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PAULI HAMILTONIANS WITH AN AHARONOV-BOHM FLUX

WILLIAM BORRELLI, MICHELE CORREGGI, AND DAVIDE FERMI

ABSTRACT. We study a two-dimensional Pauli operator describing a charged quantum particle with spin
1/2 moving on a plane in presence of an orthogonal Aharonov-Bohm magnetic flux. We classify all the
admissible self-adjont realizations and give a complete picture of their spectral and scattering properties.
Symmetries of the resulting Hamiltonians are also discussed, as well as their connection with the Dirac
operator perturbed by an Aharonov-Bohm singularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

The motion of a charged particle with spin 1/2 on a two-dimensional plane in presence of an external
magnetic field perpendicular to it is described in non-relativistic quantum mechanics by the Pauli operator

Hp = (o - (—iV + A))°, (1.1)

where, for any x = (z,y) € R?, A is a vector potential such that b = curlA = V+ - A, V+ = (—0y, 0z),
equals the magnetic field and o = (01,09) is a matrix-valued vector whose components are the Pauli

matrices
0 1 0 —2
g1 = <1 0) s g9 = (’L 0 ) . (1.2)

For regular magnetic fields, such an operator has already been studied in the literature and we refer to
the recent works and references therein for further details. A similar analysis on
non-simply connected domains is performed in , sharing some analogies with our purpose here (see
also for the case of the Dirac operator).

We are indeed interested in discussing the properties of the Pauli operator when the magnetic field b is
concentrated at a point, which we choose as the origin without loss of generality, i.e.,

b(x) = 2ra 0(x), aeR.

This ideally corresponds to an infinite solenoid of zero diameter passing through the origin. In the Coulomb
gauge, the associated vector potential reads
1

A(x) = a >

=a—s 1.3
o e (13)

where x* := (—y,x). This setting matches the one of the famous Aharonov-Bohm (AB) effect [AB59],
where however we are here taking also into account the spin degrees of freedom.

It is known that the singularity at the origin of the field affects the self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian
operator and, accordingly, different self-adjoint extensions of the formal expression exist. The analogous
subject for the Schrodinger operator, i.e. for a spinless charged particle, has been thoroughly analysed
in the literature (we refer to [AT98| [CF20, for further details; see also
and for results about the related radial operators) and our starting point
is a similar classification of all self-adjoint realizations of the Pauli operator (II]) (§ 2.I]and [§ 2.2]). Such a
question has only been partially addressed in [Pe05), [Pe06], also for more than one solenoid, yet fo-
cusing mainly on the Aharonov-Casher phenomenon about the existence and number of zero-energy modes.
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In this connection we also mention [EV02], where a distinguished self-adjoint extension is characterized
for Pauli operators with measure-valued magnetic fields.

Our main goal is however a careful description of the spectral and scattering properties of the self-adjoint
realizations of the Pauli operator (§ 2.3)): with the exception of possible embedded eigenvalues, we provide
a complete picture of the spectrum of each self-adjoint extension, including zero-energy resonances, and
derive an explicit expression of the generalized eigenfunctions. Similar results for regular Pauli operators
are contained in [BK23| [Ko22] and [AHK23, [CFK20] (in the latters some applications to the Friedrichs
realization of the AB Pauli operator are discussed). After proving the existence and completeness of the
wave operators, this in turn allows us to obtain an expression for the scattering amplitude.

Inspired by the analysis in [FS92, [FS93] of the physical symmetries of the regular Pauli operator inherited
from quantum field theory, we also investigate such symmetries in presence of a singular magnetic
field (§ 24). Furthermore, since the Pauli operator can be formally viewed as the square of the Dirac
operator D = o - (—iV + A), we examine the interplay of this relation with the self-adjoint extensions
mentioned above.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

As anticipated our first goal is to classify the self-adjoint realizations of the two-dimensional Pauli
operator with an AB magnetic flux at the origin and characterize their spectral and scattering properties,
starting from the formal expression given in (ILT). We use polar coordinates (r,9) € (0, +0) x [0,27) and
exploit the natural Hilbert space isomorphism L?(R% C?) ~ L*(R,rdr) ® L?([0,2n),dd) ® C2. Without
loss of generality, we assume « € (0,1). The latter condition can indeed be realized by means of a unitary
transformation: for any « € R, let |«| € Z denote the corresponding integer part, then (Uv)(r,d) :=
e~ 4)(r,9) is a unitary operator on L?(R?;C?) fulfilling

UHPU_lz(U-(—iV+A))2, A= (a—|a|)s.

Let us stress that U is indeed a unitary map, yet not a gauge transformation since the magnetic fluxes
associated to Hp and UHpU ! are different.

The operator Hp is understood as a closable symmetric operator on the dense domain C*(R?\{0}; C?) =
CP(R?\{0})®C?. However, it is also easy to verify that Hp is not essentially self-adjoint on such a domain,
due to the singularity of A at the origin. At the algebraic level, the operator (I.I]) can be written as

(I 0
o= (M0, o
where II1 := (p; £ ip2) and p;, j = 1,2, are the components of the vector p := —iV + A. It is readily
seen that II; are one the formal adjoint of the other. Passing to polar coordinates and noting that
A(r,9) = & (—sind,cos ), 0, = cosv 0, — SH;’? Oy and 0y = sinv o, + Cojﬂ 0Oy, by a simple computation
we get

My =e (—io,+ 2y +2), T =e " (=io, — Ly —2).
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Then, using the basic relation [019, eim] = +ie”, we find

ML, = (=i — Loy — L) (—id, + 10y + 1) = —

S =

or(roy - )+ 7«% (=i 0y + a)?,
ML = (=0, + 20y + 1) (—idy — 1oy = 2) == 10,(r 0, ) + % (=i 0y + a)?.
The above identities show that formally
m_1, =1, = Hg, (2.2)
where Hg = (—iV + A)? is the AB Schrédinger operator acting on scalar functions.
2.1. Friedrichs extension. We start by discussing the properties of the most natural self-adjoint ex-

tension of Hp, i.e., the Friedrichs one. The simplest way to define it is to consider the quadratic form
associated to Hp:

= > jdx| —iV + A, (2.3)
se{f,l}
making sense at least for

e wT 0 (M2 L2
P = (ﬂu) e CF(R*\{0};C?). (2.4)

We use the following convention: spinors, i.e., functions from R? — C?, are denoted by italic bold letters
(e.g., ¥, G, etc.), while regular vectors are denoted by bold letters (e.g., x,q, etc.). Making reference to
the associated norm ¥ |g, = ||%|2 + @Qp[?], we introduce the Friedrichs realization

F I-llq F
7[Q)] = Cr®\{0},C2) ¥, QY[ = Qely)]
By a straightforward adaptation of [CF20l Prop. 1.1] (see also [CEF23| Prop. 1.2]), we get the forthcoming
[Proposition 2.1l Here and in the sequel we refer to the angular average (f) : RT — C of any scalar
function f : R? — C, given by

Py () = fdﬁfrﬁ

Proposition 2.1 (Friedrichs realization).
Let € (0,1). Then,

i) the quadratic form Qg) is closed and non-negative on the domain
2[Qp)] = (¥ € H'(R%C) | Ajwp € L(R*C?) for j = 1,2} ;
i1) for any ¢ € @[Qg)] and for any s € {1,l},
. 2 o . 2 2 —0N-
Tim ([9) () =0, Tim 2 {8l () = 0; (25)
(F)

iii) the unique self-adjoint operator Hp
(1) = {we 2[Q0] | Hpp e LPREC)), B¢ = Hpy. (2.6)

Remark 2.2 (Decomposition of H]g,F)).

Due to the diagonal structure (2] (2:2]) of the Pauli operator Hp, from [Proposition 2.1]it readily follows

that .
(F) Hg 0
Hy' = , 2.7
P ( 0 HéF)> (2.7)

where H, éF) is the Friedrichs realization of the AB Schrédinger operator (2.2]) characterized in [CEF20, Prop.
1.1].

associated to Qg)
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2.2. Self-adjoint extensions. As anticipated, our first goal is to classify all the self-adjoint realizations of
the operator Hp. To this purpose we will provide a family of quadratic forms inspired by those associated
to the self-adjoint extensions of the AB Schrodinger operator Hg and show a posteriori that such forms
are closed and bounded from below, as well as the fact that the associated operators exhausts all possible
extensions of Hp.

Let then gf\o),ggfl) € L%(R?;C) be the unique solutions to the AB Schédinger defect equation

(Hs +22)g”" =0,  in RA\{0},
namely (see [OLBCI0, §10.31]),

gy (r,9) = N K () 5=, e {0,-1}. (2.8)

We stress (see next (3:2))) that such functions have a local singularity at the origin proportional to r~ 1+

and for this reason they do not belong to the domain of the Friedrichs realization H. éF). We construct then
out these defect functions four independent solutions in L?(R?; C?) of the formal equation (Hp +A?)Gy = 0
in R?\{0}, i.e.,

ds
Gfmd? (31). setnineeo-n. 29)
By a heuristic evaluation of the expectation value (1) |Hp| 1) for spinors of the form
P =or+ > "G\ (2.10)
s,

with que@[Qg)] and q := (q%o), q(fl),qio), q(fl)) e C*, we are lead to consider the quadratic form

D] = QW [da] = A2 |3 + A2 [al3 + a* - [L(N) + Bla, (2.11)

where § = (’ngl))s,s’eﬁ,l},Z,Z’E{O,fl} € My Herm(C) is any 4 x 4 Hermitian matrix labeling the extension
and

L(N) = (32205 600 000 . 2.12

W = (Bt % %0 ) e 1), 0e0,-1 (212
Here and below we systematically write >, , to indicate the double sum }; (.4 Dve {0,—1}- Moreover, we
shall refer to the decomposition in angular harmonics, for fixed s € {1, |},

wo(r9) = 3 o0 (r) =

LT

Theorem 2.3 (Self-adjoint extensions of Hp).
Let a € (0,1) and A > 0. Then, for any B € M4 Herm(C),

i) the quadratic form Q](f) 1s well-defined on the domain

7[00 = {w = o + 2, "G e 2R CY) g2 € 7[Q], aeCl,

and it is independent of X\, closed and bounded from below;

i1) the unique self-adjoint operator H]E,B)

associated to Q](f ) is

() = {$ = ¢r + 8, "G, € 7[Q] | gr e 2(H),

1
(L) + B)a]® = 21T (|6 + o) Tim e (104 ol + o) o) } . (2.13)

(HY + 202 = (HR” + N ha (2.14)



PAULI HAMILTONIANS WITH AN AHARONOV-BOHM FLUX 5

i11) the family (H]E’B)) BEM4 Herm (C
Hp given in (LI).

Remark 2.4 (Local singularities).

