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SELF-ADJOINT INDEFINITE LAPLACIANS
CLAUDIO CACCIAPUOTI, KONSTANTIN PANKRASHKIN, AND ANDREA POSILICANO

ABSTRACT. Let €2_ and 4 be two bounded smooth domains in R™, n > 2, separated by a
hypersurface 3. For p > 0, consider the function h, = 1lo_ — plg +- We discuss self-adjoint
realizations of the operator L, = —V - h,V in L*(Q_ U Q) with the Dirichlet condition
at the exterior boundary. We show that L, is always essentially self-adjoint on the natural
domain (corresponding to transmission-type boundary conditions at the interface ) and
study some properties of its unique self-adjoint extension £, := E If p # 1, then L,
simply coincides with L, and has compact resolvent. If n = 2, then £; has a non-empty
essential spectrum, oess(L1) = {0}. If n > 3, the spectral properties of £; depend on the
geometry of X. In particular, it has compact resolvent if ¥ is the union of disjoint strictly
convex hypersurfaces, but can have a non-empty essential spectrum if a part of X is flat.
Our construction features the method of boundary triplets, and the problem is reduced to
finding the self-adjoint extensions of a pseudodifferential operator on ¥. We discuss some
links between the resulting self-adjoint operator £, and some effects observed in negative-
index materials.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n > 2 and 2 C R™ be an open bounded set with a smooth boundary 0€2. Let 2_
be a subset of  having a smooth boundary ¥ (called interface) and such that Q_ C Q. In
addition, we consider the open set Q, := Q\ Q_, whose boundary is 9Q, = ¥ U 95, and
denote by N the unit normal on ¥ exterior with respect to ... For u > 0, consider the
function h: 2\ X — R,

1, r e,

hul) = —p, x € Q.

The aim of the present work is to construct self-adjoint operators in L?*(§2) corresponding to
the formally symmetric differential expression L, = —V -h,V. The operators of such a type
appear e.g. in the study of negative-index metamaterials, and we refer to the recent paper
[29] for a survey and an extensive bibliography; we remark that the parameter u is usually
called contrast. A possible approach is to consider the sesquilinear form

Cy(u,v) = /QhMW-Vvdx, u,v € Hy(S2),

and then to define L, as the operator generated by /,, in particular, for all functions v from
the domain of L, one should then have

/ﬂLHvdajzﬁﬂ(u,v), u € Hy(Q). (1)
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But the form ¢, is not semibounded below, hence, the operator obtained in this way can have
exotic properties, in particular, its self-adjointness is not guaranteed. We refer to [19] [35] [36]
for some available results in this direction.

In [4] a self-adjoint operator for the above expression was constructed for a very particular
geometry when - = (—1,0) x (0,1) and ©Q; = (0,1) x (0,1), which enjoys a separation
of variables and some symmetries. An interesting feature of the model is the possibility of
a non-empty essential spectrum although the domain is bounded. Constructing self-adjoint
operators realizations of L, for the general case is an open problem, see [23]. In the present
note, we give a solution in the case of a smooth interface.

One should remark that the study of various boundary value problems involving differential
expressions V - hV with sign-changing h has a long history, and the most classical form
involves unbounded domains with a suitable radiation condition at infinity, cf. [12 17, 31].
In particular, the geometric conditions appearing in the main results below are very close to
those of [28, 31] for the well-posedness of a transmission problem. The case of a non-smooth
interface X, which was partially studied in [7, [§, 9], is not covered by our approach.

In fact, the problem of self-adjoint realizations the non-critical case u # 1 was essentially
settled in [7], while for the critical case p = 1 was only studied for the above-mentioned
example of [4], in [36, Chapter 8] for another similar situation (symmetric Q_ and
separated by a finite portion of a hyperplane), and in [20] for the one-dimensional case.
In a sense, in the present work we recast some techniques of the transmission problems
and the pseudodifferential operators into the setting of self-adjoint extensions. Using the
machinery of boundary triplets we reduce the problem first to finding self-adjoint extensions
of a symmetric differential operator and then to the analysis of the associated Weyl function
acting on the interface 3. Then one arrives at the study of the essential self-adjointness of a
pseudodifferential operator on ¥, whose properties depend on the dimension. We hope that,
in view of the recent progress in the theory of self-adjoint extensions of partial differential
operators, see e.g. [5l, [0, [15], such a direct reformulation could be a starting point for a
further advance in the study of indefinite operators.

