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Abstract. Inspired by a paper by T. Chakradhar, K. Gittins, G. Habib and N. Peyerimhoff,
we analyze their conjecture that the ground state energy of the magnetic Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator tends to infinity as the magnetic field tends to infinity. More precisely, we prove refined
conjectures for general two dimensional domains, based on the analysis in the case of the half-
plane and the disk by two of us (B.H. and F.N.). We also extend our analysis to the three
dimensional case, and explore a connection with the eigenvalue asymptotics of the magnetic
Robin Laplacian.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The magnetic Dirichlet to Neumann operator. This paper is a continuation of [17]
where the ground state energy of the Dirichlet to Neumann operator in the case with a constant
magnetic field in the unit disk D(0, 1) ⊂ R2 was studied. Here, we extend this problem in the
case of general bounded domains in Rn (n = 2, 3).

Let Ω be a bounded connected subset of Rn, with smooth boundary ∂Ω consisting of a finite
number of connected components; in short we say that Ω is a regular domain of Rn. For any
u ∈ D′(Ω), the magnetic Schrödinger operator on Ω is defined as

(1.1) HA u = (D −A)2u = −∆u− 2i A · ∇u+ (|A|2 − i div A)u,

where D = −i∇, −∆ is the usual positive Laplace operator on Rn and A =

n∑
j=1

Ajdxj is the

1-form magnetic potential. We often identify the 1-form magnetic potential A with the vector

field
−→
A = (A1, ..., An), and we assume that A⃗ ∈ C∞(Ω;Rn). The magnetic field is given by the

2-form B = dA. We will also use the notation H⃗ = curl A⃗.

Since zero does not belong to the spectrum of the Dirichlet realization of HA, the boundary
value problem

(1.2)

{
HA u = 0 in Ω,

u|∂Ω = f ∈ H1/2(∂Ω),
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has a unique solution u ∈ H1(Ω), that we call the magnetic harmonic extension of f . The
Dirichlet to Neumann map, (in what follows D-to-N map), is defined by

(1.3)
ΛA : H1/2(∂Ω) 7−→ H−1/2(∂Ω)

f 7−→ (∂νu+ i⟨A, ν⃗⟩ u)|∂Ω ,

where ν⃗ is the outward normal unit vector field on ∂Ω. More precisely, we define the D-to-N
map using the equivalent weak formulation :

(1.4) ⟨ΛAf, g⟩H−1/2(∂Ω)×H1/2(∂Ω) =

∫
Ω
⟨(−i∇−A)u, (−i∇−A)v⟩ dx ,

for any g ∈ H1/2(∂Ω) and f ∈ H1/2(∂Ω) such that u is the unique solution of (1.2) and v is any
element of H1(Ω) so that v|∂Ω = g. Clearly, the D-to-N map is a positive operator.

We recall that since Ω is assumed to be bounded the spectrum of the D-to-N operator is discrete
and is given by an increasing sequence of eigenvalues

(1.5) 0 ≤ µ1 ≤ µ2 ≤ ... ≤ µn ≤ ...

which tends to +∞.

Due to the identity in (1.4), the D-to-N lowest eigenvalue µ1 := λDN
1 (A,Ω) can be expressed in

the variational form as

(1.6) λDN
1 (A,Ω) = inf

u∈C∞(Ω), ∥u∥∂Ω=1
∥(−i∇−A)u∥2Ω ,

and the eigenvalues µj := λDN
j (A,Ω) can be expressed by the min-max principle,

(1.7) λDN
j (A,Ω) = inf

M⊂C∞(Ω)
dim(M)=j

(
max

u∈M, ∥u∥∂Ω=1
∥(−i∇−A)u∥2Ω

)
,

where ∥ · ∥Ω and ∥ · ∥∂Ω denote the L2-norms in L2(Ω;C) and L2(∂Ω;C) respectively.

For j = 1, we simply write λDN(A,Ω) instead of λDN
1 (A,Ω).

1.2. Planar domains. In the two dimensional case, we prove accurate asymptotics for the
lowest eigenvalue of the magnetic D-to-N operator.

Our first result concerns the constant magnetic field.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a magnetic potential with constant
magnetic field with norm 1. Then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛbA satisfies

(1.8) lim
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) = α̂ :=
α√
2
,

where −α is the unique negative zero of the parabolic cylindrical function D1/2(z).

This theorem was conjectured in [17]. We recall that, for ν ∈ R, the parabolic cylinder function
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Dν(z) is the (normalized) solution of the differential equation

(1.9) w′′ +
(
ν +

1

2
− z2

4

)
w = 0 ,

which tends to 0 as z → +∞. More precisely, Dν(z) has the following asymptotic expansion

(1.10) Dν(z) = e−
z2

4 zν
(
1 +O

( 1
z2
))

, z → +∞ .

We refer to ([17], Section 2) for more details on the parabolic cylinder functions. At last, the
positive real α appearing in Theorem 1.1 is approximately equal to

(1.11) α = 0.7649508673....

One can actually get a two-terms asymptotics where the second term takes account of the
curvature of the boundary. The following result is a generalization of [17, Theorem 1.1], in the
case of the disk.

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a magnetic potential with constant
magnetic field with norm 1. Then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛDN

bA satisfies

λDN(bA,Ω) = α̂b
1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

κx + o(1) ,

where κx denotes the curvature at x.

We actually prove that the asymptotics in Theorem 1.2 holds for the j’th eigenvalue, for every
fixed j ≥ 2, and when the magnetic field is only supposed to be constant in a neighborhood of
∂Ω. If Ω is simply connected, the following inequality holds [31]

max
x∈∂Ω

κx ≥
√
π/|Ω| ,

and we obtain as corollary of Theorem 1.2:

Corollary 1.3. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a magnetic potential with constant
magnetic field with norm 1. Suppose that Ω is simply connected and B is a disk with the same
area as Ω. Then there exists b1(Ω) > 0 such that, for all b ≥ b1(Ω),

λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ λDN(bA,B).

The inequality in Corollary 1.3 is reminiscent of an inequality for the magnetic Laplacian
[8], and it would be interesting to investigate whether it holds for all b > 0. For the magnetic
Laplacian, there is progress in the study of this question [5, 20, 21]. The geometric isoperimetric
inequality also yields that λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ λDN(bA,B∗), where B∗ is a disk with the same perimeter
as Ω.

If the magnetic field is variable, not vanishing in Ω and constant along the boundary one
could expect a more general result in the spirit of the one of N. Raymond [32] devoted to the
ground state energy of the Neumann magnetic Laplacian. The second term will also involve the
normal derivative of the magnetic field to the boundary.
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We will also consider the case of variable magnetic field in 2D and in 3D in the same spirit
as for the analysis of the Neumann problem appearing in surface superconductivity [26, 13, 32,
33, 14].

We prove in particular the following theorem (we refer to [15, 14, 27] for the Neumann problem).

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2, A be a magnetic potential with non vanishing
magnetic field B(x) in Ω, then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛbA satisfies

(1.12) λDN(bA,Ω) = α̂
(
inf

x∈∂Ω
|B(x)|

) 1
2 b

1
2 + o(b

1
2 ) .

Remark 1.5. We will prove a more general result valid for a larger class of magnetic fields and
for the low-lying eigenvalues. Actually, Theorem 1.4 is still true if the magnetic field B does not
vanish on ∂Ω and if the set Z(B) := {x ∈ Ω: B(x) = 0} consists of a finite number of smooth
curves such that |∇B| > 0 on Z(B). See Assumption 4.1 and Example 1 for other conditions.
Interestingly, only the values of the magnetic field on the boundary contributes to the main term
in the asymptotics for the D-to-N operator. In fact, unlike the Neumann magnetic Laplacian,
there is no contribution involving infx∈Ω |B(x)|.

1.3. Three dimensional case. We have a similar result for variable magnetic fields in 3D
which is in correspondence with known results obtained in the analysis of the ground state
energy of the Neumann realization of the magnetic Laplacian (see [27, 14, 33]):

Theorem 1.6. Let Ω be a regular bounded domain in R3, A be a magnetic potential with non
vanishing magnetic field B(x) in Ω, then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛDN

bA satisfies

(1.13) lim
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) = inf
x∈∂Ω

(
λDN(ϑ(x))|B(x)|

1
2

)
,

where, for x ∈ ∂Ω,

• ϑ(x) is defined by

(1.14) ⟨H⃗(x) | ν⃗⟩ = −|B(x)| sinϑ(x) .

• H⃗(x) is the magnetic vector field associated with B(x) considered as a 2-form by the
Hodge-map.

• ν⃗ is the exterior normal at x ∈ ∂Ω.
• λDN(ϑ) is the ground state energy (see (6.3)) relative to the half space when the magnetic
field is constant.

There are two important consequences of Theorem 1.6:

• When B is constant with magnitude 1, it follows that

lim
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) = inf
x∈∂Ω

λDN(ϑ(x)),

which is consistent with Theorem 1.1 for 2D domains.
• More generally, if we know only that |B(x)| is constant, as for the helical magnetic field
B(x) = (cos(τx3), sin(τx3), 0) encountered in liquid crystals [29, 11], then

lim
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) = |B|
1
2 inf
x∈∂Ω

λDN(ϑ(x)) .
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Notice, that if ∂Ω has a component homeomorphic to the sphere S2, then the hairy ball Theorem
applied to the tangential part of the magnetic field at the boundary implies that there exists a
point x ∈ ∂Ω such that ϑ(x) = 0 and we deduce

inf
x∈∂Ω

λDN(ϑ(x)) = α̂ .

1.4. The magnetic Robin Laplacian. We can get information about λDN(bA,Ω) by compar-
ing with the lowest eigenvalue of a Robin problem

(1.15) µ(λ̂) = µ(bA, λ̂,Ω) = inf
u̸=0

∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω − λ̂∥u∥2∂Ω
∥u∥2Ω

.

In two dimensions and under constant magnetic field, two-term and three-term asymptotics for
µ(λ̂) are available [18, 7] in the regime where b→ +∞ and

λ̂ = α̂b1/2 + o(b1/2).

If we choose

λ̂∗ = α̂b1/2 + o(b1/2) such that µ(λ̂∗) ≤ 0,

and

λ̂∗ = α̂b1/2 + o(b1/2) such that µ(λ̂∗) ≥ 0,

then, we get using the characterization in (1.6),

λ̂∗ ≤ λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ λ̂∗.

We will use this approach in Section 5 to analyze the splitting of the low-lying eigenvalues under
a constant magnetic field and we obtain

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that Ω is a regular domain in R2 such that the curvature of the boundary
has a unique non-degenerate maximum. Let A be a vector field on Ω with constant magnetic
field curlA = 1. Then there is a constant K∗(Ω) > 0 such that

λ2(bA,Ω)− λ1(bA,Ω) = K∗(Ω)b
−1/4 + o(b−1/4) as b→ +∞.

The Robin problem is not analyzed under non-constant magnetic field in two dimensions.
For the three dimensional case, the existing results in [12] only cover the regime |λ̂| = o(b1/2),

whereas the relevant regime for our setting is |λ̂| ∝ b1/2.

1.5. Weak field limit. Our final result concerns the limit as b → 0 in simply connected do-
mains. Assuming that Ω ⊂ Rn is simply connected, n = 2, 3, there is a unique vector field
AΩ ∈ H1(Ω;Rn) such that [9, Prop. D.1.1]

curlAΩ = 1 and divAΩ = 0 on Ω, ν⃗ ·AΩ = 0 on ∂Ω.

