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THE TRANSMISSION PROBLEM ON A
THREE-DIMENSIONAL WEDGE

KARL-MIKAEL PERFEKT

ABSTRACT. We consider the transmission problem for the Laplace equation
on an infinite three-dimensional wedge, determining the complex parameters
for which the problem is well-posed, and characterizing the infinite multiplic-
ity nature of the spectrum. This is carried out in two formulations leading
to rather different spectral pictures. One formulation is in terms of square
integrable boundary data, the other is in terms of finite energy solutions. We
use the layer potential method, which requires the harmonic analysis of a non-
commutative non-unimodular group associated with the wedge.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let I' C R3 be a surface, dividing R? into interior and exterior domains I',
and I'_, respectively. Given a spectral parameter 1 # ¢ € C and boundary data
f and g on I, the static transmission problem seeks a potential U: I'y UT'_ — C,
harmonic in 'y and T"_,

(1) AU=0inT,Ul_,

such that

(2) T, U-Tr_ U=f and 09U —€ed,U=gonT.

Here Try U and U denote the limiting boundary values and outward normal
derivatives of U on I', + indicating an interior limiting approach, — indicat-

ing exterior approach. For precise definitions, see equation (I9). To discuss
well-posedness, that is, existence and uniqueness of solutions, one has to impose
growth and regularity conditions on the potential and the boundary data. We will
consider two different sets of conditions which are widely used. One formulation
is in terms of square integrable boundary data, the other in terms of finite energy
potentials. We refer to these formulations as problems (L) and (E), respectively.

In elecrostatics, the parameter e corresponds to the (relative) permittivity of
a material and is a positive quantity, ¢ > 0. In this case the problems (L) and
(E) are very well-studied, and they have been shown to be well-posed for any
Lipschitz surface T', see |17, I8 20, 47, (8] and [8, O 27|, respectively. One
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approach to prove well-posedness is via the layer potential method, the success
of which relies on the development and power of the theory of singular integrals.
By means of layer potentials, Problem (L) has even been shown to be well-posed
for a wide class of very rough surfaces which are not Lipschitz regular [29].

The transmission problem also appears as a quasi-static problem in electrody-
namics, when an electromagnetic wave is scattered from an object that is much
smaller than the wavelength. The permittivity € is then complex and dependent
on the frequency of the wave. In this setting, the properties of the transmission
problem are very subtle. Problems (L) and (E) are no longer well-posed for cer-
tain € € C. When € < 0 this corresponds to the possibility of exciting surface
plasmon resonances in nanoparticles made out of gold, silver, and other other
materials [3] 4, [42] 59]. Metamaterials, specifically designed synthetic materials,
can also exhibit effective permittivities with negative real part |2} [45] [48].

The set of € € C for which the transmission problem is ill-posed — the spec-
trum — depends on the shape of the interface I'. Strikingly, when the surface I"
has singularities, the spectrum also depends heavily on the imposed growth and
regularity conditions. For instance, when I' C R? is a curvilinear polygon in 2D,
the spectrum of problem (L) is a union of two-dimensional regions in the complex
plane, in addition to a set of real eigenvalues [46] 56]. On the other hand, the
formulation of problem (E) is more directly grounded in physics. Accordingly,
the spectrum of problem (E) is a real interval, plus eigenvalues, when I' is a
curvilinear polygon [6, [5I]. In three dimensions, similar results hold for surfaces
with rotationally symmetric conical points [28)].

We will study the case when I'y =T, 1 is a three-dimensional infinite wedge
with opening angle a # T,

oy = {(zcosh,osingd,2) eR* : x>0, 0<0<a},
with boundary
(3) To =001 = {(2,0,2) €R® : > 0}U{(rcosa,rsina,2) € R® : x> 0}.
By convention, we refer to I', ~ = R®\ T, ; as the exterior domain. The two
transmission problems (L) and (E) are given by
MFT(VU), M~ (VU) € L*(T,) Jos IVUP? dV < o0,
AU =0 in Fa,—i-UFa,—y‘ (B) AU =01in FaHrUFa,_,'
Tr,U-Tr_U=f e H(T,), T, U—-Te_U = fe H/*T,),
OtU —e07U =g € L*(T,), OFU —ed;U =g e HV(T,).
Here Mi(VU ) is an interior/exterior non-tangential maximal function of VU,
and H*(I',) denotes a homogeneous Sobolev space of index s along I, see Sec-

tions [ and @ Alternatively, H'/?(T,,) can be viewed as the trace space of the
space of harmonic functions in T, ; satisfying that fl“a+ IVU]?dV < co. The

(L)

negative space H 1/ %(T',) will be given an intrinsic description in terms of single
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layer potentials. The incomparability of H*1(T') and H*?(I',), s1 # 52, will cause
us some difficulties.

The purpose of this detailed study of the wedge is to have I'y ; serve as a
model for general domains in R? with edges. For domains with corners in 2D,
the problems (L) and (E) are now well understood; a successful approach is to
first consider the layer potential method on the infinite 2D-wedge [25] 30, 3§],
and to then reduce the study of curvilinear polygons to that of infinite wedges
via a localization procedure. In 3D, similar approaches can be taken for domains
with conical points [28], 36, [53].

To fix the notation and to explain the layer potential approach at this point,
we let K: L?(I') — L*(T") denote the harmonic layer potential

/
1) — g L[ =1 o00)

2 Jp | =r)?

f(rYydo(r"), rel, fe L*I),

where n(r) denotes the unit outward normal to I' at r, and o the surface measure
on I'. The adjoint K* (with respect to L?*(T")) is known as the double layer
potential or the Neumann—Poincaré operator. The single layer potential of a
charge f is given by

W 510) = g =)o), e

When I' = T',, we write K = K, and S = S,. Note that Sf is harmonic in 'y UT"_.
Differentiation leads to the jump formulas

OESf = %(j:f—Kf) on I,

The ansatz U = Shy in ['y and U = Sh_ in I'_ hence relates the transmission
problems (L) and (E) to spectral problems for the layer potential K.

Previous studies of the transmission problem and layer potentials on the infinite
three-dimensional wedge include the following. Eigensolutions to the transmission
problem constructed via separation of variables can be found in [13],[59]. Grachev
and Maz’ya [25] studied problem (E), using their results as a technical tool to
describe the Fredholm radius of the double layer potential on certain weighted
Holder spaces for surfaces with edges. Fabes, Jodeit, and Lewis [21] observed, for
a = 7/2, that the double layer potential K¥ on I', can be regarded as a block
matrix of convolution operators on the matrix group

G:{(z,z):(é i) :x>0,z€R},

known as the ax + b group. See also [52], where general angles and weighted
L2-spaces were considered. G is a non-Abelian and non-unimodular group, and
therefore does not support standard harmonic analysis. For a = /2, Fabes et.
al. proved that K¥ £1 has an infinite-dimensional kernel on L”(I',) whenever 1 <
p < 3/2, where I denotes the identity operator. They proved this by constructing
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eigenfunctions through a rather delicate argument involving the partial Fourier
transform in the z-variable. It is a natural idea to study layer potentials in the
wedge by applying partial transforms in the z- and z-variables, cf. [49, [54], but
such a procedure does not completely resolve K.

An explicit harmonic analysis for the ax + b group was being developed around
the same time that [2I] was published, leading to the first example of a non-
unimodular group equipped with a Plancherel theorem [14], 19, [32]. The corre-
sponding Fourier transform of GG associates K, with four multiplication operators
M, where T': H — H is an operator on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H.
As such, it does not provide a high level of resolution of the operator K,, and it
may seem that we are gaining an unmerited amount of information from the har-
monic analysis of G. However, key to our results will be to identify each operator
T as a pseudo-differential operator of Mellin type [16], 39, 40], after which we can
apply the symbolic calculus of such operators to understand the spectrum of K,,.

Let ¥, C C denote the simple closed curve

. _sin (3 +i8)(r —a))
“ sin ((§ +i&))
and let ﬁa denote this curve together with its interior, see Figure [l For an

operator T': H — H, the spectrum o (T, H) is defined as usual, and we define the
essential spectrum in the sense of Fredholm operators,

o(T,H) ={A € C : T — X: H — H is not invertible},
Oess(T,H) ={A € C : T — X\: H — H is not Fredholm}.

_OOSé-SOO}a

In Theorem [0l we will characterize the spectrum of K, : L**(T,) — L*%(T,,) for
—1 < a < 3, where

(5) L**(T,) = L**(2* dx dz) & L**(x* dx dz),

the orthogonal sum referring to the decomposition ([B]) of I',. For simplicity, we
shall only state the theorem for a = 0 here.

Theorem A. The spectrum of K,: L*(T'y) — L*(T',) satisfies that
(K, L*(Ta)) = Oess(Ka, L2 (Ta)) = —Zq U Za.