Similar to [4], our approach is based on the theory of self-adjoint extensions. Using the
natural identification L*(Q) ~ L*(Q_) & L*(Qy), u =~ (u_, u, ), we introduce the sets

DI (O\) = {u — (u_,uy) € H Q)@ HY Q) : Aus € L2(Q),
u_=uy and N_-Vu_=puN,-Vu, on¥, wuy =0 on 69}, s>0.

Here and below, the values at the boundary are understood as suitable Sobolev traces; the
exact definitions are given in Section Bl Let us recall that for 3+ < s < 2 and u = (u_,u) €
H*(Q2_) & H*(Q,) the conditions u_ = u; on ¥ and uy = 0 on 0N entail u € HF(Q2), see
e.g. [1, Theorem 3.5.1]. In particular,

DAO\S) C Hp “(Q) fore >0,  DLO\D) C HL(Q). 2)
Consider the operator

0? 0?
a—x%‘i"“ﬂLa?a (3)

n

L,(u_,uy) = (—Au_, pAuy), with A =

acting on the domain

dom L, = D3 (Q\X). (4)
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Remark that L, satisfies (I)) and it is a densely defined symmetric operator in L?(€2). There-
fore, we use L, as a starting point and seek its self-adjoint extensions. Even if the case u # 1
was studied earlier, we include it into consideration as it does not imply any additional dif-
ficulties.

Theorem 1 (Self-adjointness). The operator L, is essentially self-adjoint, and we denote
L, =1L,

its closure and unique self-adjoint extension. Furthermore, if p # 1, then L, = L,, i.e. L,
itself is self-adjoint, and has compact resolvent.

Now we consider in greater detail the critical case y = 1. The properties of £, appear to
depend on the dimension. In two dimensions, we have a complete result:

Theorem 2 (Critical contrast in two dimensions). Let u =1 and n = 2, then
dom £; = DY(Q\Y), Li(u_,uy)=(—Au_,Auy), (5)
and the essential spectrum is non-empty, oess(L1) = {0}.

Remark (see Proposition @ below) that 0 is not necessarily an eigenvalue of £, contrary
to the preceding examples given in [4] and [36, Chapter 8] for which the essential spectrum
consisted of an infinitely degenerate zero eigenvalue.

In dimensions n > 3 the result appears to depend on the geometric properties of 3:

Theorem 3 (Critical contrast in dimensions > 3). Let u = 1 and n > 3, then Ly acts as
Li(u_,uy) = (—Au_,Auy), and its domain satisfies

Di(Q\X) C dom L;. (6)
Furthermore,

(a) If on each connected component of ¥ the principal curvatures are either all strictly
positive or all strictly negative (in particular, if each maximal connected component
of ¥ is strictly convez), then

dom £; = D (Q\%) (7)

and L1 has compact resolvent.
(b) If a subset of X is isometric to a non-empty open subset of R"™1, then

dom Ly # D;(Q\X) for any s > 0, (8)
the essential spectrum of Ly is non-empty, and {0} C 0ess(L1).

The proofs of the three theorems are given in Sections PH4l In section 2l we recall the tools
of the machinery of boundary triplets for self-adjoint extensions of symmetric operators. In
section [3] we apply these tools to the operators L, and reduce the initial problem to finding
self-adjoint extensions of a pseudodifferential operator ©, acting on ¥, which is essentially
a linear combination of (suitably defined) Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps on Q4. The self-
adjoint extensions of ©, are studied in Section @ using a combination of some facts about
Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps and pseudodifferential operators.

In addition, we use the definition of the operators £, to revisit some results concerning
the so-called cloaking by negative materials, see e.g [29] 30]. For § > 0, consider the operator
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T, s generated by the regularized sesqulinear form
tus(u,v) = / Vu - (b, +i8)Vudr, u,v€ Hy(Q).
o\x

By the Lax-Milgram theorem, the operator T}, 5 : L*(2) D Hg(Q2) D dom T, s — L*(2) has
a bounded inverse, hence, for g € L*(Q2) one may define us := (T),5) " 'g € H} (). It was
observed in [30] that the limit properties of us as § tends to 0 can be quite irregular, in par-
ticular, the norm ||us|| g1y may remain bounded for some subset V' C € while ||us]| g10\v)
goes to infinity. The most prominent example is as follows: for 0 < r < R we denote

B :={zeR":|z|<r}, Br={zeR":r<|z|]<R}, S :={zeR":|z|=r},
pick three constants 0 < r; < r. < R and consider the above operator T}, s corresponding to
:=DBgr, Q_:=DB,,., 9)

and set us := (T},5) g with g supported in B, g. Then the norm ||us| ;1 (q) remains bounded
for o approaching 0 provided p # 1 or n > 3. For u = 1 and n = 2 the situation appears to
be different: if ¢ is supported outside the ball B, with a = r2/r;, then ||us| g1 (p,) remains
bounded, otherwise, for a generic g, the norm |[|us|| g (s,, 5) is bounded, while |[us|[ (s, )
becomes infinite, see [30]. Such a non-uniform blow-up the H! norm is often referred to as
an anomalously localized resonance, and we refer to [2] [3] [10, 22, 27] for a discussion of other
similar models and generalizations.