Theorem 1.8. Let Ω be a regular domain in Rn and A be a vector field generating a constant
magnetic field curlA = 1. Then, the lowest eigenvalue of the D-t-N operator in Ω satisfies

λDN(bA,Ω) =
b2

|∂Ω|

∫
Ω
|AΩ|2dx+ o(b2) as b→ 0.



6 BERNARD HELFFER, AYMAN KACHMAR, AND FRANÇOIS NICOLEAU

Compared with the magnetic Laplacian, the coefficient of b2 is the average of |AΩ|2 over Ω
[9, Proposition 1.5.2].

By [8, Proposition 3.1] and the geometric isoperimetric inequality, we obtain as corollary of
Theorem 1.8:

Corollary 1.9. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a magnetic potential with constant
magnetic field with norm 1. Suppose that Ω is simply connected and B is a disk with the same
area as Ω. Then there exists b0(Ω) > 0 such that, |b| ≤ b0(Ω),

λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ λDN(bA,B).

Remark 1.10. When Ω is the disk of radius R, the magnetic potential AΩ(x, y) =
1
2(−y, x) and

the lowest eigenvalue of the D-t-N operator is explicitly given by (see [16, Remark 6.1] and [17,
Remark 5.10]),

λDN(bA,D(0, R)) =
bR

2

I ′0(
bR2

4 )

I0(
bR2

4 )
,

where

(1.16) I0(z) =

+∞∑
k=0

z2k

22k(k!)2

is the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order 0. So, in this case, we can give a more
accurate asymptotics:

(1.17) λDN(bA,D(0, R)) =
R3b2

16
+O(b4).

1.6. Organization. In Section 2, we collect preliminaries to be used throughout the paper. In
Sections 3 and 4, we prove upper and lower bounds on the low-lying eigenvalues in the two
dimensional case, which yield Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4. For generic 2D domains, we study the
splitting of the low-lying eigenvalues in Section 5. The proof of Theorem 1.6 in 3D domains
occupies Section 6. We prove Theorem 1.8. in Section 7. Finally, there are two appendices on
gauge transformations and a reference operator in the half-space, respectively.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The half-plane. In the half-plane R2
+ = {(t, x) : t > 0}, for b ∈ R, we introduce

(2.1) E(b) = inf
u∈C∞(R2

+),∥u∥
∂R2+

=1

∥(−i∇− bAτ )u∥2R2
+
,

where Aτ (t, x) = (0, t), for (t, x) ∈ R2
+. Notice that Aτ is tangent to the boundary of R2

+, and
it generates a constant unit magnetic field with norm 1.

The sign of b is irrelevant by the invariance under the unitary transformation of complex conju-
gation, since

(2.2) E(b) = E(−b).
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By scaling (see [17, Section 3]), E(b) and α̂ can be expressed as1

(2.3) E(b) = b1/2E(1), α̂ = E(1).

2.2. Harmonic oscillator with Robin condition. The constant α̂ is also related to the
harmonic oscillator on the half-axis

− d2

dt2
+ (t− ξ)2 on R+,

with Robin boundary condition at t = 0, (i.e with the boundary condition u′(0) = γu(0)). The
lowest eigenvalue of this operator was studied in [25, 18], and the other eigenvalues are more
recently studied in [7].

We denote by ∥ · ∥2 the L2-norm on R+, and for b > 0, γ, ξ ∈ R2, we introduce the lowest
eigenvalue of the Robin magnetic harmonic oscillator:

µ(γ, ξ; b) = inf
∥f∥2=1

(∫ +∞

0

(
|f ′(t)|2 + (bt− ξ)2|f(t)|2

)
dt+ γ|f(0)|2

)
.

If we minimize over ξ ∈ R, we set

Θ(γ; b) = inf
ξ∈R

µ(γ, ξ; b),

and we have by scaling

(2.4) Θ(γ; b) = bΘ(b−1/2γ; 1), µ(γ, ξ; b) = bµ(b−1/2γ, b−1/2ξ; 1).

This shows that it suffices to consider the case b = 1, and we thus introduce

(2.5) Θ(γ) := Θ(γ; 1), µ(γ, ξ) := µ(γ; ξ, 1).

The Neumann case γ = 0 corresponds to the deGennes model, and

Θ0 = Θ(0)

is the so-called deGennes constant. It is known that approximatively Θ0 ≈ 0.590106.

As function of ξ ∈]−∞,+∞[, the eigenvalue µ(γ, ξ) decreases from +∞ until it reaches a unique
minimum attained at

(2.6) ξ(γ) =
√
Θ(γ) + γ2,

then µ(γ, ξ) increases to 1. The function R ∋ γ → Θ(γ) ∈ (−∞, 1) is smooth and increasing
[18, Theorem II.1 and Proposition II.5], and it has a unique zero γ0 < 0, (see Figure 1):

(2.7) Θ(γ0) = 0 .

Furthermore, the derivative of Θ(·) is given in [18, Proposition II.5] as

(2.8) Θ′(γ) = |uγ(0)|2,

where uγ is a eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue Θ(γ), normalized in L2(R+).

1In [17], the authors consider m(b) = E(2b) and α = m(1).
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We can also express the relation between ξ(γ) and Θ(γ) in terms of the parabolic cylindrical
functions as in [17, Eqs. (2.41)-(2.42)]. In fact, one can prove that ξ(γ) satisfies the implicit
equation: √

2 D′
Θ(γ)−1

2

(−
√
2 ξ(γ)) = γ DΘ(γ)−1

2

(−
√
2 ξ(γ)) .

Under the constraint (2.6), or equivalently using the relation ([28], p. 327),

(2.9) D′
ν(z)−

z

2
Dν(z) +Dν+1(z) = 0 ,

we see that ξ(γ) is also solution of

(2.10) −
√
2DΘ(γ)+1

2

(−
√
2ξ(γ)) = (γ + ξ(γ)) DΘ(γ)−1

2

(−
√
2ξ(γ)) .

In light of (2.10), we have the following:

• If we take γ = 0, we recover [17, Eqs (2.40)-(2.41)].
• If we take γ = γ0, knowing that ξ(γ0) = −γ0 and Θ(γ0) = 0, we derive obviously
D 1

2
(
√
2 γ0) = 0 in (2.10). Since α̂ = α/

√
2 and −α is the unique negative zero of D 1

2
,

we finally get that

(2.11) α̂ = −γ0 .

Figure 1. Graph of the function Θ(γ).

2.3. D-to-N on the half-axis.
We can also derive the relation α̂ = −γ0, where γ0 is the unique zero of Θ(·), directly from the
following characterization of α̂ = α/

√
2 (see [17, Eq. (6.7)])

(2.12) α̂ = inf
f(0)̸=0
ξ∈R

∫ +∞
0

(
|f ′(t)|2 + (t− ξ)2|f(t)|2

)
dt

|f(0)|2
.

This point of view is helpful to prove the following.

Proposition 2.1. There exists a function f∗ in the Schwartz space S(R+) such that

(i) f∗ > 0 on R+ and f∗(0) = 1.
(ii) ∫

R+

(
|f ′∗(t)|2 + (t− α̂)2|f∗(t)|2

)
dt = α̂.
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(iii)∫
R+

(t− α̂)|f∗(t)|2dt = 0 ,

∫
R+

(t− α̂)2|f∗(t)|2dt =
α̂

4
,

∫
R+

(t− α̂)3|f∗(t)|3dt =
1

6
(1− 2α̂2).

(iv) ∫
R+

f ′∗(t)f∗(t)dt = −1

2
,

∫
R+

t|f ′∗(t)|2dt =
1

3
+
α̂2

12
.

Proof. Knowing that α̂ = −γ0 and Θ(γ0) = 0, we infer from (2.6) that ξ(γ0) = α̂ and µ(−α̂, α̂) =
0. Choose a positive and normalized (in L2(R+)) ground state φ∗ of µ(−α̂, α̂) and put f∗ =
(1/|φ∗(0)|)φ∗. Then f∗ satisfies

−f ′′∗ + (t− α̂)2f∗ = 0 on R+, f ′∗(0) = −α̂, f∗(0) = 1.

We get (ii) and
∫
R+
f ′∗(t)f∗(t)dt = −1

2 by integration by parts. For the identities in (iii), we

reproduce the calculations in [3]. We notice that for

v = 2pf ′∗ − p′f∗ , p(t) = (t− α̂)k and k ∈ {0, 1, 2} ,

we have (
−∂2t + (t− α̂)2

)
v =

(
−4(t− α̂)2p′ − 4(t− α̂)p

)
f∗,

and we use integration by parts to write∫
R+

(
−4(t− α̂)2p′ − 4(t− α̂)p

)
|f∗(t)|2dt =

(
v′(0) + α̂v(0)

)
f∗(0).

The formulas of (iii) follow by considering successively k = 0, 1, 2.
Finally, the last identity in (iv) is obtained by integration by parts∫

R+

t|f ′∗(t)|2dt = −
∫
R+

f∗(t)f
′
∗(t)dt−

∫
R+

tf∗(t)f
′′
∗ (t)dt,

and by using f ′′∗ (t) = (t− α̂)2f∗(t) and the identities in (iii). □

Remark 2.2. Although not needed in the proof, notice that we have

f∗(t) =
D−1/2(

√
2t− α)

D−1/2(−α)
.

Note that the parabolic cylinder function D− 1
2
(z) is also related with the usual Hankel function:

D− 1
2
(z) =

√
z
2π K 1

4
( z

2

4 ). Using Mathematica, we get numerically∫ +∞

0
f∗(t)

2dt ≈ 0.6861814388 .
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2.4. A useful identity. Recall that W 1,∞(Ω;R) is the space of L∞(Ω) real-valued functions f
such that ∇f ∈ L∞(Ω).

In various proofs, we will use the now standard identity given by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that A ∈ H1(Ω;R2). If u ∈ H1(Ω) and w ∈W 1,∞(Ω,R), then

Re

∫
Ω
(−i∇−A)u · (−i∇−A)(w2u) dx =

∫
Ω
|(−i∇−A)(wu)|2 dx−

∫
Ω
|∇w|2|u|2 dx.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the two identities

(−i∇−A)(w2u) = w(−i∇−A)(wu)− iwu∇w, w(−i∇−A)u = (−i∇−A)(wu) + iu∇w.

□

2.5. Gauge invariance. If U ⊂ Ω is an open set and ϕ : U → R is in H1(U), then for any
function u ∈ H1(U), we have the following identities on U ,

|(−i∇− bA)u|2 = |(−i∇− bA′)v|2, |u|2 = |v|2, curlA = curlA′,

where v = u e−ibϕ and A′ = A−∇ϕ. This amounts to a local gauge transformation.

If U is simply connected and we know that the vector potentials A and A′ have the same curl
on U , then we can find a function ϕ defined on U such that A′ = A−∇ϕ.
We will use local gauge transformations to transform a given vector potential to a more con-
venient one. For instance, if B = dA is not constant, we describe below how we can locally
approximate A by a vector potential with constant magnetic field, up to a local gauge transfor-
mation.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that ∂Ω is C1, A ∈ H1(Ω;R2) and B = curlA is C1 on Ω. There
exists a constant C > 0 such that, for every p ∈ Ω, there exists a function ϕp : Up → R such that

|A(x)−∇ϕp −B(p)A0(x− p)| ≤ C |x− p|2 (x ∈ Up),

where A0(x) =
1
2(−x2, x1), and Up = Ω ∩ B(p, δ) for some δ > 0.