) exhausts all possible self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operator

For a generic 8 € My Herm(C), considering that the Friedrichs Hamiltonian H]E,F) is the direct sum of two
copies of the Friedrichs AB Schrédinger operator (see m), working in polar coordinates, using

results from [DR17] and exploiting the asymptotic expansion of G 5 (see (2.9) and ([B.2), below), for any
YeP(H ]E, )) one infers that, as r — 07,

t+al) ¥ ¢ I(|f+a o ol eito
¢S(T,9) = ZZE{O,—l} [% rquJra\ + < ¢ + qg ) % )‘2|£+ ‘) T|£+ ‘] \/ﬁ + O(T‘),

for some ngZ) € C. Noticing that the boundary conditions in (2.I3]) can be equivalently expressed as

[(L) +8)a]'? =2 T (je + o +1) 60
and recalling the definition (2.12]) of L(\), the above asymptotics can be equivalently expressed as

I'([l+a g) «
7/15(7', 0) = ZEE{O,—l} |:21(—;+J4)| rquJra\ + 2\£+a|r(1‘g+a|+1 [ﬁq] 7““_ |] Nor + O(T)’ (2'15)

Remark 2.5 (Friedrichs and Krein extensions).

The Friedrichs Hamiltonian HI(,F) is formally recovered taking 8 = “o0”1, i.e., setting all the charges q
equal to zero. Another distinguished extension is the Krein’s Hamiltonian, i.e., the smallest positive one
in form sense. By directed inspection of (2Z.I1]), noting that L(\) is positive (see (2.12))), it can be inferred

that the latter coincides with H]E,O), namely, the extension with 8 = 0. It is also noteworthy that the
Friedrichs’ and the Krein’s Hamiltonians are homogeneous of degree —2 under the L?-unitary scaling

u(-) = nu(n-)  (n>0).

The same property is shared by the other Hamiltonians H]gﬁ ) which coincide with either the Friedrichs or
the Krein one in each of the channels (s,¢), s € {1, |} and ¢ € {0, —1}, separately.

Remark 2.6 (von Neumann parametrization).

Given the solutions of the defect equation, it is possible to parametrize the self-adjoint extensions of Hp
via the von Neumann theory. Denoting by Hp the closure of the symmetric operator (L1]), there exists a
4-parameter family of self-adjoint extensions given, for any 4 x4 unitary matrix U € My, unit(C), by

7(H) = {w = F + Gsc+ G Uc e IXR%C?) | f e 9(Hy), ce C, (2.16)

Dap = Hpf +iGyc—iG_Uc, (2.17)

where we put

Gr:C' > 2R CY),  Gie=Y,,dGY, /|G, . (2.18)

with
Gl =0 (1), settiheeio, 2.19)
g (r0) = 7T L cos (Tla 4 €]) S Kipag (F7/47) £ {0,-1). (2.20)

Of course there is a one-to-one correspondence between such a family and the family of operators introduced
in [Theorem 2.3, which can be made explicit by deriving a relation U = U(3) (see next [Proposition 2.9|

and [Remark 2.11).
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Comparing the asymptotics at the origin (Z.I5]) for the functions in the domains Q(Héﬁ )) and Q(H]E,U))
(see (ZI3) and (Z.I0]), respectively) one can check that the Friedrichs and Krein realizations, respectively,
correspond to

U(F) =1 , U(K) = ( — €iﬂ|a+£‘5ss’5ﬂ’) .

2.3. Spectral and scattering properties. In order to investigate the spectral and scattering properties

of the self-adjoint operators H. S ), we exploit general resolvent arguments using the Birman-Krein-Vishik
theory of self-adjoint extensions to write the resolvent operator. We are going to refer to the general theory
described in [Po01l, [Po08g].

Let us first notice that the Friedrichs Hamiltonian H]E,F) is positive semi-definite and consider the asso-
ciated resolvent operator

RP () = (HE — )7 12R5EC?) » 2(HY),  for ze C\RY.

Taking into account the diagonal structure (2.7)) of the Friedrichs Hamiltonian HISF)

(F)

we readily get

where RéF) (2) = (H éF) — z) ! is the resolvent operator for the Friedrichs realization of the AB Schrodinger
operator, acting as an integral operator with kernel [AT98] Eq. (3.2)]

R(F) (z;%,x") Z Lot (= iz (r A7) Kjpio)(—iVz (r v 1)) 22(5 D (2.22)
el
Notice that the kernel in (2.:22]) is slightly different, compared to [AT98], as we write it using the modified
Bessel functions of second kind I, K, in place of the Bessel and Hankel functions J,,, H, ,Sl) (this is obtained
using the connection formulas [OLBCI10, Egs. 10.27.6 and 10.27.8]). Here and in the sequel we refer to the
determination of the square root with §4/z > 0 for all z € C\R™, ensuring in particular that &E(—z\/g) > 0.
In view of the boundary conditions appearing in (2.13]), we further introduce the trace operator

T = @7’“ : 9(H )) — C*, 7O .= olt+al= (e + a|) hm (1€ + o + T@r)qbgé). (2.23)

|£+a\

For any z € C\R™, we put

G(z) = TR](PF)(Z) . L(R%,C?) — C*, (2.24)
and define the corresponding single layer operator as

G(z) := (é(z*))* . C' > LA(R%,C?). (2.25)
The Weyl operator then reads

A(2) := 7(G(~=1) = G(2)) : C* - C*, (2.26)
where we have chosen as a reference spectral point zg = —1. The first result we state is precisely about

the resolvent of the self-adjoint realizations of Hp.

Theorem 2.7 (Resolvent of the self-adjoint extensions of Hp).
Let © € My Herm (C). There exists a non-empty open set Z < C\R, such that, for any z € Z, the bounded
operator

RO (2) := RY(2) + G(2)[A(z) + ©] 'G(2) (2.27)
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s the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator H(G) coinciding with H(F) on ker(1) and defined by
Q(H(e) {1/)6L2(R2 (C2 ‘I/J C,Oz-i-g( )q7 QOZG@(H( ))7 qe(c47 T, = [A(Z)—i-@]q},
(HY = 2)9 = (Hy ' = 2)e.. (2.28)

Remark 2.8 (Range of validity of ([2.27])).
The set Z < C\R" consists of points z in the complex plane for which the 4 x 4 matrix © + A(z) is
invertible, and it is not difficult to see that such a set is certainly non-empty (see next ([8.9)). In fact, by

[CFP18, Thm. 2.19], the defining identity (Z27]) extends to any z € p(Hl()F)) N p(HI(,G)), where p(Hl()F))
and p(Hl()Q)) are the resolvent sets of HI(,F) and HI(DQ), respectively.

Of course, the above [Theorem 2.7] provides yet another parametrizion of the family of self-adjoint
extensions of Hp. In fact, this parametrization comprises all such realizations by general arguments and
therefore there must be a one-to-one correspondence with the family in [Theorem 2.3

Proposition 2.9 (Equivalence of parametrizations).

There is a one-to-one correspondence between the families {HI()@)}GeM4H © and {Hl(f)}ﬁemH ©)’
given by o o

©=0(3)=L(1)+8, (2.29)
where L(1) = Fem(ray L see [212), matches the choice zg = —1 in ([2.20)).

Remark 2.10 (Friedrichs and Krein extensions).

Also in this case it appears that the Friedrichs Hamiltonian H]E,F)

while the Krein’s one is identified by © = ©(0) = L(1).

is formally recovered for © = “c0”1,

Remark 2.11 (von Neumann and Krein parametrizations).
The one-to-one correspondence between the von Neumann and Krein families of self-adjoint realizations
is realized explicitly by (see, e.g., [Po03, Thm. 4.1 and Thm. 4.3] and [Po08, Thm. 3.1})

- ~ A ~ AN\l

0 =0U) = —iG(+i) <U - U*) (U + U*> G(—i), (2.30)
where U is a unitary operator on the defect space span{G,c}, ¢ € C* acting as ﬁngc = G_Uc, and
Uy = (HI(,F) — i) Rg)(—z’) is the restriction of the Cayley transform of HI(,F) to the same subspace.

Let us continue the investigation of the spectral and scattering properties of the Pauli Hamiltonians
characterized in as distinct self-adjoint realizations in L?(R?; C?) of the differential operator Hp. For
convenience, we start by dealing with the Friedrichs extension and study its scattering properties w.r.t.
the (self-adjoint) free Pauli operator

-A 0
Ap= ( Al A) |

with domain H?(R?;C?). Notice that o(—Ap) = 0ac(—Ap) = R*, so the projector onto the subspace of
absolute continuity of —Ap satisfies P,.(—Ap) = 1. More in general, for any © € My ferm (C), we define
the wave operators

QS_?) =04 (H]g@), —AP) = s—lim eitHé@)e_it(_AP) .

t—+0o0
For later convenience, we refer here to the family Hp, (©) @ € My Herm(C), described in [Theorem 2.7] (un-
derstanding © = ool for the Friedrichs Hamiltonian HP , see [Remark 2.10)). We recall that, whenever

they exist, the wave operators are said to be complete if [RS81 Vol. 111, p. 19]
ran QS?) = ran Q(_e) = ran P, (H]E,@) ,
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where P, (Hé)@)) is the spectral projector onto the absolute continuity subspace of L?(R?;C?) associated

to H}()@)' Asymptotic completeness further requires that oy (HI(DG)) = . Assuming that the wave operators
exist, a fact we shall actually prove in the subsequent [Theorem 2.12] and [Theorem 2.16] we proceed to
introduce the scattering operator

5@ .= (©)*®)

Notice that S(®) is a unitary operator on ran Py (H]g@)) as soon as the wave operator Q(f) are complete.

Finally, we introduce the following definition of zero-energy resonances of Pauli operators. We adopt an
analogous definition for the zero-energy resonances of the Dirac operator (see next [Proposition 2.24] and
[Proposition 2.28)).

Definition 2.1 (Zero-energy resonance).
A zero-energy resonance 1 of H 1(36) is a distributional solution of the equation Hpt) = 0in L2 (R?)\L?(R?),

loc

which fulfils the boundary condition at x = 0 encoded in .@(H]g@)) and remains bounded at infinity.
As anticipated, we start by analyzing the Friedrichs realization.

Theorem 2.12 (Scattering for HI(;.F)).

The wave operators Q(iF) exist and are asymptotically complete. Moreover, the scattering operator S
exists and is unitary on L?(R?;C?).

)

A straightforward consequence of the above result is the spectral characterization of HI()F .

Corollary 2.13 (Spectrum of HE)F)).

The spectrum of the Friedrichs Hamiltonian HIgF) satisfies
o(HY) = oac(H) = [0,+0), (2.31)

and, in particular, opp (HISF)) = USC(HISF)) = .

