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DIRAC OPERATORS
WITH LORENTZ SCALAR SHELL INTERACTIONS

MARKUS HOLZMANN, THOMAS OURMIERES—BONAFOS, AND KONSTANTIN PANKRASHKIN

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with the massive three-dimensional Dirac operator coupled
with a Lorentz scalar shell interaction supported on a compact smooth surface. The
rigorous definition of the operator involves suitable transmission conditions along the
surface. After showing the self-adjointness of the resulting operator we switch to the
investigation of its spectral properties, in particular, to the existence and non-existence
of eigenvalues. In the case of an attractive coupling, we study the eigenvalue asymptotics
as the mass becomes large and show that the behavior of the individual eigenvalues and
their total number are governed by an effective Schrodinger operator on the boundary
with an external Yang-Mills potential and a curvature-induced potential.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivations and main results. The Dirac operator was introduced to give a
quantum mechanical framework that takes relativistic properties of particles of spin %
into account. This operator can be seen as a relativistic counterpart of the Schrodinger
operator and, as for this latter, the behavior of physical systems can be deduced from a
thorough spectral analysis [26].

In the present paper we focus on a class of Dirac operators with potentials supported
on zero measure sets (the so-called d-potentials). Such interactions are often used in
mathematical physics as idealizations for regular potentials located in a neighborhood of
this zero set. While such operators are well understood in the one-dimensional case, see
e.g. [T, 10, 15 23] as well as for the closely related radial mutidimensional case [I1], the
systematic study in higher dimension appeared to be much more involved and attracted a
lot of attention recently. It seems that the first results on Dirac operators with interactions
supported on general smooth surfaces (shells) were obtained in [3, [ [5], where the self-
adjointness and the discrete spectrum were discussed. The analysis was based mostly on
the usage of potential operators involving the fundamental solution of the unperturbed
Dirac equation. In [7, 8 2], the study was pushed further in order to understand the
Sobolev regularity of functions in the domain, the d-shell potential being then encoded
by a transmission condition at the shell. Furthermore, as for Schrodinger operators with
d-potentials [6], the shell interactions in the Dirac setting can be understood as suitable
limits of regular potentials localized near the surface, as it was shown recently in [18] [19].
One of the main motivations for the present paper is the recent work [2], where the
closely related MIT bag model dealing with Dirac operators in bounded domains and
special boundary conditions were studied. In fact, it is shown in [2] that for large negative
masses the asymptotics of the MIT bag eigenvalues is determined by an effective operator
acting on the boundary, and it is one of our objectives to study the related problem for
scalar shell interactions.

We are going to study the specific case of the three-dimensional Dirac operator coupled
with a Lorentz scalar shell interaction of strength 7 € R supported on a smooth compact
surface Y. The operator acts in L?*(R?,C*) and writes formally as

Amﬂ_ = —i(alﬁl + a282 + a383) -+ mﬁ -+ Tﬁ(SE, (11)

where ay, s, as, 3 are the standard C*** Dirac matrices written down explicitly in (.4)),
m € R is the mass of the particle and dy, is the Dirac distribution on Y. The expression
(1) is formal due to the presence of the singular term dy., the rigorous definition of A,, ,
is given below in (2.2)) using suitable transmission conditions at ¥. We remark that the
special value 7 = 0 corresponds to the free Dirac operator, whose properties are well
known (see Section .2)). Furthermore, the values 7 = £2 play a special role as they
correspond to “hard walls” at ¥, i.e. A,, 45 is decoupled and represent the direct sum of
two operators acting inside and outside of J; this corresponds to the so-called MIT bag
model already considered in [2], see Remark 2.1 below.

In what follows we exclude the above special values of 7. Our main results can be
roughly summed up as follows.
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(A) The operator A,,, defined as in ([2.2) below is self-adjoint, its spectrum is sym-
metric with respect to 0, and its essential spectrum is (—oo, —|m|] U [|m|, +00).
(B) The operator A, is unitarily equivalent to Amé and to A_,, ;.
In view of the preceding symmetry, without loss of generality for the subsequent points

we assume that m > 0.

(C) If 7 > 0, the discrete spectrum of A,, . is empty.
(D) For any m > 0 there exists 7, > 0 such that the discrete spectrum of A, is
4
empty for |7| < 7, and for || > —.

Finally, being motivated by the analysis of [2] we provide an asymptotic study of the
discrete spectrum for the case when

7 <0 with 7 # =2 is fixed , m — 400 (1.2)

and obtain the following results:
(E) The total number of discrete eigenvalues of A,, ; counted with multiplicities obeys
a Weyl-type law and behaves as
16 72 9
;mlﬂm + O(mlogm),
with || being the surface area of 3.
(F) Denote the eigenvalues of A,, . by &u;(m) with p;(m) > 0 enumerated in the
non-decreasing order, then for each fixed j € N there holds

2_4 244 E(Y 1
_ ‘T | T + _7( 7’)+O(Ogm>’ (13)

pi(m) = T2+4m |72 — 4] 2m m?2
where E;(Y,) is the j-th eigenvalue of the m-independent Schrédinger operator
T, with an external Yang-Mills potential in L?*(%, C?),

* 2 _ 2 4
= (d“ﬂiﬁ) (d“rfw“) B (%ﬁb M ﬁl{’
where K and M are respectively the Gauss and mean curvature and the 1-form
w is given by the local expression w := o - (v X O1v)ds; + o - (v X Oav)dse with
v being the outer unit normal on . (The precise definition of T, is given in

Subsection A1)

We remark that by setting formally 7 = 2 in (L3]) one recovers the eigenvalue asymp-
totics for the MIT bag model as obtained in [2, Thm. 1.13] with the effective operator
written in an alternative way.

Let us describe the structure of the paper. In the following Section [[.21 we introduce first
a couple of conventions used throughout the text. Section [2lis devoted to the definition
of the operator and to the proof of the assertions (A) and (B), see Theorem The
proofs are mostly based on the use of singular integral operators previously studied in
[21] and some resolvent machineries already used in a similar (but different) context in
[7,[8]. In Section B we deal with a more detailed study of the discrete spectrum. The key
idea of the analysis is to obtain the sesquilinear form for the square of A,, ;. The squared
operator clearly acts as the (shifted) Laplacian away from 3, and the main difficulty
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is to understand how the transmission condition translates to A2, _, which is settled in
Proposition Bl The approach is reminiscent of [I7, p. 379] and [2] for other types of
Dirac operators. It turns out that the quadratic form for A?W is given by the same
expression as the one for the so-called §’-potential, see e.g. [0, Prop. 3.15], but defined
on a smaller domain. Hence, our construction delivers a new type of generalized surface
interactions [I3]. Nevertheless, an additional geometry-induced constraint along 3 leads
to a much more involved analysis and a completely different behavior when compared
to the d’-interaction studied, e.g., in [I12]. In particular, Propositions B.4] and cover
the above points (C) and (D). Section Ml is then devoted to the study of the asymptotic
regime (L2), and the points (E) and (F) follow from Corollaries and [4.4] which are
both consequences of a central estimate given in Theorem [l In fact, the asymptotic
analysis does not use the above operator Y, but another unitary equivalent operator
introduced in Section which is easier to deal with and which implies an equivalent
reformulation given in Proposition 7l The upper and lower bounds for the eigenvalues
are then obtained separately in Subsections [£.4] and respectively, by comparing the
operator A,, » first with operators in thin neighborhoods of ¥ and then, using a change of
variable, with operators with separated variables in ¥ x I with I being a one-dimensional
interval, whose one-dimensional part is analyzed directly similar to, e.g., [14, 22]. Contrary
to the approach of [2] our study does not use semi-classical type estimates, which allows
a self-contained proof.

1.2. Notations. For a Hilbert space H, one denotes by (-, -)g¢ the scalar product on H
and by || - ||s the associated norm. As there is no risk of confusion and for the sake of
readability, we simply set || - ||[ce+ = || and || - ||gsecs = | - |-

By B(H) we denote the Banach space of bounded linear operators in H. If T" is a self-
adjoint operator in H, then we denote by D(7T') its domain, by ker(7") and ran(7") its kernel
and range respectively, and E,(7T") will stand for the n-th eigenvalue of 7" when enumerated
in the non-decreasing order and counted according to multiplicities. The spectrum of T’
is denoted by spec(T'), the essential spectrum by spec.(7) and the resolvent set by
res(T"). If the operator T' in H is generated by a closed lower semibounded sesquilinear
form ¢ defined on the domain D(t), then the following variational characterization of the
eigenvalues holds (min-max principle): for n € N set

en(T) ;= inf sup M,

ven®) uey flulll

dim V=n u#£0
then E,(T) = ¢,(T) if €,(T) < inf spec(T), otherwise one has ¢,,(T") = inf spec.(7T)
for all m > n. We sometimes write E,(t) := E,(T) and ¢,(t) := ,(T"). Furthermore,
for £ € R we denote by N(7, F) the number of eigenvalues of 7" in (—oo, F) and set
N(t, E) :=N(T, E).

For two closed and semibounded from below sesquilinear forms ¢; and ¢, their direct

sum t; @ ty is the sesquilinear form defined on D(t; @ to) := D(t1) X D(t2) by

(t1 @ to) ((wr, u2), (wr,us)) = t1(ug, wr) + ta(ug, us), (ur,u2) € D(t1) X D(ta).
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If 77 and T3 are the operators associated with ¢; and %5, then the operator associated
with t; @ty is T) ® Ty, and N(t, E) = N(t1, E) + N(t, E). The form inequality t; > o
means that D(t;) C D(te) and t1(u) > to(u) for all u € D(¢;). By the min-max principle
the form inequality implies the respective inequality for the Rayleigh quotients, €,(¢;) >
en(tz) for any n € N, and the reverse inequality for the eigenvalue counting functions,
N(ty, E) < N(to, E) for all E € R.

Let aq, as, as, [/ and 5 be the 4 x 4 Dirac matrices

0 0j ]2 0 0 ]2
L= = = 14
Oé] <Oj 0)7 B (0 _]2)7 V5 (12 0)7 ( )

where I;, denotes the k x k identity matrix and o; are the 2 x 2 Pauli spin matrices,

(0 1 (0 =1 (10
01— 10 y 09 — ; 0 y O3 1— 0 —1 .

The Dirac matrices fulfill the anti-commutation relations
ajoy, + ey = 201y, g, k€ {0,1,2,3},  «ap:= 0, (1.5)
Y5y = a5, J € {1,2,3}, 8 =—Ps. (1.6)

For vectors & = (1, T2, 73) € R® we employ the notation

O T = QT + Qg + Q3x3, O -T = 01T+ 099 + 0323.

2. QUALITATIVE SPECTRAL PROPERTIES

2.1. Definition of the operator. Let 0, C R? be a bounded C* smooth domain. We
set

Yi=00,, Q_:=R*\Q_,

and denote by v the unit normal vector field on X pointing outwards of €2,. For s € X
and 7 € R we set

B(s) = —ifa-v(s), PE(s):= % + B(s). (2.1)

Note that for any s € ¥ the matrix B(s) is self-adjoint and unitary by (LH]).
For m € R and 7 € R, we denote by A, the operator in L?(R? C*) ~ L?(Q,,C*) &
L*(Q_,C*) acting as

Ay = (=i 7+ mB)uy, (—ia - V +mBJu_),

(2.2)
D(Am,ﬂ') - {U - <U‘+7u7) U4 S H1<Q:|:7C4)7 ?;UJr + ?i_u* =0 on E}
For 7 € R\ {—2,2} we set
4+ 72 4T
£ ._ _(pF\-lpt _
R= = —(PF) P2 4_72[4i4_7_23. (2.3)

Then one has the commutation relations

REB = BRS, Rivs = RE. (2.4)
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For 7 ¢ {—2,0,2}, the transmission condition for u € D(A,,,) can equivalently be
rewritten as

2
u, =R'u_ or wu_ =R u, or u,tu = ;B(qu —u_). (2.5)

Remark 2.1. For || = 2 the transmission condition in (22) decomposes as

uy = Buy, u_ = —Bu_ for 7 = 2,

uy = —Buy, u_ = Bu_ for 7 = =2,

ie. A, 1o is the orthogonal sum of Dirac operators in {1y with MIT bag boundary
conditions as studied, e.g., in [2 2I]. Using the language of [2], for 7 = 2 and m > 0
one recovers the MIT bag operator with the positive mass m in €2, and the one with a
negative mass (—m) in Q_ (and vice versa for 7 = —2).