A stronger version of Proposition 2.4 is given in [26, Lemma 3.1], when the point p is in Ω.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. We can extend A to a compactly supported vector field in H1(R2;R2),
and we obtain an extension of B = curlA to all of R2 as well. In a disk B(p, δ) centered at p,
consider the Coulomb gauge

A′(x) = 2

(∫ 1

0
B
(
p+ s(x− p)

)
sds

)
A0(x− p).

Noticing that curlA = curlA′, we can write A = A′−∇ϕ in B(p, δ). Since B is C1 on Ω, we get
A′(x) = B(p)A0(x− p) +O(|x− p|2), x ∈ Up. □
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2.6. Parallel coordinates in two dimensions. In the course of the proofs, we will often
deal with functions supported in a neighborhood of a boundary point of Ω. In such cases, it is
convenient to carry out the computations in parallel coordinates that we introduce below.

Pick a connected component Γ of the boundary of Ω, and denote by L its length. By means of
the arc-length parametrization, we can identify Γ and R/LZ, where s ∈ R/LZ is the curvilinear
coordinate of a point x ∈ Γ. We choose t0 > 0 sufficiently small such that

Ω0 := {x ∈ Ω: dist(x,Γ) < t0}
is diffeomorphic to (0, t0)× (R/LZ). More precisely, we introduce the diffeomorphism

(2.13) Φ0 : (0, t0)× (R/LZ) → Ω0,

such that, for x = Φ0(t, s) ∈ Ω0, t = dist(x,Γ) and s is the curvilinear coordinate of p(x), the
the orthogonal projection of x on Γ. Thus, t denotes the normal distance to Γ, and s measures
the tangential distance along Γ.

Note that, if Ω is simply connected, the boundary consists of a single connected component,
Γ = ∂Ω.

3. Upper bounds in two dimensional domains

3.1. Non vanishing magnetic field.

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a vector potential with a magnetic
field B = curlA that vanishes nowhere on ∂Ω. Suppose that B is C1 on a neighborhood of ∂Ω.
Then, for every fixed j ≥ 1, the j’th eigenvalue value of the D-to-N map ΛbA satisfies

λDN
j (bA,Ω) ≤

(
inf

x∈∂Ω
|B(x)|

) 1
2
α̂ b

1
2 +O(b1/3) , b→ +∞ .

Proof. Since the D-to-N operators with vector potentials A and −A are unitarily equivalent, it
suffices to consider B > 0.

Step 1. The test function.

Choose a point p ∈ ∂Ω such that B(p) = minx∈∂ΩB(x). By Proposition 2.4, we can assume
that, modulo a (local) gauge transformation, that A satisfies,

A(x) = B(p)A0(x− p) +O(|x− p|2).
Let Γ be the connected component of ∂Ω that contains p. Working in parallel coordinates
(t, s) ∈ (0, t0)× (R/LZ), centered at the point p, we introduce the functions

v(t, s) = u(t, s) · e−ibφ(s,t), u(t, s) = bρ/2χ1(b
ρs) · χ(bρt) · f∗

(
B(p)1/2b1/2t

)
· e−i(B(p)b)1/2α̂s,

where χ1 ∈ C∞
c (−1, 1) is normalized in L2(R), χ is a smooth cut-off function, equal to 1 in a

neighborhood of 0, ρ ∈ (0, 12), and f∗ is the function introduced in Proposition 2.1. The function
φ is real-valued and amounts to a (local) gauge transformation in the (t, s) coordinates (its
choice will be explained below).

With Φ0 the diffeomorphism introduced in (2.13), v ◦Φ0 defines a function in H1(Ω), which will
be the test function with which we will work. Since χ1 is nomalized in L2(R), we get that the
restriction of v ◦ Φ0 to ∂Ω is normalized in L2(∂Ω). Put Alin(x) := B(p)A0(x − p). We choose
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the function φ such that (see Appendix A):

(3.1) ∥(−i∇− bAlin)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω =∫
R2
+

(
|∂tu|2 + (1− tk(s))−2

∣∣(−i∂s +B(p)b(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)
)
u
∣∣2)(1− tk(s))dtds,

where k(s) is the curvature at the point of curvilinear coordinate s.

Step 2. Some estimates.

Our choice of the function u yields∫
R2
+

|u(t, s)|2dtds ≤
(
B(p)b

)−1/2
∫
R+

|f∗(τ)|2dτ.

With ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,∫
R2
+

∣∣(−i∂s +B(p)b(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)
)
u
∣∣2dtds ≤ (1 + ϵ)

∫
R2
+

∣∣(−i∂s +B(p)bt)u
∣∣2dtds+O(ϵ−1b

3
2
−4ρ).

Moreover, a routine calculation yields∫
R2
+

∣∣(−i∂s +B(p)bt)u
∣∣2dtds ≤ (1 + ϵ)

(
B(p)b

)1/2 ∫
R+

(τ − α̂)2|f∗(τ)|2dτ +O(ϵ−1b−
1
2
+2ρ).

Using that f∗ is a Schwartz function, we have2∫
R2
+

|∂tu|2dtds =
(
B(p)b

)1/2 ∫
R2
+

|f ′∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−∞).

Returning back to (3.1), we bound 1 − tk(s) from above by 1 + O(b−ρ). Using ii. in Proposi-
tion 2.1, and choosing ϵ = b−ρ and ρ = 1/3, we get

∥(−i∇− bAlin)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω ≤
(
B(p)b

)1/2
α̂+O(b1/3).

Step 3. Finishing the proof for the lowest eigenvalue.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

∥(−i∇− bA)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω ≤ (1 + b−1/6)∥(−i∇− bAlin)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω +O
(
b1/6∥b(A−Alin)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω

)
≤
(
B(p)b

)1/2
α̂+O(b1/3).

Since v ◦ Φ−1
0 is normalized in L2(∂Ω), and B(p) is the minimum of B on the boundary, this

finishes the proof of the proposition for j = 1, thanks to the characterization of λDN
1 (bA,Ω) in

(1.6).

Step 4. Finishing the proof for the j’th eigenvalue, j > 1.

2We write F = O(b−∞) if, for any n ∈ N, F = O(b−n) as b → +∞.
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Consider χ1, , · · · , χj ∈ C∞
c (−1, 1) that constitute an orthonormal set in L2(R) and such that

their supports are pairwise disjoint. We slightly modify the test function by introducing, for
every j ∈ N,

vj(t, s) = uj(t, s) · e−ibφ(s,t), uj(t, s) = bρ/2χj(b
ρs) · χ(bρt) · f∗

(
B(p)1/2b1/2t

)
· e−i(B(p)b)1/2α̂s.

Then, with ρ = 1
3 , and q ∈ {1, · · · , j},

∥(−i∇− bA)vq ◦ Φ0∥2Ω ≤
(
B(p)b

)1/2
α̂+O(b1/3),

and for q′ ̸= q,

⟨(−i∇− bA)vq ◦ Φ0, (−i∇− bA)vq′ ◦ Φ0⟩Ω = 0.

Let Mj = Span(v1 ◦Φ0, · · · , vj ◦Φ0) and M
∂Ω
j be the space of its restriction to ∂Ω. We observe

that the vp(0, ·) (p = 1, · · · , j) form an orthonormal basis of M∂Ω
j . Hence, dim(Mj) = j, and we

conclude by using the variational formulation in (1.7),

λj(bA,Ω) ≤ max
g∈Mj

∥(−i∇− bA)g∥2Ω
∥g∥2∂Ω

≤
(
B(p)b

)1/2
α̂+O(b1/3).

□

3.2. Improvement in the constant magnetic field.

Proposition 3.2. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a vector potential with magnetic
field B = curlA. Suppose that B = 1 on a neighborhood of ∂Ω. Then, for every fixed j ≥ 1, the
j’th eigenvalue value of the D-to-N map ΛbA satisfies

λDN
j (bA,Ω) ≤ α̂ b

1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

k(x) +O(b−1/6) (b→ +∞),

where k is the curvature of ∂Ω.

Proof.

Step 1. The test function.

The test function has a similar structure to the one constructed in Proposition 3.1, but since
the magnetic field is constant on a neighborhood of ∂Ω, we can carry out the computations to
sub-leading terms.

Choose a point p ∈ ∂Ω such that k(p) = maxx∈∂Ω k(x), and let Γ be the connected component
of ∂Ω that contains p. Let Φ0 be the coordinate transformation as introduced in (2.13), but we
center it at p, i.e. Φ−1

0 (p) = (0, 0).
Consider χ1, χ2, · · · ∈ C∞

c (−1, 1) that constitute an orthonormal set in L2(R) . For every
j ∈ N, the test function has the form vj ◦ Φ−1

0 , with vj defined as

vj(t, s) = uj(t, s) · e−ibφ(s,t), uj(t, s) = bρ/2χj(b
ρs) · χ(bρt) · f∗

(
b1/2t

)
· e−ib1/2α̂s.

Here, χ is a cut-off function, equal to 1 in a neighborhood of 0, ρ ∈ (0, 12), and f∗ is the function
introduced in Proposition 2.1. Moreover, we can suppose that the functions χ1, · · · , χj have
pairwise disjoint supports,
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The function φ is defined in Appendix A. We can use

(3.2) ∥(−i∇− bA)vj ◦ Φ0∥2Ω =∫
R2
+

(
|∂tuj |2 + (1− tk(s))−2

∣∣(−i∂s + b(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)
)
uj
∣∣2)(1− tk(s))dtds.

Restricting the functions vj ◦ Φ0 to ∂Ω, we obtain an orthonormal set in L2(∂Ω).

Step 2. Some estimates.

Consider u ∈ {uj : j ∈ N}. Since f∗ is a Schwartz function, the function u satisfies, for m ≥ 0,

(3.3)

∫
R2
+

tm|u|2dtds = b−
m+1

2

∫
R+

τm|f∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−∞),∫
R2
+

tm|∂tu|2dtds = b−
m−1

2

∫
R+

τm|f ′∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−∞).

In the support of u, we have k(s) = k(0) +O(b−ρ). Hence,

(3.4)

∫
R2
+

tm|u|2k(s)dtds = b−
m+1

2 k(0)

∫
R+

τm|f∗(τ)|2dτ +O
(
b−

m+1
2

−ρ
)
,∫

R2
+

tm|∂tu|2k(s)dtds = b−
m−1

2 k(0)

∫
R+

τm|f ′∗(τ)|2dτ +O
(
b−

m−1
2

−ρ
)
.

In particular, we have

(3.5)

∫
R2
+

|∂tu|2(1− tk(s))dtds = b1/2
∫
R+

|f ′∗(τ)|2dτ − k(0)

∫
R+

τ |f ′∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−ρ).

Step 3. More estimates.

Since the functions f∗ and χ are real-valued, it is straightforward to verify that

(3.6)
∣∣(−i∂s + b(t− 1

2 t
2k(s)

)
u
∣∣2 = F +G,

where
F = b

∣∣(b1/2(t− 1
2 t

2k(s))− α̂
)
u
∣∣2, G = b3ρ|∂sχ(bρs)|2|χ(bρt)f∗(b1/2t)|2.