It is interesting to understand whether similar observations can be made based on the
direct study of the operator £,. In fact, instead of taking the limit of us; one may study
directly the solutions u of £,u = g. If u # 1, then v € H}(Q2) by Theorem [II Furthemore,
due to Theorem [B(b) the same holds for = 1 and n > 3 as the interface ¥ consists of two
strictly convex hypersurfaces (the spheres S, and S,, ), which is quite close to the discussion
of [21]; we remark that a separation of variables shows that £; is injective and thus surjective
in this case. The study of the case y = 1 and n = 2 is more involved, and the link to the
anomalously localized resonance appears as follows (we assume a special form of the function
g to make the discussion more transparent):

Proposition 4. Let =1 and n = 2, then the operator L associated with (@) is injective,
and a function g € L*(Bg) of the form

g(rcos,rsinf) = 1,4 (r)h(0), he L*0,2r), re<a<b<R, (10)

belongs to ran Ly if and only if

2, .2\ 2lm) 1 [ -
3 Ll ()™ < oo with hy = - / h(0)e™"7do. (11)
2T 0

|m|®> \r;a
meZ\{0}

In particular, the condition (1)) is satisfied for any h if a > r?/r;, but fails generically for
a<r?/r.

Acknowledgments. C.C. acknowledges the support of the FIR 2013 project “Condensed
Matter in Mathematical Physics”, Ministry of University and Research of Italian Republic
(code RBFRI3WAET).
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Boundary triplets. For a linear operator B we denote dom B, ker B, ran B, o(B) and
p(B) its domain, kernel, range, spectrum and resolvent set respectively. For a self-adjoint
operator B, by oes(B) and o,(B) we denote respectively its essential spectrum and point
spectrum (i.e. the set of the eigenvalues). The scalar product in a Hilbert space H will be
denoted as (-, )y or, if there is no ambiguity, simply as (-, -), and it is assumed anti-linear
with respect to the first argument. By B(h, H) we mean the Banach space of the bounded
linear operators from a Hilbert space b to a Hilbert space H, and we set B(H) := B(H, H).

Let us recall the key points of the method of boundary triplets for self-adjoint exten-
sions [11], 13, 16]. Our presentation mostly follows the first chapters of [II]. Let S be a
closed densely defined symmetric operator in a Hilbert space H. A triplet (h,['1,T's), where
b is an auxiliary Hilbert space and I'y and I'y are linear maps from the domain dom S* of the
adjoint operator S* to b, is called a boundary triplet for S if the following three conditions
are satisfied:

(a) the Green’s identity (u, S*v)y — (S*u,v)y = (I'yu, v)y — (Iau, I'1v)y holds for all

u, v € dom S*,

(b) the map dom S* 3 u +— (I'yu, u) € h X b is surjective,

(c) kerI'y Nker'y = dom S.
It is known that a boundary triplet for S exists if and only if S admits self-adjoint extensions,
i.e. if its deficiency indices are equal, dim ker(S* —¢) = dimker(S*+4) =: n(S). A boundary
triplet is not unique, but for any choice of a boundary triplet (h,I'1,Iy) for S one has
dim bh = n(S).

Let as assume from now on that the deficiency indices of S are equal and pick a boundary
triplet (h,1'1,T'2), then the self-adjoint extensions of S are in a one-to-one correspondence
with the self-adjoint linear relations in b (multi-valued self-adjoint operators). In the present
text we prefer to keep the operator language and reformulate this result as follows, cf. [33]:
Let IT: h — ranIl C b be an orthogonal projector in h and © be a linear operator in the
Hilbert space ranII with the induced scalar product. Denote by Ap g the restriction of S*
to

dom Ap g = {u € domS* : 'yu € dom © and IIT'yu = @Flu},

then Ape is symmetric/closed/self-adjoint iff © possesses the respective property as an
operator in ranll, and one has Ape = Apg, where as usual the bar means taking the
closure. Futhermore, any self-adjoint extension of S is of the form Ay e.