As mentioned in the introduction it was shown in [I8 [I9] that, under some technical
assumptions, the operators A,, , can be approximated by Dirac operators with regular
potentials. As A, approximates A,, 1o for 7 tending to £2, this could provide a new
interpretation and regularization of MIT bag operators with negative masses, namely as
the restriction of the limit of Dirac operators with suitable squeezed potentials and positive
mass. The missing point in this program is the fact that the technical restrictions of [18]
do not allow to study the values of 7 close to £2.

Remark 2.2. The transmission condition in ([Z2)) corresponds to the operator acting as
formally written in (L), cf. [4, Section 5]. Indeed, for u = (uy,u_) € H'(Q,,C?) x
H'(Q2_,C*) let us define the distribution dzu by its action

1
(bsu, @) = 3 //Z(uJr +u_)pdY, @€ CP(R? CH.

with d¥ being the surface measure. When computing A, ;u in the distributional sense
using the above definition of dxu and the expression given in (LII), one sees that the
transmission condition in (2.2)) ensures that A,, ,u belongs to L*(R3, C*).

Let us list some basic properties of the operator A,, .

Theorem 2.3. The operator A,, . defined in ([22)) is self-adjoint, and the following as-
sertions hold true:

(a) the essential spectrum of Ay, ; is (— oo, —|m|] U [|m], +00),
(b
(c
(d
(e

The results will be deduced from [7), 8] by applying the abstract machinery developed

the spectrum of A, . is symmetric with respect to 0,
each eigenvalue of A, . has an even multiplicity,
Jor T #0, the operator Ay, is unitarily equivalent to A,, 1,

~— — — ~—

the operator A_,, _. is unitarily equivalent to Ay, ;.

there for suitable boundary conditions. To keep the paper self-contained we give a com-
plete proof in the rest of this section. We first introduce some related integral operators in
Section 2.2 and with their help we prove the self-adjointness of A, ; in Proposition 2.8
The points (a)—(e) are justified in Section 241
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2.2. Auxiliary integral operators. First, we define the free Dirac operator and discuss
some of its properties which will be needed for our further considerations. Recall the
definition of the Dirac matrices «; and § from (L4]). Then, the free Dirac operator A,,
is given by

3
Amou = =1 a;0u+mpBu = —i(a - V)u+mpu, D(Ano) = H' (R, C*). (2.6)
j=1
With the help of the Fourier transform one easily sees that A,, o is self-adjoint and that
spec(Am.0) = SPeCess(Amo) = (—00, —|m|] U [|m], 00). (2.7)

For A € res(A,,0) = C\ ((—o0, —|m|] U [|m|, 00)) the resolvent of A, is given by

(Ao =N ute) = [[[ 6@ = mputpa,

ivVAZ—m?|z|
Gy (z) = )\I4+mﬁ+<1—1\/)\2 m2|x\) ila-a)y e :
[ Al
cf. [26, Section 1.E] or [3| Lemma 2.1]. In this formula we use the convention

SV A2 —m?2 > 0. The resolvent of A, and the particular form of its integral kernel will
be important later for the basic spectral analysis of the Dirac operator with a Lorentz
scalar d-shell interaction.

Now we are going to discuss some integral operators which are related to the Green’s
function Gy. For A € res(A,, o) we define @, : L*(X,C*) — L?(R3,C*) acting as

GNCIE // Gi(z —y)e(y)dS(y), ¢ e L*(%,CY), = € R?, (2.8)
and €, : H2(%,CY) — Hz(%,CY),
Crole) = tim [ (- Pp)dS(y), g€ HHE,CY, ves,  (29)
N0 J S5\ B(z,¢)

where d¥ is the surface measure on ¥ and B(z,¢) is the ball of radius € centered at z.
Both operators ®, and €, are well-defined and bounded, see [7, Proposition 3.4] and [8]
Proposition 4.2 (ii)] or [21, Sections 2.1 and 2.2], and ®, is injective by [7, Proposition 3.4
and Definition 2.3]. We also note the useful property

Oyp € H(Q,,CH @ H(Q_,CY for e H2(S,CY: (2.10)
cf. [8, Proposition 4.2 (i)]. Moreover, if A € res(A,, o), then a function uy € H'(Q,,C*) @
H(Q_, C*) satisfies

(—ia-V+mp — Nuy =0in Q4
iff there exists ¢ € Hz (3, C4) such that
Uy = By p; (2.11)
cf. [8, Proposition 4.2]. The adjoint ®} : L*(R?, C*) — L?(X,C*) of @), acts as
Oiu = ((Amo — M) v (2.12)



and it has the more explicit representation

Btu(z) = ///R Gz — y)uy)dy, ue LX(R3,CY), z €5,

Let ¢ € H2(3,CY) and A € res(A,,0). Then, the trace on X of
Drp = ((Pap)+, (Pap)-) € H'(Q4,CH @ H' (O, CY)

is (Prp)s) |y, = €A¢$%(a-y)¢, see [, Lemma 2.2] for A € (—|m|,|m|); the case A € C\R

can be shown in the same way. In particular, we have

1
5 ((Bap)4 + (Pap)-) = Crp on X, (2.13)
ia-v((Prp)r — (Prp)-) = p on X. (2.14)
The operator €3 — iLl can be extended to a bounded operator
~ 1
&~ L H™%(3,CY = Hi(S,CY, (2.15)

see [8, Proposition 4.4 (iii)] and also [21], Proposition 2.8]. In particular, the operator
(€3 — 114) is compact in Hz(3,Ch).

We end this section with a variant of the Birman-Schwinger principle for the opera-
tor A,,.. It is a special variant of the general result stated in [7, Theorem 2.4] or [4]
Proposition 3.1]; to keep the presentation self-contained, we add a short and simple proof
here.

Lemma 2.4. Let A, . be defined as in [Z2) and let 7 € R. Then X € res(A,, o) is an
etgenvalue of Ay, ; if and only if —1 is an eigenvalue of T5C,.

Proof. Assume that A € res(A,, ) is an eigenvalue of A,, ; with eigenfunction uy. Then,
by (ZII) there exists a 0 # ¢ € Hz (X, C) such that uy, = ®yp. Since uy € D(A,7) it
holds P uy 4 +PFuy = 0. Using the definitions of the matrices PE from (2] and ([2I3)
and (2.14)) this yields
0="P (Prp)+ + PH(Prp)-
, T

= iBa - v((2r0)s = (2r9)-) + 5 ((Prp)+ + (2r9)-)

= /B<[4 =+ 7'/86)\>Q0,
i.e. —1 is an eigenvalue of 75C,.

Conversely, if —1 is an eigenvalue of 74C, with non-trivial eigenfunction ¢, then
uy = Py # 0 satisfies uy € H'(Q,,C) @ H'(Q_,C*) by 2I0). Moreover, employ-
ing again (ZI3)) and (ZI4]) we obtain

Prurs + Plus - =P (Prp)s + PL(Prp)-
=ifa - v((Pap)s — (Prp)-) +
= By +71B8Cy)p =0,
as ¢ € ker(Iy + 74C,). This shows uy € D(A,,,). Eventually, equation (ZII]) implies
(Amﬂ— — )\)U)\ = (Amﬂ_ — )\)(I))\(p =0

T

5 ((®rp)+ + (Pap)-)
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and hence A is an eigenvalue of A,), ;. ]

Using Lemma 4] and a result from [4] we deduce finally, that A, , has no eigenvalues
in (—|m|,|m|), if the interaction strength 7 is small.

Corollary 2.5. There exists 7,,, > 0 such that A, has no eigenvalues in (—|m|, |m|) for
all |T] < T

Proof. First, by 4, Lemma 3.2] there exists a constant C'(m) := C' > 0 independent of A
such that

1
ICxellzmen < Cllellrasey Yo € HE(S,CH, A € (=|ml, [m]).

Hence, if 7 < 7, := é, then —1 can not be an eigenvalue of 74C,. From Lemma 2.4] we
conclude that A,, ; can not have eigenvalues in (—|m|, |m|) for 7 < 7,,,. O

2.3. Proof of self-adjointness. First, we prove that A,, ; is symmetric:
Lemma 2.6. Let m, 7 € R, then the operator A, . given by [2Z2)) is symmetric.

Proof. Let u € D(A,,-). Employing an integration by parts we have

(Aprt, u) p2s 0ty — (Uy A 70) L2300y = (=10 Vg, ug ) 2(s o) — (=l vu—, u_) r2(s o1y
1, 1 ,
= 5(‘204 v(ug —us) uy us) s es) — §<U+ u, =t v(uy —us))r2s ).

Using the transmission condition (2.1]), the anti-commutation relation (LH) and 5% = I,
the last term can be rewritten

1, . 1 :

5(‘204 V(ug —us ), uy +us)rascs) — §<U+ -, —ia v(uy —uo))rzsce)

T T
= —(Bluy +u),uy +u)remeny — {ugp +u, Bug +u))rzzcr =0,

4 4
which shows that (A, ;u, u)2@s csy € R. Since u € D(A, ) was arbitrary, the claim of
this lemma follows. O

The following technical result will play a crucial role in the proof of the self-adjointness
of A, +:

Lemma 2.7. Let 7 € R and let for X € C\ R the operator Cy be defined by [29). Then
the operator Iy + 76Cy admits a bounded and everywhere defined inverse in H> (%,CY).