To investigate further the scattering and spectrum of H. (F), we provide an explicit expression of the
scattering matrix and amplitude, together with the scattering cross section. To proceed, let us refer to
the plane waves (for s € {1, ]} and k € R?)

ikx [ Os (O—w)+i T Os
o (%) = g5 € <5371> = 25 D TR gy () <5I> (232

where x = (r,9) € RT xS!, k = (k,w) € R* xS! and we used [GRO7, Eq. 8.511.4] and [OLBCI0, Eq.
10.4.1]. Notice that, in the sense of distributions,

—Ap Pk = k? P(s.k) -

1)

Analogously, the generalized eigenfunctions (cpg ) ) (sK)elt, |} xR2 corresponding to o (H]E,F)) are the dis-
tributional solutions of the eigenvalue problem

fulfilling the local Friedrichs conditions chg’ki)), Ajcpgf)) € leoc (R2;C?) for j = 1,2 (see[Proposition 2.1)),

and the incoming (+) or outgoing (—) Sommerfeld radiation conditions

lim /2 (x-V +ik) [cpgki))(x) — P(s,k) (x)] =0. (2.33)

r—-+00



PAULI HAMILTONIANS WITH AN AHARONOV-BOHM FLUX 9

Correspondingly, we introduce the Fourier transform § : L?(R?; C?) — L?(R?;C?) defined as

(§9), (k) = dx (510 (%)) s (%) = 5 | dx ey (x), (2.34)

and the associated unitary map [BW83, §4.5.1]
F: L*(R%C%) — dx (L(R%C%), . (FY),, (W) = F9), (VA,w) € (L*(R%C?)),
o(—=Ap) ’

providing a direct integral decomposition of L?(R?;C?) with respect to the spectral measure of —Ap.
Taking into account that S(®) commutes with the free Pauli operator —Ap [RS8I, Vol. IIL, p. 74], we
proceed to define the scattering matriz as the fiber-wise restriction to (L*(R* C?)), = L*(S';C?) of the

scattering operator S(Q), namely,
SO\ uy = FSO F*u,. (2.35)

We shall typically refer to the associated integral kernel Sg?()\; w,w ), fulfilling

21
(890w), @) = Sy [ 8D ww) wre(w)
0

for s € {1, ]} and w € S'. Following [IT01, Ru83], we define the scattering amplitude

S

1/2
fs(?,)(A;w,w') = <%> <S§?,)(/\;w,w') — 05 0w — w’)) : (2.36)
and the differential cross section
do'9) o 2
2 Aw) = AT w0 (2.37)

Theorem 2.14 (Generalized eigenfunctions and scattering matrix of H]gF)).

The generalized eigenfunctions of HI(DF) are

F,+ W(I—w iz « (55
Yasys Svl
where wy = w and w— = w + w. The integral kernel associated to the scattering matrix S(F)()\) s given by
Sng}()\;Mw/) = LY einlt-leral it 5
ter (2.39)

= [COS(FOZ) Slw—w') + % sin(ra) p.v. (W)] Oss'

where s,s" € {1, |}, w,w’ € [0,27) and p.v. indicates the Cauchy principal value. Furthermore, the scatter-
ing amplitude is given by

F - /2 .
fis,)()\;w,w’) = (%) [( cos(ra) — 1) d(w — ') + L sin(ra) pv<m)] Os s (2.40)
and the differential cross section for w # 0 is
do'®) 1 sin?
ss’ _ sin® (7o)
dw (/\’w) T 2my/A sin?(w/2) Oss (241)

Remark 2.15 (Pauli and AB Schrédinger operators).

In accordance with the fact that HI(DF) is just the direct sum of two copies of the Friedrichs AB Schrodinger

Hamiltonian H, éF), see (2.717), the scattering operator and the scattering matrix also coincide with the direct

sums of two copies of the analogous quantities related to the scalar case.
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The analogue of [Theorem 2.12] about the scattering for the self-adjoint extensions is the following.

Theorem 2.16 (Scattering for Hé)e)).
For any © € My tHerm(C), the wave operators Qf) exist and are asymptotically complete. Moreover, the

©) exists and is unitary on L?(R2;C?).

scattering operator S
The spectrum of the self-adjoint extensions H, 1(36) is on the other hand much richer than the one of H, I()F)‘

Theorem 2.17 (Spectrum of H}()@)).
Let © € My Herm (C). Then, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H]g@) 18

o(HY) = 0o (HE) U o (HE) (2.42)
where
Tac(HE) = RY, = peR™ | det [A(—p) + O] = 0} S opp (HE) (2.43)

and, in particular, o (H]g@)) = . Furthermore, the eigenfunction associated to any negative eigenvalue
— L € Opp (H]g@)) is given by G(—p)q with q € ker [A(—p) + 6].

Remark 2.18 (An extension with negative point spectrum).

As an example, let us discuss the occurrence of negative eigenvalues for the self-adjoin extension with
O = 0. It can be checked by direct inspection that the condition det [A(—,u)] =0, p € RT, is fulfilled
if and only if g = 1 (see the explicit expression ([33) reported in the forthcoming [Cemma 3.7] for A(z)).

Moreover, A(—1) = 0 so that ker[A(=1)] = C* Accordingly, —1 € opp (H]E,O)) is a fourthly degenerate
eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian and the associated eigenspace is spanned by

o (6
G = Kiesal) 5t (31) . settih e (o), (244)

see (B.8) below, together with (2.9]) and (2.3).

Remark 2.19 (Embedded eigenvalues).
We do not discuss here the presence of eigenvalues embedded in the continuous spectrum. These would
be exactly the exceptional points forming the set e(f’) identified next in [Proposition 3.3] Such a question

has been investigated for regular magnetic fields in [AHK23| [HH23].

7i)
k)
tO Tac (H]g@)). The result below also allows to compute explicitly the scattering matrix and the differential
cross-section but we omit the details for the sake of brevity.

Proposition 2.20 (Generalized eigenfunctions of H]E,Q)).

)

We now proceed to characterize the (incoming and outgoing) generalized eigenfunctions cpg? related

The generalized eigenfunctions of HI()Q have the form

Pty = Plaig + I E[AL () + O] (i) (2.45)

where cpg’ki)) are the Friedrichs eigenfunctions [238), while A+(X) and G+ (\) are defined, respectively, as

Ay (A) := lim A(X £ ig), G+(A) := lim G(\ tie). (2.46)

e—0t e—0t

Furthermore, the following asymptotics holds as r — 400:

0,+ 1k-x 0,+ Fikr
(90%571:;))8,()() — Lekxg 4 Tl%f((&sjg’)k cFikr o <T3%> , (2.47)
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where
O, eiiﬂ 1% « i (9 —w
f((s’sj;’)k = (%37/;\/% <ei le+al _ t |£\> (ito—ws) 5,
Yiy/
im et el /
+ (212)63%\1/% {[Ai(k2) + @] 1} / ez(z V—Lw+) (iz‘k)\€+a|+\€ +al ' (2.48)
0,0€{0,—1) ss

Zero-energy resonances are discussed in the next result.

Proposition 2.21 (Zero-energy resonances for HI(DF) and Hl(f))).

The Friedrichs Hamiltonian HIE)F) has no zero-emergy resonances. On the other hand, for any © €

My term (C), the Hamiltonian Hl()g) has zero-energy resonances if and only if A(0) + O is singular. More
precisely, any zero-energy resonance ¥y has the form

[04+a|—1 al) el
v (). wlw) = N e (2.49)
l te{0,-1
with q € ker [A(0) + ©].

Remark 2.22 (Alternative parametrization).

Making reference to the quadratic form parametrization H. 1(36 ) of the Pauli Hamiltonian, using the bijection
in [Proposition 2.9 and noting that L(0) = 0 (see (2.12])), we get

A0)+O =5.

)

Then, according to |[Proposition 2.21] HI()B possesses zero-energy resonances whenever det 8 = 0.

2.4. Symmetries and connection with the Dirac operator. We investigate here the symmetries of
the Pauli operator and of its self-adjoint realizations, as well as the connection with its “square root”, i.e.,
the Dirac operator.

Let then W : L?(R?;C?) — L?(R?;C?) be any unitary or anti-unitary operator. We say that W is a
symmetry of the differential operator Hp = Hp(A) if

W Hp(A)W™! = Hp(A), (2.50)
for some A such that, in distributional sense
b:=curl A = 27 dg . (2.51)

Let us denote by o3 the third Pauli matrix, namely,

(10
o3 = 0 —1)°

In view of the algebraic properties reported in for Pauli operators with smooth vector potentials
and since the differential operator of interest here is invariant under rotations around x = 0, the only
admissible symmetries of Hp are described by the following operators:

i) Linear transformations:
US,T) : L*(R*C%) — L*(R*C?),  (U)(x) = S(x)¢(T"'x), (2.52)

where (see (A.I5]))
T e SO(2,R), S = "ml-insos for some 19 € C*(R?), 13 € R. (2.53)
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ii) Anti-linear transformations:

V(S,T): 2R CY) — ARECY),  (V)(x) = S (T %), (2.54)
where (see (A21)))
T e O(2,R)\SO(2,R), S = e ml-insos for some ng € C*(R?),n3 e R. (2.55)

By the above arguments, we deduce that the full symmetry group is
U9¢(1) % Un(1) x Upgt(1) x CP.

Among the symmetries described above, there is the very well-known U¢(1)-gauge symmetry A — A +
Vo typical of the electromagnetic field, which is recovered when 7" = 1 and 73 = 0 in (2.53]). The two
remaining continuous symmetries are given by the axial gauge and the rotational symmetries of the model.
Lastly, the discrete CP-symmetry is the charge conjugation combined with parity.

We aim at investigating the extensions that are left invariant by the above symmetries (2.52]) and (2.54]).
To that purpose, we keep track of the dependence on the magnetic potential and denote Hl()ﬁ ) = Hl()ﬁ )(A).
However, since we are interested in Pauli Hamiltonians with fized magnetic potential, we only consider
global gauge transformations, that is, we take ng € R in (2.52]) and (2.54]). Notice that this means that the
magnetic potential is unchanged, while we may act on the spinor in a non-trivial way. This corresponds
to determining the matrices £ in (2.13]) such that

wHP Ay w = P (A), (2.56)

or, equivalently,
w2(HP(A) = 2(HD (A)), (2.57)
W(HP(A)+ )W g = (HP (A) +22)d,  vhewa(HD(A)), (2.58)

first for all the transformations W = U of the form (2.52) and then for those W =V of the form ([2.54]).
Here and in what follows, we always assume A\ > 0.

Proposition 2.23 (Symmetries).
Let ng € R. Then, transformations of the form [252) or [2Z54]) are symmetries of the self-adjoint extension
H]gﬁ) for any ns € R, if and only if B is a diagonal matriz.

Concerning the connection with the Dirac operator, we first have to define it in presence of an AB

magnetic potential, mostly referring to [Pe06]. We start from the symmetric Dirac operator with domain
CX (R*\{0}; C?), acting as

Hptp = o - (—iV + A)p | (2.59)
where A = A(z) is the AB potential (I3]). Notice that, on CZ(R*\{0};C?), there holds
Hp = HE . (2.60)

We are going to determine the self-adjoint extensions of Hp using the von Neumann approach. To this
avail, we first have to take the closure of CZ°(R?\{0}; C?) w.r.t. the graph norm 1 — +/|[%[? + [Hpep|?.

Notice that, if 1p € CP(R?\{0};C?), it is immediate to see that
[Ho|? = | He| ) = QF ().

so that

9(Hp) = 2[Q\V]. (2.61)
Moreover, the operator Hp has defect indices (1,1), and the defect spaces x+ := ker(Hp, T i) are spanned
by the functions

£ (r,0) = <K1£O}§Z)( ; M) : (2.62)

e
r
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We thus have a one-parameter family of self-adjoint extensions of Hp, parametrized by the unitary oper-
ators mapping x4 into x_.