The spectral analysis of the self-adjoint extensions can be carried out using the associated
Weyl functions. Namely, let A be the restriction of S* to ker I'y, i.e. corresponds to (I, ©) =
(0,0) in the above notation, which is a self-adjoint operator. For z € p(A) the restriction
Iy : ker(S*—2) — b is a bijection, and we denote its inverse by G,. The map z — G, called
the associated 7-field, is then a holomorphic map from p(A) to B(h, H) with

G.—Gu=(z—w)(A—2)"1Cy, zwcepA). (12)
The Weyl function associated with the boundary triplet is then the holomorphic map
p(A) 3 z— M, :=T52G, € B(b).

To describe the spectral properties of the self-adjoint operators Ay g let us consider first the
case II = 1, then © is a self-adjoint operator in H, and the following holds, see Theorems
1.29 and Theorem 3.3 in [I1]:
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Proposition 5. For any z € p(A)Np(A1e) one has 0 € p(© — M,) and the resolvent
formula
(Ao —2) ' =(A—2)""+G.(6- M,)'G; (13)

holds. In addition, for any z € p(A) one has the equivalences:

(a) z € 0(A10) iff 0 € 0(© — M,),

(b) 2 € Oess(A1,0) iff 0 € 0ess(© — M),

(¢) z € op(A10) iff 0 € 0,(©—M,) with G, being an isomorphism of the eigensubspaces.

(d) If f € H, then f € ran(A1 0 — 2) iff Gif € ran(© — M,,). If © — M, is injective, the
resolvent formula (I3)) still holds for such f.

It seems that the point (d) was not stated explicitly in earlier references, its proof is given
in Appendix [Al
Now let Ap e be an arbitrary self-adjoint extension. Denote by Sy the restriction of S* to

dom S = {u € dom S§* : I'yu = [Il'yu = 0},

which is a closed densely defined symmetric operator whose adjoint Sjj is the restriction of
S* to
dom Sf; = {u € dom S* : ' u € ran I},

then (ranII, T}, T%), with T} := IIT';, is a boundary triplet for Sy, and the restriction of
Si; to ker Tl is the same operator A as prevously. The associated y-field and Weyl function
take the form

2 Gli= GO, 2 MP = TIMIT,
and dom Ay g := {u € dom Sj; : ['Ju = OT'u}, see [11, Remark 1.30]. A direct application
of Proposition [ gives

Corollary 6. For any z € p(A) Np(Ame) one has 0 € p(© — M) and the resolvent formula
(Ame — 2)7! = (A= 2)' + G(© = M) TH(GF)' (14)
holds, and, in addition, for any z € p(A) one has
(a) A U(AH,@) iff 0 € O'(@ — M?),
(D) 2 € Oess(Amo) iff 0 € Toss(© — M),
(c) z € op(Ane) iff 0 € 0,(©—MM) with G being an isomorphism of the eigensubspaces.
(d) If f € H, then f € ran(An e — 2) iff (G2)*f € ran(© — M), If © — M is injective,
the resolvent formula (I4) still holds for such f.

2.2. Singular perturbations. In this section let us recall a special approach to the con-
struction of boundary triplets as presented in [32] and [33] or in [I1, Section 1.4.2]. Let A be
a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H, then we denote by H 4 the Hilbert space given by
the linear space dom A endowed with the scalar product (u,v) s = (u,v)y + (Au, Av)y . Let
b be an auxiliary Hilbert space and 7: H4 — § be a bounded linear map which is surjective
and whose kernel ker 7 is dense in H, then the restriction S of A to ker 7 is a closed densely
defined symmetric operator in H. To simplify the formulas we assume additionally that

0 € p(A),
which always holds in the subsequent applications. For z € p(A) consider the maps

G, = (1(A=2)"Y) € Bh,H), M, =7(G.—Gy) =21A"'G, € B(h). (15)
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Proposition 7. The adjoint S* is given by
dom S* := {u:u0+G0fu:u06domA and fueh}, S*u = Aug.

Furthermore, the triplet (h,1'1,T's) with T'yu := f, and Dau := Tug is a boundary triplet for
S, and the associated v-field G, and Weyl function M, are given by (I3).