Proof. First, we note that I, + 78C, is injective, as otherwise the symmetric operator
A, » would have the non-real eigenvalue A by Lemma 2.4l To show that I, + 7€, is also
surjective note

ran (I, + 78Cy) D ran [(Iy + 78€)) (Is — 7C))]
=ran [([4 + Tﬁex) ([4 +CA\TB —7(C\B + ﬁ(f)\))]
= ran [.74 + 72 BC8 — T2 BCA(BC) + e/\ﬁ)}-
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Using the anti-commutation relations (LH) we obtain that €y + €, is an integral oper-
ator with kernel
ei\/)\Qme\:vfy\
K = (A I) ———
(ZL','!/) ( B+m4) 27T|ZL'—'y| ;
i.,e. BCy\ + C,\[ is a constant matrix times the single layer boundary integral operator for
—A +m?2 — X2 which is compact in Hz(%,C%): cf., e.g., [20, Theorem 6.11]. Moreover,
by ([2I5) also €3 — 114 is compact in Hz(3,CY). Since €, is bounded in Hz (3, CY) we
deduce that

fK)\ = 7'25 (Gi — 314) ﬁ — 7256)\(56)\ + Gkﬁ)

is compact in H:> (2, C*). Note that both operators I, +73€y and I, — 73C, are injective,
as otherwise one of the symmetric operators A,, +. would have the non-real eigenvalue \
by Lemma 2.4l Hence, we get finally by Fredholm’s alternative that

2

ran [[4 +728C38 — T2BCA(BC, + Gxﬁ)} = ran {(1 + TZ) Iy + IKA} =H

=

(%,CY.
Therefore, we deduce eventually

ran (I, + 76€y) D ran [, + 728€28 — T2BC\(BC) + C\F)] = H2(3,CY)

and thus, Iy + 78C, is surjective. This shows that the closed operator I + 78C, is
bijective and hence, it admits a bounded and everywhere defined inverse by the closed
graph theorem. U

Now, we are prepared to prove the self-adjointness of A,,  which is the central point
of Theorem

Proposition 2.8. Let m,7 € R and let A, . be defined by (22)). Then, A, . is self-
adjoint and for any A € C\ R one has the resolvent formula

(Amyr =N = (Ao = N7 = Oa(Ls + TEGA)ATB(P;

Proof. Since A,,, is symmetric by Lemma it suffices to show that ran(A4,,, — \) =
L*(R3,C*) for A\ € C\R. Let A € C\ R and v € L*(R3 C*) be fixed. We define

U= (Amo —A) o — O\ (I + Tﬁex)_lTﬁq)}U. (2.16)

Note that u is well-defined, as ®Jv = (Ao — )\)_12})’2 € H2(%,CY), see 1), and
I,+78C,y is bijective in H2 (X, C*) by Lemma 27l We are going to prove that u € D(A,, ;)
and (A, — AN)u = v. Then, this implies the claim on the range of A,,, — A and the
resolvent formula.

Due to the mapping properties of @ and €, we have

(I + 76€)) 7850 € H2 (3, CY).
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Therefore, we have by ([ZI0) that v € H'(2,,C*) ® H'(Q_,C*). Moreover, using (213,
1), @I2) and D(Amo) = ran(A,,o — ) = H(R?, C*) we deduce
Pouy +Pru_ = g(u+ +u_)+ifa-v(uy —u_)
= 7((Amo — N)W0) |y, — 7€ (Is +78C)) T 78PLw — B(Ly + 7€) T TP w

= 0% v — B(Iy + 7€) (I + 76C))  ThdEv = 0,
ie. u € D(A, ). Using (211) we have (A,,,—A)u = v. Hence, the theorem is shown. [

2.4. Basic properties. In this section we are going to prove the points (a)—(e) of Theo-
rem 231 To prove (a) take any A € C\ R. First, we note that by Lemma 2.7 the inverse
(I + 7/8C,) ! is a bounded operator in H2 (%, C*). Moreover, since ran ¢L = Hz(3,CY),
see (ZI2), and since % : L*(R? C*) — L*(%, C%) is bounded, it follows from the closed
graph theorem that the product

(I + 76€)) " 78%% : LA(R?,CY) — H(%,CY)

is bounded. As the embedding ¢ : H2 (%, C%) — L2(X,C*) is compact and @, is bounded,
we deduce with the help of Theorem that

(Apr = A7 = (A = A)h = =0y (I + 7€) ™ 750%
is compact in L?(R3, C*). Hence, we find
Specess(AmJ) - Specess(Am,O) - (_007 _|m|] U [|m|7 OO)

This is statement (a) of Theorem 23

Next, we define the charge conjugation operator € and the time reversal operator T by
Cu = ifasu and Tu := —iysa0u. Then a simple computation shows that €2 = —J2 = Id.
Furthermore, € and T leave D(A,, ;) invariant and

A C=—CA,+ and Ap T =TA, -

Assume that A\ € spec(A,,,). Then there exists a sequence (u;) € D(A,,,) with
|lu;|l =1 and (A, — A)u; — 0 when j — +o00. Then for v; := Cu; one has ||v;|| = 1 and
(Apr + AN)v; = —C(Apr — MNu; — 0, i.e. —\ € spec(A,,-). This proves the point (b).

Furthermore, if u € ker(4,,, — A), then also Tu € ker(A,,, — \). Moreover T?u = —u
and a simple calculation using the definition of T shows (u, Tu) r2ms c1y = —(u, Tu) 2(s o4y
and hence (u, TJu) r2(rs c1y = 0. This proves (c).

In order to prove (d), we note first that the claim is trivial for 7 = 2. For 7 # £2
consider the unitary transform

v { L*(Q,,CHo L*(Q_,CYH — L*(Q,CHe L (Q_,CY)
' (u-l—a u—) = (u-l-a —U_).
Let 7 # 0. For u € D(A,,-) we have (Vu) € D(A,, 1) because R} = —RY. Hence, we

have A,, ; = V_lAm74V which yields that A,, ; and Am,g are unitarily equi;falent.
Finally, the point (e) follows from the pointwise equality V5 A, = A—pm.—+75-
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3. VARIATIONAL APPROACH

3.1. Quadratic form for the square of the operator. In order to proceed with a

more detailed study, let us introduce some geometric quantities. Throughout this section

assume that ¥ be the boundary of a bounded C* smooth domain. Recall that at each

point s € ¥ the Weingarten map S : TyX — T, is defined by S := di(s). Its eigenvalues
k1 and kg are called the principal curvatures, and we denote by

K1+ Ko

5

the mean curvature and the Gauss curvature of 3, respectively.

M =

K = K1kq, (3.1)

The following result will be of crucial importance for the subsequent analysis:

Proposition 3.1. Let m € R and 7 € R\ {0,—2,2}, then for any u € D(A,,,) there
holds

||Am,Tu||%2(R37C4) = /// }Vu’de +m? /// lu|? do
R3\X2 R3
2m 2 2 2
+— luy —u_|°dX + Mlu, |*dY — Mlu_|*d¥ (3.2)
T by by by

with dX being the surface measure on .

The proof of Proposition 3.1 will use a couple of preliminary computations. First recall
the elementary equality

(a-v) - (a-V)—v- -V =iya- (v x V). (3.3)
Other important identities are summarized in the following lemma. Recall that for two

operators A and B one denotes by [A, B] := AB — BA their commutator.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q C R? be an open set with compact C* smooth boundary, let v be the
outward pointing normal vector field on the boundary, let M be the mean curvature on

0Q, and let B be defined by ZI). Then for u € H*(Q,C*) the following identities hold:

(- (v x V), B]u = —2iM~;Bu on 99, (3.4)
o~ VulZagen = [VulZaqusscs + (w0 (X V) oo (35)
2%(—i0& : Vu, ﬁu)Lz(Q,(m) = (—ia - vu, ﬁu)Lz(aQ,@;). (36)
In particular,
(=i - V + mﬁ)uH%Q(Q,C‘l) = ”qu%Q(Q,RC*@JC‘l) + m2HuH%Q(Q7C4)

+ <_1& s vu, m5U>L2(aQ,<C4) + <U‘7 17505 : (V X V)U>L2(8Q,(C4)' (37)

Proof. The identity ([B.4]) was obtained in [2, Lemma A.3]. By applying Green’s formula
and the equality (a - V)? = A we obtain

||cv - Vu||%2(mc4) = (- vu, o - Vu) p2o0,c1y — (u, (o - V)2u>L2(97C4)
= <u, (v v)-(a- V)U>L2(8Q,C4) — (u, Au) 20,0t

= <u, (a-v)-(a- v)u>L2(aﬂ,(C4) — (u,v - Vu)r2o0,c1) + HVUH%Q(Q,R?’@)C‘l)u
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and one arrives at ([3.5) with the help of (83). Furthermore, an integration by parts and
the anti-commutation rule (L3) show that

(—ia - Vu, Bu) 20,01 = (=i - vu, fu) 200,00y — (—iu, a - VBu) 20,01
= (o - vu, Bu) 290,04y — (Bu, —ia - Vu) p2,ct),
which implies
2R (—ia - Vu, Bu) p2a,c0) = (—ia - vu, fu) 200,04
and proves (3.6). Finally,
[(—ia- V + mﬁ)“H;(Q,@)
= lla - Vul[Z2q.coy + m*[| Bull 22,00y + 2R (=i - Vu, mBu) 2 .c4),
and using that f is unitary, ([B.3]) and (3.6 we arrive at (3.7). O

We will also use the following assertion, which is a rather standard application of the
elliptic regularity argument, but we prefer to give a proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.3. Fort ¢ {—2,2} the subspace D(A,+) := D(Anm-)NH*(R3\ X, CY) is dense
in D(Am.-) in the HY(R?*\ ¥, C*)-norm.

Proof. 1t is well-known, see, e.g., [16, Thm. 1.5.1.2 and Thm. 2.4.2.5], that there exists a
bounded linear operator E : Hz (%, C*) —s H*(Q,,C*) such that for any £ € Hz (3, C?)
one has (E¢)|y = £ and E(H%(Z)) C H?*(2y).

Let (uy,u_) € D(A,,). As H?*(Qq,C*) is dense in H'(Qx,C?) with respect to the
H'-norm, there exist vy € H?(Q4,C*) such that lim. o ||vS — U || p,cty = 0. Set
we = v° and wl = v5 + E¢f, where ¢° is given by ¢° = —(P; )1 (P;v] + Pfo°). Note
that ° € H*%(X,C*) as v5. € H?(Qx,C*) and PE, (P7)~! € C?*(3, C***). Thus, we have
wi € H*(Qy,C*) due to the above properties of F.

We claim that lim._,o [|[wg — us || g1y ¢ty = 0. By definition, it is clear that this is true

for w® so, we focus on w. We have

[ = uillmer ey < VG —urllmy e + 1B oy o
<lvs = uillmyen + Ol 3 g 0oy

with a constant C' > 0 thanks to the boundedness of E. The first term in the right-hand

side converges to zero by definition. This is also true for the second term because using

the transmission condition P-u, + Pru_ =0 we get

(P17 (Pr (05— )+ PEOE —u))

HSOEHH%(E7CAL) = H ”H%(E,C4)
< K(|lv = willmepen + v —ullm@es),
with a constant K > 0. Thus, the right-hand side converges to zero by hypothesis and
we get lim. o ||wi — vt | g1y ct) = 0. N
The only thing left to prove is that (w5, w®) € D(A,, ;) which is true if the transmission
condition is verified. Indeed, we have
Prw + Prw® =P (v] + ¢°) + Pho® =Povs + Pl + Pry"

=P vl 4+ Pl —Pool — Pl =0.
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Hence, the lemma is proved. U

Proof of Proposition[31. Due to Lemma it is sufficient to prove the result for the
functions u € D(A,,,). Using [B) for Q = Q4 we obtain

: 2 : 2
||Am77u||%2(R3,C4) = H( —io-V + mﬁ)u-i—HL2(Q+7C4) + H(_la -V + mﬁ)u—HL%Qﬂczx)
= [[Vull72@s\ 2 moscty + M2l ullizgs coy + J1 + T2
with
Ji = (o - vuy, mpBuy) as cny — (=i vus, mpBu_) r2s ey,
Jy = <u+, iysa - (v X V)u+>L2(27C4 <u Jvsac (v x Vu >L2(E cy:
To simplify J; we remark first that
(=i - vug, mBus) p2(s,c4) = m<ui, i(a - V)ﬁui>L2(E,<C4) = m(u+, Bui) 2z 0y,
which yields J; = m({uy, Buy)r2scsy — (-, Bu_) 2 cay). By @) and (ZF) we get
Jr=m((uy, Buy) ey — (U, Bu) 2w es)
= m[(uy, Buy)rasen — (o, Bu)r2s o)
— (Riu_, Bu_) 2oy + (ue, BRIU) r2(ss 0y
=m [<u+, Bu+>L2(27c4) — (u,, Bu,)mmu)

— (uy, Bu,>L2(z7<c4) + (u_, Bu+>L2(E,C4)]

= m<u+ +u_, Bluy — “—)>L2(z,<c4)
2m

= (Blug —us), Bug — 1)) s )
2m

= 7||U+ —u_||z: (Z,C4)-
It remains to analyze the term J,. Making again use of the transmission condition (2.3])
and the commutation relation (2.4]) we obtain
= (Rfu_,ivsar- (v % V)u+>L2(27C4 (u_,ivsar- (v x V)R- u+>L2
= (ysu_,i(Rra- (v x V) — - (v X V)Rr)u+>L2(2,<c4)

4
=17 _TT2 <fy5u,,i[oz (v x V),B]u+>

With the help of (8.4]) we arrive at
4t 4T

(2,C4)

[2(,C4)

Jr = 4 _ 72 (Ysu—, 2M5Buy) 2z ct) = — (u—, 2MBu ) 125,04y
Finally, using the expressions of R and the transmission conditions we conclude
At 4T
Jo = 4 — 7_2 <Bu Mu+>L2(E,<C4) + 1_ 2 (u,, MBU+>L2(E,<C4)

= (Rfu_, Muy)roner) — (U, MROug) 25 00

= (uy, Muy)r2s ety — (u—, Mu_)2(s 9y,
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which completes the proof of B2) for u € D(Ap,.,). O

3.2. First estimates for the discrete spectrum. First remark that as a direct conse-
quence of Corollary and Theorem (d) we have the following assertion:

Proposition 3.4. Let m € R be fivzed. Then there exists 7, > 0 such that A, . has no
discrete spectrum for |7| < 7, and |T| > i.

