢ = \d2-£908(62)°~1 = 0 (A2 + &) (A2 + §2))
for (A,0) in the region .

(II) Terms of the form 6% x £%\°(§2)¢,  with 2a + b+ 2¢ >3, a,b,c € N:
(i) Suppose first that a = 0. Then, §2 x €2A?(62)¢ = 62 x \*(62)¢, b+ 2¢c > 3. If
b > 1, then we rewrite this as 62X x A\’71(6%)¢ = o ((A? 4 €)(A? 4 62)) for (A, ) in
the region (8.39), by Proposition And if b = 0, then 62 x 2 \(62)¢ = (§2)°+!,
with ¢ > 2, which is < 6262(62)¢7! < §2e-23(62)°71 < (A2 4-62) (A2 4-¢)-e3(62) ! =
0 (A2 +¢)(A? 4 6?)) for (X, 6) in the region (8.39).

(ii) If now a > 1, then §2 x €2A%(§2)¢ = §%e - 27 IN0(6%)° < (N2 4+ 62) - (A2 +¢) -
e IN(6%)¢ = 0 (A% + &) (A% + 6%)) for (A,6) in the region (8.39). This completes
the proof of Proposition [8.12

Now each entry in the 3 x 3 matrix, M(e,d, \,0) is a sum of terms of weight
> 1/2; this is a consequence of the expansion (8.33), (8.34), (8.35), and the
explicit expansion of M*PP"°* displayed in (8.47). If we change any one entry by a
term of weight > 3/2, then the effect on the 3 x 3 determinant D(g, 6%, \) will be a
sum of terms of weight > 3/2+1/2+41/2 > 2. By Propositions and such
terms are o ((A? +¢)(A\? +6?)) in the region (8.39). Therefore, we may compute
each entry of M(g,d, A, 0), retaining only terms of weight strictly smaller than 3/2
and discarding the rest. The resulting determinant will differ from D(e, 62, \) by
terms which are o (A% +£)(A? + §2)) in the region (8.39).

We next study the power series of the 3 x 3 matrix, M (e, d, A, 0), keeping in mind
that the relevant monomials are those of weight > 1/2 but strictly less than 3/2.
The complete list of such monomials is: €,d, A\, A2, 6% and \6.

Before proceeding further we show that in fact that a monomial of type &2
can be neglected. Indeed, the weight < 2 contributions of such a monomial to
D(g, \,82%,0) = det M (g, 8, A\, 0) will be a sum of monomials of the type: (i) §2x4J-6,
(i) 02 x A+ X and (iii) 62 x X - §. Terms of type (ii) and (iii) are clearly o( \j?) =
o ((A? +¢)(A? +62)) as € — 0 for (X,8) in the region (8.39), by Proposition
For the type (i) term we have, for (A, d) in the region , 2 x6-0<6%°ee6 <
(A2 46%) - (A2 4¢€) &6 = 0 ((A? +¢)(A? +6%)) as € — 0. Hence, we may strike 62
from our list. In particular, we may neglect the contribution from the matrix M7
see (8.37).

Relevant monomials in the expansion of M(e,d,\,0) : We shall call the
monomials: €,8, A, A2 and A\ relevant. All others are called irrelevant.

Stepping back, we have shown above that M = M° + MY + MW + M7” ((8.33)),
where M? = MOarrroz 1 O(2) (([8.3F)) and MP = O(e? + &6 + 42) ( %)
We have further shown that the relevant monomial contributions for calculation of
det M (g, 6, \,0) are all contained in MPPTo% (¢, §,\,0) = M%PPror(c \)+ MY () +
MW (). We consider each of these matrices individually, and explicitly extract the
relevant terms in each; see Proposition below.
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Expansion of M%Pro%; The entries of M%%PP"°T are
0,approx
M, (€,6,\,0)

= (oo ( — (V44K + Xeo)® — [ED + (Vo0 — Vi) )P&>L2(R2/A )

A1 = (Poy— i[K + ko))’ ps — [E? — 5
(41) = (o= (VK4 X)) ps) = (B eV = Vi) G

where we have used that (p,,ps) = ds5. The first term in (8.41)) may be written,
using (B3)-(B8), B0 = [K|? and [kof? = ¢? as:

8.42 o — (V +i[K + ko))’ ps
(842)  (po,— (V+ilK + Mol s ) o
= (P, —(V+iK)’ps) — 2iXkz - (po, (V +iK)ps) + (po. \?a°ps)
= (EE + /\2(12) 60‘,6 + A JJ,&-

Consider now the matrix

J<775 = —Qikg . <‘I)U, V(D(T>L2K = —2’Lk2 . / (I)ia V<I>5dx
Q

1 —
(8.43) =2k o (I+06R+05R*) K.