Example 8. Let AL be self-adjoint operators in Hilbert spaces H4 with 0 € p(AL), and
let by, 7o, Si, G, MZ, F;t be the spaces and maps defined as above and associated with
Ay. For v € R\ {0} consider the operator A := A_@®vA, acting in the Hilbert space
H =H d®H,. Set 7 = 7_Dvry, then the restriction S of A to ker7 has again the
structure of a direct sum, S = S_ & vS,, with y-field and Weyl function given by

GZ:G;@G; Mz:Mg@uM;
Thus, by the preceding considerations, the adjoint S* acts on the domain
dom S* = {u = (u_,uy): usr=ug+Gids, uf €domAy, ¢.€ hi} (16)
by S*(u_,uy) = A(ug ,ud ), and one can take (h_ @ b, 1, T'y) as a boundary triplet for S,
Dyu=(¢-,¢+), Dou=(rug,vriug). (17)

3. BOUNDARY TRIPLETS FOR INDEFINITE LAPLACIANS
We start with some constructions for the closed symmetric operator
S = (=A™ @ pAY™, AP LX(Q4) D Hy(Qx) — LP(Q4), (18)
where
Hi (o) = {u_ € H*(Q_) : (ygu_,77u-) = (0,0)},
Hg(Q-F) = {U+ S HQ(Q-F) : (VSFUM /Yi’—u-l-) Vgqu 718u+) = (Oa 07 Oa O)} :

Here and later on, H™(€24) denotes the usual Sobolev-Hilbert space of the square-integrable
functions on Q4 with square integrable partial (distributional) derivatives of any order k <
m, and the linear operators

W H () = HE(D), () = HA(D),
v HA () — H2(09), W HA () — H2(09),
are the usual trace maps first defined on u. € C*®(Qy) by
Yius(r) i= us(z), Yius(r) := Na(z)-Vus(z), T €,
Youy () = uy(x), Wuy(x) = No(x)-Vuy(z), z € 09,

with Ny being the outer unit normal on 02, and then extended by continuity. It is well
known, see e.g. [26] Chapter 1, Section 8.2], that the maps

H(Q.) 3 u_+ (ygu_,7u-) € HE(S) @ HA (D),
H2(24) 3 uy = (0w, v ug, aus,1fuy) € H2(S) © H2(S) @ H2(09) @ H?(09)

are bounded and surjective.
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We remark that both ¥ and 92 can be made smooth compact Riemannian manifolds. For
= =Y or = = 09, the fractional order Sobolev-Hilbert spaces H*(Z) with s € R, are defined
in the standard way as the completions of C'*°(= ) with respect to the scalar products

<¢17¢2 Hs(ZE) -— <¢17 _ ¢2>L2(E)’

where Az is the (negative) Laplace-Beltrami operator in L*(Z), see e.g. [26, Remark 7.6,
Chapter 1, Section 7.3], and then (—Agz + 1)2 extends to a unitary map from H'(Z) to
H™(2). In what follows we denote for shortness

:\/—Az—l—l, Aa = \/—Aag—i—l.

By Green’s formula, the linear operators 755, v, 79 and +? can be then extended to contin-

uous (with respect to the graph norm) maps
= :dom A — H_%(Z) . AF s dom AT — H_%(Z) : 19)
9. dom AT — H=2(99), 7 : dom AT — H™2(9),

where AT := (AT™)* acts as the distributional Laplacian on the domain
dom AT™ := {uy € L*(Q) : Auy € L*(Q4)},
see [26, Chapter 2, Section 6.5]. Now consider the operator
A= (~AP) @ pAP
acting in L?(Q) = L*(Q_) ® L*(Qy), where AP are the Dirichlet Laplacians in L*(Q4), i.e.
dom AP = {u_ € H*(Q) : vgu_ =0},
dom AP = {uy € H*(Qy) : (35 us,vguy) = (0,0)}.
As both AP are self-adjoint with compact resolvents, the same applies to A. The maps
7 :dom AP - H2 (%), T_U_ =y U_,
7y dom A — H(S) @ H?(0Q), Thug = (v ug, i)

are linear, continuous, surjective, and their kernels are dense in L?*(Q.). Moreover, AT is
exactly the restriction of AP to ker 7... Therefore, we may use the construction of Example 8]
with ¥ = —pu to obtain a description of the self-adjoint extensions of S from (I8). To this
end, an expression for the associated operators GT and M* is needed. These were already
obtained in [33, Example 5.5], and we recall the final result. The Poisson operators

1
P H*(X) — dom A™™ P} H*(Z) @ H*(09Q) — dom AT, s> —5
are defined through the solutions of the respective boundary value problems;,

—Af = zf,

P o= fiff _ .z € p(—=AP),
{ 70 f = ¢7
—ATg = zg,

Pf(p,¥) = g iff WI=9 , zep(—AD),

%09 = .