The following assertion holds true due to the unique continuation principle, see Theorem
3.7 in [] and the discussion thereafter to obtain the result in our setting:

Proposition 3.5. Assume that 7 ¢ {—2,2} and that Q)_ is connected. Then A,, . has no
eigenvalues in R\ [—m,m).

Now we use Proposition [3.1] to obtain first estimates on the discrete spectrum of A,, ;.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that 7 ¢ {—2,2}, then:

(a) the discrete spectrum of A, is finite,

(b) if mr > 0, then the discrete spectrum of A,, . is empty,

(c) if mT > 0, then m are not eigenvalues of A, -,

(d) if mT > 0 and Q_ is connected, then A,, . has no eigenvalues.

Proof. (a) Tt is sufficient to show that the discrete spectrum of A := A2 _ is finite, i.e.

m,T

that A has at most finitely many eigenvalues in [0, m?). Recall that A is the self-adjoint
operator associated with the sesquilinear form

a(u,u) = HAm,TuH%?(RS,C‘l)’ u € D(Ap,z)

Let Q C R? be a large ball containing 0, and set Q¢ = R3\ Q. Using the natural
identification

LX(R?,CY) o LA (2, CY @ L(Q- N Q,CH @ L2(Q°,CY),  u = (ug,u_, ue),

consider the sesquilinear form

blu,u) = /// ‘Vu‘deijQ /// lu|? dz
R3\(SUOQ) R3
2m 2 2 2
+— lup —u_|°dEX + Mluy|?d¥E — Mlu_|*d%
T s s s

up € HY(Q,,CY, u_ € H(Q_NQ,CY, wu, € H'(QCY),
Puy +Pru_=0on X

defined for u satisfying

Then b is closed, lower semibounded, and, moreover, it is an extension of the form a. Let
B be the self-adjoint operator in L*(R?, C*) associated with b, then due to the min-max
principle one has €,(A) > ¢,(B) for all n. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that B has
at most finitely many eigenvalues in (—oo, m?).
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One easily remarks that B = By® B,, where By is the self-adjoint operator in L?*(§2, C*)
generated by the sesquilinear form

bo(u, 1) = /// ‘Vu‘Zd:chmQ/// lu|? dz
o\% 0
2m 2 2 2
+— lup —u_|°dEX + Mluy|?d¥E — Mlu_|*d%
T s s s

D(bO) = {u = (U+,U_) fuy € Hl(Q+7C4)7 u- € Hl(Q— N 97(:4)7
Pruy 4+ Pru_ =0 on B},

with

and B, is the self-adjoint operator in L*(Q¢, C*) given by the sesquilinear form

bc(uc,uc):// QC}vucfdx+m2///ﬂc\uc|2dx, D(b,) = HY(Q°,CH).

One has B, > m? and, therefore, the number of eigenvalues of B in (—oo, m?) is the same
as that of By. On the other hand, the domain of by is compactly embedded in L?(, C*)
and hence, By has compact resolvent. As By is lower semibounded, its eigenvalues form a
sequence converging to +oo and there are at most finitely many eigenvalues in (—oo, m?).

(b) It is sufficient to show that Agw has no discrete spectrum. As the essential spectrum
of A2, . is [m? 400), it is sufficient to show that A2, > m? The case 7 = 0 is obvious
and corresponds to the free Dirac operator, cf. Section 2.2] so we may assume that 7 # 0
and m7 > 0. By Proposition BIl we have for any u € D(A7, ) C D(An-)

(u, A?TL,’T,U’>L2(R37C4) = HAm,TuH%?(RS,C‘l)

2m
= ”AO,TUH%%RS,@) + m2”u”%2(]R3,(C4) + THqu - Uf”%%z,czl) 2 m2”u”%2(1@3,<c4) (3.8)

and thus, the claim is also true for 7 # 0.
(c) It is sufficient to show that ker(A?2, _ —m?) = {0}. Let u € ker(A2, . —m?), then
similar to (3.8)) one has

0= <U, (Aibﬂ_ — m2)u>L2(R3,C4)

2m 2m

= [ Ao ull 2o ooy + —luy —u_||2mcn > 7||U+ —u_||Z2pm ety =0

-
implying v, = u_ on . Together with the condition P u, + PFu_ = 0 this implies that
uy = u_ = 0 on X. Using again Proposition Bl we arrive at

0= (. (4 — Py = [ [ FusPas s [[[ 190
Q. _

and deduce that uy are constant on each connected component of .. As uyx = 0 on
> = 0€)4, the functions u. vanish identically.
(d) Follows from the points (b) and (c¢) and Proposition B O
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4. DISCRETE SPECTRUM IN THE LARGE MASS LIMIT

4.1. Effective operator on the shell. By Theorem Ay, - can only have discrete
spectrum when 7 and m have opposite signs. As seen in Theorem (e), the operators
Ay, —r and A_,, - are unitarily equivalent, hence in this section we assume without loss of
generality that

7 < 0 with 7 # —2 is fixed

and we are going to study the behavior of the discrete spectrum as m — 4o00.

In order to state the main result, we need to introduce an effective operator on ¥,
which appears to be a Schrodinger operator with an external Yang-Mills potential, cf. [25],
Section 69]. Namely, consider the (matrix-valued) 1-form w on ¥ given by w = o- (v xdv),
i.e. by the local expression

w = wids; + wadsy € T*Y @ B(C?), w; =0 - (v xov). (4.1)
For a parameter (coupling constant) ¢ € R, denote
A(f) = (d +i0w)"(d + ibw)

the associated Bochner Laplacian in L?(3, C?). Recall that by definition this operator is
given by the local expression

A(6) = \/WZ (0; + 0w;) g’ \/det g(dy +10wy), D (A(F)) = H*(Z,C?),
where (g;1) is the metric tensor on ¥, (¢/%) := (g;1)~", and it is the unique self-adjoint

operator associated with the closed sesqulinear form Ay given by

Ao(u, u) = //z Zgjk<8ju + 10wju, Opu + iwpu) ,dS,  D(Ng) = HY(%, C?).
Gk

Finally, consider the Schrodinger operator with an additional (bounded) scalar potential
induced by curvatures given by

4 T2 — 4\2 7 4+ 16
foa() ()
T2 44 T2 4+4 +(72—1—4)2

which acts on L*(%, C?) as well.
We will often use the shorthand
47|

h=—71°€ (0,1). (4.2)

The aim of the present section is prove the following main result:
Theorem 4.1. Assume that 6 = 6(m) > 0 is chosen in such a way that

0 — 0 and md — +oo for m — +o0. (4.3)
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Then there exist constants b > 0, ¢ > 0 and mg > 0 such that for all m > mgy and
je{l,....N(AZ .,m?*)} one has

m,T?

2

— 2
(= +i) m? + (1= b0) Bj(Yr & Tr) — o8 +m?e ™) < Ej(A7, )

2

T4 —4\2
< 2 ) 2 —2pumé )
_<7'2+4> m”+ (1 +b0)E; (T, Y,;) 4+ c(6d +me )

Let us present first some important consequences.

Corollary 4.2. For any fized 7 € N there holds

72 — 4\?2 logm
Ej(Aiw) = <7_2 " 4) m? + E; (Y, @ Y,)+ O( - ) as m — +o0.
Proof. As the j-th eigenvalue of Y, @& Y, does not depend on m, it is sufficient to use
Theorem 1] with 6 = km~!logm and a sufficiently large k > 0. g

Corollary 4.3. Denote the eigenvalues of Ay, . by £pu;(m) with p;(m) > 0 enumerated
in the non-decreasing order according to the multiplicities, then for any fized j € N there
holds

|72 — 4] 2 +4 E;i(T,) logm
P o
i (m) 7244 m |72 — 4] 2m +

Proof. One has ju;(m)* = Ey;( Az, ) due to the degeneracy, see Theorem 23(c). Now it is

5 ) as m — +00.
m

sufficient to apply Taylor expansion to |/ Fs;(A2, ) using the asymptotics of Corollary E.2]
and to remark that Eo;(YT, & T,) = E;(T,). O

Finally, the following Weyl-type asymptotics holds:

Corollary 4.4. The total number N(A2, _,m?) of discrete eigenvalues of A,,, satisfies

m,T>
16 72

N ) = =

- S| m? + O(mlogm) as m — +oo.
Proof. Using Theorem EJ] with 6 = km~'logm and a sufficiently large k& > 0 one con-

cludes that there exist constants C' > 0 and mg > 0 such that for m > mg there holds

1672 9
N(TT b TT, Wm — Cm logm)
1672
< 2 2) < —  m? . .
<N(4;, ., m7) < N(TT e, 7t 4)2m +Cm logm) (4.4)

Due to the obvious identity N(Y, @ T,, F) = 2N(Y,, E) it is sufficient to study the be-
havior of N(T,, F) for large . As T, is an elliptic differential operator on a compact
manifold having the same principal symbol as the Laplacian, the classical Weyl asymp-
totics, see e.g. Section 16.1 in [24], gives

)

N(Y,,E)=2- |4—| E+OWE), E— +o,

77
and the substitution into (44]) gives the result. We remark that the latter result on
N(T,, E) is indeed very standard for the operators with C'* coefficients, but in our case



19

the coefficients are only supposed to be C2. For the extension of the Weyl asymptotics
to CF coefficients see e.g. Theorem 1.1 in [27]. O

Remark 4.5. One easily sees that T, commutes with the charge conjugation operator
u — 09T satisfying (u,09u)2sc2) = 0 for any w € L*(3,C?). This implies that any
eigenvalue of T, has an even multiplicity, which is in agreement with Theorem (c).
Furthermore, a short direct computation shows that the operators A(f) and A(1 — 0) are
unitarily equivalent, the associated unitary operator being u — (o - v)u. As a result, the
operator T, is unitarily equivalent to T 4, which is in agreement with Theorem (d).