Let 0 £\ € —S,US,. Then,

(1) X is an eigenvalue of the double layer potential K : L?(Ty) — L*(T'y) of
infinite multiplicity, if X is an interior point of the spectrum;

(2) there are generalized eigenfunctions of K, : L*(Ty) — L*(T) correspond-
ing to the point X\. In fact, X is an eigenvalue of K,: L**T¢(I'y) —
L**T¢(T,) of infinite multiplicity, for every 0 < e < 1, and, if )\ is an
interior point, for e = 0.
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Remark. For an infinite 2D-wedge ~,, of angle «, the spectrum of the double layer
potential on L?(v,) is the curve —%, UY,,, without any interior [46]. In this case,
neither the double layer potential, nor its adjoint, has any eigenvalues.

Furthermore, K, : L*(T,) — L*(T,) is normaloid,

IKall 2oy = l0(Ka, L*(Ta))| =

0.6 - a

0.4 a

0.2

-0.2 -

0.4 .

FIGURE 1. Plot in the complex plane, z = x + iy, of the essential
spectrum —S, U Sy of Ky L2(T) — L3(T,) for o = 7/3. Every
point in the interior is an eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity of the
double layer potential.

In proving Theorem [A] we will show that any eigenvalue of K,: L?(T',) —
L*(T,,) is real. Therefore, for non-real A, the eigenfunctions of item (2) are truly
generalized. Whether the same is valid for real X is left open. From Theorem [Al
we obtain the promised corollary for the transmission problem (L).

Corollary A. Let 1 # ¢ € C and f € H'(I',). Then the transmission problem
(L) is well posed (modulo constants) for all g € L*(T'y,) if and only if

1+e
1—c¢

¢ -3, U,
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To treat problem (E), we follow Costabel [§] and Khavinson, Putinar, and
Shapiro [33] by introducing the energy space £(I',) with norm

1. = (Saf, [)rawa)-

This is motivated by Green’s formula, which, ignoring technicalities, shows that
f € E(T,) if and only if [, |VS,f|*dV < oo, see equation (22). Section H is
devoted to proving that £(I',) coincides with the homogeneous Sobolev space
H'2(T),
E(T,) ~ HV(T,).

The proof proceeds via interpolation, based on Dahlberg and Kenig’s result [10]
that So: L2(I'y) — H'(I'y) is an isomorphism, where S, is understood as a map
on the boundary T',,.

The advantage of working with the energy space £(I',) is that K,: £(T'y) —
E(T',) is self-adjoint, a consequence of the Plemelj formula

SaKa = KZSOH

which we will motivate in our setting. This explains why the energy formulation
(E) of the transmission problem has a real spectrum. The study of the two op-
erators K, : £(T'y) = €(Ty) and K,,: L*(T,) — L*(T,,) is reminiscent of Krein’s
framework of symmetrizable operators [37]. However, a level of caution is nec-
essary, since, unlike to Krein’s setting, S,: L*(I'y) — L?(T'y) is an unbounded
operator.

The main result concerning K, : £(I'y) — £(',) is the following.

Theorem B. The spectrum of the bounded self-adjoint operator K, : E(Ty) —
E(T,) satisfies that

0(Ka,E(Ta)) = 0ess(Ka, €(La)) = [=[1 — a/7[,[1 — a/m]].

Every 0 #£ X\ € 0(K,,E(Ty)) is an eigenvalue of K, : L*'*¢(T,) — L>'™=(T,,) of
infinite multiplicity, for 0 < e < 2.

Remark. Eigensolutions to the transmission problem ([{l)-([2), f = g = 0, are given
in [59], for permissible parameters e. These eigensolutions U are constructed by
separation of variables, and are thus periodic in z. Hence they could not satisfy
that 0*U € L*»%(T',,) for any a € R. The relationship between the eigenfunctions
of Theorems [Al and [Bl and the eigensolutions to the transmission problem is
interesting, but unclear. The qualitative behavior of solutions to problem ()
(), when Ree < 0, is of importance to the study of plasmonics, as it is related
to effects of field enhancement and confinement in plasmonic structures [57, 60].

Theorem [B] yields the expected corollary for the transmission problem. The
sufficiency of the condition in Corollary [Bl has been shown previously in [25]
Theorem 1.6, but we will give a rather different proof.
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Corollary B. Let 1 # ¢ € C and f € H/*(T,). Then the transmission problem
(E) is well posed (modulo constants) for all g € £(Ty) ~ H~Y/*(T',) if and only if

g -1 afal, |1 - a/xl)

The paper is laid out as follows. In Section[2lwe recall the convolution structure
of K, and the harmonic analysis of the ax + b group. Section [] is devoted
to proving Theorem A. In Section [l we identify the energy space £(I') with a
homogeneous Sobolev space, and in Section [5] we prove Theorem B.

Acknowledgment. The author thanks Johan Helsing, Anders Karlsson, and
Tobias Kuna for helpful discussions. The author is also grateful to the American
Institute of Mathematics, San Jose, USA and the Erwin Schrédinger Institute,
Vienna, Austria, in each of which some of this work was prepared.

2. CONVOLUTION STRUCTURE OF LAYER POTENTIALS ON THE WEDGE

2.1. Computations for the wedge. Recall, for 0 < o < 27, o # 7, that the
wedge I'y 4 has boundary

[,=0Tg: ={(2,0,2) €R® : 2 >0} U{(rcosa,zsina,z) € R® : z >0}
We write L?%(dz dz) = L*(R; x R, 2% dx dz), so that
(6) L**(T,) = L**(dx dz) ® L**(dx dz).

The layer potential operator K,: L*»%(T,) — L*>%(T,) is, with respect to the
orthogonal decomposition (@), given by

) = ().

where, for appropriate functions f € L?*%(dxdz) and z > 0, z € R,

(8) Kaof(w,2) / / G usin o Flu, v) du do.

2 —2zucosa +u?+ (z —v)?)3/?

As observed in [21] 52], through the change of variables
{u =x/s, o(u,v)  a*

v=2z—at/s, (s, t) 83
we obtain that
(9) ,
sin «
K.f(z,z) = — / / (T flz/s,z— xt/s)—dt

cos o + 12)3/2

It turns out that K,: L**(T,) — L**(T,) is bounded for —1 < a < 3, see
Lemmal6l Thus, by duality, the double layer potential defines a bounded operator
K*: L*>~%T,) — L* %(T,) for such a. Note here the convention of this paper;




8 KARL-MIKAEL PERFEKT

unless otherwise indicated, adjoint operations and dual spaces are calculated with
respect to the inner product of L? = L?0.

In the present situation, as a map of functions on the unbounded graph I,
Sa: L*(T,) — L*(T,) is not a bounded operator. However, it is densely defined,
see Lemma [I3] In Lemma [I7 we will find that S, can also be understood as a
bounded map between certain weighted LP-spaces. As for K,, the single layer
potential can be formally written

_ SO Sa
Sa - (Sa SO) )
where

(10) Sof(w,2) = i/: /OOO @ ! F(u,v) dudv

2 —2zucosa+u?+ (z—v)?)/?

LI A x ds
T ir — at/s)— dt.
4 /—oo/(] s(1+4 82— 2$cosa+t2)1/2f(z/s’z wt/s) s

2.2. Convolution structure and harmonic analysis. Consider the matrix

group
G:{(x,z): (g i) x>0, zER},

in which multiplication corresponds to the composition of affine maps w — rw—+z.
That is,

(2.2) - (5,8) = (ws, ot + 2),
and
(2,2) - (s,6)7 = (2, 2) - (15, —t/s) = (x/s,2 — at/s).

We always equip the group G with its right Haar-measure d?x dz. G is a non-
unimodular group; its left-invariant Haar measure is i—ﬁ dz and the Haar modulus
is therefore A = A(z,2) =z~

The connection between G and K, is clear; K, can be interpreted as a convo-
lution operator, K, f = f x k., where

frgle,z) = / N / () - Mgt ) St

Although we shall never make use of this, we point out that the convolution of f
and g can also be computed with respect to the left structure of G,

Frofwa)= [ [ sealen @) Sar

We will need Young’s inequality for non-unimodular groups [34, Lemma 2.1],
stated for the right Haar measure.
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Lemma 1. Suppose that 1 < p,q,r < oo satisfy %—i—— = 1+1, and that f € LP(G)

and g € LY(G). Then

_1
IFA™T x gl < N llze@llgllzae),
1, 1 _
where 7 + 7= 1.

The group G was the first example of a non-unimodular group carrying a
complete, explicit, harmonic analysis [19, 32, [35]. We shall now recall the main
features. The reader should be warned that the statements below have been
adapted to the right-invariant structure of GG, while most of the references given
treat the left structure.