SELF-ADJOINT INDEFINITE LAPLACIANS 9
and the associated (energy-dependent) Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators are given by

1
D; : H¥Y) = H"(X), D, :=~ P, s> —5

DY HY(S) @ H (09) — H\(X) @ H1(09), s> _% ,
Df (p,9) = (%*PJ(% @D),V?Pj(%w) ,
then
G, =—PFP A, M; = (Dy — D;)A,
Gt =-PHA® Ay, MT = (Dg — D) (A @ Ap).

Thus, by Remark 8 the adjoint S* acts as S*u = (=A™ u_, pAT*u,) on the domain
dom(A™ @ A*) and using (I6]) and (I7) one obtains the boundary triplet (h,I';,T';) for

S with b = Hz(2) @ Hz2(3) @ H2(9Q) and

A~ 7 (s — Py )
Fu=— A:EVB;UJr , Tou= —/Wfr (U+ - PoJr(’Yo+U+, ’Vgu+))
Ay'yduy =y} (uy — Py (g g, 2wy )

The associated ~-field G, and M, are given by

o —\ P Ap_ v Ll (Dy — D7) Ap-
) t;; TP (A Aan) o z;; — P8 = D) (A Ao) )

Let us represent the operator L, given by (B) and () in the form Ap o. Remark first that,
in view of the elliptic regularity, see e.g. [I8, Proposition II1.5.2], we have

HX(Q ) = {u_ e L*(Q): A" u_ e L*(Q), yju_ € H2(X)}
H( Q+ {up € LX(Qp) - AT™uy € LX(Qy),  (Wus,uy) € H%(Z) @H%@Q)}-
Therefore, L, is exactly the restriction of S* to the functions v = (u_,u;) with
- 3 -
Tou— =0 us = 0u, Yous =0, you € H2(S), ~yu_ = piug. (20)

The first two conditions can be rewritten as ['yu € ran I, where II is the orthogonal projector
in h given by

(o, 04, 00) = %(s@- T4 p-+¢4,0).
For the subsequent computations it is useful to introduce the unitary operator

U:ranll — H%(Z), Ulgp,p,0) = V2,
then .

Ullyu = —7 [%‘(U— — Py vgus) — oy (uy — PJ(%T%%?M))],

and the third and the fourth conditions in (20) can be rewritten respectively as

I'ueU*dom®O,, Ull'wu=06,UIu,

where ©,, is the symmetric operator in H %(Z) given by

1 ~ 5
O, = §(D0_ — uD$)A, dom®O, = Hz2(X),
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with

5:;:'ﬁrﬁj’ ﬁj:Pj(,O)
Therefore, one has the representation L, = A y-e,v, and, due to the unitarity of U and to
the discussion of Section [, the operator L, is self-adjoint/essentially self-adjoint in L*(2)

if and only if ©, has the respective property as an operator in A 2 (X). Remark that for the
associated maps Gl := G,IT* and M := TIM,IT* (see Subsection 1)) one has

Iy« 1 Prhy 77+ 1 — - N+ _ D+
Gl == oy, | UMIU = 5((05 = D) —u(Df = DE)A (21)

w

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

With the above preparations, the proofs will be based on an application of the theory of
pseudodifferential operators, see e.g. [37] and [38]. At first we recall some known results
adapted to our setting.

If U e B(H*(X),H**(X)) is a symmetric pseudodifferential operator of order k, we
set ko := max(k,0) and denote by ¥™" and ¥ the symmetric operators in L*(X) given
by the restriction of ¥ to dom ¥™» = (%) and dom ¥° = H*(X) respectively, then
PO C gmin C PO, Furthermore, if W is elliptic, then U° is closed and, hence, Umin = §O.
Since dom(¥™n)* = {f € L*(X) : Uf € L*X)}, for elliptic ¥ one has dom(¥™m)* C
H%(¥) = dom ¥min and so U™" is essentially self-adjoint and ¥° is self-adjoint. It is
important to recall that for £ = 1 one does not need the ellipticity:

Lemma 9. If U is a symmetric first order pseudodifferential operator, then W™®  and then
also WO, is essentially self-adjoint in L*(X).

Proof. By [37, Proposition 7.4], for any f € L*(3) with U f € L*(X) there exist (f;) C C=(X)
such that f; — f and ¥™*f; — Uf in L*(X), which literally means that dom(¥™")* C
dom Pmin, O

In what follows, instead of studying ©, in H %(Z) we prefer to deal with the unitarily
equivalent operator ®,, := A%@MA*% acting in L*(X). Set

1 1 _ =~ 1
Wy =5 A2 (Dg - uDF)A?,

then @, is the restriction of ¥, to dom ®, = H*(X). Furthermore, denote by ¥} and ¥,
the symmetric operators in L?(X) given respectively by the restrictions of ¥,, to dom \I'Eﬁ“ =
C>(X) and to dom W) = H* (%), where k is the order of ¥, and ko = max(k,0). Remark
that we always have k£ < 2, hence, \Ifffin co,C 1112.