Proposition 2.24 (Self-adjoint extensions of Hp).
For any a € (0,1), the symmetric operator Hp admits a one-parameter family of self-adjoint extensions

HI()’Y), parametrized by vy € [0,27) and given by

7(H})) = {¢ — ¢+ (& +eE) ‘(ﬁ e 2[QY], ne C} : (2.63)
HYv = Hpg +in(€y —i€-). (2.64)

)

can be described in terms of
T?‘L

—a

Alternatively, as illustrated in [Pe06], the domain of the extensions H](DV
boundary conditions at the origin, as follows: given « € [0,27), one can define the linear functionals ¢
cjx’il on Q(HI()V)) as

2T
() = lim r*{yY,) = 5= lim ro‘f dd s(r,9), (2.65)
r—0+ r—0+t 0
2T
¢ () = lim i (e, = = lim rl_o‘f Ao e o (r,9) (2.66)
r—0+ r—0+t 0

for s € {1,}. Observe that, for a given 9 € Q(HI()V)), we have a decomposition 1 = ¢ + u(&, +e7€_) as
in [Proposition 2.24] so that ¢ vanishes at the origin, thus having zero boundary value. The asymptotics
of Bessel functions K, at the origin [GRO7] then easily give

o) =0, _@)=p+eM2or1-a), (2.67)
() =0, @) =pl—e")2" 1"V D(a), (2.68)

where I'(2) is the Euler gamma function. We can then equivalently describe the domain of Hg’) as

I(HY) = {w € L*R% C?) | Hpy e LAR% C?), o]y () = icot(7/2) i eh o (1),

o) =0,ch () =0} (2.69)

Remark 2.25 (Local singularities of functions in the Dirac domain).

For a generic vy € [0, 27), considering the characterization (2.63]) of Q(H]()V)), the asymptotic properties in
(25)), the expressions (2.62]) of &1 and the expansions of the Bessel functions for small argument, for any

P e Q(Hg’)) one infers that, as r — 0%,

1+ e) 20000) o i cot(v/2) 22T —a) L_e W
P(r,0) = p ( a ),Py) zil(l,a)r( ;T o(l) = fi b/2) F(lo‘) r +o(1),
—e ro < o

for some fi € C.

We have already observed that the symmetric operators Hp and Hp defined on C*(R?\{0}; C?), are such

that H% = Hp. Now we investigate whether the same property holds for the the respective self-adjoint
)

extensions. More precisely, we aim at determining which extension Hé)ﬁ is the square of an extension
HI()’Y), if any. It turns out that only for specific values of the parameter v and for specific choices of

8= (ﬁgi{l)) € My Herm (C) there actually holds (Hg)2 = H]gﬁ).
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Proposition 2.26 (Dirac and Pauli operators).
The identity

(ty)? = 1Y (2.70)
holds if and only if one of the following two alternatives is realized:

(a) v =0, B%? ﬂ(oo Bijl_l) = o and ﬂ%?l_l) =0 (ﬂiifl) arbitrarily chosen otherwise), i.e., HI(DB)
coincides with the Krein extension in the (1,—1) channel and with the Friedrichs extension in all the
other channels;

(b) v =m, 5%]0) = 5% ﬁ( Y _ % and B(OO =0 (ﬁss, arbitrarily chosen otherwise), i.e., H]gﬁ)
coincides with the Krein emtenszon in the (|, ) channel and with the Friedrichs extension in all the
other channels.

Remark 2.27. The Dirac extensions corresponding to v = 0 and v = 7 are two distinguished ones. They
are indeed the only scale covariant realizations, i.e., homogeneous of degree —1 under scaling, for generic
values of a € (0,1)[] This facts has implications at the dynamical level. Indeed, in [CDYZ] the authors
remark that taking

y=m, for a € (0,1/2], (2.71)
v =0, for a € (1/2,1),

one gets the only self-adjoint realizations Hg’) whose domain is contained in H/ 2(R?;C?), a fact which
allows to identify them as distinguished ones. Notice that here we are referring to our parametrization,
which is slightly different from the one adopted in [CDYZ|]. Some dispersive estimates are then proven in
[CDYZ], for the choice of parameters (Z71]). It is also mentioned therein that for other extensions such
estimates seem to fail.

In passing, we point out the following result which has its own interest: unlike Pauli operators with an
AB flux, any self-adjoint realization of the Dirac operator with an AB flux admits a zero-energy resonance.

Proposition 2.28 (Zero-energy resonances for H{).
For any v € [0,2m), the Dirac Hamiltonian H{) has a zero-energy resonance 1y given by

zcot(’y/2)%e fory %0

Po(r,9) = " (2.72)

—i¥ .—(1—a)
<e TO ) ) for~v=0.

Remark 2.29. The above result is coherent with [Proposition 2.21] concerning the resonances for Pauli AB

Hamiltonians Hl()ﬁ ) (see also [Remark 2.22)). By direct inspection, it is readily seen that the latter coincide
with those of H}}) in (272)), for the distinguished choices of the parameters « € [0, 27) and 8 € M4 Herm (C)

described in the preceding [Proposition 2.26| so that (Hg)2 = H]gﬁ ),

—id 7,7(1704)

3. PROOFS

This section is devoted to the proofs of the results previously stated. The first result we prove is the
classification of self-adjoint extensions: we start by addressing the quadratic forms (2I1]) in and then
apply Krein’s theory to get an alternative parametrization of the family, through the expression of
the resolvents. The latter are also going to be used to investigate spectral and scattering properties in
Finally, in and we study the symmetry properties of the extensions and the relation with
the self-adjoint realization of the Dirac operator with an AB flux, respectively.

1Namely7 for all @ # 1/2. The case o = 1/2 is indeed exceptional, since in this instance any Dirac Hamiltonian H('Y)
v € [0, 27), exhibits scale covariance.
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3.1. Quadratic forms. By studying the quadratic forms introduced in (2.I1]), we prove points i) and i)
in [Theorem 2.3l Preliminarily, we observe that (see [GR07, Eq. 6.521.3])

02 _ wlt+a] \2/e+al-2
Hg)\ H2 " 2sin(ra) el ’ (31)
and .
4 D([{+a T(—|l+a @ a @ eit?
()(r ) = [21“'2&) Teral + 2(1+||Zta\) A2leral pleral 4 O(r*” [+ |)} or for r — 07, (3.2)
For later reference, let us also remark that (3.1 and (2Z.9]) imply
<Gg\£78 > B 2Sl|flz_7':fx‘ el 055 00 - (3.3)

Proof of Theorem [2.3.
i) Let us first prove that the form Q](f ) is independent of the spectral parameter A > 0. To this avail, let
A1 # Ao and consider the two alternative representations

¢ 0) (2
w ¢)\1 + Zs qu Ggq) s w = ¢)\2 + ZS,Z qg )GE\Q),S .

In particular, noting that Gg\?s GY ¢ Q[QP ] for any s € {1, |} and £ € {0, —1}, we have

A2,8
4 4 4
¢A1 = (:b)\z + Zs,é qg )(ng),s o Gg\l),S) ’
(6

Recalling the explicit expression (Z.11)) of the quadratic form, keeping in mind that G As? Gg\? . are defect
functions for the Pauli operator and using the identity (B8.3]), via some integrations by parts we infer

[¢A1 + 2 £ qs )\1 8] Qp [¢A2 + 2 £ qs Gg\? s]

B () ()
T

2 .. 4 4
I e

24+« 24+« . 0) 0) ) y* £)
N == (x )t [ (G106, - (6L 6L) |

)an(6) .~ G

A2,5

Using (2.5) for ¢y, €2 [Q](P )] and the asymptotic expansion ([B.2]), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

< CT‘ZJFO{' <|¢)\ ‘2> — ’ 07

¢ Y4
j dz’" ¢§\2 (Ggq) s Gg\g),s)
0B (0)

SR ol p—
r—0+

4 14 4
|, asel el e -6l
0B (0)

On the other hand, using again (3:2]), we infer

2|4+« 2|4+«
>\2 7>\1

(Ggé),s)*‘ &Gg\?s - (arGgi)’S)* Gg\gls _ + O(r172|€+a‘) ’

4sin(ra)r
which entails

lim | az, ((GV) 06V, -

Pe G0
0+ 2B.(0) 1,8 ( A2, s) A

1,8

> e (Agmal _ A%\Hal) _

Summing up, we obtain

[¢A1 + Zsqu )\1)5] - [¢Az + ZSMS )\i)s] =0,
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which proves that the form is independent of the spectral parameter.
Next, let us point out that, for A > 0 large enough, L(\) + 5 > exmin{al=a} 1 with ¢ > 0 and 1 being
the identity operator, so that

Dap] + 2293 = QP [a] + A2 a2 + e Amin{eot=ad g 2. (3.4)

Since Q](PF) [¢,] is non-negative, the above relation ensures that Q](PB ) is bounded from below. The closedness

of Q%ﬁ ) can be then deduced by standard arguments starting from (B.4]), as in [CO18, Thm 2.4] (see also
[Te90]).

i) Let us consider the sesquilinear form defined by polarization of @), for 41 = ¢y + X, ca}) G\
and ¥ = ¢ ) + Zs,z qéﬁ Ggf)sv

QW b1, o] = QW [rn, o] — A2 | ) + A2 (a1 a] pan) + af - (L(N) + B)as

Fixing q; = 0, we get Qg) (D17, YP2] = %DF) (D17, P22] — A2 (@12 — ¢2.1). Therefore, in order to have
that Q%) (P17, 2] = {(P1.,|x) for some x =: H]E,B)gbg e L?(R% C?), we must assume that ¢ ) € Q(H]E,F))
and set

x = H g\ — N2 S gfgagg e L2(R%C?).

Taking this into account and imposing QP [¥1, 2] = <1/11 ‘ HP ¢2> for q; # 0, via integration by parts,
we deduce

af - (L) + Baz = X, (al) (G| (7 + 3o

= Yol tim | an, (G drbon — (G 620)
r—0% JoB,.(0)

which, in view of (Z.9)), (8:2) and of the arbitrariness of q1, ultimately accounts for the boundary condition

in (2.13)). O

3.2. Krein’s theory. For later convenience, we first point out the following inequalities, valid for any
r,r’ >0 and Sy/z > 0 (see [OLBCI0, Eqgs. 10.32.2 and 10.32.8]):

|0+
Lpsa)(—ivz(r Ar))| < (X;) Lol (SVZ(r A1) 5 (3.5)
‘K\Z+a| (— Z\/E (7‘ A\ 7’/))‘ < K\Z+a| (%\& (7‘ Vv 7’/)) . (36)

We also recall the definition of A(z) in (Z26]), and notice that general arguments (see [Po0I, Lemma
2.2] and following discussion) ensure that it is well-defined and also entail the following identities, for all
z,w e C\R":

Az) = A(w) = (w — 2)G(2) G(w), (A(2))" = A(z%). (3.7)

Proof of [Theorem 2.77. Recalling once more that H](VF) is positive semi-definite, the result follows from
[Po01l Thm. 2.1] and [Po08, Thm. 3.1 and Cor. 3.2]. O

Once the form of the resolvent operator for each of the self-adjoint extensions is known, as given by
Krein’s theory, it is natural to investigate the relations between those extensions and those obtained in
(Z13) and (2I4). We start by proving the following.