The construction is helped by the fact that G = Rx R, is a semi-direct product
of the two abelian groups R and R, , each of which comes with its own standard
Fourier analysis. On R we have the usual Fourier transform F,

= /OO f(x)e ™™ dz,  fe L'R), € €R,

which extends to a unitary map F: L*(R) — L*(R). On R, equipped with its
Haar measure d?w, the corresponding Fourier transform is known as the Mellin
transform M,

=/0°°f<a:>xifd§, fer®, D) cer

Up to a constant scaling factor, M extends to a unitary M: L*(R,) — L*(R),
where L*(Ry) = L*(Ry, 22).
The group G has two infinite-dimensional irreducible unitary representations

T+ on L2(R+) = L2(R+7 d?x) [24]7

mi(x, 2)n(r) = eF™* y(zr), ne€ L*(Ry), r € Ry.

The unitary representations yield corresponding transforms .%,. For f € L}(G),
Fo(f): L*(Ry) — L*(R,) is the bounded operator given by

/ / foWixZ)()d—xdz
:/_ /0 e:|:27riz’"n(x7‘)f(x, Z) d?xdz’ ne L2(R+)’ f c Ll(G)

However, due to the non-unimodularity of G, it is not possible to immediately
obtain a Plancherel theorem in terms of .%#,. In fact, there are compactly sup-
ported continuous f for which .Z.(f) is not even compact [32]. However, it is
possible to obtain a Plancherel theorem by introducing an operator correction
factor [14], 23].
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In our case, the correction factor is given by 0, where dn(r) = 1/rn(r). Consider
for f € L*(GQ) the pair of operators Z.(f): L*(Ry) — L*(R,), formally given
by P.(f) = 0.F+(f). More precisely,

Pulfi) =i [ [ emmen fa )T ds f € 1G) ne PR

It is straightforward to verify that 2.(f) € S, for f € L*(G), where S, =
So(L*(R,)) is the class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L?(R,). The “Fourier
transform” of L?(G) is given by & = (£_, Z,), acting as a unitary map of
L(G) onto S =8, & S,.

Proposition 2 ([32]). The map Z2: L*(G) — 852) is onto and an isometry,
£y = 12-£ 13, + 121 £ 1,

Due to the correction factor, the convolution theorem is slightly asymmetrical.

Proposition 3 ([32]). If k € LY(G) and f € L*(G), then
PL(fxk) = PL(f) T (k).

For v € R, we let
(11) Vof(w,2) = A7 f(x,2) = 27 f(x, 2).
Note that f € L*%(dz dz) if and only if Ver f € L*(@), where a € R, By the

formula

Po(fn = 0 PV P,

valid at first for f compactly supported in G, we can extend 2. to L*?(dz dz),
in such a way that Z.(f): L*(Ry,r—*2dr) — L*(R,,r ®%dr) is bounded
when f € L*»%(dxdz). Similarly, we interpret .#. (k) as a bounded operator on
L*(R,,r=22dr) for functions k on G for which Varirk € L'(@). Note also that

fxk € L**(drdz) in this situation, by Young’s inequality. For easy reference,
we summarize what has been said in a lemma.

Lemma 4. If f € L**(dz dz) and Vepik € LY(G), then
Pof), Po(fx k), FL(k): PRy, v~ 2dr) — L*(Ry,r~*2dr)
are bounded operators, and the convolution formula
D[ xk) = PL(f)F(k)

18 valid.
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2.3. Multiplication operators. By Proposition [3] we are led to consider mul-
tiplication operators on the Hilbert-Schmidt class So = S2(H) of an infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space H with norm || - ||. For a bounded operator T: H — H
we denote by Mp: Sy — Ss the operator of multiplication by 7" on the right,

MpS =ST, Se&.
The following proposition is surely known.
Proposition 5. We have that ||Mr| s, = |1, M7 = Mrp-, and
o(Mp,83) = Oess(Mp,83) = (T, H).

Furthermore, if X is an eigenvalue of T*, then X is an eigenvalue of My of infinite
multiplicity.

Proof. 1t is clear that M} = My« since
<MT51, Sg>32 = tl"(SlTS;) = tl"(Sl(SgT*)*) = <Sl, MT*SQ>32, Sl, Sy, € 82,

where tr denotes the usual trace of an operator in the trace class.
It is a standard fact that ||ST||s, < [|S||s,||T||B). Conversely, consider, for

g, h € H, the rank-one operator S;, = g® h € S,

Sg,hf = <f7 g>h'7 f € H
Then [|Sgnlls, = [lgl[[2]], while

[MrSgnlls, = 15=g.nlls, = T glll[R]
It follows that ||MTHB(82) = HT||B(7-L)
It is clear that o(My) C o(T'), for if T — X is invertible, then Mp_j)-1 is the
inverse of My — .
If A € o(T) and X is an eigenvalue of 7% with non-zero eigenfunction f, then
A is an eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity of Mr, since

(12) (MT — )\)Sf,h == S(T*—X)f,h - 0, h S H

If A € o(T) and T* — X is injective but not bounded below, choose a sequence
(f,) € H such that ||f,| = 1 for all n, but [|T*f, — Afal| — 0 as n — oo. If
M7 — X were Fredholm, then M7 —\: Sy/J — Ss would be bounded below, where
J is the finite-dimensional kernel of Mr — A. Since {Sy, , : h € H} is an infinite-
dimensional closed subspace of S we can for each n pick h, with ||h,|| = 1 such
that Sy, p, € J* [68, Lemma 2.3]. Then [|Sf, p,|ls,/s = 1, but

(M = N)Spnallss = 1S5y, llss = 1T = Mall = 0, 1 — o0,

a contradiction. Hence M7 — ) is not Fredholm in this case either.

Finally, suppose that A € ¢(T") and that 7 — X is bounded below but does not
have full range. Then the range is not dense, and thus A is an eigenvalue of T
As in ([I2), it follows that (Mp — A\)* = Mp. — X has infinite-dimensional kernel.
Hence My — X is not Fredholm.
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Adding up the different cases, we have shown that
o(T) C oess(Mp) C o(Mrp) C o(T),
finishing the proof. O

3. THE L*-SPECTRUM
For a € R, recall the definition of V, from (II]) and note that
Vs : L**(dx dz) — L*(Q)
is unitary. Hence K, : L**(dz dz) — L*%(dx dz) is unitarily equivalent to
Varn KoVoon s L*(G) — L*(G).
By equation ([@)), we see that

(13) Vass KoVoan f = fx A5 ko, f € IX(G),
where .
A_aTﬂka(s,t):—sma 5 2

21 (1 + 82 —2scosa + t2)3/2°
The following lemma was first observed in [21], 52].

Lemma 6. For —1 < a < 3, K,: L*%(dzdz) — L*%(drdz) is bounded with
norm

sin ((1 — a)”za)

sin ((1—a)%)

For a =1 the right-hand side should be interpreted as |1 — «/m|.

| Kol B(r2a(dadz)) <

Proof. This follows by Young’s inequality
1f * gllzze) < 1 llz2ellgllre

and the computation

o ds
A _ |sma|/ / dt
| I 1+s2—23003a+t2)3/2
|sma|/ sT ds _|sin ((l—a)” @) -
1+s2—2scosar s | sin((1—a)Z)

For —1 < a < 3, let
Tio=Fe(A" 5 k),
and as in Proposition [5, let M+ denote the operator of right multiplication by
T, on Sy = Sy(L*(Ry)). Then, by equation (I3) and Proposition [B]

K,: L**(dx dz) — L**(dx dz)
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is unitarily equivalent to

M- 0
(Mo oy, ) s s - PR

,a

Explicitly, for n € L*(R,) and 7 > 0,

[ee) a+1 [e’¢)
i) = [ ()7 [ e b/ dznn)
, 0 Xz

r —00

Hence T ;a is an integral operator given by

rat) = [ (5) ni e £,

where
TE(r,z) = / T k(2 )1, 2) dz = —2sin(a)rAy(r, 2) T K (271 Ay (1, 7).

Here
2 . 1/2
An(r,z) = <1 + (—) - 2—cosa) ,
r r
and K is a modified Bessel function of the second kind [I], p. 376],

o cost
K has the following asymptotics [, p. 378],
1

and

(15) K\(R) = (g)m % (1 +0 (%)) . R oo

Lemma 7. For =1 <a <3, Ty,: L*(Ry) — L*(Ry) is a compact perturbation
of the integral operator I, ,: L*(Ry) — L*(R.) with kernel
a+l

1 .
att sin « x

(f> C La(r @) = =X (r, 7) (;) CA(ra)7

r

where x (12 denotes the characteristic function of the square (0, 1)%

Proof. In fact,

(E)GTH (T3 (r,2) = La(r,2)) € I* (d_x ﬁ) |

r xr
so that Tgfa — I, 4 is Hilbert-Schmidt. To see this, let

B(r,z) = rAs(r,x) = ((x — rcos ) 4+ r?sin o) /2.
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(r,z) is bounded for 0 < r,x < 1, so by (I4)

a+1
// |To(r,x) — I(rx|2d—xﬁ<// 2~ dx dr < oo,

smce—1<a<3 IfoO<r<landl <z < oo, then B(r,x) 2 = > 1 and
Au( , so by (I3 there is a constant v > 0 such that

a-‘rl a-‘rl -
// (rx|2d—xﬁ<// 1 d—gjﬁ<oo.
T r T

If1<r<ooand0<x<1weusethatBr:c)>r>1andA( x) 2 1, and
therefore

a+1
/ / rx|2d—x@</ /:cr e dx dr < oo.