Proof of Theorem [l Assume first that ;1 # 1. Let us show that the operator ©,, is self-
adjoint in Hz(X), then this will imply the self-adjointness of L, in L*(Q). It is a classical
result that Df)t are first order pseudodifferential operators with the principal symbol [£], see
e.g. [38, Chapter 7, Section 11], and, in view of the definition, the same applies then to 5;{ .
Then ¥, is a pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol 1%“\&\2. As such a principal
symbol is non-vanishing, ¥, is a second order elliptic pseudodifferential operator and, by the
results recalled at the beginning of the section, ®, = \Ifg is self-adjoint on the domain H?(X).

Hence, since Az : H2(X) — L2() is unitary, the operator O, = A_%QDMA% is self-adjoint
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on the initial domain H %(Z), which implies the self-adjointness of L, on the initial domain
D2(2\ X). Due to [2) we have dom L, € Hg(f2), and the compact embedding of H(Q) into
L*(Q2) proves that the resolvent of L, is a compact operator.

Let © =1, then ¥, is a first order pseudodifferential operator, and W™" is essentially self-
adjoint due to Lemmald Then @ is also essentially self-adjoint being a symmetric extension
of UMn The unitarity of A2 : H2(X) — L2(3) implies the essential self-adjointness of ©;
in H2(X) and, in turn, that of Ly in L%(Q). O

Recall that in what follows we denote by L£; the unique self-adjoint extension of L;. In
view of the discussion of Section Bl one has £; = A p-ey with © = ©; being the closure

(and the unique self-adjoint extension) of ©; in H2 ().

Proof of Theorem [2. Assume that n =2 and ¢ = 1, then ¥; = %A%(DO_ — DAz, Tt is
well known that the full symbol of the classical Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (at z = 0) on a
smooth bounded two-dimensional domain with respect to the arclength is equal to [£], see
[14, Proposition 1] for a direct proof or [25, Section 1] for an iterative computation. It follows
that ¥, is a symmetric pseudodifferential operator of order (—oo), hence W9 : L*(X) — L*(X)
is bounded, self-adjoint and compact. As ®; is densely defined, it follows that ®; = W9
Since Az : H2(X) — L2(X) is unitary, the closure of ©; is given by © = A~ 2 A2 :
Hz (%) — Hz(%), and it is a compact self-adjoint operator in Hz (). As dom© = H2 (%),
the boundary condition I'yu € U* dom © takes the form vy u_ = v u, € H: (%), vdu, =0,
and, in view of (I9), the domain of £, = A y-ev is given by (H).

Let us study the spectral properties of £; using Corollary Bl As U*OU — M! = U*OU
is compact, one has 0 € 0u(U*OU — M) implying 0 € 0es(L1). To prove the reverse
inclusion o (L£1) € {0} we note first that the operators U*©U — M are unitarily equivalent
to © — UMIU* and, hence, have the same spectra. Furthermore, the principal symbol of

A

Dy — DY is s for any A € p(=AP), see [24) Lemma 1.1]. As the principal symbol of

A is [¢], it follows that, for any z € p(A), the operators (D, — D;)A and (56’ — DT.)A
m

are bounded in H %(Z) being pseudodifferential operators of order zero, and their principal

symbols are Z and ( — ﬁ) respectively. By Eq. (21)) it follows that the principal symbol

of ©® — UMIU* is simply %, and one can represent © — UMIMU* = 2+ K., where K, are
compact operators depending holomorphically on z € p(A). As the operator A has compact
resolvent, it follows by (I2)) that the only possible singularities of z — K, at the points of
o(A) are simple poles with finite-dimensional residues. Therefore, the operator function z —
U*OU — M := U*(© — UMMU*)U satisfies the assumptions of the meromorphic Fredholm
alternative on Cy := C \ {0}, see [34, Theorem XIII.13], and either (a) 0 € o(U*OU — M)
for all z € Cy \ p(A), or (b) there exists a subset B C Cy, without accumulation points in
Co, such that the inverse (U*OU — M)~! exists and is bounded for z € Cy \ (BUo(A))
and extends to a meromorphic function in Cy \ B such that the coefficients in the Laurent
series at the points of B are finite-dimensional operators. The case (a) can be excluded:
By Corollary [@] this would imply the presence of a non-empty non-real spectrum for L,
which is not possible due to the self-adjointness. Therefore, we are in the case (b), and
the resolvent formula (I4)) for £; = App+eu implies that the set Co N o (L1) N p(A) C B
has no accumulation points in Cy, and each point of this set is a discrete eigenvalue of L;.
Furthermore, by (I2)) the maps z — G can have at most simple poles with finite-dimensional
residues at the points of 0(A), and it is seen again from the resolvent formula (I4]) that the
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only possible singularities of z — (£; — 2)~! at the points of o(A) are poles with finite-
dimensional residues. It follows that each point of o(A) is either not in the spectrum of £,
or is its discrete eigenvalue. Therefore, £; has no essential spectrum in C\ {0}, and the only
possible accumulation points for the discrete eigenvalues are 0 and oo. U