Lemma 3.1. For any z € C\R* and for all q € C*, there holds

G(z)a=%,,G") - a. (3.8)
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Moreover, for all s,s'€{1,|}, ¢,0'€{0,—1} there holds

A () =

S Ss

m[(—l\f)ww ]5ssf Oger - (3.9)

Proof. To begin with, from ([221)), (2:22)) and ([Z:23)) (see also [OLBC10, §10.27 and §10.29(ii)]), we deduce
that

RS (%)

e+l N 0
% (|€ +al + r&’r)f dr’ v’ Ijg4qf (—z’ 2% (r A r')) Kji1qf (—z' 2% (r v 7")) ﬂ)g)(r’)

= lim
r—0+

— olt+al— 1F(\€+a\) ivz* lim ploltel {KHM 1(—2 z* )j dr'r'Iera‘(—i z*r') wgf)(r’)
0

r—0t
0
— [‘g+a|_1(— i z* r)j dr' v’ K‘g+a| (— i z* r') ng@ (T/)] .

T

Exploiting the asymptotic behavior and normalization properties of the Bessel functions (see, e.g., [OLBC10,
§10.30(i)] and [GROT, Eq. 6.521.3], together with the basic inequalities ([B.5])(B.4])), for ¢ € {0,—1} and

r — 0%, we infer

_ . I'(1-1¢ —
pioitral K\Hal*l(_ A% ) 2\l+al(( i ‘z:()lp ey T (9(7“2 2|£+a‘) )
T o (= VE) = T +0(r%),

T([e+al) (—iv/z*) 1 Tevel

and

r 1/2
< I sy ([, 4 s (= ) )
1/2

|£+CM‘ r
<<g 'ZL> 99 o v (L dr'rf1@+a(<wz**(rm>)> L —

r—

U dr’ ' Lyl (— W z* r') w@ (")
0

+00 , , +00 ) 1/2
dr' v’ Kjpso) (= ivz5r') 00 ()| < ||7/’§)||L2(R+,rdr) (j dr' 1 [ Ko (= iVz* 1) >

+00 1/2 +00 9 1/2
< ||¢§Z)HL2(R+7MT) <L dr’r’ K@Jral (3\/?"7”)) < C’< dr' v | K 40 (SV 2 1) ) |1p]l2 < +o0.

0

In view of the above considerations, by dominated convergence, we obtain
TS(Z) Jdr d19' iv/z*) ‘Z+Q|K|g+a‘ (= ivVz* 1) s (r' ) —e;i;—:l .
The identity (B.8)) then follows by simple duality arguments, recalling the definition ([2:25]) of G(z) and the

explicit expression for GE\Z; given by (2Z8) and (2.9). Notice also that (Kl,(w))* = K,(w*) for all v > 0,
w e C [OLBCI0, 10.34.7] and (— iv2*)" = —iy/z.
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On the other side, exploiting again basic features of the Bessel functions, it can be checked that G, —
G(f). 7 (H]E,F)). Then, a direct computation yields

i\/2,8

()

[A@)a) =3, a7 <G§Z) -G, )

O

- . 2|+«
=W[(—z\/§) e+ \_1]qg£)7

which ultimately accounts for (3.9)). O

= Y g A (0 4 ) 6, 000 lim, =t +al+r0d) [G&Q -G Z’S,]

Proof of [Proposition 2.9. Fixing z = —\2, with A > 0, a direct comparison makes evident that the self-
)

adjoint extensions H]E,B ) and Hé)@ do indeed coincide if and only if ¢y = @_y2 € Q(H]E,F)) and, accordingly,
[L(A) + Bla = [A(-A°) +©]q,  VqeC’. (3.10)

On account of the explicit expressions for L(A) and A(—A?) reported respectively in ([Z12)) and (39), it
appears that the above condition (BI0) is actually equivalent to (Z:29]). O

Finally, we can complete the proof of the classification of self-adjoint extensions.

Proof of Theorem [2.3.
iii) The exhaustiveness of Krein’s classification, combined with the one-to-one correspondence provided by
[Proposition 2.9|yield the result. O

3.3. Spectral and scattering properties. Let us mention that many of the results on scattering de-
scribed in the sequel rely on the Limiting Absorption Principle (LAP) for resolvent operators. In this
connection, we refer to the weighted spaces

LA(R%C%) = L*(R% (1 + [x[})"?dx) ® C?, (3.11)
with v € R, and to the associated Banach spaces of bounded operators
B(u,u') := B(L2(R* C?); L2, (R* C?)) . (3.12)

Any resolvent ng@) (z) is said to enjoy LAP if the limits

RPI(N) = lim RO (A +ie)
= e—0t
exist in B(u, —u) for some u > 0 and for all A € g, (H]E,G))\eJr (H]ga)), where e (H]E,G)) is the (possibly
empty) discrete set of eigenvalues embedded in the absolutely continuous spectrum.
We start by considering the Friedrichs Hamiltonian.

Proposition 3.2 (LAP for HI()F)).
For any X\ € R™, the limits

RYL (M) := lim RSV (A + ie)

’ e—0t

exist in B(u, —u) for any u > 1 and the convergence is locally uniform.

Proof. The thesis is a straightforward consequence of [IT01, Prop. 7.3] and of the diagonal structure of
the Friedrichs Hamiltonian, see (2.7)). O
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The action of R](E,Fz_r()\) can be deduced from the explicit representation (2.22]) for the corresponding
Schrodinger resolvent operator and reads, for s € {1, |},

(Rgi( L) fdr T/f A9 Y Tesaf (F VA A1) Kipyap(F VA v ) (', 9) 55 "

LT

=1 Ldr' r/f dv’ Z J‘g+a|(i\/X(7" ~r')) H ‘“ |(+\F(r v ') s (1!, ) eHt=0")

Lel
In the second line we have used the connection formulas reported in [OLBC10, Egs. 10.27.6 and 10.27.8].

Proof of [Theorem 2.72. Also in this case, the thesis follows from classical results on the Schrodinger Hamil-
tonian, see [Ru83| and [[T01, Prop. 7.4]. The absence of singular continuous spectrum is ensured by the

LAP established in [Proposition 3.2| for Rg)(z) (see, e.g., [Ag75] Thm. 6.1] and [MPSI8| Cor. 4.7]). The
stated properties of the scattering operator ultimately follow by standard arguments. O

Proof of [Corollary 2.13. Since the Friedrichs quadratic form is non-negative (see (2.3))), it appears that
O'(H]E,F)) c R*. We already noticed that [Proposition 3.2| ensures the absence of singular continuous
spectrum. Moreover, the existence and completeness of the wave operators established in [Theorem 2.12]
grants that o, (H]E,F)) = 04(—Ap) = R*. Finally, it can be checked by direct inspection that H]E,F) has
no eigenvalue (see also [CFK20, Thm. 3.3]). O

We now address the explicit form of the generalized eigenfunction of the Friedrichs Hamiltonian.

Proof of [Theorem 2.1j]. By decomposition in angular harmonics and some explicit computations, one ob-
tains formula (2.38) (see also [ATTI Ru83, [Tall]). Notice that, despite solving the radial eigenvalue
problem, the Bessel functions Y|, do not appear in ([2.38]) since they do not satisfy the proper local
behavior close to x = 0. Let us further remark that the coefficients in the expansion (238]) have been
fixed so as to fulfill the radiation conditions (2Z.33]). Indeed, using the known asymptotic expansion of the

Bessel functions [OLBC10, Eq. 10.7.8], it can be checked that there exist f) (F1) ¢ L?(S'; C) such that
F,+ pikex STkl || Js,
Pl ) = |52 + {5 S+ 0 (k)| (59 for [x| — +o0. (3.13)

More precisely, one has

F,x eii7r LT [ LT w
l(c +)(19) = (27r)3/§\/E <ei el - + W) e +) (314)

Incidentally, we notice that the above expansion shows that cpg )) e L2 ,(R?%;C?) for any u > 2.

Keeping in mind that Hé) ) has purely absolutely continuous spectrum (see [Corollary 2.13)), we define
the modified Fourier transforms
F F F,*)
SSL):LQ(R2;C2) — L*(R?%;C?), <gg_r)¢)s(k) = Z fzdx (gpgsk (%)), ¥s(x). (3.15)
se(t i} VR
Let us now return to the wave operators Qf), whose existence and asymptotic completeness have been
established in [Theorem 2.121 These are known to fulfill the identity (see, e.g., [MPS18, Thm. 5.5])

o = (3)5.

Accordingly, the unitary scattering operator is given by

S A S (3.16)



20 WILLIAM BORRELLI, MICHELE CORREGGI, AND DAVIDE FERMI

Recalling the definition ([Z35)) of the scattering matrix S(F)()\) and making reference to (Z38) BI5) and
BI6]), we get ([2.39) by distributional computations (see [Ru83, Eq. (4.8)] and [ITO01, p. 315]). In
particular, let us mention that an elementary calculation yields

o0

F, F,— W(w—w'+m)—im «

2| ax (Pl i) )i () (Pl 1) ) () = o 3 il emimit 'Ld“" Tieral (k) igsal (K1) b5 -
/ e

By means of [GRO7, Eq. 6.541] and [OLBCI0, Eqgs. 10.40.1-2], it can be checked that in the sense of
distributions there holds

0 2

0
. ¢
a7 e 6r) T ) = Jima [ g T () T ()

= i ¢ Doy (€ (k A KD) Kjeva (¢ (k v K)) = 35 6(K' = k) = 6((K)* — k7).
As a consequence, we obtain
F, F,— (w—w')+im (0—|l+a
Z dex (¢Es,1j))(x));f((Pgsgk/))(x))s" _ % il )+im (E—[e+ Dé((k:’)? _ k:2) Sasr
5" =

which is a key ingredient for the derivation of the first equality in (239]). For the second equality we
refer to [[T01, Eq. (4.8)]. Finally, on account of (236l), (237) and (239) one readily infers (2.40) and

2.41)). O

We now deal with the other self-adjoint realizations, starting with the following analogue of[Proposition 3.2]

Proposition 3.3 (LAP for H]E,@)).
Let © € My term(C). Then, there exists a (possibly empty) discrete set e(f), with #[e(f))] < 4, such that
for any \ € R+\egr®) the limits

RYL(N) == lim RY (A + ie)

- e—0+t

exist in B(u, —u) for any uw > 1 and the convergence is locally uniform. Moreover, there holds

RO = RELO) + G [AL () + 0] G (V)

where
Ar(A) = lim A\ £ie) € Myperm(C), (3.17)
£E—
G+ (\) := 11161+g(uz's) e B(C* L2, (R%;C?)); (3.18)
E—>
Gi(\) = lim TRYV(\ T ie) € B(LA(R%;C?);CY). (3.19)
E—>