Finally, when 1 < r < co and 1 < z < oo we have that B(r,z) 2 = +r, and thus

a—l—l
// To(r, |2d_x@</ / r % e drdr < co. O

Observe that [, , is a truncated Mellin convolution operator (convolution on
the group R, ) with kernel

. 3—a
S1n & S 2

loa(5) = = T 14 s52—2scosa’

in the sense that
at1

<£> CL(ra) =da(r/z), 0<rz<l

”
For —1 < a < 3, the kernel i,, € L*(R,) has Mellin transform

sm (( + z£)(7r — a))

Mg o(§) = , € R.
The range of this transform is the closed curve
50— _sm(( —1—15)(7?—04)) e<fi<ool
sin ((T + i&))

For a # 1 this is a simple closed curve in C, positively oriented if —1 < a < 1
and negatively oriented if 1 < a < 3, in either case satisfying that X, , = ¥, 2.
If 0 < a < 7 then X, , lies in the left half-plane of C, in the right half-plane if
T < a <2t Fora=1,%,; is the real interval between 0 and a/7m — 1. It is
clear that X, , is symmetric with respect to complex conjugation. The curves are
increasing in 1 < a < 3 in the sense that if 1 < a < @’ < 3, then every point of
Ya,a but the origin is contained in the interior of X, .. For precise calculations
we refer to [46].
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Lemma [ shows that, with respect to the decomposition

L*(R,) = L*((0,1),r tdr) @ L*((1,00),r 'dr),

J, *
+ a,a
Ta’“ o ( * *) ’

where the entries marked * are compact operators, and .J, , is a pseudo-differential
operator of Mellin type. There is a fully fledged theory of such operators de-
veloped by Elschner, Lewis, and Parenti [16, 39, 40], together with a symbolic
calculus which for A ¢ 3, , gives the index of J, , — A, and thus of T;a — A, as the
winding number W (X, 4, A) of A with respect to ¥, ,. In fact, the same operator
Ju,q appears in computing the spectrum of double layer potentials on curvilinear
polygons in 2D, and thus the relevant calculations already appear in [38, 46]. We
do not give an account of the theory here, but instead summarize the conclusion
it yields in the next proposition.

we have that

Proposition 8. The essential spectrum of ija 18
Tess(Tng) = L
If X ¢ Yo, then T, — X is Fredholm with index
ind(Ty, = A) = W(Zaa, A).

The classical Kellogg argument shows that any eigenvalue of K: L?(T") — L*(T)
must be real, in the case that I' is a bounded surface. However, this argument
fails in the present setting, essentially because L*(T',) is not contained in the
energy space £(I',), in the terminology of Section @l The next lemma offers a
replacement of the Kellogg argument. For the statement, observe by (&) that
K,: L*Y(T,) — L*Y(T,) is a self-adjoint operator, hence has real spectrum.

Lemma 9. If —1 < a < 1 and A € C is an eigenvalue of K,: L**(Ty) —
L**(T,), orif 1 <a < 3 and X is an eigenvalue of K: L>~%(T,) — L*>7%(T,),
then X € o(K,, L*'(Ty)). In particular, X € R.

Proof. We give the argument for —1 < a < 1. The proof of the statement for
1 < a < 3 is similar. If X is an eigenvalue of K,: L?>*(T',) — L*?(Ty,), then, by
(@), either X or —\ is an eigenvalue of K,: L**(drdz) — L*%(dxdz). Denote
this latter eigenvalue by u. Let f € L?%(dz dz) be a non-zero eigenfunction and
consider the decomposition

f=hH+f, filz,2)=f(x, Z)X(o,l)($)> folx, 2) = f(x, Z)X(1,oo)(f)~

Noting that a < 1, we have that f; € L*»!(dz dz), and therefore by Lemma [6] that
K. f1 € L*Y(dx dz) as well. From the eigenvalue equation we hence obtain that

(16) (Ko — 1) fo = —(Kao — p) f1 € L¥'(dx d2).
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In other words, Vi (K, — u)V_1Vifs € L*(G), so that formal application of the
Fourier transform yields

(17) P (Vifo)(Toy — 1) € Sa(LP(Ry)).
To justify (IT), observe that Vi f, € L»%2 and that
Vieeni (A ko) = ATk, € LNG),
2

by the proof of Lemma [Bl Hence, by Lemma @], the components of () are
initially well-defined as bounded maps

PL(Vifa), Ty LRy, r=dr) — LA(Ry, v~ dr),

Equation (I6) shows that 2. (V;fo)(TE o1 — ) in fact extends continuously to a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L*(R,) = L*(R,,r~tdr).

Now, if A ¢ 0(K,, L*Y(T,)), then K, — p: L*'(dwvdz) — L*'(dx dz) is invert-
ible and thus T, — p: L*(Ry) — L*(Ry) is invertible, by Propositions [3 and [
Therefore 2. (Vi fs) € So, that is, Vi fo € L*(G). Hence f = f1+ fo € L**(dx dz)
and thus p is an eigenvalue of K, : L*!(dx dz) — L*»'(dz dz), from which it fol-
lows that A € o(K,, L*'(T,)), a contradiction. O

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section. We denote by ia,a
the curve Y, , together with its interior.

Theorem 10. For —1 < a < 3, the spectrum of K,: L**(T,) — L*>%(T,,) satis-
fies that R R
U(Kaa L27a(ra)) = Uess(Kaa L27a(ra)) = _Za,a U Za,w

For —1 < a < 1, every point X in the interior of —ix,a U ix,a 1s an eigenvalue of
the Neumann—Poincaré operator K¥: L>~%(T,) — L*>~%(T,) of infinite multiplic-
ity. For 1 < a < 3, every such point is an eigenvalue of K, : L**(T,) — L**(T,)
of infinite multiplicity. For a = 1, K,: L>Y(T,) — L*Y(Ty,) is self-adjoint and
Yaa = Laa 5 a real interval,

0(Ka, L*'(Ta)) = ess(Ka, L' (Ta)) = [—]1 — a/x],|1 — a/x]].
Furthermore, K, : L>%(T,) — L?>*(T,) is normaloid,

sin (1 —a)~ 2‘1)

sin(l—ag)

IKallp2er.)) = lo(Ka, L**(Ca))| =

Proof. By equation (), K, — A is invertible (Fredholm) on L*%(T,) if and only
if K, — X and K, + A are both invertible (Fredholm) on L??(dz dz). Since, by
Propositions [B and 8]

M- 0
2,a _ Toa
Oess (Ko, L (dx dz)) = Oess ( 0 My

o,

)—U(T JUa(TH,) D Sa.,

we see that —ix,a U ia,a C Oess(Ka, L24(T,)).
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Suppose that A € ia,a \ Xoa If =1 <a <1, then
ind(T, — ) =ind(T;f, = X) =1,
so that \ is an eigenvalue of T.,. Hence, by Proposition [ A is an eigenvalue
of infinite multiplicity of M}, = M+ ., and thus also of K : L*>~(T,) —
L*7(T,). If instead 1 < a < 3, then ind(T;f, — A) = —1, and hence X is
an eigenvalue of (777,)*. Again using Proposition [5, we conclude that A is an
eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity of K,: L*»*(T,) — L**(T,). The case when A

lies in the interior of -3, , is analogous.

Finally, suppose that A € 0(Kq, L2%(I'y)), but that A ¢ —Sq,US,.. Without
loss of generality we may suppose that \ € O'(MT+ ) = o(T;},). Then, since

ind(T,7, — A) = 0, X is an eigenvalue of T, and X an cigenvalue of (T,7,)*.
Thus, A is an eigenvalue of My + and A an eigenvalue of Mgty immediately

implying that A is an eigenvalue of K, : L>%(T'y) — L*%(T'y) and A an eigenvalue
of K : L»~%(T,) — L?>~%(T,). By Lemma [0 we conclude that A € R. On the
other hand, by Lemma [6] we have that

(1-a)732)
(1=a)3) |
However, all real A satisfying (I) are contained in —Sq , US4, a contradiction.

The formula for the norm and spectral radius of K, : T2 (T, ) — L?%(T,) also
follows from this last statement. O

18) Al < IKallpr2ewa) = 1Kallpr2anaz) <

sin (
sin

Remark. By the symmetry X, , = X, 2, and the increasing nature of the curves
Yoa 1 <a <3, it is clear that Theorem [I0] implies Theorem [Al

Remark. For an unbounded Lipschitz graph I', L. Escauriaza and M. Mitrea [I§]
showed that (K, L?(T")) is contained in a certain hyperbola which only depends
on the Lipschitz character of I'. Perhaps unsurprisingly, Theorem [10] shows that
their result is sharp for the wedge boundaries T',.