Writing (1 − tk(s))−1 = O(1) in the support of u, and doing the change of variables (σ, τ) =

(bρs, b1/2t), we get

(3.7)

∫
R2
+

(1− tk(s))−1Gdtds = O(b2ρ−
1
2 ).

To get an accurate estimate of the integral of (1− tk(s))−1F , we write

(1− tk(s))−1 = 1 + tk(s) +O(t2) and k(s) = k(0) +O(b−ρ)

in the support of u, and we expand the square to get

(1− tk(s))−1F = (1 + tk(0))F +O
(
(b−ρt+ t2)F

)
,

F = b
[
(b1/2t− α̂)2 − b1/2t2k(s)(b1/2t− α̂) +O(bt4)

]
|u|2.
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Doing a routine calculation, we obtain

(3.8)

∫
R2
+

(1− tk(s))−1F dtds = b1/2
∫
R+

(τ − α̂)2|f∗(τ)|2dτ

− k(0)

∫
R+

[
τ2(τ − α̂)− τ(τ − α̂)2

]
|f∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−ρ).

Returning to (3.6), we infer from (3.7) and (3.8),

(3.9)

∫
R2
+

(1− tk(s))−1
∣∣(−i∂s − b(t− 1

2 t
2k(s)

)
u
∣∣2dtds = b1/2

∫
R+

(τ − α̂)2|f∗(τ)|2dτ

− k(0)

∫
R+

[
τ2(τ − α̂)− τ(τ − α̂)2

]
|f∗(τ)|2dτ +O(b−ρ) +O(b2ρ−

1
2 ).

Step 4. Finishing the proof.

We introduce the following constant

C∗ = −
∫
R+

τ |f ′∗(τ)|2dτ −
∫
R+

[
τ2(τ − α̂)− τ(τ − α̂)2

]
|f∗(τ)|2dτ,

which can also be expressed as3

C∗ = −
∫
R+

τ |f ′∗(τ)|2dτ − α̂

∫
R+

(τ − α̂)2|f∗(τ)|2dτ .

Then, we collect (3.5) and (3.9) and choose ρ such that −ρ = 2ρ− 1
2 , i.e. ρ = 1/6. Eventually,

for v ∈ {vj : j ∈ N}, we infer from (3.2),

∥(−i∇− bA)v ◦ Φ0∥2Ω = α̂b1/2 + C∗k(0) +O(b−1/6),

where we used (ii) in Proposition 2.1.

The space Mj = Span(vn ◦ Φ−1
0 : 1 ≤ n ≤ j} has dimension j and its restriction to ∂Ω has an

orthonormal basis consisting of the functions vp(0, ·) (p = 1, · · · , j). Thus, we conclude by (1.7)
that

λDN
j (bA,Ω) ≤ α̂b1/2 + C∗k(0) +O(b−1/6).

To finish the proof, we recall that k(0) = maxx∈∂Ω k(x), and we use (iii) and (iv) in Proposi-
tion 2.1 to deduce that

C∗ = − α̂
2 + 1

3
.

□

3This form is similar to the one in the displayed equation appearing after Eq. (11.27) in [13].
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4. lower bounds in two dimensions

4.1. Non vanishing magnetic fields.

Assumption 4.1 (Admissible magnetic fields). Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A : Ω → R2

be a vector potential with a magnetic field B = curlA such that

lim inf
b→+∞

(
b−ζ inf

∥u∥Ω=1
∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω

)
> 0,

for some ζ > 1/2.

Example 1 (Magnetic fields satisfying Assumption 4.1).

(i) If B is C1 on Ω and |B| > 0 everywhere on Ω, then by [13], Assumption 4.1 holds with
ζ = 1.

(ii) If B is a non-vanishing step function and the discontinuity set consists of a finite number
of smooth curves in Ω, then Assumption 4.1 holds with ζ = 1 (see [1, 2]).

(iii) If B is C1 on Ω, |B| > 0 on ∂Ω, and the set Z(B) = {x ∈ Ω: B(x) = 0} consists of a
finite number of smooth curves such that |∇B| > 0 on Z(B), then by [30, Theorem 4],
Assumption 4.1 holds with ζ = 2/3.

Proposition 4.2. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a vector potential with a magnetic
field B = curlA that satisfies Assumption 4.1 and does not vanish on ∂Ω. Suppose that B is C1

on a neighborhood of ∂Ω. Then, there is δ > 0 such that, the ground state energy of the D-to-N
map ΛbA satisfies

λDN
1 (bA,Ω) ≥

(
inf

x∈∂Ω
|B(x)|

) 1
2
b
1
2 α̂+O(b

1
2
−δ)) , b→ +∞ .

Proof. We choose t0 > 0 such that B is C1 and does not vanish on

N := {x ∈ Ω: dist(x, ∂Ω) < t0}.
Let u ∈ C∞(Ω). In the sequel, all estimates will be uniform with respect to u, and with respect
to b in a neighborhood of +∞.

As a consequence of Assumption 4.1, there exist positive constants Θ1, b0 and ζ > 1
2 such that

(4.1) ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω ≥ Θ1b
ζ∥u∥2Ω for all b ≥ b0,

and by [13],

(4.2) ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω ≥ Θ1b∥u∥2Ω if suppu ⊂ N .

We now proceed to the proof of Proposition 4.2, which we split into several steps.

Step 1:

Consider a constant ρ ∈ (14 , ζ) and a partition of unity

χ2
1 + χ2

2 = 1 on Ω,

where χ1 = 1 on {dist(x, ∂Ω) < b−ρ}, suppχ1 ⊂ {dist(x, ∂Ω) < 2b−ρ} and

|∇χ1|+ |∇χ2| = O(bρ).
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Then, with ϵ = b−δ and δ > 0, we write

∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω
= (1− ϵ)∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω + ϵ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω

= (1− ϵ)
2∑

j=1

∥(−i∇− bA)χju∥2Ω + ϵ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω +O(b2ρ∥u∥2Ω)

≥ (1− ϵ)

2∑
j=1

∥(−i∇− bA)χju∥2Ω +
(
ϵΘ1b

ζ +O(b2ρ)
)
∥u∥2Ω,

where we have used (4.1), and Proposition 2.3 with w = χj . For instance, assuming that

(4.3) 2ρ− ζ + δ < 0 ,

we obtain that, for b sufficiently large,

(4.4) ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω ≥ (1− ϵ)∥(−i∇− bA)χ1u∥2Ω +
ϵΘ1b

ζ

2
∥u∥2Ω.

Step 2:

For the sake of simplicity, we suppose that Ω is simply connected, to ensure that

Ω0 := {x ∈ Ω: dist(x, ∂Ω) < t0}

is diffeomorphic to (0, t0)× (R/LZ), and use the parallel coordinates defined by the transforma-
tion Φ0 in (2.13). The proof can be easily adjusted to cover the case the non-simply connected
case where ∂Ω consists of a finite number of connected components, by treating doing the com-
putations on each connected component.

We introduce a partition of unity of Ω0,∑
j

g2j = 1,
∑
j

|∇gj |2 = O(b2ρ),

such that

supp gj ⊂ Φ0

(
(0, t0)× (sj − b−ρ, sj + b−ρ

)
.

With v = χ1u supported in {|B| > 0}, we use (4.2) to write

∥(−i∇− bA)v∥2Ω ≥ (1− ϵ)∥(−i∇− bA)v∥2Ω + ϵΘ1b∥v∥2Ω.

Consequently, we have, with vj = gjv,

(4.5) ∥(−i∇− bA)v∥2Ω ≥ (1− ϵ)
∑
j

∥(−i∇− bA)vj∥2Ω + ϵΘ1b∥v∥2Ω +O(b2ρ∥v∥2Ω).

For all j, pick pj ∈ ∂Ω ∩ supp gj and put Alin
j (x) = B(pj)A0(x − pj). In a neighborhood of pj ,

we apply a gauge transformation

(vj , A) 7→ (v′j = ve−ibϕj , A′
j = ∇ϕj +Alin

j )
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as indicated in Proposition 2.4. For instance, we have

|A−A′
j | ≤ C b−4ρ on supp vj .

To lighten the notation, we skip the ′ when referring to the new configuration (v′j , A
′
j). We have

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

∥(−i∇− bA)vj∥2Ω ≥ (1− ϵ)∥(−i∇− bAlin
j )vj∥2Ω − Cϵ−1b2−4ρ∥vj∥2.

Inserting this into (4.5) and arguing as in (4.4), we get

(4.6) ∥(−i∇− bA)v∥2Ω = (1− 2ϵ)
∑
j

∥(−i∇− bAlin
j )vj∥2Ω +

ϵΘ1b

2
∥v∥2Ω,

provided that

(4.7) 1− 4ρ+ 2δ < 0.

Step 3.

Now we write a lower bound for ∥(−i∇−bAlin
j )vj∥2Ω. Notice that curlAlin

j = B(pj) is constant.
As recalled in Appendix A,

∥vj∥2Ω =

∫
R2
+

|ṽj |2(1− tk(s))dtds,

∥(−i∇− bAlin
j )vj∥2Ω =

∫
R2
+

(
|∂tṽj |2 + (1− tk(s))−2|(−i∂2s +B(pj)b(t− 1

2 t
2k(s)))ṽj |2

)
(1− tk(s))dtds,

where
ṽj(t, s) = e−ibφj(t,s)v ◦ Φ0(t, s)

is obtained after expressing vj in the (t, s) coordinates and after performing a gauge transfor-
mation.

Recall that the support of vj is contained in {dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ 2b−ρ} ∩ supp gj . Consequently, on
the support of ṽj ,

(1− tk(s)) = 1 +O(b−ρ), (1− tk(s))−2 = 1 +O(b−ρ),

and a routine application of Hölder’s inequality yields,

|(−i∂s + b(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)))ṽj |2 ≥ (1− ϵ)|(−i∂s +B(pj)bt)ṽj |2 +O(ϵ−1b2−4ρ|ṽj |2).
Collecting the previous estimates, we get

∥(−i∇− bAlin
j )vj∥2Ω ≥

(
1− ϵ+O(b−ρ)

)
∥(−i∇−B(pj)bA0)ṽj∥2R2

+
+O(ϵ−1b2−4ρ∥vj∥2Ω).

where we notice that vj is supported in R2
+. Inserting this into (4.6) and using (2.3), we obtain

(4.8)

∥(−i∇ − bA)χ1u∥2Ω ≥ (1 + O(ϵ) + O(b−ρ))
(
inf
j
|B(pj)|

)1/2
b1/2α̂

2∑
j=1

∥ṽj∥2∂R2
+
+
ϵΘ1b

4
∥v∥2Ω.

Step 4.
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To finish the proof, we observe that∑
j

∥ṽj∥2∂R2
+
=

∫
∂Ω

(∑
j

g2j

)
|u|2ds(x) = ∥u∥2∂Ω,

and we choose (ρ, δ) such that

1

4
+
δ

2
< ρ <

ζ − δ

2
and 0 < δ <

1

2

(
ζ − 1

2

)
,

to ensure that the conditions in (4.3) and (4.7) are respected.