Proof. Let us refer to the Krein formula (2.27]) for the resolvent operator R](P@) (2). We firstly recall that

the Friedrichs resolvent RI(DF) (z) enjoys LAP in B(u,—u) for any u > 1, see [Proposition 3.2l On the other
hand, using the explicit expression (39) for A(z), we obtain

s = i A2 i

_ ™
a0t 2 sin(m|l+c)

[e;mu(ﬂ Ale+al 1] Sas Oppr. (3.20)

From here we deduce that, depending on the specific choice of ©, the matrices A+ (X) + © € My ferm (C)

can indeed become singular for suitable values of A € RT. We indicate with e, (H]g@)) the collection of
such exceptional points and notice that its cardinality is at most 4. It is evident that the convergence
in ([3:20) is uniform on any compact subset of RT\e, (H]E,Q)), so the same can be said for the inverses

[A+(V) + 0]
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To say more, using (2.8), (2.9) and (3.8]), together with the Bessel connection formula [OLBCI10, Eq.
10.27.8], for any q € C*, we infer

(G=(N @), (rn9) = lim (G Lie)q) (rd) = 25, ¢ (V)T HY) (V) 2. (3.21)

e—0t

(1)

Taking into account the regularity of the Hankel function H, "’ and its asymptotic expansions for small
and large arguments [OLBC10, Eqs. 10.7.7 and 10.17.5], by an elementary change of variable it can be
checked that

al— 1 u
s iy <ON! B ([0 0 0 5)
Le{0,—

The above estimate shows that G4 ()\), with A > 0, are bounded operators from C* into L% ,(R?; C?) for
any v > 1. On top of that, using a known integral representation for the Bessel functions [GR0O7, Eq.
8.421.9] it can be checked that the limit in ([B.2I) is attained uniformly on any compact subset of R™.

Since G(z) is the adjoint of G(2*), seev(lﬂZI) and (2.25]), by elementary duality considerations the above
arguments also prove that the limits G4 (\) defined in (3.19) identify a pair of bounded operators from
(LEU(RZ;@))/ ~ L2(R?%;,C?) to (C*) ~ C* for any u > 1. O
Proof of [Theorem 2.16. Let us first remark that the resolvent operator associated to H}()@) is a finite rank
perturbation of the resolvent related to the Friedrichs Hamiltonian HIE)F). This suffices to infer that the
wave operators {24 (HI(DG),HI()F)) exist and are complete [RS8I, Thm. XI.9]. On the other hand, recall

that existence and completeness of the wave operators €24 (HI(,F), —Ap) has already been established in

[Theorem 2.721 Then, existence and completeness of Qf) follows readily from the chain rule for wave
operators [RS81, Ch. XI, p. 18, Prop. 2|. Finally, we deduce asymptotic completeness noting that the

LAP established in [Proposition 3.3| for R](E,Q)(z) ensures the absence of singular continuous spectrum. [

Proof of [Theorem 2.17. On one side, the existence and asymptotic completeness of the wave operators
Q4 (HI(,G), —Ap) ensure that oy (ng@)) = aac( — Ap) = R*' and the absence of singular continuous
spectrum. On the other side, from [Po04, Thm. 3.4] it follows that the map q — G(—pu)q is a bijection
from ker [A(—,u) + @] to ker (H]E,G) + u), which proves the part of the thesis regarding opp (H]ga)). O

Proof of [Proposition 2.20. We deduce the expression in (2.45]) by a straightforward adaptation of [MPSIS|
Thm. 5.1]. Using ([2.38) and the Bessel function asymptotics [OLBC10, Eq. 10.7.3] we get that

el =2 (1 + o) lim (1 +al + 7o) (plhis)

rlt+al

1
= 0gq \/% olttal—1 F(\E + a\) etig letal—ilws hm (|€ +al + rc?r) Jjoga)(kT)

-0+ T\Z"‘ al
lw
= (+ik)lerel S Oss - (3:22)
Recalling the explicit expressions (3:20) and (3.2I]), we obtain
© i w «a
(‘PESkJ;)s 26579 )4 by ‘J|Z \(kr)éss
Lel
i —1gl’zi’7w . of (+ "t 1
w1 Y el ) (ak)lel (Rl B, ().
0,0€{0,—1} :

To say more, in view of (B.13]) and (BI4]), by means of [OLBCI0, Eq. 10.17.5] we deduce the following,
for |x| — +oo:
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f((s®s7’i)_)k _ (;;fﬂ (eim\z+a| . eimm) ill—wi)s
o tez
. i e, ,
+ 7(;:)§f2j/% {[Ai(k:2) + 0] 1} "I tos) (g lralital (3 93)
0,0€{0,~1} s
This confirms that <pgfi:;) and cpES@i:)) fulfill, respectively, the incoming and outgoing Sommerfeld radiation
conditions. O

Proof of[Proposition 2.21. By decomposition in angular harmonics and an explicit calculation, it can be
checked that the only distributional solutions of the zero-energy equation Hptp = 0 are of the form

itV
Vs(r,0) = Y —— |l pmltral L g0 plt+al 3.24
RO ] (321)

with suitable coefficients c,d € C* and for s € {1,]}. The condition of uniform boundedness at infinity
forces us to fix d = 0. On one hand, the local Friedrichs conditions Ve, A;¢ € L? (R?,C?) demand that

loc
c = 0. On the other hand, for a general extension, to exhibit the proper singular behavior at x = 0 encoded

in @(HI(,G)), the above solutions must be locally of the form 9 = ¢ + G(0)q with ¢y = [A(0) + O]q, see
(228]). Given that there is no regular part, namely ¢¢ = 0, this requirement can be fulfilled only if

o l
O — { gf‘fﬁl), qg ) forte {0,-1},

for some q € ker [A(0) + O,
0 for £ € Z\{0, -1}, [ |

which yields the thesis. O

3.4. Symmetries.

Proof of [Proposition 2.25. Consider the transformations (2.52]), as the case (2.54]) is completely analogous.
Then,

UY)(x) = e %Y(T %), T e SO(2,R), 10,73 € R.
Concerning the Friedrichs realization, the computations in show that

uad Ayu' = (A). (3.25)

We now consider a generic self-adjoint extension H, < ), B € Mg Herm (C), belonging to the family charac-
terized in [Theorem 2.3l Notice that, in order to prove the invariance of the domain, it suffices to prove
the inclusion ) )

UZ(Hp ' (A) € Z2(Hp ' (A)). (3.26)

Given p € (HI(,B ) (A)), such an element decomposes as in (Z13]) and then
Up =Ugpy+ > ¢ UG .
st

Thus one needs to rewrite the last terms in the above formula as in ([2.13]), defining a new charge q, and
then proceed to check the boundary conditions. To this aim, since the multiplicative factor e drops in
the latter, in order to simplify the computations we can take 1y = 0, so that we actually consider

(Up)(x) = e~ "7 (T~ 'x) .

Writing the rotation matrix T as

T — <COS§ —Sng) 7 ce [07 27_‘_)7

sing  cosg¢



PAULI HAMILTONIANS WITH AN AHARONOV-BOHM FLUX 23

and using (2.8) and (2.9) one finds
UG — im0 GO G — im0 G

Then, 1,; := U1) can be rewritten as

with q;)\ := Uy and the new charges

(}%6) = ¢~ ma+sl) qg), G(f) — i3 —st) qif)‘

Notice that
~ _ _ e~ s ¢A7T(T*1x)
¢)\(l‘) - (Z/[¢)\)(l‘) = < 6in3¢)\7l(T_ll‘) :
Simple calculations give the following results for the Fourier coefficients involved
¢ ¢ (e i(n3— ¢
¢&7)T 773+<Z)¢g\7)T , ¢§\,)l = ¢im <3)¢§\’)l ]

Let us now examine the boundary conditions in (2.13]). After some long but straightforward algebraic
computations one sees that the following conditions must be fulfilled:

(T +8)%) (650 1) 0, (L) + 5 (im0 1) o,
( (A )+ﬁ)(w (e—2in3+i§(6—€’) _ 1) —0, ( (A )+ﬁ)(w (eic(Z—Z’) _ 1) 0.

Notice that the second and third equations are indeed equivalent, since L()), 5 are Hermitian. Therefore,
for generic values of 73, ¢, since L()) is diagonal, 8 must be a diagonal matrix too.
Concerning the action of the operator, thanks to ([8.25]) there holds

UEL + X\ Up) =U(ES + XY = U (HE + N2)ep
—U(HS + U Uy) = (HY + ) Uy) = (HY + 232 Uy).
0

3.5. Comparison with the Dirac operator.

Proof of[Proposition 2.26. The proof of the thesis will be achieved in various steps. Without loss of
generality, in what follows we fix A = 1, omitting the dependence on the spectral parameter for simplicity
of notation. We will repeatedly use the expansion as r — 0% given in [B.2) (see [GR07, Eq. 6.521.3]),
alongside with the basic identities

-1 _ _
G U-gpssts (e =vaea)),
¢ =var(Gi) -al).

(3.27)

which readily follow from (2.8]), (2.9) and (2.62)).
Step 1. We show that 2(H a )) C 2(H}) if and only if one of the following alternatives holds:
(a.1) v =0, ﬂ(oo BE?O ﬂ( 1D _ % and ngl) arbitrary otherwise;
(b.1) v =, BTT ﬁ( - _ Bii =) _ % and 5(5€/) arbitrary otherwise;
(c.1) v € [0,27) arbitrary, B(OO 5% B(OO 55]171) = o0 and ﬁégl) arbitrary otherwise.
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Let us firstly notice that (Z3]) entails ¢y (r,0) = o(1) as r — 0T, for all ¢, € .@(Hg)). From here and
from (2.8)), (29]) and (B2 it follows that, for any v € Q(HI(,B )), there holds

q@ Pl@) 1 1 qgfl) L) e 1

O _ 217 \or e 2 Vamrie -

'Qb LP)\+ZSZ(]S G)\s_ ( ) 1" )LL_’_ (_1) F(lfa)e*ie 1 +0(1), asr — 0.
9 e ! 20 Jamria

On the other hand, assuming that v € @(Hg), by similar arguments and (3.27]), we infer

(14 e e

W=+ (s +eE) = oyt a1 o), asr =0
p(l =€) =5 =7
: : 0) _ (-1) _ (-1) _ iy 0 _ _ iy
Matching the above asymptotics, we get 0 0, q; 0, ¢ = p(l +¢e”) and q u(l —e™).