4.2. Intermediate operator. In what follows, it will be more comfortable to work with
another operator which is unitarily equivalent to T, & T, but acts in a different space.
Namely, consider the following Hilbert space:

H=H, ={v=_(vp,0_):vg € L*(Z,CY: P vy +Plv_ =0},

(4.5)
(u, V)30 = (Up, V4 ) 2(m,08) + (U=, V=) L2(2,0%)
and denote by £ the self-adjoint operator associated with the sesquilinear form
G(0.0) = [ (1900 Fmocs + IVt [oc) 4. "

D(y) = {v = (vy,v_) € H, vy € H(Z,CH},
where Vv stands for the gradient of v on X.
Proposition 4.6. The operators T,®Y, and LT := L+ K — M? are unitarily equivalent.

Proof. As the matrices P=(s) are invertible for any s € 3, the map V : L*(%,C*) — &
given by

(V)als) = FPE(5)(5) = ¥ (5 £ B(s)) /(5)

2
— (=B F5) /() = (iBav(s) ¥ 2) £(5)
is bijective. Furthermore, everywhere on ¥ one has
2 2
(VP = |(B+2) [ =B+ TS = rR(BL )

= (14 ) I7P £ RB1.£).

and then
OV P)elsen = Tt s cn £ PRUBF, Pz,
VI3 = IV D)+ las e + 1V =Nz e = #HJ‘H%@,(@)-
Therefore, the operator
U:= 2 Vi LA(E,CY = K

T2 44
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is unitary. We are going to show that U*L7U = Y, @ T,. As the operators K, M, U act
pointwise, they commute and thus

UL™U =ULiU + K — M*. (4.7)

In order to obtain an expression for U*LJU let us transform the expression ¢5(U f,U f)
for f € H'(X,C*). In the local coordinates of 3 one has

IV 1)+

TSE®C4 Z gjk<aj(Uf):l:a 8k(Uf):|:>C4
i,k

2 - . . . T
= 5 3" ¢ (iBa- vd;f +iBa- O f F gajf, iBa - v f +ia- O f F S0f e
j.k

and
(iBa - vO;f +iBa - D f T %ajf, ifa - vOf +ifa- O f T %akf>c4

= <150z v0, f +ifa - Ovf,ifo - vO, f +ifo - akl/f>C4 8f Ok f)ca
T 2 (03,10 vOS +Bac- ) oo + (iBa - vy f + lﬁa S, 0 )es).

It follows that
IV Uf rsecs T Vs U)-

TSE®<C4

Zg7k< ifoa-v0; f +ifa- Ovf,iBa - viyf +1iBa - 0kyf>(c4 8f Of)c )

7'2 +4
We further use the unitarity of S and of a - v to transform
<iﬁoz -v0; fH+ifa - Ojvf,ifa - vOL f +iBa - akl/f>(c4
= (a-vdif +a-Owf,a - vof+a-hvf).
= (0;f + (- v)(a- Ou) f,00f + (- v)(a - Ow) f) = J.
Now we use the identity
(- 2)(e-y) = (x-y) s+ iysa - (x X y) (4.8)
and the equality v - 0;v = 0, which holds due to |v| =1, to find
J = (0;f + s (v X Ov) f,0uf + s (v X Op) f) ca-

Denote
A; = ya- (v x 0jv), (4.9)
then we have
HV Uf E®<C4 + HV Uf Tsz®<c4

:72+4Zgjk<<8f+1‘4fakf+1A’ff><c4 8f8kf) )
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Because of

(O;f +1A;f, Onf +iAkf) e + 6 [ 0ef)es

= T 0 + (0,1 e + (1A, akf>c4 (A LA )
2724((af8kfc4+<8f1 1 Akf>(c4+<1 A O )
- Z4< 2i4 Al 2+4A’“f><c4>
_ 724”‘(<af+1 ! TA Of +im 4Akf>(c4+%2-(%H)zﬁAjf,iAkﬁ@),
we obtain
V.U 2®<c4+HV Ul sse

= Zgjk(@ / tig A if5 Okt +iz Akf>c4 2<A e Akf>c4)

(4.10)
: Zgﬂ"“(@jfﬂT A Of i Akf>c4) = o
gk

with
W .= ZgjkAjAk.
gk
where we used A} = A;, which holds by (.9) and (L€). Using the expression for A; and
(#£R) we obtain

AjA, = ys(a- (v x Ov))vs (- (v x Oyr))

) (4.11)
= (Oé . (l/ X ajlj)) (Oz . (V X 8kV)) = ajk[4 + 17Y5Cx - bjk
with
ajp = (v x 0jv) - (v x Ogv), bj,= (v x0v) x (VX dyv).
Due to ¢/* = ¢g" and by; = —bj, we have ij ¢’*bj = 0, which shows that W is a scalar
potential,
j.k
Recall the elementary identities
axb)-(cxd =(a-c)(b-d)—(a-d)(b-c),
(axb)-(cxd)=(a-c)(b-d)—(a-d)b-c) (4.12)

(axb)x(axc)=(a-(bxc))a, a,becdeR’,

then aj, = |[v|*(Q;v - Okv) — (v - O;v)(v - Opv) = Ojv - O, as [v| = 1. In order to give a
more explicit expression for W we assume that the local coordinates are chosen in such
a way that the associated tangent vectors t; correspond to the principal directions, i.e.
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that 9;v = k;t; with x; being the principal curvatures, then g;; and ¢7* are diagonal,
;v - Opv = KjREg;K0;k, and
W = Z /@j/{kéjkgjkgjk = K7+ K2 = 4M* - 2K.
gk

Therefore, it follows from (£I0) that

CUFUf) = //Zgﬂk<af+1 TS i 1 A ) e

872 9
+ m(f, @M = K)f) o on (413)

Furthermore, using in (£.9) the expressions (4] for the Dirac matrices one has

o; 0 w; 0
(3 D) a3 ) s
J J

with w; given in ([AI). Therefore, using the natural unitary identification operator .J :
L*(%,C?) @ L*(%,C?) — L2(X,C*) one may rewrite (EI3) as
GULUS =0 @A ) T)
8t 2

T r M -

(7-2 + 4 f>L2(E,(C2)®L2(E,(C2)’

which yields

(U L3(UJ) :A(Tziél) @A(Tzi4) + (72854)2@1\42 ~K).

As K, M and J commute, the substitution into (1) completes the proof. t

As both K and M are bounded, one can set ¢ := ||K — M?||o, and remark that for all
¢>0,0>0and j € N there holds
E;((1+¢0)L] + K — M?) = E ((1 Fed) (LT + K — M?) — ed(K — M2)>
< (14 cd)E;j(T, & T, )cocd,
E;((1—c8)Lf + K — M?) = Ej(<1 — ) (LD + K — M?) + e5(K — M2)>
>(1—-cd)E;(Y, ®Y,)— cocd.
Therefore, Theorem [A.1] becomes a consequence of the following two-side asymptotic es-

timate:

Proposition 4.7. Assume that § = §(m) > 0 is chosen in order to satisfy [A3)), then there
exist constants ¢ > 0 and mg > 0 such that for any m > mg and j € {1, : N(Afm, )}
it holds

2

— 2
(5 m i) m? 4 B (1= )L+ K — M?) — (6 + mPe ™) < Bj(42, )

2

T4 —4\2
< 2 . T o 2 2 _—2umd
< <7'2+4> m +EJ<(1—|—05)LO+K M ) +c(d+m’e ). (4.15)




23

The proof of Proposition 7] occupies the rest of the paper and is split into several
parts. In Subsection we give first a two-side estimate for the eigenvalues Ej(A? )
in terms of operators in X x (—d,d) by using tubular coordinates. In Subsection 4] we
obtain the right-hand side inequality of (ZIH]), and Subsection L5 is devoted to the lower
bound.

One may use a part of the computation of Proposition to give some additional
information on the external Yang-Mills potential given by the form w and appearing in
the definition of the effective operator Y.

Proposition 4.8. Let w be given by ([@I]) and let 6 € R. Then the field strength Fy
defined by 0w is F? = 20(1 — 0) K (o - v) voly, with voly, being the volume form on .

Proof. By definition, see [25, Section 69|, the field strength F' = Fj defined by the form
fw is given by F' = Fiadsy A dsa, where Fj, = 0(0;w — Opw;) + 10?(wjwy, — wiw;). One
easily computes 0wy, = 0 - (0;v X Oyv) + 0 - (v X 0;04v), which gives Ojwy — Oowy = 20 - x
with = = 01 X Oy, and i(wjwy — wyw;) = —20 - b, in view of (AII]) and of the
block representation (A.I4]). To obtain a readable expression for b;; we use ([AI2)), then
bix = (v - (Ojv x Opv))v, and by, = (v - z)v is the orthogonal projection of = onto the
line directed by v. As the vectors J;v are orthogonal to v, the vector x is a multiple
of v, therefore, we have by = = and Fj5 = 20(1 — 0)o - x. In order to compute the
vector x we assume that the local coordinates are chosen in such a way that the triple
(t1,t2,v) is direct and recall that 0;v = St; with S being the Weingarten map, then
x = 0w X Oev = (det S)(t; X ty) = K|t; X to|v. Having in mind that the volume form is
voly, = [t; X to|ds; A dsy, we arrive at the sought representation. O

4.3. Reduction to tubular neighborhoods. The proof of Proposition 4.7 is based on
a variant of rather standard estimates in thin neighborhoods of >. We are going to start
with the following result:

Lemma 4.9. There exist 69 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for any 6 € (0,dy), any m € R and
any j € {1,...,N(A2, .,m*)} there holds

Ei(qh ) +m® < Ej(A7, ) < Ei(qh . 5) +m?,

where the sesquilinear forms qij,/;) in L? (E X (=9,9), C4) are given by

s = [[[ (0= DI Vel + (K = 22— ) fuP?) st
X (—=6,9)

+ //E (/i |Dyu) 2dt + 2Tm}u(-,0+) —u(-,07)* = ¢|ul-, 0| = elu(-, —5)!2> dx

with domain

D(an-5) = {u € H'((Bx (=5,0)\ (5 x {0}),€") : Pru(,0%) + Pru(-,07) = 0}
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and

Brsw) = [[[ (1 D Volmocs + (K = M2+ c8) uf?) st
Ux(—6,9)

S o)
with domain

D2, 5) = {u c H1<(E % (=6,8) \ ( x {0}),@4) :
Pu(-,07) + Pru(-,07) = 0, ul(-,d) = u(-, —) = o}.