We pause to collect some properties that will enable the evaluation of J, 5; see

also [13]. Recall that R has eigenpairs: (7, ¢) and (7, (), where ( = %(1,2’)?

Then, 7R has eigenpairs: [1,¢] and [r,]. Furthermore, 7R has eigenpairs [1, {] and
[7, ], and
1
3
1
3
Hence, [ I + 7R+ (TR)?| and % [ I + TR + (TR)?] are, respectively, projections
onto span{ ¢ } and span{ ¢ }. For any w € C?, we have w = (¢, W) > (+(C, W), ¢,
where (X,y)c2 =X -y. Therefore

[I+7R+(7R)’)¢=¢, [I+7R+(TR)*|C =0,

[I+7R+ (tR)?’](=¢(, [I+TR+(TR)*](=0.

(8.44) % [I+7R+ (TR)’| w = ((, W), é [T+ 7R+ (TR)*]w=({,w)C(.

Also, (I — R)(I + R+ R?) =1 — R® = 0 and therefore

(8.45) I+R+R* = 0.
We next calculate J, 5 using (8.44)-(8.45)). Note that J is Hermitian, and by (8.45)
its diagonal elements J, , all vanish: J,5 = J54, Joo =0, 0 =1, 7,7 . It suffices
therefore to compute the three entries Jy -, Ji 7 and J;=:
1 _
Jir=22[I+7R+ (TR K ks =2 ((-K) ((-k2) = a,

Ji7=2-[I+7R+ (TR)’|K ko =2 (¢-K) (- ko) = @,
Jr7=2>[I+7R+(FR?]K ko =2 ((-K) (( ko) = .

Wl w|— wl
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Thus,
0 o « B

(8.46) J=(Jssz) =@ 0 «a], where a=2(¢-K) (¢ ko).
a a 0

It follows that

(8.47) MY (2,5,0,0) = ((—(Voo — Vi1) + A2¢% ) dos + A Jos

Expansion of MY (¢): M) (¢) =¢ (p,,V Pa)r2®2/a,) = € Vo, Where
Va,& = <pmVp&>L2(R2/Ah)

1 = ~ = ~
= §|:(1—|—0'0'—|—50')V0,0 + O'VO,1 + O'Vo,_l + UVI,O

+ V1o + 06Via + Ev_l,_l]

Since V is real-valued and even, it follows that V_,, = Vi,. Furthermore, V is also
R— invariant and therefore V5 ; = Vi o = V1,1 Hence

1 — 1 _
Vg,gzg(l—i—o&—i—ﬁé) Voo + 5(04—54-5-1—&—1—05—4—05) Vi1

V is clearly symmetric and using that 1 +7 4+ 72 = 1+ 7 + 7 = 0, we obtain
MV (e) = e V, where

Voo + 2 Vi 0 0
YV = 0 Voo —Via 0
0 0 Voo — Vi1

Expansion of MW (6): M) () =6 (ps, W Pa)r2®e/n,) = O Wos, where

1 - __
(848) Wo-ﬁ = §|:O'W071 + &W(),_l + EW_170+('~)'W170 + U&WM + U&W—l,—l]-

Since W is real and odd, we have that W_,, = —W},, and Wy, is purely imaginary.
Therefore,

1 _
Woa = 5 [(a—&) Woi + (6-3) Wio + (06 — 00) WM} 0,5 =1,T,7.
It follows that M"Y (§) = & W, where
0 T -7 0 T -7 0o -1 1
W = wp T -1 0 “+ w1 T -1 0 +wyr | —1 1 0 s
-7 0 1 -7 0 1 1 0 -1

and w;; = —1 W”/\/g e R.
Now assembling all relevant terms (weights > 1/2 and less than 3/2) we obtain
Proposition 8.14. For o,6 =1,7,7T,
Moy 5(g,0,1,0) = MJP"(e,6,,0)
(—e(Voo —V11) + X% )00 + A Jos +6 Voo + 0 Wos.