We insert (4.8) into (4.4) and we recall that ϵ = b−δ. Eventually, if we choose ρ > δ we obtain

∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω ≥
(
1 +O(b−δ)

) (
inf

x∈∂Ω
|B(x)|

)
b1/2α̂∥u∥2∂Ω.

Using the variational formulation of λDN
1 (bA,Ω) achieves the proof. □

4.2. Concentration of the magnetic harmonic extension. In the case of a magnetic field
which is constant on a neighborhood of ∂Ω, we would like to get a more accurate lower bound
for λDN(bA,Ω) that matches with the upper bound in Proposition 3.2. As an intermediate step,
we need some information on the concentration of the magnetic harmonic extension of ground
states.

For all b > 0, let fb be a normalized eigenfunction (in L2(∂Ω)) of the D-to-N eigenvalue
λDN(bA,Ω). Let us denote by ub its magnetic harmonic extension to Ω, that is

(4.9) (−i∇− bA)2ub = 0 on Ω, ub|∂Ω = fb.

The weak formulation of the D-to-N map yields

(4.10) ∀ v ∈ H1(Ω), ⟨(−i∇− bA)ub, (−i∇− bA)v⟩Ω − λDN(bA,Ω)⟨fb, v|∂Ω⟩∂Ω = 0,

where ⟨·, ·⟩Ω and ⟨·, ·⟩∂Ω denote the inner product in L2(Ω) and L2(∂Ω), respectively.
The next proposition states that ub decays exponentially away from the boundary.

Proposition 4.3. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a vector potential with a magnetic
field B = curlA that does not vanish on Ω. Suppose that B is C1 on Ω and that B = 1 on a
neighborhood of ∂Ω. Let

0 < δ < m(B,Ω) := inf
x∈Ω

|B(x)|.

Then, there exists Cδ, bδ > 0 such that, for all b ≥ bδ, the magnetic harmonic extension ub of fb
satisfies ∫

Ω
|ub|2 exp

(
δb1/2 t(x)

)
dx ≤ Cδ

∫
Ω
|ub|2dx,∫

Ω
|(−i∇− bA)ub|2 exp

(
δb1/2 t(x)

)
dx ≤ Cδb

∫
Ω
|ub|2dx,

where t(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω).
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Proof. The proof relies on the method of Agmon estimates, with due adjustments to fit the
D-to-N operator.

Step 1. Link with a magnetic Robin Laplacian.

To lighten the notation, we will write λ(b) for λDN(bA,Ω). Knowing from the previous sections

that λ(b) = α̂b1/2 + o(b1/2), we have the following lower bounds [19, Theorem 1.1 (2)], for all
ψ ∈ H1(Ω) with support in {B = 1},
(4.11) ∥(−i∇− bA)ψ∥2Ω − λ(b)∥ψ∥2∂Ω ≥

(
Θ(−α̂)b+ o(b)

)
∥ψ∥2Ω,

and

(4.12) ∥(−i∇− bA)ψ∥2Ω − 2λ(b)∥ψ∥2∂Ω ≥
(
Θ(−2α̂)b+ o(b)

)
∥ψ∥2Ω,

where Θ(−α̂) = 0 and Θ(−2α̂) < 0, by the considerations in Subsection 2.2.

Essentially, the lower bounds in (4.11) and (4.11) result from

∥(−i∇− bA)ψ∥2Ω − γ∥ψ∥2∂Ω ≥
(
Θ(γ, b) + o(b)

)
∥ψ∥2Ω,

the scaling relation in (2.4), and the continuity of Θ(·).

Step 2.

Using (4.10) with v = w2ub and w = exp(δb1/2t(x)), we get by Proposition 2.3,

(4.13) 0 = ∥(−i∇− bA)wub∥2Ω − λ(b)∥ub∥2∂Ω − δ2b∥wub∥2Ω.
Consider R > 1 to be chosen sufficiently large, and a partition of unity

χ2
1 + χ2

2 = 1 on Ω,

where χ1 = 1 on {dist(x, ∂Ω) < Rb−1/2}, suppχ1 ⊂ {dist(x, ∂Ω) < 2Rb−1/2} and

|∇χ1|+ |∇χ2| = O(R−1b1/2)).

We then have

∥(−i∇− bA)(wub)∥2Ω =

2∑
j=1

∥(−i∇− bA)(χjwub)∥2Ω +O(R−2b)∥wub∥2Ω,

with
∥(−i∇− bA)(χ2wub)∥2Ω ≥ m(B,Ω)b∥χ2wub∥2Ω,

which follows from [9, Lemma 1.4.1], since χ2wub is compactly supported and B does not vanish
in Ω

Eventually, by using (4.11) with ψ = χ1wub, and noticing that w|∂Ω = 1, we get from (4.13),

0 ≥ o(b)∥χ1wub∥2Ω +m(B,Ω)b∥χ2wub∥2Ω −
(
δ2b+O(R−2b)

)
∥wub∥2Ω.

On the support of χ1, we know that w = O(1), so we have(
m(B,Ω)− δ2 +O(R−2)

)
b∥χ1wub∥2Ω ≤ Cb∥ub∥2Ω,

where the constant C depends on δ and R.

Step 3.
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To conclude, since 0 < δ < m(B,Ω) ≤ 1, we choose R sufficiently large so that

m(B,Ω)− δ2 +O(R−2) ≥ 1

2
(m(B,Ω)− δ2)

and obtain the estimate

∥wub∥2Ω = O(∥ub∥2Ω).
Returning to (4.13) and writing

δ2b∥wub∥2Ω =
1

2
∥(−i∇− bA)(wub)∥2Ω +

1

2
∥(−i∇− bA)(wub)∥2Ω − λ(b)∥ub∥2∂Ω,

we get from (4.12),

δ2b ∥wub∥2Ω ≥ 1

2
∥(−i∇− bA)(wub)∥2Ω +

(1
2
Θ(−2α̂)b+ o(b))∥wub∥2Ω,

which eventually yields

∥(−i∇− bA)(wub)∥2Ω = O(b∥wub∥2Ω).
□

Remark 4.4. The decay estimates in Proposition 4.3 continue to hold if ub is the magnetic
harmonic extension of a fb ∈ H1/2(∂Ω) with the D-to-N energy ⟨ΛbAfb, fb⟩ ≤ Cb1/2, where
C ∈ R+.

Corollary 4.5. Given an integer m ≥ 0, there exists Cm, bm > 0 such that, for all b ≥ bm,∫
Ω
|ub|2

(
t(x)

)m
dx ≤ Cm b

−m+1
2 ,∫

Ω
|(−i∇− bA)ub|2

(
t(x)

)m
dx ≤ Cm b

−m−1
2 .

Proof. Knowing that ∥ub∥∂Ω = 1 and λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ αb1/2 + o(b1/2), (1.6) yields

Θ1b∥ub∥2Ω = O(b1/2) .

The result in the corollary follows from Proposition 4.3 since zm ≤ m! ez for z ≥ 0. □

4.3. Two terms asymptotics. The main idea, following what has been done in Surface Su-
perconductivity is to use the result in [17] for disks, the radius being locally chosen as the inverse
of the curvature when it is positive. The starting point is in the case of the disk BR of radius R

(4.14) λDN(bA,BR) = α̂b1/2 − α̂2 + 1

3
R−1 +O(b−1/2) .

The analysis in [17] can be applied to Bext
R , the exterior of the disk BR, and we get

(4.15) λDN(bA,Bext
R ) = α̂b1/2 +

α̂2 + 1

3
R−1 +O(b−1/2) .

Hence we can also consider boundary points with negative curvature. We will give another proof
of (4.15) below, which relies on a known result for a model with a Robin boundary condition.



22 BERNARD HELFFER, AYMAN KACHMAR, AND FRANÇOIS NICOLEAU

To cover later all the cases with one notation we introduce for R ∈ R

λDN(b, R) =


λDN(bA,BR) if R > 0

α̂b1/2 if R = 0
λDN(bA,Bext

−R) if R < 0 ,

and observe that

(4.16) λDN(b, R) = α̂b1/2 − α̂2 + 1

3
R−1 +O(b−1/2) .

We will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Let Ω be a regular domain in R2 and A be a vector potential with a magnetic
field B = curlA that does not vanish on Ω. Suppose that B is C1 on Ω and that B = 1 on a
neighborhood of ∂Ω. Then, the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛbA satisfies

λDN(bA,Ω) ≥ α̂ b
1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

k(x) +O(b−1/6) , b→ +∞ ,

where k is the curvature of ∂Ω.

4.3.1. Warmup. Consider R∗ > 0, ρ ∈ (0, 12) and a smooth complex-valued function ũ on (0, t0)×
(R/LZ) such that

supp ũ ⊂ [s1, s2]× (0, b−ρ),

where |s2 − s1| < 2πR∗ < L, b ≥ b0 and R∗ > b−ρ. We introduce the energy

q∗(ũ) =

∫
R/LZ

∫ t0

0

(
|∂tũ|2 + (1−R−1

∗ t)−2|(−i∂s + b(t− 1
2R

−1
∗ t2)ũ|

)2
(1−R−1

∗ t)dtds.

Using (4.14) and reverting to polar coordinates with the change of variables r = R∗−t, θ = s−s1,
we get

(4.17) q∗(ũ) ≥ λDN(b, R∗)

∫
R/LZ

|ũ(0, s)|2ds.

A similar analysis applies if R∗ ≤ 0, by using (4.16), and we find that (4.17) continues to hold
in this case too.

4.3.2. A perturbed model. To deal with the exterior of a disk, or more general exterior/interior
domains, we consider an approximate model with a constant curvature β.

Consider β ∈ R, ρ ∈ (14 ,
1
2), and the following energy

qappβ (u) =

∫
R

∫ b−ρ

0

(
|∂tu|2 + (1 + 2tβ)

∣∣(−i∂s + b(t− 1
2 t

2β)
)
u|2
)
(1− tβ)dtds,

where u ∈ C∞
c

(
R× (0, b−ρ)

)
.

Lemma 4.7. There exist constants C, b0 > 0, such that, for b ≥ b0 and u ∈ C∞
c

(
R× (0, b−ρ)

)
,

we have

qappβ (u) ≥
(
b1/2α̂− α̂2 + 1

3
β − Cb−

1
2

)∫
R
|u(0, s)|2ds.
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Moreover, the constants C, b0 can be chosen independently of β when it varies in a bounded
interval.

Proof.

Step 1.

Let us introduce

λ = inf
u∈C∞

c (R×(0,b−ρ))
u|{0}×R ̸=0

qappβ (u)∫
R |u(0, s)|2ds

.

Arguing as in Propositions 3.1 and Proposition 4.2, we can show that

λ = α̂b1/2 + o(b1/2).

Step 2.

For d ∈ R, let
λ̂(d) = α̂b1/2 + d .

We introduce the ground state energy

G(λ̂(d)) = inf
u∈C∞

c (R×(0,b−ρ))
u̸=0

qappβ (u)− λ̂(d)
∫
R |u(0, s)|2ds∫

R
∫ b−ρ

0 |u|2(1− βt)dtds
.

With γ = −b−1/2λ̂(d) and Θ(γ) as in (2.4), we know from [18, Lemma V.9]

G(λ̂(d)) =
(
Θ(γ)b− βC1(γ)b

1/2 +O(b−ρ+ 1
4 )
)∫

R

∫ b−ρ

0
|u|2(1− βt)dtds,

where

C1(γ) = −
〈(
(τ − ξ(γ))3 + ∂τ

)
fγ , fγ

〉
L2(R+)

,

and fγ is a normalized ground state of Θ(γ).