Proof. The computations are quite standard, but we prefer to give full details for the sake
of completeness. Consider the map

D:Y xRS (s,t) s —tr(s) € R (4.16)

According to a classical result of differential geometry there is some d, > 0 such that
for all 0 < 6 < & the mapping ® : ¥ x (—4,8) — Q° := {a € R? : dist(z,X) < 0)} is
a diffeomorphism with dist (®(s,¢),X) = |¢|. From now we assume that § € (0,dp) and
define

P(Xx(0,8) =0, @(Tx(-40):=0", QL= NAQ,.
Denote by a the sesquilinear form defined on D(a) = D(A,,..) by

a(u, ”Amru”ﬂ R3,C4) — HUHL2 R3,C4)

/// }Vu’ d:p+—// luy —u_ |2d2+// Ml|uy|*dY — / Mlu_[*dx.
R3\S

Furthermore, using the natural identification
(R}, CY = L2, CY @ L9, CY & 2R\ O5,CY, u= (uy,u_,u,),

consider the sesquilinear form

N(u,u) = /// ‘Vufdx
Q% U U(R3\0Q?)
2
+—m// |u+—u_|2d2+// M|u+|2d2—/ Mlu_|?ds
T s b s

defined on the functions u with
uy € HY(Q),CY, w_ € H'(Q NQ,C*), wu.€ H'(R?\ Q3,CY),
Puy +Pru_=0on ¥,
and denote by b” its restriction to the functions vanishing at 9Q°, then in the sense of
forms one has b < a < b”. Furthermore, one has the representations

NP =P @ P
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where b)) is the sesquilinear form in L?(Q°, C*) given by

bév(u,u):/// }Vu’ d:p+—//|u+—u|d2
Qo\x
+// M|u+|2d2—/ Mu_2dY,  ui := ul|qgs,
> > -

on the functions u such that ux € H'(Q%,C*) and P u,+P u_ = 0 on X, the sesquilinear
form bY is given by

bY (ue, ue) = /// o ’Vuc}de, u, € H'(Q°,CY),
R3\ (P

and the forms b} and b? are the restrictions of b) and bY, respectively, on functions

vanishing on 895 = 9(R3\ ©9). Due to the obvious inequalities by /P >0 and to the fact
that bév/ P define operators with compact resolvents, one has then

E, (b)) < E,(a) < E,(b))  for n with E,(a) <0 (4.17)

We are now going to give a lower bound of the form &) and an upper bound of the form
bY using the above diffeomorphism ®. The metric G on ¥ x (—6,d) induced by ® takes
the form

G(s,t) = g(s,t) +dt*, (s, t) := g(s) o (I, — t5)*

where I, : T, — T,X is the identity map, S : T,X — TiX is the Weingarten map,
S = duv(s), and g is the metric of ¥ induced by the embedding in R?. The associated
volume form on 3 x (—§,6) is given by

dvol(s,t) = \/det G(s,t) dsdt = p(s,t)\/det gdsdt = (s, t)dX(s)dt,
(s, t) = det(l, — tS) =1—-2tM(s) + tQK(s),

and we may assume that ¢ is sufficiently small to have ¢ > %
Let us start by considering the unitary transform

U:L*Q) 3 uw (Uu) :==uo® e L*(8 x (—4,0),dvol).

Then the standard change of variables with the help of the above expressions for the
metric tensor show that for @ := Uwu one has in the local coordinates
3

///th [Vul*ds = i//Z /Oﬂ ;1 G701, Oi) dvol(s, t), (G7%) = (Gj) ™"

Therefore, if we define the sesquilinear forms biv/ Pin 12 (Ex(=0,8),dvol ) by bév/ Plu,u) =
biv/ P(Uu,Uu), then bY is given explicitly by

3
b (u,u) = /// Z G (0ju, Opu) pd Ndt
3x(—=6,0)

Gk=1

/ |u(-,0%) — u( \d2+//M\u L09)%ds — /M\u H)|*ds
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on the domain
DY) = U DY) = {u e H'((S x (=06,0),CY) U ( x (0,8),C), pd3dt) -

Pu(-,0%) + Pru(-,07) = 0}
and bY is its restriction to the functions vanishing at > x {4§}. By construction one has
En(bjlv/D) = En(béV/D) for all n, and due to (£I7) there holds

E,(bN) < E,(a) < E,(bP) for any n with E,(a) < 0. (4.18)

Due to the above expression for g one can estimate, with some C' > 0 that for all for
N/D
u € D(by’") we have

2 3
(1—C6) Y g™0u, Opu) + [0u)* < D G™*(9ju, Ou)
j.k=1 jk=1
2
< (1+C6) > g0, Opu) + |pul?,

J,k=1

and then bY < bY and bP < bD | where the form b) is given by
by (u,u) = /// (1 — C0)||Vsull7,spcs + \3tu|2)g0d2dt
¥x(—=6,9)

2m//}u (-,07) — u( }d2+//Myu L) Pax — /M}u )fds

on the domain D(b)) = @(b{v), and the form b2 is given by
W)= [[[ (04 ODIValmecs +10P) dsdt
Ux(—=6,9)

2m//}u (-, 07) — u( }d2+//Myu L0 ax — /M}u )[fds

on the domain D(bY) = {u € D(bY) : u(-,£8) = 0}. Then for any n one has E, (b)) <
E,(bY) and E,(bP) < E,(bP) and, due to ([EIS),

E,(0Y) < E,(a) < E,(b?) for any n with E,(a) < 0. (4.19)

In order to remove the weight ¢ in the above expressions, let us introduce the unitary
transform

Vi L*(S x (=6,6), pdXdt) — L*(Z x (=6,6)), (Vu)(s,t) = (s, t)%u(s t)

and the sesquilinear forms bév/ (u,u) = b/ P(V-1u,V—1u) defined on QD(Z)N/D ) =
V(D(bgﬂv)). One sees easily that D(Z)N/D) = @(qN/D). Furthermore, to have a more

m,T,0

explicit expression for bév/ P we remark that for

v(s,t) =V tuls, 1) = (s, 1) " 7uls, )
one has
_1 1 _3 _1 _3
v =@ 20,u — §8t¢-¢ 2u = 20+ (M —tK)p 2u
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Hence, we get

0w = o owu|? + ¢ 3 (M — tK)?|ul* + o (M — tK) - 2R{0u, u)
= o owl* + o7 (M — tK)?ul® + o7 (M — tK)0,(|uf),

which implies
5 5 5
/ |0v|*pdt = / |Oyuldt —i—/ 0 H(M —tK)?|ul*dt
-5 -5 -5
5
+/ w_l(M—tK)ﬁt(|u|2)dt = J1+JQ+J3.

-6

Using the integration by parts on (—4,0) and (0,9) we get

' - M—0K
== [ e =t g o)~ a0
- M+ oK
+ MJu,07)f - 1+ 26M + 2K fu(, —5)["

In view of the expression for ¢ one sees that uniformly on ¥ when ¢ tends to 0, one has

M+ 5K
1+£20M + 0°K
—0, (¢ " (M —tK)) = —2M* + K + O(6).

=M+0(5), ,¢ %M —tK)*= M?+0()

Therefore, for u € D(bY) we can estimate, with a suitable C' > 0,

4 4
[ 1o e [ (au+ (5 - 7 - Copup)ar
-5 -5
+ Mlu(-,07)|* = Mu(-,00)* = Clu(-, =8)[* = Clu(-, )

2

. (4.20)

while for u € D(bY) the terms with (-, £6) vanish, thus,

5 5
/ 10,V ul?p < / (|Opul*dt + (K — M? + C6)|ul?)dt
-5 )
+ M|u(-,07)[* = Mlu(-,07)|*. (4.21)
In order to control the integral of |[Vv||3. oo csp we remark that due to the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality one has

2

1 1 s
IVsvll7,sect = Hcp PVt~ 2% Vepru T, 5eCH
_1 2 NI _s 2
> (1= 0)¢ 4 Vaulggee+ (1= 5)| 57 H Ve,
12 t 2
> (1=0)p | Vaullf, secs — 508 | VoM — 5V K ul?,
2 18>




28

which results in

/ / / V202 ocsipdSdt
Ux(—=6,9)
> (1 - 5) / / / IV, ]2 g eedSdt — C'5 / / / uf2dsdt (4.22)
UX(—=6,9) 3X(—6,0)

with a suitable C’ > 0. Analogous estimates give

JIL IVl sz
Ux(—=6,9)
< (140) / / / IVot]|2. gcadSdt + O / / / u2dSdt (4.23)
X (—6,9) 3x(—=6,0)

with some C” > 0. The substitution of ([f20) and ([E22)) into the expression for bY and
of ([@2I) and ([#23) into the expression for b give the result. O

For the rest of the section we always assume that ¢ is any function of m satisfying (£.3)),
then the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied for large m. Recall that the parameter
p € (0,1) was introduced in ([£2).

4.4. Upper bound. In this section we derive an upper bound for the eigenvalues of qﬁm 5
from Lemma [£9 Let us start with the analysis of an auxiliary one-dimensional operator.

Lemma 4.10. Let s € X, m > 0, consider the following sesquilinear form tgm n
L*((—6,6),C*) given by

2

)

1)
2
D)= [Pt + 2 u(0%) = u(0)
—0

D(t2,) = {u € H'((=8,6)\ {0}, €") : P (s)u(0h) + P (s)u(0”) = u(=) = 0},

and let T)),, be the associated self-adjoint operator in L? ((—6,0),C*). Then for m — +oco
the first eigenvalue of Tsl?m is independent of s, has the multiplicity 4 and is given by

E(Th,) = —p*m? (1 + 0(e™*™)). (4.24)

Furthermore, one can represent, with a suitable smooth function 1, : (0,) — R indepen-
dent of s,

s,m

ker (T2, — Ey(TP,)) = {v co(t) = vatm(|t]) for £t >0
with ve € C* such that P; (s)vy + PF(s)v_ = O}. (4.25)

Proof. Let us start by giving a more precise description of Tsl?m. It is standard to see that
D(TE,) € H*((—0,6)\ {0}) and that T acts as T, u = —u". Therefore, it is sufficient
to specify the boundary conditions at 0 and £4. Let v € D(Tsff’m), then v belongs to
D(tL,), 1e.
v(07) = RIv(07), (4.26)
v(£9) =0, (4.27)
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and tD (u,v) = (u, TS, v)2((_s56),c1) for all u € D(tF,,). Using integration by parts on

’ T 8s,m

(—o0, O) and (0,6) we conclude that

5
t2 (u,v) = / (u, —v")dt + 52, (u,v),

= (u(07),0/(07)) = (u(07), (0)) + 2 (u(0") — u(0), 0(0") ~ v(0").

Therefore, it is sufficient to check for which v one has s, (u,v) = 0 for all u € D(t2,).
Due to the fact that u(07) = Rfu(07), u(0~) € C* is arbitrary and to

— (u(07),v'(07) = REV(0%)) + —< (07), (R = L) (0(0%) = v(0)) ),
we have then 5
R/(07) = v/(07) = Z=(RE = L) (0(07) = v(07)). (4.28)
Therefore, the domain of T consists of the functions v € H?((—6,0) \ {0}) satisfying

the boundary conditions ([A26]), (£217) and (£28).

One then concludes that a negative number £ = —k? is an eigenvalue of T iff one
can find a, by € C*, not all zero, such that that the function v given by

aje M 4 bkt >0,
a_ef b ekt <0,

v(t) =

satisfies the above boundary conditions. From ({.21) we deduce
ay = 0by, B:=—e*°

and hence

(Oert + e M)b_, t<0.
It follows then from (f20]) that b, = RFb_ and

e—kt ktb t
'U(t):{<e te )+7 >O7

u(t) = {(Qekt FEIRID-, >0, (4.29)
(Ge* + e~ *)p_, t<0.
Then
v(0") =@+ 1R b, v(07) = (0+ 1)b_,
V'(01) = —k(60 — 1)RFb_, V'(07) = k(0 —1)b_,

and the substitution into (28] shows that F = —k? is an eigenvalue iff the equation
2
k(0 = 1) ((RD)? + L)b_ = “2(0 + 1)(RF — 1,)* b_
T

admits a solution b_ # 0. A straightforward calculation shows that
2(1% +4) 4r

2 2
(REV + 1, = - RE and (RS — Iy) =T
and therefore, one may rewrite the last condition as
0—1 2m _
by b= (R + 1) (R = 1)* b = pmb_
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with u given by (L2). Therefore, a solution b_ # 0 to the preceding equation exists iff k
satisfies

-1
k@

_ 4.
a1 = A (4.30)

and in that case the first eigenvalue is four times degenerate due to the arbitrary choice
of b_ € C*, and the representation (27 follows from the preceding representation for
v in ([£29). In order to show the uniqueness of the lowest eigenvalue and to study the
behavior with respect to m and 9, let us rewrite (£30) in the form

F(kd) = pmé, F(x) = zcothuz.