To give the application of Theorem [I] to the transmission problem we need
to recall some of the layer potential theory of the unbounded Lipschitz graph
Iy, [10]. For a function V on I', 1 or I, _, the non-tangential maximal function
M=V T, — [0,00] is given by

MEV)(r) =sup{|V(r)| : ' € Toqu, | —r| < 2dist(r',T,)}, 7 €T,
Consider the two spaces of harmonic functions

W' (o) = {AU = 0in Tos : ME(VU) € LA(T,)},

which we imphcltly con51der as quotient spaces over the constant functions. Every
U € h*(T, +) has non-tangential boundary values and outward normal derivatives
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pointwise almost everywhere on I',,. That is,

(19) Tr. U(r) = n.t.- lim U(r'), OFU(r) = n.t.- lim n(r) - VU(r')

r'—r
exist for almost all r € T',, where the convergence takes place in all non-tangential
regions
{r'elay | =r|<(Q+c)dist(r',Tn)}, ¢>0.
Furthermore, 0FU € L*(T,), and Try U belongs to the homogeneous Sobolev
space H!'(T',) on T, consisting of the functions f € L% _(T',) such that the

loc

(tangential) gradient of f on I',, belongs to L?(T',). A more precise definition of
H'(T,,) is given in Section@. H'(T4) is a Hilbert space modulo constants. Hence
Tre: h'(Tos) — HY(T,) and 8F: h'(Tq.) — L*(T,) are bounded operators.

The single layer potential is an isomorphism as a map S, : L2(T's) — HY(I',)
[10, Lemma 3.1|. Evaluating S, f instead on either I', ;. or I', _, see equation (),
yields isomorphisms Sq: L2(I'y) — h'(Ty.+). Furthermore, by the weak singular-
ity of the kernel, we have that

TrySof =Sof € H'(Tw), fe L*T,).
In other words, the interior Dirichlet problem

MF(VU) € L*(T,),

AU =0inT, 4,

T U=geH'T,)
is well posed (modulo constants), and the solution is of the form of a single layer
potential, U = S, f, f € L*(I'y). The same statement holds for the exterior
Dirichlet problem.

To treat the transmission problem we make use of the jump formulas [I8, p.
149]

(0)  9iSef = L/ ~Kaf). 08uf()= £(~ ~Kaf). € LX)

Corollary 11. Let 1 # ¢ € C and f € H'(I',). Then the transmission problem

M*H(VU), M~ (VU) € L*(T,)
AU =0in Ty UT,_,
Tr,U—-Tr_U=fe HY(T,),
OFU — €0, U =g € L*(T,)

is well posed (modulo constants) for all g € L*(T'y) if and only if

1+e€
1—c¢

(21) ¢ 00U Sao.
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Proof. By well-posedness of the Dirichlet problems there are densities hy €
L*(T,) and a constant ¢ such that U = S,hy + ¢ in [y and U = S,h + ¢
in ', —. By the jump formulas (20), the transmission problem is then equivalent
to the system

Sa(h-l- - h’—) = f>
(Ko = 1220) hy = =1 29 + (Ko + ) (hy — ho)]

on I'y, where I denotes the identity map. This system is uniquely solvable if and
only if (2I) holds, by Theorem [I0 and the fact that S,: L?(T',) — H'(T,) is an

isomorphism. O

4. THE ENERGY SPACE ON UNBOUNDED LIPSCHITZ GRAPHS

4.1. Identification with a fractional homogeneous Sobolev space. In this
section only, we will consider the more general situation where I" is an unbounded
Lipschitz graph,
I'= {T = (Iayaz) eR’: z= 90(517,'3/)},

where ¢: R? — R is Lipschitz continuous. We think of the region above I' as
the interior domain I',, the region below it as the exterior I'_. The energy space
E(T') in the case when I' is an infinite cone was important in [28], but was not
shown to coincide with a Sobolev space. We therefore prove this identification for
general Lipschitz graphs here. The considerations of this section apply equally
well to the case of an unbounded Lipschitz graph embedded in R", n > 3, but
we restrict ourselves to n = 3 for simplicity of notation.

Denote the space of compactly supported functions f € L?(T") by L?(T"). Then

(22) (Sf, 912y = | VSf-VSgdV, f,g€ Ly(I).
R3

This is a standard identity which follows from Green’s formula and the jump
formulas (20) for the interior and exterior normal derivatives of Sf on I'. When
I" is smooth, bounded, and connected, equation (22]) may be found in [33, Lemma
1]. The approximation procedure of [58, Theorem 1.12] extends it to connected
bounded Lipschitz surfaces, see for example [50]. Finally, exhausting I', with
a suitable increasing sequence of bounded Lipschitz domains yields (22)) for un-
bounded Lipschitz graphs. See Lemma [I8 for a similar argument spelled out in
greater detail.
Consider the inner product

(23) (f,9)e) = (S, 9)2(r),

initially for functions f,g € L?(T"). Equation (22)) shows positive definiteness; if
1f1IZ@) = (f: ey = 0, then VSf(r) = 0 for r € R? \ I',. However, this implies
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that 9FSf = 0, see equation (I9), which, unless f = 0, is incompatible with the
estimate

105S fll 2y 2 1 f Il L2y

from [31]. We define the energy space £(I') as the completion of L?(T") under this
inner product.

When I is a connected bounded Lipschitz surface, the energy space £(I") con-
sists precisely of the distributions f on I' in the inhomogeneous Sobolev space
H=2(T") [8]. We will show that for an unbounded Lipschitz graph I this remains
true upon replacing H~'/%(T") by a homogeneous Sobolev space.

Let F: L*(R?) — L?*(R?) denote the usual two-dimensional Fourier transform.
For 0 < s < 1, we define the homogeneous Sobolev space H $(R?) as the comple-
tion of C2°(R?) under the norm

(24) ey = [ IR

We refer to [5, Ch. 1] for the basics of homogeneous Sobolev spaces. When
0 < s < 1, the norm can also be computed as a Slobodeckij norm, see for
example [I1), Proposition 3.4],

2 | o 2
Fro(®2) = //R2 |7“—7°’|2(1+ drdr’, 0<s<l1, feC*R?),

where ¢, is a constant depending on s. For 0 < s < 1, we emphasize that the
completion H* (R?) is a space of functions. In fact, there is an injective embedding
of H*(R?) into L*/(1=*)(R?) [I5, Theorem 2.1]. For s = 1, H'(R?) is the quotient
of a semi-Hilbert space of functions with the subspace of constant functions. More
precisely, H'(R?) is the Hilbert space of L2 (R?)-functions f modulo constants
such that Vf € L?(R?). We define the negative index spaces H*(R?) as the dual
spaces of H*(R?) with respect to the L?(R?)-pairing. Note that (24) remains valid
for —1 < s < 0, in the sense that the Fourier transform extends to a unitary

(25) F: H*(R?) — L*(R?%, ¢ d¢), —1<s<1.

/1

Alternatively, homogeneous Sobolev spaces may be understood in terms of the
Riesz potential [11], Section 3]. For 0 < s < 1, the Riesz potential is given by
(26)

L1 = (-8)2(r) = F TR0 =, [ Lﬁd re R

2 |r—r

where ¢/, is a constant depending on s. Clearly, Z,: L*(R?) — H*(R?) is a unitary
map, and by duality, so is Z,: H*(R?) — L?(R?).
We naturally interpet functions f on I' as functions on R2, by letting

Af(z,y) = f(x,y,0(x,9), (2,y) € R
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For 0 < s < 1, we let H*T) = A~'H*(R?), in the sense that H*(T) is the
completion of A™'C>*(R?) under the norm | f]| iy = IAS | gsge)- We define

H—*(T") as the dual of H5(I") with respect to the L?(I')-pairing.

Lemma 12. Every function g € L2(T) induces a distinct element £, € H~Y*(T),
gg(f) = <f7 g>L2(F)7 f € A_lcgo(Rz)v

and

(27) 1ol i-1/20y = 0AGl fr-12g2), 9 € L2(T),
where

(28) pla,y) = (1+ |Vo(z,y)|)"/

The space of all such functionals is dense in H=V/?(T).

Proof. Note that do(z,y) = p(z,y) dxdy. Since H'?(R?) C LY(R?), we deduce
that L2(R?) C H~1/?(R?). Therefore £, induces a bounded functional on H'/2(T),
since pAg € L2(R?) and

Uy(f) = (AT, pAg) r2re).-
This last formula also implies (7). It is clear that ¢,, = ¢, if and only if

g1 = g2 almost everywhere. The density follows from the fact that the elements
of H'/?(R?) are functions. O

We interpret Lemma [I2 by saying that L2(T') is densely contained in H~'/2(T),
and we do not notationally distinguish between ¢, and g from this point on.
By the group property
IslISZ = Isl+82> 0< S1, 852 < 1,
and the unitarity of Z;,: H'?(R?) — L*(R?), we find that
(29) (Luf, Prege) = 1f1G-12m)y [ € Le(R?).