This constant is calculated in [7, Lemma B.4],

(4.18) C1(γ) =
1

3

(
1− γξ(γ)

)
|uγ(0)|2.

Knowing that γ = −α̂ − db−1/2 and that Θ(·), ξ(·), and u· are smooth, we get by Taylor’s
expansion at α̂

Θ(γ) = −dΘ′(−α̂)b−1/2 +O(d2b−1),

ξ(γ) = α̂− dΘ′(−α̂)
2α̂

b−1/2 +O(d2b−1),

C1(γ) =
1

3
(1 + α̂2)|u−α̂(0)|2 +O(db−1/2).

We can choose ζ > 0,

d = d∗ = −β
3
(1 + α̂2)

|u−α̂(0)|2

Θ′(−α̂)
− ζb−1/2,
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and λ̂∗ = λ̂(d∗) such that

Gapp(λ̂∗) := Θ(γ)b− βC1(γ)b
1/2 +O(b−ρ+ 1

4 ) ≥ 0.

Step 3.

Returning to λ introduced in Step 1, and by writing

qapp(u) = qapp(u)− λ̂∗

∫
R
|u(0, s)|2ds+ λ̂∗

∫
R
|u(0, s)|2ds

we get

qapp(u) ≥ Gapp(λ̂∗)

∫ b−ρ

0
|u|2(1− βt)dtds+ λ̂∗

∫
R
|u(0, s)|2ds ≥ λ̂∗

∫
R
|u(0, s)|2ds,

and consequently,

λ ≥ λ̂∗ = α̂b1/2 + d∗.

To finish the proof, notice that, by [18, Proposition II.5],

Θ′(−α̂) = |u−α̂(0)|2 .
Hence

d∗ = −β
3
(1 + α̂2)− ζb−1/2 .

□

4.3.3. Reduction to a tubular domain. To simplify the presentation, suppose that Ω is simply
connected. Let fb be a normalized eigenfunction of the D-to-N operator, and denote by u = ub
the magnetic harmonic extension of fb. Consider a partition of unity on Ω, χ2

1 + χ2
2 = 1,

with suppχ1 ⊂ {t(x) < b−ρ}, where t(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω). Then, thanks to Proposition 4.3 and
Corollary 4.5,

(4.19)
λDN(bA,Ω) = ∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω

= ∥(−i∇− bA)χ1u∥2Ω +O(b−∞).

The support of χ1u is contained in Ω0 = {t(x) < t0}, which is diffeomorphic to S := (0, t0) ×
(R/LZ).

4.3.4. Reduction to constant curvature. We work with the parallel coordinates (t, s) = Φ−1
0 (x)

and argue as in Step 2 in the proof of Proposition 4.2. In fact, we introduce a partition of unity
of R/LZ ∑

j

g2j = 1,
∑
j

|∇gj | = O(bδ), supp gj ⊂ [sj − b−δ, sj + b−δ],

where 0 < δ < 1
2 is to be chosen later on. We write

(4.20) ∥(−i∇− bA)χ1u∥2Ω =
∑
j

q(ũj) +O(b2δ∥u∥2Ω),

where

q(ũj) =

∫
S

(
|∂tũj |2 + (1− tk(s))−2|(−i∂s − b a(t, s))ũj |2

)
(1− tk(s))dsdt,



ON THE MAGNETIC DIRICHLET-TO-NEUMANN EIGENVALUES 25

and
a(s, t) = −t+ 1

2 t
2k(s), ũj = gj(s)e

iφj(s,t)(χ1u ◦ Φ−1
0 )(s, t).

Writing

aj(s, t) = −t+ 1
2R

−1
j t2, R−1

j =

{
kj if kj ̸= 0

0 if kj = 0
, kj = k(sj),

we have
a(s, t) = aj(s, t) +O(b−δt2),

1− tk(s) = 1−R−1
j +O(b−δt),

(1− tk(s))−2 = (1−R−1
j t)−2 +O(b−δt),

and
q(ũj) = qj(ũj) +O(Ej,1) +O(Ej,2) +O(Ej,3)

where

qj(ũj) =

∫
S

(
|∂tũ|2 + (1−R−1

j t)−2|(−i∂s + b(t− 1
2R

−1
j t2)ũ|2

)
(1−R−1

j t)dtds

Ej,1 = b−δ

∫ (
|∂tũj |2 + |(−i∂s − b a)ũj |2

)
t dtds,

Ej,2 = b2−2δ

∫
|ũj |2t4dtds,

Ej,3 = b1−δ∥t2ũj∥2∥(−i∂s − b a)ũj∥2.
Using Corollary 4.5, we write∑

j

Ej,1 = O(b−δ),
∑
j

Ej,2 = O(b−
1
2
−2δ),

∑
j

Ej,3 = O(b−δ),

and by using (4.17), we get

q(ũj) ≥ λDN(b, Rj)

∫
R/LZ

|ũj(0, s)|2ds+O(b−δ) if kj > 0,

and a similar estimate when kj ≤ 0. Inserting this into (4.20) and noticing that,∑
j

∫
R/LZ

|ũj(0, s)|2ds =
∫
∂Ω

|u|2ds = 1,

b2δ∥u∥2Ω = O(b−
1
2
+2δ) by Corollary 4.5,

we get

∥(−i∇− bA)χ1u∥2 ≥ inf
j
λDN(b, Rj) +O(b−δ) +O(b2δ−

1
2 ).

By invoking (4.16) and using that

R−1
j = k(sj) ≤ max

x∈∂Ω
kx,

we get

inf
j
λDN(b, Rj) ≥ α̂b

1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

kx +O(b−1/2).
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Optimizing over δ, we choose δ = 1
6 , and we get from (4.19)

λDN(bA,Ω) ≥ α̂b
1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

kx +O(b−
1
6 ).

5. Splitting of eigenvalues in 2D

Assumption 5.1. Suppose that Ω is a regular domain such that the curvature k has a unique
maximum of curvilinear coordinate 0, and that k2 := −k′′(0) > 0.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Assumption 5.1 holds. Let A be a vector field on Ω with constant
magnetic field curlA = 1. Then, for every j ∈ N, the j’th eigenvalue of the D-to-N map satisfies

λj(bA,Ω) = α̂b
1
2 − α̂2 + 1

3
max
x∈∂Ω

k(x) + (2j − 1)c∗b
−1/4 + o(b−1/4) as b→ +∞,

where c∗ = c∗(Ω) > 0 is a constant.

5.1. Robin eigenvalues. We will establish a link between the D-to-N eigenvalues, and the
eigenvalues of the magnetic Laplacian with Robin boundary condition. For j ∈ N and γ ∈ R,
we introduce the eigenvalues

µRj (γ, b) = min
dim(M)=j

(
max

∥u∥Ω=1
∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2Ω + b1/2γ∥u∥2∂Ω

)
.

Proposition 5.3. For all j ∈ N and b > 0, the equation

µRj (γ, b) = 0

has a unique solution γj(b), and γj(b) < 0. Furthermore,

λDN
1 (bA,Ω) = −b1/2γ1(b),

and if for all j ≤ N , the eigenvalue µj(γj(b), b) is simple, then

λDN
j (bA,Ω) = −b1/2γj(b) for 2 ≤ j ≤ N.

Proof. Suppose that j and b are fixed. The function γ 7→ µj(γ, b) is increasing and we know
that λj(0, b) > 0. By the min-max principle,

µRj (γ, b) ≤ 2µRj (γ, 0) + 2b2∥A∥2∞,

and we have the spectral asymptotics [6]

µRj (γ, 0) = −γ2 + o(γ2) (γ → −∞).

This proves that γ 7→ µRj (γ, b) has a unique zero γj(b), and γj(b) < 0. Furthermore, by mono-

tonicity, we get γj+1(b) ≤ γj(b).
Let ψj be an eigenfunction of µj(γj(b), b), gj = ψj |∂Ω is an eigenfunction of the D-to-N opera-

tor with eigenvalue −b1/2γj(b). Hence, (−b1/2γj(b)) is a non-decreasing sequence of eigenvalues
of the D-to-N operator ΛbA.

Consider an orthonormal basis {fj : j ∈ N} in L2(∂Ω) such that every fj is an eigenfunction
of the D-to-N operator, corresponding to the j’th eigenvalue λDN

j (bA,Ω). If uj is the magnetic
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harmonic extension of fj , then it is a zero mode for the magnetic Laplacian (−i∇− bA)2 with
Robin boundary condition

ν⃗ · (−i∇− bA)uj = λDN
j (bA,Ω)uj on ∂Ω.

Since {uj : j ∈ N} is linearly independent, we get that λDN
j (bA,Ω) = −b1/2γj(b), for all j ≤ N ,

provided that the eigenvalues µR1 (γ1(b), b), · · · , µRN (γN (b), b) are simple. □

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2. Suppose that j ∈ N and γ ∈ R are fixed. If Ω satisfies Assump-
tion 5.1, and if the magnetic field B = curlA is equal to 1, it follows from [7] that

(5.1) µRj (γ, b) = bΘ(γ)− b1/2C1(γ) max
x∈∂Ω

k(x) + (2j − 1)b1/4C2(γ) + o(b1/4) (b→ +∞),

locally uniformly with respect to γ. The coefficients in (5.1) are given as follows:

• Θ(γ) is introduced in (2.5);
• C1(γ) is introduced in (4.18);

• C2(γ) =
1
2

√
k2C1(γ)∂2ξµ(γ, ξ(γ)), µ(γ, ξ) is introduced in (2.5), and ξ(γ) is introduced

in (2.6).

Thanks to Propositions 3.2, 4.6 and 5.3, the unique zero of µRj (γ, b) = 0 satisfies

γj(b) = −b−1/2λDN
j (bA,Ω) = −α̂+

α̂2 + 1

3
k∗b

−1/2 + o(b−1/2),

where k∗ = maxx∈∂Ω k(x). Furthermore,

Θ(−α̂) = 0, C1(−α̂) =
α̂2 + 1

3
Θ′(−α̂).

We write by Taylor’s formula at −α̂,

Θ(γj(b)) = (γj(b) + α̂)Θ′(−α̂) +O(b−1),

C1(γj(b)) = C1(−α̂) +O(b−1/2) =
α̂2 + 1

3
Θ′(−α̂) +O(b−1/2),

C2(γj(b)) = C2(−α̂) + o(1) (b→ +∞).

Inserting these formulas into (5.1) and noting that µRj (γj(b), b) = 0, we get

γj(b) = −α̂+
α̂2 + 1

3
k∗b

−1/2 − (2j − 1)
C2(−α̂)
Θ′(−α̂)

b−3/4 + o(b−3/4).

Thanks to Proposition 5.3, we finish the proof of Theorem 5.2, where the constant c∗ is

c∗ =
C2(−α̂)
Θ′(−α̂)

.
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6. The case of dimension 3

6.1. Introduction. In the unbounded case, the definition of the magnetic D-to-N map is not
quite as simple as in the case of bounded domains. For compactly supported magnetic fields,
the D-to-N operator in the half-space R3

+ was well defined in ([24], Appendix B) using the Lax-
Phillips method. For such compactly supported magnetic fields, the solvability of the direct
problem in an infinite slab Σ was also studied in [23]. We recall that an infinite slab is defined
as

(6.1) Σ = {x = (x′, xn) ∈ Rn : x′ = (x1, ...., xn−1) ∈ Rn−1 , 0 < xn < L} , n ≥ 3 .