In particular, u(1 — e”)q%fl) = u(l + e”)qio). Given that q% ), qio) € C are independent parameters, it
appears that the only admissible alternatives are the following;:
(A1) v=0, q(o) = qi_l) = qio) =0 and qg_l) € C arbitrary;
(B.1) v =, q% ) = qi_l) = qg_l) =0 and qio) € C arbitrary;
(C.1) p=0 and q%o) = qi_l) = qg_l) = qio) =0.
It is easy to check that these are indeed equivalent to the conditions (a.1), (b.1) and (c.1), respectively.
Step 2. Let us now prove that H}) (Q(HI()F))) = Hp (.@(HI(DF))) e Q(Hg) for all v, € [0,27). We
first remark that Q(H]g)F)) consists of functions which are indeed regular at the origin. So, any self-ajoint
realization H, ]5’ of the Dirac operator acts on ¥ (H IE)F)) as the basic differential operator Hp, which accounts
for the first identity in the claim. Taking this into account, we now proceed to show that Hp¢ ¢ Q(Hg)
for any given ¢ € (HI()F)) and for any ' € [0, 27), ultimately proving the thesis.
Recalling that H]E,F) = HéF) (—BHéF), where HéF) is the Friedrichs extension of the Schrodinger operator
Hg = (—iV + A)? (see Remark 2.2)), we deduce that any ¢ € @(HI(,F)) can be represented as

¢ = RéF)(—l) @RéF)(—l) f, for some f = (g) e L*>(R%,C?), (3.28)

where R( )( 1) is the resolvent of Hg (F) , acting by convolution with the integral kernel (2:22]). Keeping in
mind that in polar coordinates, we have

0 e*ie(_z‘ar _ 69+ia)
HD = (eig( . i " )

—id, + %tia) 0
in view of (3.28)) and (2.22]), we get

(Hpo)1 :Z [( i, — ikt ))K\k+a| J Ar'r T o (r )fi( )ei(;;g

keZ

~I—Z [( ioy — i )>I‘k+a|( )] J:OO dr'r Koy o) (r) FE (1) Z(\]FW, (3.29)

keZ
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(1), = Y (<60 +1522) Koo O)] [ e () 5507 2052

keZ

+Z [( idy + i )>I‘k+a|(7’)] f M ' Ko () FE07) S22 (3.30)

where the f¥ are the Fourier coefficients in the angular wave expansion of fi.
Now, recall that the boundary conditions encoded in 2 (Hg) entail the evaluation of the trace maps

oy D(HY) — C, see ([265) and ([2.67), 268). Using the known identities (—0, + 2)K,(r) =

—Q) Yo

Ky 41(r), (=0, £ 2)1,(r) = =1,+1(r) [OLBCI0, Eq. 10.29.2] and K_,(2) = K, (2) [OLBCI10, Eq. 10.27.3],

we infer
(o)) () = e (Kolr) [ (720 = 1) [ ae'Braliflen). @)
(#1090 () = iz (Kioalr) [ @' L 20) = a®) [ af26)) . 32
{((Hpo),)(r) = \/L277r (Ka(r) frdr’r/ha(r’)le(r/) — T _(r) J\OOdT/T/Kla(T/)le(T/)> : (3.33)

0

™

{(Hpe) ) (r) = ¢2—<Kl o jdr o) 3 )—11a(r)ﬁoodr'r'Kga(r')fT2(r’)>. (3.34)

Exploiting the asymptotics of the Bessel functions I,,, K, [OLBCI10l, Eq. 10.30.1-2], it can be checked that

r 1/2
<1l ( f ) < o,

jo s I o) £ ()

S\ V2
<14, dw\KHa >\) <o

1/2
< I, ( 2) <yt

1/2
< | f1l, dr’r”[l o ')’2> < Cr? e,

o0
f dr'r' Kia(r') f]

[aren e

dr’r’[l_a( )fT
0

1/2
< | £l <L dr'r’ ‘Iga(r/)f) <O,

00 o0 ) 1/2
j dT'T'Kz—a(T/)fT_Q(T/) < [ ftlly <j dr'r’ | Ko—o(r")] ) < Cr (=),

On the other hand, keeping in mind that f = (Hp + 1)¢, see (3.28)), recalling the definition of the trace
maps TS(Z) : Q(HI(,F)) — C, see (2.23)), integrating by parts and using the asymtptotics (B.2]), we obtain

[[arsmae1 286 = (6018 o -

2w 2

err/rllga(r/)fT2(r/)

| as 16) 000 - 2 (6") 0]
sre{1,4) 205 ()

as 7 — 0. A similar computation yields

foodr’r’Kl_a(r/)fT_l(r/) = TT(_l)q‘) +o(1).



26 WILLIAM BORRELLI, MICHELE CORREGGI, AND DAVIDE FERMI
Combining the above results, we find
1 _ 1 1—a N i (V)
Cafl(HD¢) - 7‘1—1>I61+ r <(HD¢)T € > - \/ﬁr(a) Ti ¢7

La(Hpe) = lim 1 (Hp)) = - 7 .

which imply, in turn,
%1(0:1[ ¢] 2 7»1 a
HD¢ = . 20 ( 1) 4 1 + 0(1) (335)
“'Ti—a) kni qﬂmr‘*
On the other hand, if Hp¢ were to belong to (Hg/), there should exist some y’ € C such that
7 F(l Oé) e —i0 1
(1 o) e
HD¢: / w 2F( )\/1271 +O(1)‘
w (1 — )21 @ Jon e
Matching the coefficients in the above expansions, we would obtain sin(v’/2) Tl(o)(b = i cos(v'/2) TT(fl)qb,

which is absurd, given that the traces Tf0)¢, TT(fl)qb € C are independent for a generic ¢ € & (HI(DF)).
Step 3. We now prove that & (HI(,B )) < 2((Hp)?) if and only if one of the following alternatives holds:

(a.3) condition (a.1) in Step 1 holds and Bgl_l) = 0;

(b.3) condition (b.1) in Step 1 holds and ﬂ(oo

Let us firstly remark that, considering the basic definition 2((H})?) ={y € 2(H})|H}p € Z(H})},

the claim proved in Step 2 ensures that & (HI(DF)) is not a subset of Z((H})?) for any v € [0,27). This
rules out the alternative (c.1) in Step 1. So, we only have to examine alternatives (a.1), (b.1) therein. As

an example, hereafter we discuss case (a.l).

Assume .@(H]gﬁ)) - .@((H]%)2), for some suitable 8 € My Herm (C) fulfilling condition (a.1) in Step 1. On
one hand, for any v € @(H]E,B))
Ve

, we have
v=¢td VG =g+ g S

where ¢ € Q(HI(DF)) c 9[ g)]. Recalling the definition of Hg, see |Proposition 2.24] and using the
asymptotic expansion (B3.35]), we obtain

(-1 er a(f)¢) o T
Hpp = Hog+ 5ay ) (6 — &) = i (éi o)+ mqq M1 +o(l), asr— 0%,
Fla T4 ) N

On the other hand, since H21 € Z(HY), there must exist some D [Q](PF)] and i € C such that
2l-aP(] — )l 1
<M2 L Oa)x/ﬂ”“> +o(1), asr — 0F.

Matching the |- component in the above asymptotics, we get

(Do T D
2sin(ma) T

At the same time, the boundary condition in (ZI3]) (see also ([2.23])) entails
-1 ~1) ~1,-1)| (-1
A = (L) + Hal} w0

The above identities yield 5%?1’71) = 0, which ultimately proves claim (b.3).

HY¢p =@+ i€y +&)

- |
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Step 4. To infer the thesis, we need to show that the inclusion 2 (Hé)ﬁ )) c9 ((Hg)2), proved in the
preceding Step & for suitable choices of v and £, is indeed an equality. As a matter of fact, the operators

Hé)ﬁ ) and (H%)2, with v and S fixed as in Step 3, have to coincide because they are self-adjoint extensions
of the same closable symmetric operator, namely, (o - (—iV + A))2 on C*(R%\{0}). O

Proof of [Proposition 2.28. Proceeding as in the proof of [Proposition 2.21] it can be checked that the only
distributional solutions of the zero-energy equation Hpt = 0 are of the form

S d(e 2t
P(r,9) = 2t var! ) : (3.36)
ZZEZ ‘L \/_ (Z+a)

with suitable coefficients d € C*. The condition of uniform boundedness at infinity forces us to fix d%g) =0

for £ = 0 and dig) = 0 for £ < —1. On the other hand, the condition 1 € L2 (R?) entails d%z) = 0 for
¢ < —2 and die) = 0 for £ = 1. Summing up, the only admissible zero-energy resonances have the form

dgfl) e 1

v =Y vemr (3.37)

.
L Vom r®
Then, it can be easily checked that the boundary conditions associated to & (H]()V)), see (2.69), are verified
if and only if

— . 1—2« —a
d% D _ icot(v/2) r T Tl-o) F(Fog)l ) dio) ,

which concludes the proof. ]

APPENDIX A. SYMMETRIES OF 2D PAULI AND DIRAC OPERATORS

We consider here generic Pauli and Dirac operators of the form
Hp(A) = (0 - (—=iV + A))® = 0, 00 (—id; + Aj)(—idp + Ay), (A.1)
HD(A) =0 - (—ZV + A) =0j (—iaj + Aj), (AQ)

where A = (A;, Ay) is any vector-valued distribution in R? and we are using Einstein’s convention to sum
over the repeated indices j, ¢ € {1,2}. Let us stress that here we are uniquely concerned with the algebraic
features of Hp(A) and Hp(A). Accordingly, we neglect all domain and self-adjointness issues.

We henceforth proceed to classify the transformations which leave the structure of Hp(A) and Hp(A)
invariant. More precisely, we consider (anti-)linear transformations involving both spin and coordinate
degrees of freedom of the form

US,T,x0) - L*(R% C%) — LAR% CY), (U (x) = S(x) (T % = x0) (A-3)
V(S,T,xo) : L*(R?C?) — L*(R?*;C?), (V) (x) = S(x)¥* (T x — xq). (A.4)
Here S(x) : R? — G'L(2,C) is any smooth section of the trivial fiber bundle R? x GL(2,C), T € GL(2,R)

is any constant matrix, and xg € R? is any fixed vector. In the forthcoming subsections [§ A.1] and [§ A.2]
we identify all (anti-)unitary operators W of the form (A3) or (A4) fulfilling the following identities, for
some suitable vector-valued distribution A = (Al, Ag):

WHp(A)W™ = Hp(A), (A.5)
WHR(A)W™! = Hp(A). (A.6)
)

Note that local coordinates transformations always modify the structure of the differential operators Hp (A
and Hp(A). In fact, non-affine transformations always introduce non-trivial curvature contributions. Fo
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this reason we restrict the attention to transformations which are affine in the space coordinates and local
in the spin degree of freedom.

Remark A.1 (Symmetries).
We say that a (anti-)unitary operator W is a (physical) symmetry of the differential operators Hp(A) and
Hp(A) if the associated magnetic field b := curl A = 01 Ay — 02 A remains invariant, namely,

b=curl A =curlA =b.

A.1. Symmetries of the Pauli Hamiltonian. Let us first focus on the Pauli operator (A.I]) and classify
all transformations of the form (A.3) and (A.4)) fulfilling (A.5]).