Furthermore, if f € L%(T") is a nonnegative function, then Z,pAf ~ ASf, since
the kernels of Z;pA and AS are comparable. Comparing ([23), (27), and (29) thus
yields that

Ifllewy = 1 flzg-r2mys 0 < f € LET).
To extend this estimate to general functions, we appeal to an interpolation argu-
ment, beginning with the following lemma.

Lemma 13. The space

LI(T) = {feL2 /fda—O}

is contained and dense in H—(T'), HV2(I"), £T), and L*(T"). Furthermore, S
maps L2 (L") into L*(T), and if f € L2, (F) then Sf(r) =O(|r|™2) as r — oo.
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Proof. A direct proof that L2(I') C H~Y(I') goes as follows. Suppose that f €
L2o(I), and let p be as in (28). Then F(pAf) is real analytic on R* and

F(pAf)(0 /fda_O

Therefore F(pAf) € L*(R? [¢|7>dE), from which it follows that f € H-Y(T).
That is, g — (g, f)r2r) defines a continuous functional on H*(T'). The density

of L2,(T') in H~Y(T') is immediate from the fact that the elements of /*(R?) are

L2, (R?)-functions modulo constants.

Next, let g, € L2(I') be defined by

1 _
9n(@: Y, 0(2,9) = —5X(n /222 (@, 9)p(, Y) !

Then [, g,do =1, and
0 < Sgn(r) <

by a straightforward estimate. Hence

1
Hgan(F) = <Sgnagn>L2(F) 5 ﬁ

Similarly we see from (29)) that

I9ull-vt) =/ ErloAg).pAG) ey 5 =

Of course, ||gnllz2ry < 1/n. Now suppose that f € LZ(I') and let d = [, fdo.
Then f—dg, € L2y(') and f—dg, — fin H='2(I"), &), and L*(I") as n — oo.
This proves that L2 ((I') is dense in these three spaces, since LZ(T') is.

Finally, suppose again that f € LZ2,(I'). If K is any bounded subgraph of
' containing supp f, then Sf € L?(K) by the usual mapping properties of S
for connected bounded Lipschitz surfaces [58]. Hence we only need to check the
behavior of Sf at infinity to finish the proof. Letting S(r,r’) be the kernel of S,
note for 7’ € K that

1 1 1, _ _

S(r,r") = yym AT O ) = E|r| a4+ 0(rI™), r— oo
Therefore, since fF fdo=0,

Sf(r) = /FS(T’, () do(r') = O(|r|%), r — oo.

It follows that Sf € L*(T). O

, rel,

S|

We are ready to state and prove the main theorem of this section. For the
proof, note that the J-method, the K-method, and the complex method are all
equivalent for interpolation of Hilbert spaces [7, 43]. We hence simply refer to
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the interpolation space (Ho, H1)g of exponent 0 < # < 1 between two compatible
Hilbert spaces Ho and H;.

Theorem 14. Suppose that I' is an unbounded Lipschitz graph. Then the en-
ergy space E(T') coincides with the homogeneous Sobolev space H=/?(T'), £(T) ~
H-Y2('). More precisely, the inclusion of L2(I') into H=Y/*(T) extends to an
isomorphism of E(I') onto H~'/3(I").

Proof. The starting point is that S: L*(T) — HY(') is an isomorphism [10,
Lemma 3.1|. Let A: L*(T") — L?(IR?) denote the unitary given by
Af=pPAf, feAD),
where p, as before, is given by p(z,y) = (1 + |[Ve(x,y)|?)/2. Then
(30) M = Fp Y2ASA~'p V2 F 1. L2(R?,d¢) — L*(R?,|¢|? de).

is an isomorphism, since multiplication by p~'/? on L?*(R?) and S: L*(I') —
HY(T) are both isomorphisms. By [22), M is symmetric with respect to the
L?(R?%, d€)-pairing. Therefore, by duality, we can reformulate (30) by saying that
M continuously extends to an isomorphism

(31) M: L*(R?,|¢] 72 de) — L*(R?, d5).
By Lemma [I3] M is initially densely defined on
dom(M) = Fp'?ALZ,(T) C L*(R?,d&) N L* (R, [¢] 7 d€),

and the meaning of (BIl) is that M extends continuously to an isomorphism.
Interpolation between (B0) and (B1) also gives that

(32) M: L(R? €|~ d€) — L*(R?, [¢] d€)

is bounded. It is not, however, possible at this stage to conclude that this operator
is an isomorphism. As a consequence of (22)) and (32)) we conclude that

(33) 0 <(Mf, freme,ae) S ”f”%?(R?,\g\*ldg)a f € dom(M).

We also want to consider M as an unbounded operator on L?*(R?, d¢). To avoid
confusion we call this operator R,

R: L*(R* d¢) — L*(R?,d¢), Rf=MfF.
In view of (BI]), we can let the domain of R be
dom(R) = L2(R2, [€] 2 d€) N LA (R?, de).

The positivity of R on dom(M) extends to dom(R). To see this, given f €
dom(R) C L*(R?, |£|~! d€), we may by Lemma [I3] choose a sequence in dom (M),
approximating f in L?(R?, [¢|7!d€). By (B2) and (33) we conclude that

(Rf, f)r2@e,ae) = 0, f € dom(R).
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The same argument shows that R is a symmetric operator,
(Rf, 9)r2me.ae) = (f, R9) 12 w2.ae),  f, 9 € dom(R).
Since the operator of (B0) is an isomorphism, the domain of R* is given by
dom(R*) = {f € L*(R?*,d§) : [(f, Rg)r22.ae)| < |1 R 22 g2 ae), g € dom(R)}.
The range of R being dense in L?(R? |£]? d€), it follows that
dom(R") = dom(R).

We conclude that R is a positive self-adjoint operator.
Consider now the Hilbert space H; = L?(R? d¢) with its usual norm and
Ho = L*(R?, |€]2d€) with the alternative norm

(34) [l = 1M fllass | € Ho

We apply the characterization of the interpolation spaces (Ho, Hi)s, 0 < 0 < 1,
given by [7, Theorem 3.3|. It extends the usual characterization given in [41],
Theorem 15.1| to the present situation in which Hy and H; are incomparable.
The conclusionf] is that the relationship

(35> <T1/2f7 T1/2g>7'l1 = <f7 g)?‘lov fv g€ HO N Hl

defines an unbounded, self-adjoint, positive operator T': H; — H; whose square
root has domain

dom(T"?) = Ho N'H, = dom(R).
Furthermore, the norm of the interpolation space (Ho, H1)1/2 is given by
||fH?7—Lo,7‘l1)1/2 = ||T1/4fH3-L1 = <T1/2f7 f>7-L17 f € HO N Hl-
By (B4) and (B3) we have that
(TY2f, Y29V, = (Rf, Rg)n,, f,g € dom(T"?) = dom(R).

Since R is also positive and self-adjoint it must be that R = T"/2, see for example
[55, Proposition 10.4].
On the other hand, if we equip Ho = L?(R?,|£]|72 d€) with the usual norm, we
know that the interpolation space is L*(R?, |£|7! d€), and thus
(M, oo, = (T F, Py ~ 1 fl72@2 06140 f € dom(M),

Unraveling the definitions, this means that

1120y = SF P oy = DAy oy = 1oy F € L20(D),

where the last equality is given by (27). Since LZ2y(T') is dense in E(I') and
H~'%(T") by Lemma [[3] this proves the statement. O

!There is a slight mistake in the statement of |7l Theorem 3.3] concerning dom(T’), but it is
easily corrected by inspecting its proof.
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Remark. When I is a connected bounded Lipschitz surface, S is an isomorphism
of L*(T) onto the inhomogeneous Sobolev space H'(T') [58, Theorem 3.3|, and
E(T) ~ HY2(T') in this case.

4.2. Single layer potentials and the Dirichlet problem. It is implicit in
the proof of Theorem M4 that the isomorphism property of S: L*(T') — H'(T)
extends to the scale of homogeneous Sobolev spaces. When I' is a bounded
Lipschitz surface the corresponding result is well known, see for example [22]
Theorem 8.1

Corollary 15. Let I" be an unbounded Lipschitz graph. For every 0 < s <1,
S: H*(T) — H'™*(I)

s an isomorphism.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem [I4] we see for every 0 < s < 1 that

1R f | 2®e,de) = | f | o200 = I f [ 22r2 1200, f € dom(R).
R: L*(R? d¢) — L*(R?, d€) has dense range by the isomorphism property of (31)).
It follows that R® extends to an isomorphism R*: L*(R?,|£|728d¢) — L*(R?, d€),
and, by duality, to an isomorphism R*: L*(R? df) — L*(R?,|£]**). Thus R ex-
tends to an isomorphism
R = RUR: (R 6|72 de) — L(R, 620 de).
This is equivalent to the statement of the corollary. U

Consider the homogeneous Sobolev spaces on I'y and I'_|

1) = {F € Lt 1P, = [ VPPV <o)

These are Hilbert spaces as quotient spaces over the constant functions. The
subspaces of harmonic functions are given by

HYTy)={Uec H'(Ty) : AU=0inT.}.
It follows from equations (22)-(23]) that, evaluating Sf in either I'y or I'_ for a
charge f, S extends to bounded maps
S: E(I') — HY(Ty).