At last, for non-compactly supported electromagnetic fields, the D-to-N map on an unbounded
open set Ω ⊂ R3 corresponding to a closed waveguide was studied in [22]. Here by closed
waveguide, we mean that there exists a C2 bounded open simply connected set ω ⊂ R2 such
that Ω ⊂ ω × R.

On the other hand, we do not really need to introduce the D-to-N operator in R3
+ but only

use the corresponding ground state energy given by the variational approach and this does not
involve explicitly a D-to-N operator. So we choose to avoid to refer to this operator in the proofs
and will come back to this question which is interesting in itself in the last subsection.

6.2. The case of the half-space. Following what was done in Surface Superconductivity (see
Lu-Pan [27] and Helffer-Morame [14]), we have to look at the non-homogeneous Dirichlet problem
in R3

+ = {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3 , x1 > 0} for the family, parametrized by the angle (π2 − ϑ) of the

magnetic field H⃗ (considered as a vector in R3) with the normal vector (1, 0, 0) at a point of
∂R3

+.

As in ([17], Section 3), after scaling, we can always assume that the magnetic field b = 1. Thus,
we consider the Dirichlet realization of the magnetic Laplacian in R3

+ :

(6.2) HDir(ϑ) := D2
x1

+D2
x2

+ (Dx3 + cosϑx1 − sinϑx2)
2 , ϑ ∈ [0,

π

2
] ,

and consider (we implicitly assume the condition that the denominator is not zero)

(6.3) λDN (ϑ) := inf
ϕ∈C∞

0 (R3
+)

||∇Aϑ
ϕ||2∫

|ϕ(0, x2, x3)|2dx2dx3
,

where

A = Aϑ = (0, 0,− cosϑx1 + sinϑx2) .

The main result of this subsection is the following :

Proposition 6.1. One has :

(6.4) inf
ϑ∈[0,π

2
]
λDN (ϑ) = α̂ = α/

√
2 ,

and this infimum is uniquely realized at ϑ = 0.

Remark 6.2. It follows from Proposition 6.1 that λDN (ϑ) is minimal when the magnetic field H⃗
is parallel to the hyperplane x1 = 0.
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To prove this proposition, we first make a partial Fourier transform in the x3-variable and we
can reduce the computation to a (ϑ, τ)-family of operators on R2

+ = {x1 > 0}:

(6.5) HDir(ϑ, τ) := D2
x1

+D2
x2

+ (τ + cosϑx1 − sinϑx2)
2 , τ ∈ R .

We now introduce

λDN(ϑ, τ) := inf
ϕ∈C∞

0 (R2
+)

||∇Ǎϕ||2∫
|ϕ(0, x2)|2dx2

,

where

Ǎ = Ǎϑ,τ = (0, 0, τ + cosϑx1 − sinϑx2) .

Our first result is

Lemma 6.3.

λDN(ϑ) := inf
τ∈R

λDN(ϑ, τ) .

Proof. For the upper-bound, we can use sequences of the form χn(t)e
itτθ(x1, x2). For the lower

bound, we use the partial Fourier transform. □

The next point is to observe that:

Lemma 6.4. If ϑ ∈ (0, π2 ],

(6.6) λDN(ϑ, τ) = λDN (ϑ, 0) .

Proof. This is evident through a translation in the tangential x2 variable. □

We will also need

Lemma 6.5. If ϑ ∈ (0, π2 ), there exists ϕϑ ∈ H1
Ã
(R2

+) such that∫
ϕϑ(0, x2)

2dx2 = 1

and

λDN(ϑ, 0) = ||∇Ãϕϑ||
2

where

Ã = Ǎϑ,0 .

Proof. This is a consequence of the compact injection of H1
Ã
(R2

+) in L
2(R2

+) . □

Hence, the parameter τ is relevant only in the case when ϑ = 0, and this is the object of the
following lemma :

Lemma 6.6. If ϑ = 0,

(6.7) λDN(0, τ) = α̂ .
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Proof. In this case, the Laplacian becomes

(6.8) H(0, τ) = D2
x1

+D2
x2

+ (τ + x1)
2 .

After a Fourier transform in the x2-variable, we get a new family of magnetic Laplacians :

(6.9) H̃(ξ2, τ) = D2
x1

+ ξ22 + (τ + x1)
2 , ξ2 ∈ R .

We now have to analyze the family of the associated energies λDN (ξ2, τ) depending of two
parameters (ξ2, τ). Using the variational characterization of the ground state, it is clear that
the infimum is obtained for ξ2 = 0, and this latest case was analyzed in ([17], Proposition 3.1).
Thus, the proof is complete. □

Now, let us study the case ϑ = π
2 . One gets :

Lemma 6.7. If ϑ = π
2 ,

(6.10) λDN(
π

2
, τ) = 1 .

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, we can always assume that τ = 0. So, in this case, we have :

(6.11) H
(π
2
, 0
)
= D2

x1
+D2

x2
+ x22 .

Thanks to a decomposition using the Hermite functions basis in the x2 variable, we have to look
at the family of Hamiltonians in R+:

(6.12) Ĥ(k) = D2
x1

+ (2k + 1) , k ∈ N .

If λ(k) denotes the lowest eigenvalue of D-to-N map associated with Ĥ(k), one easily gets
λ(k) =

√
2k + 1. Thus,

(6.13) λDN
(π
2
, τ
)
= λDN (

π

2
, 0) = inf

k≥0

√
2k + 1 = 1 .

□

End of the proof of Proposition 6.1 :

Let us set Ω = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2, x1 > 0}. In the following, we shall show that for any ϑ ∈ (0, π2 ),

there exists a suitable g(ϑ) > α̂ such that, for any u ∈ C∞(Ω),

(6.14)

∫
Ω
|∇u|2 + (x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2 dx1dx2 ≥ g(ϑ)

∫
∂Ω

|u(0, x2)|2 dx2 .

To this end, we follow a similar strategy to ([14], Subsection 3.4). We introduce an interpolation
parameter ρ ∈ [0, 1], and we write the integrand in the (LHS) of (6.14) as

|∇u|2 + (x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)
2|u|2 = ρ2

(
|∂x1u|2 + (x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)

+ (1− ρ2)|∂x1u|2 + |∂x2u|2 + (1− ρ2)(x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)
2|u|2 .

First, thanks to ([17], Proposition 3.1), one immediately gets :

(6.15)

∫ +∞

0

(
|∂x1u|2 + (x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)
dx1 ≥ α̂

√
cosϑ |u(0, x2|2 .
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Integrating with respect to the x2 variable, we obtain :

(6.16) ρ2
∫
Ω

(
|∂x1u|2 + (x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)
dx1dx2 ≥ ρ2α̂

√
cosϑ

∫
∂Ω

|u(0, x2)|2 dx2 .

Secondly, we observe that :

(6.17)

∫
R

(
|∂x2u|2 + (1− ρ2)(x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)
dx2 ≥

√
1− ρ2 sinϑ

∫
R
|u|2 dx2 .

This last inequality is a consequence of the lower bound for the harmonic oscillator, (in the x2
variable). On one hand, integrating (6.17) with respect to the x1 variable, one easily gets :∫

Ω

(
(1− ρ2)|∂x1u|2 + |∂x2u|2 + (1− ρ2)(x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)

dx1dx2

≥ (1− ρ2)

(∫
Ω
|∂x1u|2+ (1− ρ2)−

1
2 sinϑ |u|2 dx1dx2

)
.

On the other hand, using the following lower bound for the D-to-N map associated with the

Hamiltonian −∂2x1
+ (1− ρ2)−

1
2 sinϑ on the interval (0,+∞),

(6.18)

∫ +∞

0
|∂x1u|2 + (1− ρ2)−

1
2 sinϑ |u|2 dx1 ≥ (1− ρ2)−

1
4

√
sinϑ |u(0, x2)|2 ,

and integrating again over the variable x2, we finally get∫
Ω

(
(1− ρ2)|∂x1u|2 + |∂x2u|2 + (1− ρ2)(x1 cosϑ− x2 sinϑ)

2|u|2
)
dx1dx2

≥ (1− ρ2)
3
4

√
sinϑ

∫
∂Ω |u(0, x2)|2 dx2 .

As a conclusion, we have obtained :

(6.19) λDN(ϑ) ≥
(
ρ2α̂

√
cosϑ+ (1− ρ2)

3
4

√
sinϑ

)
.

In particular, choosing ρ = cosϑ, we get

(6.20) λDN(ϑ) ≥ g(ϑ) := α̂(cosϑ)
5
2 + (sinϑ)2 > α̂ , ∀ϑ ∈ (0,

π

2
] .

For the last inequality, we can observe that with X = cosϑ ∈]0, 1], we have always:

α̂X5/2 + 1−X2 > α̂ .

This concludes the proof of Proposition 6.1. □

6.3. Lower bounds in general domains. We have

Proposition 6.8. Let Ω be a regular bounded domain in R3 and A be a magnetic potential
with constant magnetic field with norm 1, then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛDN

bA
satisfies

(6.21) lim inf
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) ≥ α̂.

More generally, we have
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Proposition 6.9. Let Ω be a regular bounded domain in R3, A be a magnetic potential with
non vanishing C∞ magnetic field in Ω, then, with the notation of Theorem 1.6, the ground state
energy of the D-to-N map ΛDN

bA satisfies

(6.22) lim inf
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) ≥ inf
x∈∂Ω

(
λDN (ϑ(x))|B(x)|

1
2

)
.

(see also [27] or [14] and (B.1) in Appendix B)

Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 1.4 given in the case of dimension 2. For step 1, we
have to replace the 2D lower bound of the Neumann problem by the (3D)-statement proven by
Lu-Pan [27]

(6.23) lim inf
b→+∞

b−1λNe(bA,Ω) ≥ min
(
inf
x∈Ω

|B(x)|, inf
x∈∂Ω

σ(ϑ(x))|B(x)|
)
,

or a more accurate version with remainder.
For step 2, the equivalent of Proposition 2.4 is given in Lemma 5.4 from [27].
Finally, we can implement the constant magnetic field results obtained in the previous subsection.

□

6.4. Upper bounds in general domains. As observed in [33] the proof for the Neumann
problem is only sketched in [26]. On the other hand, we only state the following version, with
the notation of Proposition 6.9

Proposition 6.10. Let Ω be a regular bounded domain in R3, A be a magnetic potential with
non vanishing C∞ magnetic field in Ω, then the ground state energy of the D-to-N map ΛDN

bA
satisfies

(6.24) lim sup
b→+∞

b−1/2 λDN(bA,Ω) ≤ inf
x∈∂Ω

(
λDN (ϑ(x))|B(x)|

1
2

)
.

Proof. We distinguish three cases depending on the value of ϑ(x) where infx∈∂Ω

(
λDN (ϑ(x))|B(x)|

1
2

)
is attained.
Case 1. We assume that there exists p ∈ ∂Ω such that ϑ(p) ∈ (0, π2 ) and

(6.25) λDN(ϑ(p))|B(p)|
1
2 = inf

x∈∂Ω

(
λDN(ϑ(x))|B(x)|

1
2

)
.