A.1.1. Linear transformations. For any map U of the form (A.3), by a direct calculation we obtain
UHp(A)U = S(x)0j 00 S (%) ThjTme %
x (—idp —iS(x)0S ™ (%) + Tiy Ap(T7'x — %0)) (= 10 — 1S(x)0m S~ (x) + T A (T 'x — x0)) -

This shows that U Hp(A)U ™! is itself a Pauli operator of the form (A, if and only if the following two
conditions are simultaneously fulfilled, for some suitable vector potential A:

S(x)ojop S71(x) ThiTome = Oh Om; (A.7)

Tl Ap(T % — x0) 1 — i S(x) 08~ H(x) = Ap(x) 1. (A.8)

Using the basic algebraic identities {o},0m} = 20pm1 and [0}, 0m] = 2iepmror, from (AT) we deduce
ThjTimj = Opm and S(x) op S—1(x) €jep ThjTime = €hmr 0r. These are equivalent to

TT' =1, (A.9)

S(x)o3 S Hx) = (det T o3 (A.10)

Recalling that we are assuming T'€ GL(2,R), (A9) clearly entails T'€ O(2,R). As a consequence, we see

that U is unitary in L?(R?; C?) only if S = S(x) is a smooth section of R? x U(2, C). Notice that by a trivial

application of Stone’s theorem we have U(2,C) = {e~*(0l+moi+noatnsos) | po ) no py € R}. Keeping in

mind that det 7~! = det T = +1 and using elementary algebraic properties of the Pauli matrices, we then
infer that (A10) can be fulfilled only if either of the following two alternatives occurs:

T e SO(2,R), S = e iml=insos (A.11)
for some 19,73 € C*(R?), or
TeO(2,R\SO(2,R), & =¢ ml-imoi=imoz (A.12)
for some 19, 11,12 € C°(R?), such that
) +n3(x) =5, 5, F, ... . (A.13)
On the other hand, matching the condition (A.g]) requires that
S(x) 0pS~1(x) = sp(x) 1, (A.14)

for some scalar function s;, € C*(R?). Taking (A1) and ([(A12) into account, in can be checked that (A14))
can be fulfilled only if either 53 or 71,72 are constant, respectively. Summing up, the only transformations
U of the form (A.3) satisfying (A.5), for some suitable A, correspond to

TeSO@2,R), §=e¢ ml-imos (A.15)
for some 79 € C°(R?),73 € R, or
T € O(2,R)\SO(2,R), S = e~tml=imoi=inoz (A.16)
for some 19 € C*(R?) and 11,12 € R satisfying (A.13).
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Remark A.2 (Special symmetries).
In both cases (A.I5) and (A.16]), the identity (A.8) reduces to

AX) =TA(T ' — x0) + Vo(x),

which implies, in turn,

b(x) = (det T) b(T~'x — x0) .
This shows that, in general, ¢/ is a symmetry of Hp(A) only if T = 1, x¢9 = 0 and, in compliance with
(AI5), S = e~M1=imos for some 1y € CP(R?), n3 € R. Of course, whenever the magnetic field exhibits
specific features, the class of symmetries of the model could comprise additional transformations. For

instance, it appears that a uniform magnetic field b = const. is left invariant by any transformation i of
the form (A.3)) with 7, S as in (AI5) and xq € R?.

Example A.3. For S = e with 79 € C*(R?), T = 1 and xo = 0, U is the standard (local) U(1)
electromagnetic gauge transformation. In this case we have A = A + V).

Example A.4. For S = e "% with n3 € R, T = 1 and xq = 0, U is the U(1) (global) axial gauge
transformation. In this case we have A = A.

Example A.5. For S =1, T € SO(2,R) and x¢ = 0, U is a simple rotation of the coordinate system. In
this case, we have A(x) = T A(T'x — x¢) and b(x) = b(T~'x). Of course, any such transformation is a
symmetry of the Hamiltonian Hp(A) whenever the magnetic field is radial, i.e., b(x) = b(|x|).

A.1.2. Anti-linear transformations. For any map V as in (A.4]), taking into account that both the vector
potential A = (A1, A2) and the matrix elements Tj;, are real, we get
VHP(A) V_l = S(X) O'j* Ug* S_l(X) Tthmg X
x (=0 —iS(x)0S ™ (%) — T Ap(T™'x — %0)) (= 10 — 1S(x)0m S~ (x) — Tt A (T 'x — x0)) -

Therefore, for V Hp(A) V™! to fulfill (AF), it is necessary and sufficient that the following conditions are
both verified, for some vector-valued distribution A = (A, As):

S(x)of of STHX)ThjTone = onom (A.17)
Tl Ap(T % — x0) 1 + i S(x) 0,5 H(x) = — Ap(x) 1. (A.18)

Using again basic commutation relations for the Pauli matrices and noting that o3 = o3, from (A7) we
deduce
TT =1,
S(x)o3 S (x) = — (det T 1) o3. (A.19)
In particular we have T € O(2,R). So, |detT| =1 and V is anti-unitary in L*(R?,C?) only if S = S(x) is
a smooth section of R? x U(2,C). Taking this into account, by arguments similar to those outlined in the

previous subsection, we deduce that (A19) can be fulfilled if and only if either one of the following two
alternatives happens:

T e SO(2,R), S = e~tml—imor—inoz (A.20)
for some 19 € C®(R?), 01,72 € R, such that (AI3) holds, or
T € O(2,R)\SO(2,R), S = e~iml=insos (A.21)

for some 79 € C°(R?),n3 € R.
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Remark A.6 (Special symmetries).
In both cases (A.20) and (A.2I]), the condition (A.I8]) reduces to

AX) = —T AT 'x —xq) + Vo(x), (A.22)

which yields
b(x) = — (det T) b(T~'x — xq) .

This makes evident that, in general, none of the admissible anti-unitary transformations (A.4) leaves the
magnetic field invariant. Nevertheless, V can be a symmetry if b possesses specific features. For example,
if the magnetic field is radial, namely b(x) = b(|x|), then any transformation V of the form (A4) with
T,S as in (A2 and xg = 0 is indeed a symmetry.

Example A.7. For S =01, T =1 and x¢ = 0, V is the so-called spin-flip transformation. In this case
A(x) = —A(x) and b(x) = — b(x), showing that V coincides with the charge conjugation as well.

Example A.8. For S = 09, T = —1 € SO(2,R) (notice that this choice of T describes a rotation of
an angle 7 in the plane) and xg = 0, V is the so-called Kramers map (see, e.g., [LMS09]). In this case

A(x) = —A(—x) and b(x) = — b(—x).

Example A.9. For S =1, T = P € O(2,R)\SO(2,R) with P(z,y) = (—z,y), and x¢9 = 0, V is the CP
transformation. In this case A(x) = (Ai(—z,y), —A2(—=,y)) and b(z,y) = b(—z,y) .

A.2. Symmetries of Dirac Hamiltonians. We now consider the Dirac operator (A.2) and characterize

all transformations of the form (A.3]) and (A.4) fulfilling (A.6). Since [HD(A)]2 = Hp(A) at the pure
algebraic level, it appears that any admissible symmetry of Hp(A) must also be a symmetry of Hp(A).
Accordingly, in the sequel we shall restrict the attention to the family of transformations classified before
in (A.15) (A.16) and (A.20) (A.21). For later reference let us recall the well-known Rodrigues rotation
formula, holding for arbitrary n = (11, 72,73) € R3\{0} with n := |n|:

M7 = cos(2n) o — Lsin(20) 1 A 0 + 15 (1= cos(2)) (n-o)n. (A.23)

e "M%e

A.2.1. Linear transformations. We first notice that, for any map U of the form (A.3]), there holds
UHp(A) U™ = S(x)0; ST (%) Thj (— i0h — iS(x)0n S~ (x) + Tipt Ax(T 'x — x0)) .
Therefore U Hp(A)U™! is itself a Dirac Hamiltonian of the form (A.2)) if and only if, for some suitable
A = (41, Ay), (A is verified and
S(x)o; STHx) Thj = op . (A.24)

Let us stress that (A.24]) implies (A.7). We also recall that the only admissible maps U fulfilling (A.5])
certainly belong to either of the two families characterized in (A.15) and (A.16]).
On one side, consider any choice of T and S as in (A.15). Making reference to the parametrization

T = (Cf’sg _S”“), with < € [0,27),
S1n ¢ COS ¢

and using (A.23]), by a trivial relabeling of the indexes from (A.24]) we infer, for j € {1, 2},
cos(2n3) o + sin(2n3) €350 0¢ = e~ iM3o3 g M3 — T;z o¢ = (cosg)oj + (sing) ezjp0¢.

Clearly, this chain of identities can be fulfilled only if ¢ = 213 mod 2.
On the other side, let us fix T and S as in (A.16). Using the parametrization

T — (CF’“ S ) with ¢ e [0,27),
S1in ¢ — COS ¢
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by arguments similar to those outlined above, from (A.24]) we deduce

-0, + 22;;” oy = e mortme) 5 gilmoitmoz) Tj, 00 = (sing) o + (cos<) esje o .
Keeping in mind that o is real and o9 is imaginary, it can be checked by direct inspection that there is
no admissible choice of ¢ and 71,72 compatible with (A.I6]) fulfilling the latter chain of identities.

Summing up, the only linear transformations U of the form (A.3) fulfilling (A), for some suitable A,
are given by

sin(2n3)  cos(2n3)
for some 1y € C°(R?),n3 € R. Notice that these maps describe simultaneous rotations of the space
coordinates in the plane R? and of the spin degree of freedom, together with the usual U(1) electromagnetic
local gauge transformation.

T <cos(2n3) — Sin(2773)> , S = e~imol=inzos (A.25)

A.2.2. Anti-linear transformation. We first notice that, for any map V of the form (AZ4), there holds
VHp(A) V™! = = 5(x) 05 ST (x) Thj (— i0 — iS(x)0nS ™' (x) — Ty AR(T™'x — xq)) .

This makes evident that VHp(A) V™! is itself a Dirac Hamiltonian of the form (A2) (cf. (A6) if and
only if, for some suitable A = (A1, As), (AI8) is verified and

S(x) o} S™Hx) Ty = — o (A.26)

Notice that (A7) is indeed a consequence of ([A26). To proceed, let us point out that (A.26]) can be
equivalently rephrased as
S7H(x) oy, S(x) = — T 07, (A.27)
and notice that S~ (x) = ¢01+m9) for all S(x) = e~ MWL+79)  Moreover, recall once more that oy is
real and oy is imaginary.
On one hand, by arguments similar to those described in subsection we deduce that the only
transformations V of the form (A.4]) with 7" and S as in ([A.20)), fulfilling (A.G) for some A, are
M 2mm
| mtm i S — e—iml—imoi—inos (A.28)
_2mmy mmi ’
Ny it
for some ny € C*(R?) and 71,72 € R, such that (AI3]) holds. On the other hand, the only maps V of the
form (A4)) with 7 and S as in (A2])), fulfilling (A.G]) for some A, are given by

T Cf)s(g—i-knr) sin(§ +km) ’ 5 efmoﬂfi(%Jr%k)Us’ (A.29)
sin(f +km) —cos(§+km)

for some 19 € C°(R?), keZ.
Summarizing and changing slightly the parametrization, we infer that the only anti-linear transforma-
tions V of the form (A.4]) fulfilling (A.G]), for some suitable A, are given by

cos(2n) —sin(2n) —ino .
- (sin(Zz) cos(2771)7 ) , S = e (g sinn — o9 cosn), (A.30)
T = ng j{)%) . S=teiolTig s (A.31)

with 79 € C*°(R?) and 7 € [0, 27).
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