By the trace inequality [I5, Theorem 2.4] and the method of [12], there are
(unique) continuous traces Try: H'(I'.) — HY?(I"). By the corresponding result
for bounded Lipschitz surfaces I' [§], and by considering smooth cut-off functions,
we see that Try Sf = Sf for f € L?(T"). By Corollary [I8 both sides of this

equation extend continuously to H~/2(T') ~ &£(I"), and we conclude that

Tr. Sf=Tr_Sf =Sf € HY*I), fe&D).
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This leads to the following result on the interior Dirichlet problem. Of course,
we could equally well make the analogous statement for the exterior Dirichlet
problem.

Corollary 16. The trace Tro: H} (') — H'Y*(T') is an isomorphism. That is,
the Dirichlet problem

Jr, IVUPP AV < o,
AU = 0 m F+,
Tr U =ge HT),

is well-posed. The unique solution U is given by a single layer potential, U = Sf,
where f € E(T). Hence S: E(T') — H}(Ty) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Given g € H'/2(I), there is by Corollary [5lan f € £(T') such that Sf = ¢
in H'/2(T"). Then U = Sf in H}(I'}) solves the Dirichlet problem. Uniqueness
is given by [44, Theorem 7.1.2]. Corollary 5 shows that S: £(T') — HL(T) is
injective, while surjectivity is given by well-posedness of the Dirichlet problem.

U

5. THE ENERGY SPACE SPECTRUM

We now return to the situation where I' = I, is the boundary of a wedge of
opening angle . Recall from Section [2] that

(0 K, (S0 Sa
Ko = (Ka o)’ Sa = (Sa SO)’
where K,f = f * ko and, by equation (I0), Ssf = Vif * s, with convolution
kernels given by
_sina 1
21 (14 5% —2scosa + t2)3/2

ko(s,t) =

and
1 1

t) = — .
53(5,%) 47 (1 + s%2 — 2scos B + t2)1/2

Here, as before, V., v € R, is the operator of multiplication by A™7 = 7.

For technical purposes, we begin by establishing some mapping properties of S,
and K, refraining from working out the much more general statement that could
be given. For 1 < p < oo we write LP%(dx dz) = LP(2*dxdz) and LP*(T',) =
LPo(dx dz) @ LP*(dx dz).

Lemma 17. The following operators are bounded:
Sa: L¥4(T,) — LY Y3(T,), Ko: LP4(T,) — L¥4(T,),
Ko: LY33(T,) — LY3V8(1,), K:: LY V3(T,) — LY V4(T,).
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Proof. Note first that V,sg € LY(G) for § € {0,a} if and only if 1 < ¢ < 2 and
0 < aq < q— 1. To see this, note that 0 < s, < s¢ and that if ¢ > 1, then

1 [ [ 5% ds o gmat
Vsl — L e, [T
[VasollZ 47T/0 /_OO (1 —s)a+12)a/2" s Cq/O |1 — sla—t ’

where ¢, > 0 is a constant. We now let ¢ = 4/3. By Young’s inequality, Lemmal[l]

1S5 fllraa=1(dwdz) = [[VisaS * Vassllzae) < Vasarafllz)|VassllLas @)
5 ||f||L2v1/2+2a(dxdz)’
whenever 3 € {0,a} and 0 < a < 1/4. This yields that S,: L*¥/*(T',) —
L4~Y2(T,) is bounded upon choosing a = 1/8.

That K,: L*¥4(T'y) — L?>*%(T,) is bounded is part of Lemma 6 The bound-
edness of K,: LY31/3(T,) — LA31/3(T,) also follows from (the proof of) that
lemma, since it shows that Va7 30k, € L*(G), and by Young’s inequality

HKaf||L4/371/8(dmdz) = ||V27/32f*‘/27/327fa||L4/3(G)
< |[Vazsafll parsey IVarysekall iy S NNl parsars as az)-
This last estimate also proves that K*: L*»~Y*(T,) — L*~Y2(I',) is bounded,
since L*71/2(T,) is the dual space of L*/31/8(T,) under the L?(T')-pairing. [

The lemma allows us to motivate the Plemelj formula SK = K*S for the un-
bounded Lipschitz graph I',.

Lemma 18. The Plemelj formula is valid for I',, when either side of the equation
is interpreted as a bounded operator from L*3/*(Ty) into L*~Y/2(T',). That is,
SaKa = K=S, : L¥/4(T,) — LY Y2(T,).

Proof. Choose a sequence (I )32, of bounded connected Lipschitz surfaces such

that (TV N [',)52, is an increasing exhaustion of I',. The choice of sequence can
be made so that for any compact set K C I', it holds for sufficiently large j that

dist (I, T\ T) ~ 7, / doj ~ j*,
TJ

where do; denotes the surface measure of I'V. Suppose that f,¢g € L2(T',). For
sufficiently large j we can understand f and ¢ as functions on IV, and then, by
the Plemelj formula for bounded domains [58, Theorem 3.3|,

(36) (Kri f,Srig) r2wiy = (Sri f, Kri g) r2(riy,
where Kp; and Sp; denote the layer potentials of I'V. Note that

(37) <Krjf, SFJ'9>L2(FJ') = <Kaf> Sag>L2(FjﬂFa) + <Krjf, SFjg>L2(Fj\Fa)>

where )
|(Kps f,Sri 9) L2 inray | S 7 /Fj doj =0, j— oo
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Since, by Lemma [[7, K, f € LY3Y%(',) and S,g € L»/3(T',), we deduce from
B7) that

(Kri f,Srig) r2riy = (Kof,Sag) 1200y,  J — 0.
Similarly, (Sr; f, Krig)r2(ri) = (Saf, Kag)r2(ro)- By (B8) we conclude that

(38) (Kaf,Sag) 2oy = (Saf, Kag)r2ray,  f,9 € L2(I).
By Lemma[I[7 the operators S,K,, K:S, : L>**(,) — L*~/*(T,) are bounded.
Hence we infer from (B8] that they are equal, S, K, = KS,. O

Lemmas I and I8 let us define K, as an unbounded symmetric operator on
E(T,). We will later see that K,: £(I'y) — &(I'y) is bounded (and hence self-
adjoint).

Lemma 19. Let
D(T,) = L¥¥4(T,) N LY3Y3(T,).

Then L%(T,) C D(T,) C E(T,), the second inclusion understood in the natural
way such that

(39) <f>g>$(1"a) = <Safag>L2(Fa)> fag € D(Fa)
Furthermore, K,D(I'y) C D(I'y). Thus K,: E(I'y) — E(Ty) is densely defined
with domain D(I',), and this operator is symmetric.

Proof. By Hélder’s inequality, L2(I'y) € D(Iy). Let (I)32, be an increasing
exhausting sequence of compact subsets of

L.\ {(0,0,2) : z € R}.

Given f € D(T',) and j > 1, let f; = xpif € L2(T,). Then f; — f in D(T,).
Hence (f;)32, is a Cauchy sequence in £(T',), since, by Lemma [I'7 and the duality
between L»~1/2(T,) and LY31/3(T,),

(40) (1= fillz ) < ISa(fi=Ffillpava@a Ifi— fill prrsassr,y = 0,k — o0.

Therefore (f;)32, represents an element of £(I'y) such that
}gﬂgjfj,gm(ra) = (f,9)12r.), g€ ATCX(R?).

Since £(T'y) ~ H~Y*(T",) by Theorem [[4 this shows that (f;)32, corresponds to
the element f € H~1/2(I',). In particular, the map

D(Fa) > [ (f])goil < E(Fa)

is injective. Hence it is justified to consider D(I',) a linear subspace of £(I,,).
Equation (B9) follows from ([40) and Lemma [I7

That K,D(I'y) C D(I',) is a consequence of Lemma [I7, and the symmetry of
Kq: E(Ty) = E(Ty) is Lemma I8 O
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Our next goal is to prove that K, : £(I'y) — £(I's) is actually bounded and to
give the correct estimate for its norm. For v € R, let

A/
Vv_(o vﬁ,)’

and consider for 0 < a < 1 the space &,(I'y) = V,E(I',), the completion of
V.D(T',) under the scalar product

(41) <.fa g>€a(Fa) = <V—aSaV—af> g>L2(Fa) = <V1—aSaV—a.fa g>L2’*1(FQ)-
The following is obvious by definition and Lemma 19

Lemma 20. For 0 < a < 1, K,: E(I's) — &(T,) is unitarily equivalent to
VKo V_o: E4(Ty) — Eu(Ln), the latter operator having domain V,D(T,,).