Here, Ay 5 = Bss, means that their difference is a matriz with entries having
weight > 3/2. Hence, the contribution of such terms to the determinant consists of
terms of weight strictly larger than 2, for (A, ) in the region . Hence, these
terms can be neglected, by Proposition[8.12

%

%
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So the calculation of det M (e, 4, A, 0) boils down to the calculation of det MPP™°* (g, §, A, 0).
Calculation of det M*PPT°% (g 4, A,0): Assembling the above computations, we
have that

Nq® +3¢Via a\ — 6w a\+ 6w
MOPPTOT — a\—ow Nq® — §(wor + wio — w11) aX ;
a\ + dw a\ A2¢? + 0(wo1 + w10 — w11)

where @ = wy; — w1 T — wioT and a = 2({ - K) (¢ - ko). Note that:
2

(8.49) o= \q/Qg ir, Rla)= —%, R(a®) = 0.

Calculating the determinant of MP7°%  and using (8.49) and that w;; = —iW; ;/v/3
yields:

det MPP7%(2,6,1,0) = — (¢*A° +eVi1) (¢*A% + 38%(wh, + wiy + wiy))
+ 65V1$152(w11w01 +wiowr — worwig) + O(A?) + O(eX?) + O(\%)
=— (N + Vi) (¢*A* + 30 (wor + wig — wi1)?)
+ O(\26%) + O(N?) +O(eN) + O(N9) |
= (PNt V) (q4)\2 + 0% [Wo + Wio — Wiy |2)
+ O(\?6%) + O(N?) 4+ O(eA?) + O(\%)
(8.50) = —7(e,6%,0) + o((A\2 +e)(\*+6%)),
for (A,0) in the region . This completes the proof of Proposition

8.4. If eVq; < 0, the zigzag slice does not satisfy the no-fold condition.
Recall that to satisfy the case eV; 1 < 0 we assume, without loss of generality, that
e > 0and V11 < 0. Theorem @ follows from:

Proposition 8.15. Assume
(8.51) 0<|e|] <&, and 0<6 <, 2

There exists 8y > 0 and \. > 0 satisfying € < A\e < Op/e such that for all €
sufficiently small,

det M(e,0, e, 1 =0) =0.
Thus, ES is an interior point of the Liu (X)— spectrum of H(=9),

It follows that for eV7; < 0, the operator H (£:9) does not have a spectral gap about
E = E along the zigzag slice. Referring to the middle panel of Figure [7} we see
that, for 6 # 0 and small, a local in A gap opens, for A small, about the energy
E = EZ. But since the no-fold property is not satisfied (by Proposition , this
is not a true (global in A € [—1/2,1/2]) spectral gap.

Proof of Proposition[8.15 Let C, denote the constant in Proposition Note
that C, was chosen to be sufficiently large in the proof of Proposition and can
be arranged to be taken so that C, > 6y, where 6 is defined by 63 = 2|V; 1]/q¢>.
Also, choose a constant (o such that (2 = |V 1|/2¢. Note (o < 0p; below we shall
see why we make these choices. For (), d) in the region we have:
(8.52)

—det M(,8,1,0) = m(g,6%,A) +0((A\* +e)(\* +6%)) = (e, 0%, \) + 0 (e%),
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where
(6,02, )) = (¢*A2 +Vh.y) <q4/\2 462 [Woi + Wio— W1,1|2) .

We now show that there exists A*° € ((ov/z,00+/2) such that (g, d%,A5%) = 0.
Note first that Vi ; < 0, 2 < € and the choice of (, implies, upon evaluation of
7(e,62,)) at A = (p\/E, that:

m(e,6% Cove) = (* e +eVi) (Q4Cg€ + 02 |Woa + Wi — W1,1|2) <0

and by (8.52) —det M(e,d,(0+/€,0) < 0. On the other hand, the choice of 6
implies, upon evaluation at A = y+/z that:

(e, 0%,007/2) = (q26% + Vi) (q49§s + 62 [Woa + Wi — W1,1|2) >0

and hence, by —det M (e, d,00+/2,0) > 0. Now det M (e, 62, \,0) is, for all 0 <
£ < £1, a continuous function of A. Hence, there exists A*° € ({y/€, fp/€) such that
det M(g,0, %%, u = 0) = 0. Hence, E59(\*%) = E% € Li”:%/g — spec(H (%),
This completes the proof of Proposition [8.15) O