Since

Fl(z) = sinh x coshz — x S0, >0,

sinh? z

one remarks that F' : (0,+00) — (1,+00) is a diffeomorphism, with F(0*) = 1 and
F(400) = 400, which shows that the solution k is unique for pmd > 1. Furthermore, for
mod — +oo one has obviously k0 — 400, which implies that § — —oco. The substitution

into (A30) shows that k ~ pm, and another use of (L30) gives (A.24). O

Now we are going to use the preceding lemma in order to establish an upper estimate
for the eigenvalues defined by the form g s from Lemma L3

Lemma 4.11. There exists C' > 0 and mg > 0 such that for m > mg and any j € N
there holds

4T

T2 44

2
Ej(gm.rs) < —( ) m? + Ej((l +Co)L) + K — M2) + O + Cm2e2umd.

Proof. Recall that D(¢]) is defined in ([A6]). Define for v = (vy,v_) € D({)

. vi(s), t>0,
(8, 1) = o (It]) {U<8)7 t <0,

with the function ¢, as in ([A2H), where the constant ¢,, > 0 is independent of s and

chosen by canme%Q(M) = 1. Then u, € D(qp, ,5) With |[uyllr2mx(—s6),ct) = [v]lsc. Due
to the choice of 1, and v one has then

//Z (/_z [t + 27m}uv(~, 0") — uy (-, 0)}2> ay

= BT ) lullia s -sa .0t = B (T 0ll3
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with the operator T from Lemma ET0 One also has

///EX(_M) (@ + eV,

- / 1) / / (4 DIVt Bracs + (K = M2+ cd) [u, ) a5

2 et + (K — M + c6) |uv|2> dsdt

0
2
+/_6c$n\¢m(—t)} ow-//Z (14 eI Voo o + (K — M? 4 cb) o) d5

- [[ (a+eanvae

[ (4 IVt o+ (K = 32+ ) o )
>
= (L+ ch)5(v,v) + (v, (K — M? + ch)v),,,

2 soct + (K = M2+ ¢8) o, ) d¥

ie.
01 5(0 1) = (L )5 (0,0) + (v, (K — M? 4 ed)o)y + By (T2, )l
By Lemma one can find mg > 0 and C' > 0 independent of s such that

E\(TP ) < —p*m? + C'm2e™2™ for m > my,

$,m,0
and then
D (U, Uy 1+ eo)r(v,v) + (v, (K — M?*)v
Qm,r,é( ) < _,uzmQ + ( ) 0( ) <2 ( ) >g{ +Cm26_2um6 +C§.
2| £2(52% (-6,6),04) [[v]|%
If F; is a j-dimensional subspace of D((]), then F; := {u, : v € F}} is a j-dimensional

subspace of @(qﬁm s), and by the min-max-principle one has, by estimating all constants
by a generic constant C'

D (u,u D (u w
Ej(Qan,T,(s) < min max G5 (t ) Srrl{jnmax G 5 (U U

55 ued; ||ullL2mx(—s6).ct) i veb; [[uollLagex (-8,

14 C6)l5(v,v) + (v, (K — M?)v
< —u2m2 +minmax( ) O( ) <2 ( ) >j{
F; wveF; ||v||g{

+ CmPe ™ 4+ C§

= —u*m? + E ((1 + 6L+ K — M2) + Cm?e 'm0 4 C6. O

Proof of the upper bound in Proposition[{.7. It is sufficient to substitute the estimate of
Lemma .17l into the upper bound of Lemma and to use
2

m? — 2m? = (1 — p2)ym? = (7' _4>2m2 0
244 '

4.5. Lower bound. We start with an estimate for another auxiliary one-dimensional
operator.
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Lemma 4.12. For m,c¢ > 0 let hy, . be the sesquilinear form in L*((—6,6),C*) given by

J m 2 2 2
P e (uy u) = /5|u'|2dt+27’u(0+) —u(O_)’ —c’u(é)’ —c’u(—é)} ,

iXhmp):<&L€ffw(—&5)\{0h(ﬁ):ﬁfuﬂﬁjﬁfﬁfuar)::O}

ﬁf::g:&ﬁ,

and let H,, . be the associated self-adjoint operator in L? ((—5, 9), C4). Then for m — 400
the first eigenvalue has the multiplicity 4 and

Ey(Hpe) = —p*m? (1 + 0(e ™)), (4.31)

Es(Hpo) > 5 for some b > 0. (4.32)

Furthermore, one can represent, with a suitable smooth function ¢, . : (0,0) — R,

ker (Hp. — E1(Hpye)) = {u u(t) = vetme(Jt]) as £6>0

with v+ € C* such that ZS;UJF + ZST*U, = O}. (4.33)

Proof. In the proof we rewrite the condition P-u(0)+ Pru(07) = 0 as u(07) = RFu(0")
with Rf = —(P7)"'P*.

Let us give first a more precise description of H,, .. It is standard to see that D(H,, ) C
H?((—6,6) \ {0},C*) and that H,,. acts as Hy,cu = —u”. Therefore, it is sufficient to
specify the boundary conditions at 0 and 0. Let v € D(H,, ), then v belongs to D(hy, ),
ie.

v(07) = RFv(07), (4.34)

and Ay, o(u,v) = (u, Hy, )2 for all u € D(hy,,.). Using integration by parts on (—6,0)
and (0,9) we conclude that
5
P (u, v) = /_é(u, —u")dt + sp.c(u, v),
Sme(,v) = —(u(—=0),v'(=0)) + (u(07),v"(07)) — (u(0F),v'(07))
+(u(9), 0(0)) + 2 (u(07) — u(07),0(0%) ~ v(07)
— c(u(0),v(6)) — c(u(—4),v(—=9)).

Therefore, it is sufficient to check for which v one has s, .(u,v) = 0 for all u € D(hp,c).
Testing on u localized near +4 one concludes that v must satisfy

V'(£0) = tev(£9). (4.35)
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Now assume that u vanishes at +4, then using (£34]) one rewrites
Sm,e(w,v) = (u(07),2'(07)) = (u(0%),2'(07))
2
+ Tm<u(0+) —u(07),0(0%) — v(07))

= (u(07),'(07) = RE/(07)) + 2 {u(07), (RE ~ 1) (0(07) — 0(07)) )
implying N o
RE0/(07) =/ (07) = 7m<Ri — 1) (v(0") — v(07)). (4.36)

By summarizing the above, the domain of H,, . consists of the functions v € H?((—4,4)\

{0}, C*) satisfying the boundary conditions (£34), ([E35) and (E30).

One then concludes that a negative number £ = —k? with k& > 0 is an eigenvalue of
H,, . iff one can find ay, by € C*, not all zero, such that the associated eigenfunction

0 aje ® 4 bkt >0,
v =
a_ef b ekt <0,

satisfies the above boundary conditions. From (435) we deduce

=——2e" ie w(t)=
k+c (GeM + e F)p_ t <.

It follows then from (@34) that b = RTb_ and
o(t) = {<96’“ T+, >0,

a4+ = Qbi, 0 :

(GeM + e *)b_, t < 0.
Then
0(07) = (04 1)Rb_, v(07) = (0 +1)b_,
v'(07) = —k(0 — 1)Rb_, v'(07) = k(0 — 1)b_,

and the substitution into ([f36]) shows that F = —k? is an eigenvalue iff the equation
~ 2 ~
—k(0 — 1) (RY)* + Li)b_ = o+ 1)(RE — L)% b
T

admits a solution b_ # 0. One may rewrite the last condition as

9 -1 2m ~ —1 ~
k——b_ = —"—((R)*+ L) - (RS —L)%_
0 +1 - (( T ) + 4) ( T 4) )
and using the equality 5% = I, we compute
~ - ~ 272
N+ L) (R —1) = L. 4.37
((REP+ 1) (R = 1P = =, (437
Therefore, a solution b_ # 0 to the above equation exists iff £ satisfies
0—1
k——mr = 4.38
g+1 " (4.38)

with p given by (£2]), and in that case the first eigenvalue is four times degenerate due
to the arbitrary choice of b_, and the representation (£2H) follows from the preceding
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constructions of the function v. In order to show the uniqueness of k£ and to study its
behavior with respect to m, let us rewrite (£38]) as

tanhx —
F.5(kd) = pmo, F.(x) := P T €

r —ctanhx’

One remarks that for e € (0, 1) the function F. : (0, +00) — R is well-defined and

2 _ 2
£(1 — tanh®2) + ’ h2€ 1
cosh”
—F
(x — e tanh x)? 7 (),

Fl(z)==z

and F!(z) > 0 provided z > ¢ and F.(z) > 0. Furthermore, F.(z) > 0 if and only
if ztanhz > e, therefore, F.'((0,+00)) is a subinterval of (g,400). It follows that
F. : F7'((0,00)) — (0,00) is a diffeomorphism, and there exists a unique solution k
provided ¢d < 1, which is satisfied for large m due to ([@3)), as pmd > 0. On the other
hand, F.(x) is decreasing in ¢ due to

OF.(x) , 1—tanh*z

= — 0
Oe ’ (x — etanh x)? =

which implies k§ > kod with ko > 0 being the solution to Fy(kod) = umo. As Fy(x) =
xtanhz, one easily checks that kg0 — 400 for mé — +oo, and then kd — 400 and
0 — +oo. Therefore, k ~ mu for large m due to (A38]), and another iteration of (.38
gives (L3)).

In order to estimate the next eigenvalue of H,, . we proceed first in the same way and
show that E = k? with & > 0 is an eigenvalue iff

rtanx + ¢

Ges(kd) = pmé, Ge(x):= F.(iz) = —x (4.39)

r—ctanx

Using the convexity of x — tanx one sees that 0 < tanz < %x for x € (O, %), hence,
G.(z) <O0forallz € (0,5) and £ € (0,2). As pmd > 0, it follows that ([E3J) admits
no solution k£ with kd € (O, %) as m is large, in other words, the operator H,, . has no
eigenvalues in (O, %) for m — 4o00. In order to complete the proof of ([A32) it remains
to check that 0 is not an eigenvalue of H,, . for m — 4o00. If 0 were an eigenvalue, then

there would exist a4, by € C*, not all zero, for which the function
o(t) = {a+ +byt, t>0,
a_—b_t, t<0,
would satisfy the boundary conditions (£34]), (435]), ([£3d). The condition ({34 gives
a; = Eia_ and v(0%) = Eia_, v(07) =a_,
and (433]) implies

c
= a
1—co =

bt

hence we deduce

v(t) =

1 (1—c6+ct)Rfa_, t>0,
L—co | (1 —co—ct)a_, t <0.
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This yields
rrn+\ C o+ n=y\ — c
v'(07) = l_céRTa_ and 0'(07) = T 50"

and the substitution into (£36]) together with the identity (A31) imply

c _ 7m ~ c dm|T|
B4 1)a = 2R = 1), e ( Ja_=o.
1—c<5<< )+ 1)a 7'<T Ja-, ie 1—c<5+7'2+4a

As the number in the parentheses is non-zero for large m, the only solution is the trivial
one a_ = 0, which then implies that 0 is not an eigenvalue of H,, .. O

For what follows we need a special representation for the matrices B from (2Z1):

Lemma 4.13. For each s € X there holds B(s) = Og(s)5O(s)* with the unitary matrices
O(s) € C** given by
1

Op(s) = 7 (14 +ia - 1/(3)). (4.40)

Proof. Using (a - v)? = I, one easily checks that ©g(s)* = %(14 —ia - v(s)) and that

©§(5)O0(s) = Iy, i.e. that O is unitary. Moreover, using the commutation relations (L.3])
we have

1 1
O[O, = 5(1 +ioa-v)B(l —ia-v) = 5(1 +ia-v)(1+ia-v)p
1
= §(I4+2i0z-1/—(a-y)z)ﬁzi(a-u)ﬁz —ifa-v=38. O
An explicit computation with the help of Lemma gives then the following result.