We now run a symmetrization argument (cf. [26] Theorem 2.2|) to prove that
HKaHB(é’(Fa)) < ||VaKaV—a||B(L2’*1(Fa)) = ||Ko¢||B(L2a2a*1(1"a)), O<a<l.
The norm on right-hand side was computed in Theorem [10, and taking a — 1

yields the following result.
Theorem 21. K, : £(I',) — E(I'y) is bounded with norm
(42) IKallBeray <1 —afm|.

Proof. Let 0 < a < 1, and consider a function f € L*(T,), compactly supported
in ', \ {(0,0,2) : z € R} and satisfying

/ V_ofdo = 0.

o

The space of such functions is included in V,D(I',) and dense in &,(I',), which
follows from the fact that V,L2(T") is dense in &,(Ty,), together with a small

modification of the proof of Lemma I3l Let K C I', \ {(0,0,2) : z € R} be a
compact set such that f is compactly supported in the interior of K. Then

XKvl—aSaV—af S L27_1 (Pa)

by the usual mapping properties of the single layer potential on a bounded
connected Lipschitz surface. For r € T', \ K, we have by Lemma [I3] that
SaV_of(r)=O((1+|r|*)~"). Hence

oo oo x2(1—a) dzr
VitaS.V_, - < s dz —
||XFa\K 1 JCHL2 HTa) N/o /_Oo (1+x2+z2)2 z T

B T /oo x2(1—a) dr _
T2, Qxa2prg S0
since 0 < a < 1. We conclude that

VicaSaV_of € L>71(T,).
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Since f € V,D(I',) and the symmetric (at this stage possibly unbounded)
operator V, K, V_,: &,(T,) = &.(T,) preserves V,D(T',,), we find that

VKoV _aflleura) = (£, VaKEV_uf) ety < NI e IVEKEV o f I

Repeating the estimate inductively gives us that
IVaKaV-oflleara) < NI IVaKS VoafllE s 52 1.

Estimating the right-most norm with the help of (4Tl) ylelds that
—j—1 +1 1
IVaKaV o flleara) < M5 G IVicaSaVoaf 172 00 IVaKE Vo fl72 0,

< |l ) 1Va-aSaVa 172w | F 122 (o VKV —all Bzz1 -
Since f and V;_,S,V_,f belong to L>~}T,), in letting j — oo we conclude that
IKallBEra) = IVaKaV ol B o) < IVaKaV_ollprz-11.))
as promised. In particular, K,: £(I'y) — £(I's) is bounded. By Theorem [0}
sin ((1 —a)(m — «))
sin ((1 — a)m)
We obtain ([42]) when we let a — 1. O

||VaKQV—a H B(L>~1(Ta)) =

Remark. The reason for not directly considering @ = 1 in the proof is that
it appears difficult to find an appropriate dense class of functions f for which

Vl—aSaV—af = Sav_lf S L2’_1(Fa).

We are finally in a position to determine the spectrum of K, : £(I'y) — E(T').
Let us begin by describing an unsuccessful approach, which nonetheless is illumi-
nating. By inspection of (8) we see that

(43) KZ == VlKaV_l.

Hence Lemma 20 for a = 1 says that K, : £(I'y) — £(I'y) is unitarily equivalent
to K¥: & (') — &1(Ty). The scalar product of & (I',) is given by

(44> <f7 g>51(1—‘a) = <§af7 g>L2v*1(Fa)7 f7 g e VID(Fa>7

where ga = S.V_;. Note that ga is a block matrix of convolution operators on
the group G. Plemelj’s formula, Lemma [I§ says that S, and K commute,

SeK:f =SaKoV_if =K:Sof, f € ViD(Ty).

Suppose that we could construct a suitable square root of ga which commutes
with K. Then, in view of (44]), it should be possible to conclude that

(Su)V?: &(y) — L*Y(T',)

is a unitary map. It would hence follow that K,: £(I'y) — £(I',) is unitarily
equivalent to K*: L>~Y(T,) — L*~'(T',), which in turn, by (43)), is unitarily
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equivalent to K,: L»*(T',) — L*!(T',). We have already computed the spectrum
of this latter operator in Theorem [I0.

Unfortunately, while the scalar product (44)) is a positive definite form, it is not
clear to the author how to construct the desired square root. Therefore we will
compare K*: £ (T,) — & () with K : L2 Y(T,) — L> }(T,) in an indirect
way, yielding slightly less information.

Theorem 22. The bounded self-adjoint operator K,: £(I'y) — E(I'y) satisfies

that
J(Kaag(ra>> = UeSS(Kavg(Fa)> = U(Kau L271(Fa>> = [_‘1 - oz/ﬂ, ‘1 - O‘/WH-
Proof. Let I = [—|1 — a/7|,|1 — a/7|]. By Theorem 21I] we already know that

0Ky, E(Ty)) = o(K:,E(T,)) C 1.

Suppose that A is a non-empty open subset of I \ o(K?, & (I',)). Since, by The-
orem [10,

o(K:, L*1(T,)) = 0(Ky, LPH(Ty)) = 1
we can, by the functional calculus of the self-adjoint operator K*: L*~*(T,) —
L?>71(T,), choose a continuous function h with compact support in A and a
function f € V;L2(T,) such that h(K?|2-1)f # 0. Let (h,)°, be a sequence of
polynomials such that A, — h uniformly on [ as n — co. Then
hn(Kg|L2-1) f = W(KG[L2-1) f

in L>1(T,), as n — oo. Accordingly, let g € V_jA~'C®(R?) N L*!(T,) be such
that
(45> <h’n<KZ|L2'*1)f7 g>L2(Fa) — C # 07 n — o0.
On the other hand, g € (&,(I',))*, the dual space understood with respect to the
L*(T,)-pairing, since & (I'y) ~ Vi H~Y2(T'y) by Theorem [[4. Furthermore,

feViD(L,) NL> 1 (T,) C &(To) N L* (T,
and K, preserves the space ViD(T',) N L*>~!(T,,), by @3] and Lemmas [ and [19
Since h,, — 0 uniformly on o(K?, & (I',)), we conclude that

(ha(K3 | r2-1) f, 9)12ra) = (hn(KGle ) fo @) r2ea) = 0, n— 00,

a contradiction to (45]). Hence it must have been that

(Ko, E(T)) = 1.

Since the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator K, : £(I',) — £(I',) is an interval,
a set without isolated points, it is of course essential. U

Remark. The statement of Theorem [Bl follows by combining Theorems [I0 and
22
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To apply Theorem 22] to the transmission problem, we need to define the nor-
mal derivatives 0V and 0,V of interior and exterior approach for harmonic
functions V' € H,{(Fmi), see Section [£21 Suppose that U =S, f and V = S,g for
some charges f,g € Lg’O(Fa). Then, by the usual approximation argument with
bounded Lipschitz domains, Green’s formula

<VU, VV>L2(Fa,j:) = :E/ Tl":t U&,ﬂfV do = :|:<T1":|: U, afV)Lz(pa)

holds, where the normal derivatives 97V are given by (I9). Recall that L?(T,) is
dense in £(T,) and that Sy: £(Ty) — H}(Ty.+) and Try: HE (Tax) — HY*(T,)
are isomorphisms, by Lemma [I3] and Corollary [I6] respectively. It follows that
OFV e £(I,) ~ (HY*(I',))*, and, furthermore, that 9+ extends continuously to
a bounded map

OF: Hi(Tos) — E(Ty).

Since K, : E(I'y) — &(I'n) is bounded, the jump formulas (20) extend continu-
ously to £(I',),

1 1
(46) O3S = L~ Kal), 378a() = 3(~f ~Kaf), f€EML)
Corollary 23. Let 1 # ¢ € C and f € H/*(T',). Then the transmission problem

Jos VU2V < o0,

AU =0 inTy  UT,_,
Tr,U—-Te U= fe H/*T,),
OFU —ed;U =g e H'V2(T,)

is well posed (modulo constants) for all g € E(T'y) ~ H=Y*(Ty) if and only if

g -1 = afal, |1 - a/xl)

Proof. By Corollary [I6 there are densities hy € £(I',) and a constant ¢ such that
U=Sshy+cinly and U =S,h_ +cin ', _. By the jump formulas (46), the
transmission problem is then equivalent to the system

Sa(h-l- - h’—) = f>
(Ko — €0) by = —L 29+ €(Ko + 1) (hy — h_)]

1—e¢

(47)

on I'y, where I denotes the identity map. This system is uniquely solvable if and
only if (47) holds, by Corollary [[5] and Theorem O
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