APPENDIX A. EVALUATION OF €V} ; FOR TWO EXAMPLES

Recall the bases {v1,va} of Ay = Zv1 ®Zvs and {ki,ko} of A} = Zky ®Zko, in-
troduced in Section [2:3] More generally, introduce a lattice spacing parameter, a >
0, and define the scaled lattices: A;La) and (Aga))* with bases: v§ = a(§7 DT, vg =
a(E, —HT and k¢ = 4(4, @)ﬁ kg =1(1, —§)T, where ¢ = 47% and kl(a)-v](-a) =

218;;. Now introduce the base points: A(® = (0,0) and B(®) = a(%,O) and
the honeycomb structure with general lattice spacing parameter, a > 0: H(®) =
(Al 4 Agla)) U (B@® 4+ Aﬁla)). To be consistent with previous notation, we write:
AW = A= (0,0, BO=B=(%,0), A" = A, (A{Y)" = (An)*, HO = H.

Let go(x) denote a smooth, real-valued, radially symmetric (go(x) = go(|x|)) and
rapidly decaying function on R2. Below we shall use the 2D Poisson Summation
formula:

> fectnd) = 2 S fmkyim

nez?

We next present two examples: sums of translates of gg over the scaled triangular
lattice, Agla), and honeycomb structure, H(*). In both cases, Vl(ﬁ) is expressible in
terms of gg (%é) Therefore, if go(§) changes sign, then the sign of Vl(j) can be

changed by varying the lattice constant, a.

Al. Example 1: Evaluation of ¢V;; for V equal to a sum of translates

over the scaled triangular lattice, Aga). Define V(x;a) = >° @ go (X + V).
h

The potential V(x;a) is a honeycomb potential; it is Agla)— periodic, inversion
symmetric and R— invariant with respect to the origin of coordinates x¢ = 0.

a 2~ 2 x
Claim 1. Vi = (0 o (k) = G0 o ((5:3)
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Proof of Claim 1. The Poisson summation gives

L @n)2 ~ (- P(a)),i(mE®)x
=5 s

Recall also that mk(®) = mlkga) —&-mgkéa) = %(m1k1 +mgks). Claim 1 now follows
from:

(2’71')2 ~ (mlkl + m2k2> k(@) .x k(@) .x
1% X;a) = —— - - @ = m — V zm
cO=Tar 2 0 S

A.2. Evaluation of ¢V;; for V equal to a sum of translates over the
scaled honeycomb structure H(®). As earlier, take A(®) = (0,0)” and B(®) =
a(-1,0)T. The point at the center of hexagon, immediately northeast of A ig

\/37

70(®) = %(7, ). Define

Via)= > g0 (x =A@ 4+ 70@4v) + 3 gy (x=B@ 470 4 v).
veAl® veAl®

V(x;a) is a honeycomb potential; it is A, — periodic, inversion symmetric and R—
invariant with respect to the origin coordinates, xq = 0, located at the center of a
hexagon.

2 -~ ™
Claim 2. V|{ = -8 x G (%%) ,

Proof of Claim 2. Poisson summation yields

V(x;a) = (;2'2 Z [gAO ( —A@ 4 To<“>) (mk@)+ g5 ( _B@ 4 To<a>) (mlzw))]ez‘(ml?‘“))‘x_

Now, go (- — A(“) +70() (€) = exp (i€ - 70'*)) go(€) and go (- — B +70(¥)) (¢) =
exp (i€ - (— B(@) 4 ryle ))) go(§), and therefore

2 - 1(a a - 1(a a a -~ — - 1(a
V(x;a) = ((;Th) Z [e”“k( Frol® y gimk(®) (=B ol ))} Jo(mKk(®) gimk®)x

meZ2

Noting that mk(® - 70(2) = mk - 79 and mk(® - (=B(® 4 74() = mk - (=B + 7o)

(independent of the lattice constant, a), we have

27

=5 (
- 2

mk(@ - (=B + 750 = (miky + maoks) - (=B + 70) = —§(2m1 — o).

mk(@ . 75(@ = (m1ky + maks) - 7o = 2m; —ms2), and

Recall again that mk(® = mlk( o4 mo k( o) — (m1k1 + moks). Hence,

2m)* _ /mik o\ e
V(x;a) = (K;Th)' > [ez 3 Wrmz)} & <W> mE® x

gi (2m1—m2) + e

meZ2
~ k k - 1e(a
|Q | Z 2005( (2my — m2)> 9o <m1 1Zm2 2) eimk(®)x
h
meZ?
— Z V(a) ezmﬁ(a)~x
m

meZ?

Theretore, VI = B 2con (%) x g () = ~ 220 g (421).
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