Lemma 4.14. For s € X, m > 0, and ¢ > 0 consider the following sesquilinear form
tN o in LZ((—é, 9), C4) :

s,m,c

J m 2 2 2
tN o (u,u) = /5|u'|2dt+27}u(0+) —u(Of)’ —c’u(c?)} —c’u(—é)

s,m,c

)

DY) = {u € H((=6,0) U (0,8), CY) : P5(s)u(0%) + PF(s)u(07) = o},

T

then the associated self-adjoint operator T‘;’Ymvc in L? ((—5, J), C4) 1s unitarily equivalent to
the operator H,, . from Lemma[{.13,

Y . =0(s)HnO(s)", (4.41)

s,m,c

where ©(s) is the unitary map in L*((—6,68),C*) defined by (O(s)u)(t) := Op(s)u(t) with
Oo given by @A), and s — O(s) is a C? map in the operator norm topology. Further-
more, one can represent, with a suitable smooth function Yy, . : (0,9) — R independent of
87

ker (T, . — E1(T,.) = {v c0(t) = vt (|t]) as £t >0

s,m,c s,m,c

with ve € C* such that P; (s)vy + Pl (s)v_ = O}. (4.42)
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Now let us recall some standard constructions, for which it is useful to use the identi-
fication

L*(2x (=6,0),CY ~ L*(%,5), §:=L*((—69),C").

Recall that for any Banach space B the gradient V, : C'(X, B) — C°(T%, B) acts in
local coordinates of ¥ as

(Vaf); =Y g0t
k

In particular, for the C* maps © : ¥ — B(G) and ©* : 3 — B(§) from Lemma 14 one
can find a constant C' > 0 such that for every u € C°(%,G) at every point s € 3 there
holds

|v.e < Cllulls, ||(v.07 < Cull, (443)

>UHT52®9 >uHT52®9

and C' is independent of m and §. Furthermore, let 7(s) be the orthogonal projector in
L?((—6,6),C*) on the subspace ker (TN, . — Ey(TY,.)). Denote by II the orthogonal

s,m,c s,m,c

projector in L?(X x (—4,0),C*) given by

(Hu)(s, 1) = m(s)u(s,-)(t)

and set II+ := 1 — II. Due to the fibered structure, both II and II*+ also define in the
canonical way bounded operators in L?(T'Y) @ L*((—4, 6), C*), to be denoted by the same
symbols.

Lemma 4.15. The map [V, IMu := V,(u) — (V) defined for v € CYZ) ®
L?((—6,6),C*) extends by density to a bounded operator

[V, 1] : L*(Z) ® L*((—46,6),C*) — L*(TS) @ L*((—4,6),C*),

whose norm remains uniformly bounded for § — 07 and md — +o00. Moreover we have
[V, 1] (HI(Z)®L2((—5, 5)) C HY(TX)® L*((—6,6),C*). The same conclusion holds for
[V, I = —[V,,I1].

Proof. By Lemma one can represent 7(s) = O(s)mO(s)*, where m is the orthog-
onal projector in Lz((—é, §5),C*) on ker (Hm,c — E1(Hm,c)) with the operator H,, . from

Lemma 412 As 7y does not depend on s, a direct computation in the local coordinates
shows that at each point s € ¥ one has

Vs, [Mu = (VsO)m©* u + Omy(V,0")u. (4.44)
Using (£.43) we estimate

|(V,0)m0*u
|©70(V,0%)u

r.seg < Cllm© ulls < Climollae) 198 lulls < Cllulls,

1,505 = |OllB(1.zes) || mollBrses | (VO )ullrses < Cllulls,
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then

11V Tt 2 gy = / /Z [(V.0)m00"u + Omo(V,0")u . 1., o A5(5)

12@9012(5) + 2//Z H@Wo(Vs@*)U\\imng(S)

< 402/ g JulgdS(s) = 402||u||%2(2)®9

<2 / [ v.emer

As the constant C' is independent of m and ¢§, the continuity result follows. To prove
the mapping properties of [V, IT] between the Sobolev spaces of order 1, it is enough to
remark that (LZ4) is differentiable with respect to s because © is C2. O

Lemma 4.16. Let the form q) s be as in Lemma [{.9 and let p be given by [@2).
Then there are constants b > 0 and mg > 0 such that for all m > my and j €
{1,...,N(¢g) .5.0)} it holds

Ej(Qm,T,(S) > —p*m® + Ej((l —b0)L)+ K — MQ) bim2e—20md _ ps.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be as in the expression for q%m s- Then by Lemmas .12 and [£.14] one
may estimate, with some by, by, mg > 0 independent of s,
2

52
Let u € D(qyy, ,5) be fixed. Due to the definition of IT and with the help of the min-max
principle one obtains

//Z (/Z [Opul*dt + Q—m‘“("m) —u(-,07)* = e|ul-, 0| = c|ul, _5)}2) a5

> E1<T8Nm c) HHUH%2(E><(—6,6),C4) + E5(T5Nm c) HHLUH%%zx(—a,s),cﬂv

E (TN ) Z _,u2m2 o b0m26—2um5’ E (TN )

s,m,c s,m,c

for m > m,. (4.45)

and using the pointwise orthogonality <Hu(s, ), MHu(s =0, s € 3, one gets

) ')>L2((—676)7C4)

// (K — M2 — cd) [u]2dSidt — // (K — M? — c5) |TTu|2dSdt
Y x(=6,9) Y x(—6,9)
+ // (K — M? — ¢6) |TTHul*dSdt,
X (—=6,9)

implying

sz (=) [[ |Vl gz
X (—6,9)

+ (I, (K — MQ)HU>L2(E><(—66

—2umé
3).C4) c0

+ (—pPm? — bym?e VT 2 s 5.0

b2
+ <1_[L K ]\42 HLU>L2 (Ex(=6,6),C4) (ﬁ — 05> ”H U”LQ (Lx(—6,6),C4)" (446)

Now we would like to separate the terms with ITu and IT+u in the first term on the right-
hand side. One has, with the norms and scalar products taken in L? (TZ, L?((—46,0), C4)> ,

IVsull* = [IVo(Iu) [ + [V () |[* + 2R(V(Tu), V(T u)), (4.47)
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and

<V5(Hu), vs(Hiu)> v, Iy, vsniniu>

= E(Ws, 11 + IV ) I, ([V,, ] + HJ‘VS)HJ‘u>

- <[vs, MM, [V, HL]Hiu> + <HvsHu, V.. Hi]Hiu>
+ <[vs, )M, HLVSHiu> + <HVSHu, HivSHLu>
= ity s+

Due to the definition of II and II* one has J;, = 0. By Lemma B15 we estimate, with
some ¢, ¢; > 0 independent of m and 9:

C
11| < ol TTul] - [T ul| < cod|TTul|* + gOHHLUIIQ,
Cc
| To] < el VTTul| - [T | < 0|V, ITul|* + ngHLuHQ-

Finally, using the self-adjointness of II*+ and that by Lemma we have IT+ [V, IT]ITu €
H! (TZ, L? ((—5, J), C4)>, we can perform an integration by parts to obtain

Js = (TE[V,, [T, V1T )
_ / /E (T (V2 T, VT ) o dS(s)
= — //; <diVS (]._J:l [VS, H]HU) s Hlu>L2((_676)7c4)d2(8)
_ —< div, (IT[V,, TT]ITu), HLu>,
which yields

[
HH u L2(Ex

FARS H div, (IT*[V,, TI]ITu) (C55)C1)

L2(Ex(—6,5),C4)

Recall that in the local coordinates on ¥ for a vector field A = (A4;) one has
divi A=Y (94, + ) T, A),
j k

with I‘i ; being the Cristoffel symbols depending on the choice of coordinates only. In our
case the j-th component of the vector II+[V, IT|ITu can be computed using ([#44) and is

(I [V, TMu) , = Om5 0 Y~ g7 (946 - MO + Omd, ") (1),
k

Furthermore, the projector my does not depend on s while © is C? in s (see Lemma ELT3)
and does not depend on m and §. Therefore, with suitable ¢c; > 0 one may estimate

[ divs (T [V, T || o s, 07,00

< & (MMl 2.0 + Vo) | pars, o smpen )
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which gives
5] < 2es8 (Il e 5,00+ IV Bacrsansmen) + 5 1T ol e e s cny
Therefore, from (£47) we obtain, with a suitable c¢3 > 0,
IVsullzairs 250,00y = 1Vs (M)l Z2(rs, 125600
-2 <VS(HU), VS(HLU)>L2(TZ,L2((—575)7C4))
> (1= esO) | Vo) 725 12((—s5.5).c1))

C3
_035HHUH%Q(E,LQ(GJ,J),CQ) gHHLU||%2(2,L2((75,6),(C4))'

Let us substitute all the estimates obtained into (E46). One remarks that all terms ITtu
can be minorated by

b? 1—co
(5_; —cd - %;C)CB) HHl“Hi2(2x(—575),<c4) + (T, (K = M)

Therefore, one can increase the value of mg such that for m > mg the term becomes

u>L2(E><(—6,6),<C4)'

non-negative (as d becomes small). Therefore, for large m > my we may simply estimate
q%,T,é(u7 U) > QO(Hua HU), (448)

where qq is the sesquilinear form in the Hilbert space ran Il defined on H( @(qn]\ic)) by

qo(u,u) = (1 — ) // ||Vsu||%sz®c4d2dt
X (—=6,9)

+ <ua (K - MZ)U>L2(EX(_575)7C4) - (M2m2 + meB_ZMm(S + ba)HuH%Q(Ex(f&é),C‘l)

and b > 0 is a suitable constant.

Now define a sesquilinear form ¢ on ran(IT) x ran(II*) by ¢((u, u*), (v, ub)) = go(u, u).
Then the inequality (48] takes the form ¢ _s(u,u) > go(Ilu, ITu) = ¢(Uu, Uu), where
Uu = (ITu, IT*u). As U is unitary, one has by the min-max principle E;(¢} ...) > E;(q)
for all j. On the other hand, due to the representation ¢ = gy ® 0 we have E;(¢) = E;(qo)
for all j € N with E;(go) < 0. Therefore, E;(q) . 5) > Ej(qo) for all j € {1,...,N(q,0)}.
But again due to the form inequality one has N(q%mé, 0) < N(qo,0), therefore,

Ej(gm »5) > Ej(qo) for all j € {1,...,N(qp .5,0)}.

It remains to find a suitable expression for F;(gp). Let H be defined by (4.3]). Using
the representation (£42) and choosing a constant ¢,, > 0 such that cfn||1/)m,c||%2(0 5 =1
one concludes that the map

VH = ran(ll),  (Vo)(s,t) = cpoe(s)y([t]) for £¢ >0,
is unitary, and with the form 7 from (L0) we have
g0V, Vv) = (1= b6)(5(v,v) + (v, (K — M2)1)>j{ + (—p®m? — bm?e= 2™ — bo)||v||3,
which shows
Ej(qo) = —p*m?® + E; (1 — b0)LJ + K — M?) — bm®e ™™ — b§

for all 7 € N and concludes the proof of this lemma. O
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Proof of the lower bound in Proposition[{.7]. It is sufficient to use the estimate of

Lemma [A.T6] in the left-hand inequality of Lemma O
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