In this case, after using Lemma 3.4 in [27] (which extends proposition 2.4 to the (3D)-case),
we can take in the new system of coordinates centered at p such that Ω is locally defined by
{x1 > 0}, the quasimode

u(x1, x2, x3) = b
ρ
2χ(bρx3)χ(b

ρx1)χ(b
ρx2)ϕϑ(p)((bB(p)1/2x1, (bB(p))1/2x2) ,

where ϕϑ is defined in Lemma 6.5 and ρ ∈ (0, 12).
Case 2. We assume that ϑ(p) = π

2 in (6.24).
We take as quasi-mode

u(x1, x2, x3) = b
ρ
2χ(bρx3)χ(b

ρx1)χ(b
ρx2)(bB(p))1/2 exp

(
−1

2
(bB(p))x22

)
exp
(
−(bB(p))1/2x1

)
.



ON THE MAGNETIC DIRICHLET-TO-NEUMANN EIGENVALUES 33

Case 3. We assume that ϑ(p) = 0 in (6.24).
Notice that this is always the case when the magnetic field is constant.
We are essentially like in the (2D) case and take

u(x1, x2, x3) = bρχ(bρx2)χ(b
ρx3) · χ(bρx1) · f∗

(
(bB(p))1/2x1

)
· e−i(bB(p)x1)1/2α̂x3 .

□

6.5. On the D-to-N operator relative to R3
+. Let us denote

H1
A(R3

+) = {u ∈ L2(R3
+), Dx1u ∈ L2(R3

+), Dx2u ∈ L2(R3
+), (Dx3+cosϑx1−sinϑx2)u ∈ L2(R3

+)}} .

Since H1
A(R3

+) ⊂ H1
loc(R3

+), we can define the trace space

Ȟ
1
2 (R2) = {u ∈ L2

loc(R2) , ∃ũ ∈ H1
A(R3

+) s.t. ũx1=0 = u} .
To define the D-to-N operator, we can now start ”formally” from the weak form given in (1.4)
with Ω = R3

+ and A = Aϑ:

(6.26) ⟨ΛAf, g⟩Ȟ−1/2(∂Ω)×Ȟ1/2(∂Ω) =

∫
Ω
⟨(−i∇−A)u, (−i∇−A)v⟩ dx ,

for any g ∈ Ȟ1/2(∂Ω) and f ∈ Ȟ1/2(∂Ω) such that u is the unique solution see (6.2) of

HDir(ϑ)u = 0 , u∂Ω = f ,

and v is any element of H1(Ω) so that v|∂Ω = g.

Remark 6.11. It would be interesting to verify various technical details in order to associate a
self-adjoint realization to this weak definition of the D-t-N operator in 3D but this is not needed
for the results presented in this paper.

7. Weak magnetic field.

Proof of Theorem 1.8.

Step 1.
Since Ω is simply connected, λDN(bA,Ω) = λDN(bAΩ,Ω). We write λ̂ = λDN(bAΩ,Ω). Using

f = 1 as trial state in (1.6), we get

0 ≤ λ̂ ≤ b2

|∂Ω|

∫
Ω
|AΩ|2dx.

Step 2.
We introduce E1(λ̂, b) = µ(bAΩ,Ω, λ̂) as in (1.15) and we observe that E1(λ̂, b) = 0 (see

Proposition 5.3 with γ = b−1/2λ̂). The second eigenvalue satisfies

lim inf
b→0+

E2(λ̂, b) > 0,

which follows from the min-max principle and the following lower bound

∥|(−i∇− bAΩ)f∥2Ω − λ̂∥f∥2∂Ω ≥
(1
2
∥∇f∥2Ω − 2λ̂∥f∥2∂Ω

)
− 2b2∥AΩf∥2Ω.
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Step 3.
Let fλ̂ be the positive and normalized (in L2(Ω)) ground state of E1(λ̂, 0). By [10, Theo-

rem 2.1],

E1(λ̂, 0) = −|∂Ω|
|Ω|

λ̂+ o(λ̂) (λ̂→ 0).

Writing

E1(λ̂, 0) = ∥∇fλ̂∥
2
Ω − λ̂∥fλ̂∥

2
∂Ω ≥ 1

2
∥∇fλ̂∥

2
Ω +

1

2
E1(2λ̂, 0),

we deduce that
1

2
∥∇fλ̂∥

2
Ω ≤ E1(λ̂, 0)−

1

2
E1(2λ̂, 0) = o(λ̂),

and by the Poincaré inequality
∥fλ̂ − ⟨fλ̂⟩∥

2
Ω = o(λ̂),

where ⟨fλ̂⟩ is the average of fλ̂ over Ω. The normalization of fλ̂ in L2(Ω) then yields

⟨fλ̂⟩ =
1

|Ω|1/2
+ o(λ̂).

Step 4.
Since divAΩ = 0, it follows from (1.1) that

HbAΩ
fλ̂ = E1(λ̂, 0)fλ̂ + b2|AΩ|2fλ̂ − 2ibAΩ · ∇fλ̂ .

Moreover, since ν⃗ ·AΩ = 0, fλ̂ satisfies the boundary condition

∂νfλ̂ + iν⃗ ·AΩfλ̂ = λ̂fλ̂ on ∂Ω .

By Step 3, we have
∥2ibAΩ · ∇fλ̂∥Ω ≤ b∥∇fλ̂∥Ω = o(bλ̂1/2).

We introduce the real-valued function gλ̂ as the solution of

−∆gλ̂ − C(λ̂)fλ̂ + |AΩ|2fλ̂ = 0 on Ω, ∂νgλ̂ = λ̂gλ̂ on ∂Ω,

where

C(λ̂) =

∫
Ω
|AΩ|2f2λ̂dx =

1

|Ω|

∫
Ω
|AΩ|2dx+ o(λ̂).

With u = fλ̂ + b2gλ̂, we have

HbAΩ
u =

(
E1(λ̂, 0) + b2C(λ̂)

)
fλ̂ − 2ibAΩ · ∇fλ̂ + b2

(
b2|AΩ|2 − 2iAΩ · ∇

)
gλ̂ .

By Step 1, this yields∥∥∥∥HbAΩ
u−

(
E1(λ̂, 0) +

b2

|Ω|
∥AΩ∥2Ω

)
u

∥∥∥∥
Ω

= o(b2) (b→ 0+),

and by Step 2, the spectral theorem yields

E1(λ̂, b) = E1(λ̂, 0) +
b2

|Ω|
∥AΩ∥2Ω + o(b2).
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Step 5.
To finish the proof, we use that E1(λ̂, b) = 0 and that λ̂ = O(b2), along with the asymptotics

of E1(λ̂, 0) in Step 2. □
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Appendix A. On the choice of gauge

Considering A as a 1-form is helpful in passing from the Cartesian to parallel coordinates,

A1dx1 +A2dx2 = Ã1dt+ Ã2ds,

where
∂tÃ2 − ∂sÃ1 = −(1− tk(s))B,

and B = curlA is the magnetic field in Cartesian coordinates.
Suppose that B is constant. Choosing a simply connected set V ⊂ R/LZ, we define a function

φ : R/LZ× V such that

∂tφ = Ã1, ∂sφ−B(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)) = Ã2(s, t) on V.

Such a function is given by

φ(t, s) =

∫ t

0
Ã1(τ, s)dτ + g(s),

where g : R/LZ → R satisfies g′(s) = Ã2(0, s) on V , and g(s) = 0 outside a neighborhood of V ;
this last condition ensures the periodicity of g.

That this is relevant is apparent from

∥(−i∇− bA)u∥2
Φ−1

0 (V )

=

∫
V

(
|(−i∂t − bÃ1)ũ|2 + (1− tk(s))−2|(−i∂s − bÃ2)ũ|2

)
(1− tk(s))dtds

=

∫
V

(
|∂t(e−ibφũ)|2

+ (1− tk(s))−2|(−i∂s + bB(t− 1
2 t

2k(s)))e−2ibφũ|2
)
(1− tk(s))dtds.

Appendix B. A reminder for models in half-spaces.

We refer to [27] and [14] for the proof of the results which are recalled here as presented in [15].
IfN is a unit vector in R3, we now consider the Neumann realization in Ω := {x ∈ R3 | x·N > 0}.
After a rotation, we can assume in the proofs that N = (1, 0, 0), so Ω is R3

+ := {x1 > 0}.
After scaling, we can assume that h = 1 and |H| = 1. Here H⃗ is the magnetic vector field curl A⃗
associated with the magnetic field B considered as a 2-form.

After some rotation in the (x2, x3) variables, we can assume that the new magnetic field is
(β1, β2, 0) and we are reduced to the problem of analyzing :

P (β1, β2) := D2
x1

+D2
x2

+ (Dx3 + β2x1 − β1x2)
2 ,
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in {x1 > 0}, where :

β21 + β22 = 1 .

We introduce :

β2 = cosϑ , β1 = sinϑ ,

and we observe that, if N is the external normal to x1 = 0, we have :

(B.1) ⟨H⃗ |N⟩ = − sinϑ .

By partial Fourier transform, we arrive to :

(B.2) L(ϑ, τ) = D2
x1

+D2
x2

+ (τ + cosϑ x1 − sinϑ x2)
2 ,

in x1 > 0 and with Neumann condition on x1 = 0. The bottom of the spectrum of L(ϑ, τ) is
given by :

(B.3) σ(ϑ) := inf spess (L(ϑ,Dt)) = inf
τ
(inf spess(L(ϑ, τ))) .

Proposition B.1. .
The bottom of the spectrum of the Neumann realization of HNe

A,Ω in

Ω := {x ∈ R3 | x ·N > 0} is :

(B.4) inf spessH
Ne
A,Ω = σ(ϑ) b h ,

where ϑ ∈ [−π
2 ,

π
2 ] is defined by (B.1).

By symmetry considerations, we observe also that :

(B.5) σ(ϑ) = σ(−ϑ) = σ(π − ϑ) .

It is consequently enough to look at the restriction to [0, π2 ].

B.1. Properties of ϑ 7→ σ(ϑ). Let us now list the main properties of the function ϑ 7→ σ(ϑ)
on [0, π2 ] . Most of them are established in [27] but see also [14].

(1) σ is continuous on [0, π2 ].
(2)

(B.6) σ(0) = Θ0 < 1 .

(3)

(B.7) σ(
π

2
) = 1 .

(4)

(B.8) σ(ϑ) ≥ Θ0(cosϑ)
2 + (sinϑ)2 .

(5) If ϑ ∈]0, π2 [, the spectrum of L(ϑ, τ) is independent of τ and its essential spectrum is
contained in [1,+∞[.

(6) For ϑ ∈]0, π2 [, σ(ϑ) is an isolated eigenvalue of L(ϑ, τ), with multiplicity one.
(7) The function σ is strictly increasing on [0, π2 [.

An immediate consequence of this analysis is
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Proposition B.2. .
When b = |H| is fixed the bottom of the spectrum of HNe

A,Ω in Ω := {x ·N > 0} is minimal when

ϑ = 0 that is, according to (B.1), when the magnetic field vector satisfies H⃗ ·N = 0.
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Ann. Henri Poincaré 10 (2009), 95–122.
[33] N. Raymond. On the semiclasssical (3D)- Neumann Laplacian with variable magnetic field. Asymptotic

Analysis 68 (2010), 1–40.
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