Proof of Theorem Bl Assume n > 3 and p = 1, then again ¥y = %A%(DO’ — 53)/\%. By
[38, Chapter 12, Proposition C.1], there holds

Dy =(=Ag)? + B~ +C~, Df =(-Ax)? + B +C*,

where C* are pseudodifferential operators of order (—1) and B* are pseudodifferential op-
erator of order 0 whose principal symbols are +by(x, ), with

1 (&, W& s
w8 =35 (“Wm_ € 6 )

and W, := dN_(z) : T,X — T,% being the Weingarten map and W its adjoint. Therefore,
¥, is a pseudodifferential operator of order 1 whose principal symbol is %bo(:p,f)|§ |. As
already seen, WM™ is then essentially self-adjoint by Lemmal[d, and, as before, L; is essentially
self-adjoint and its self-adjoint closure is Ap gy, where © = O;. As O, is a first order
operator, one has H2(X) C dom©. In particular, the boundary condition I'yu € U*H? (%)
entails v, u_ = vju, € H%(E) and ydu, = 0. Due to the elliptic regularity, see e.g. [26]
Chapter 2, Section 7.3], this can be rewritten as u € HJ(€2) and gives the inclusion (@]).

(a) Recall that the principal curvatures ki (z),. .., k,—1(z) of X at a point x are the eigen-
values of W, hence,

%(kl(x) 4ot k(@) — max kj(x)) < bo(x,€) < %(kl(x) 4o+ oy (2) = min kj(a;)).

Let ¥’ be a maximal connected component of . If all k; are either all strictly positive or all
strictly negative on ¥’ one can estimate a; < ’bo(x, §)’ < ay for all z € ¥ with some a; > 0
and ay > 0. Therefore, in this case ¥, is a first order elliptic pseudodifferential operator and
so, by the results recalled at the beginning of this section, W9 is self-adjoint. This implies
that dom® = dom®; = H2(X). As before, the boundary condition I'ju € U*dom ©
for u € dom £, entails u € H}(2), and one arrives at the equality (7). The inclusion
dom £; C H}(Q) and the compact embedding of Hj(2) into L*(Q) imply that £; has
compact resolvent.

(b) As M{!' = 0, by Corollary Bl(b) and by the unitarity of U, to get 0 € e (L) it suffices
to show that 0 € 0es(©). As A2 : H2(X) — L3(X) is a unitary operator, it is sufficient
to show 0 € 0es(®@y) for the unitarily equivalent operator ®; = A2OA~2 in L2(X), which
will be done by constructing a singular Weyl sequence, i.e. a sequence of non-zero functions
(u;) C dom ®; weakly converging to 0 in L?(X) and such that the ratio || U1 r2(s) /| sl r2s)
tends to 0. While the domain of ®, is not known explicitly, we know already that it contains
HY(Y).

Without loss of generality we assume that ¥, := {(x',O) 2l e Bg} C X, where B, is
the ball in R"! centered at the origin and of radius ¢ > 0. The iterative procedure of [25]
Section 1] shows that the full symbols of D° and Z~?ar on Y. in the local coordinates x’ are
equal to ||, and it follows that the full symbol of ¥; vanishes on .. Hence, there exists a
smoothing operator K and ¢ € (0,¢) such that ¥;u = Ku for all u € C°(Bj), where @ is
the extension of u by zero to the whole of 3. Take an orthonormal sequence (u;) C L?*(Bj)
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with u; € C2°(Bs), then the sequence (u;) C H'(X) is orthonormal and weakly converging
to 0 in L?(X). Due to the compactness of K in L*(X) there exists a subsequence (¥1;,)
strongly converging to zero in L*(X). Therefore, the sequence vy := u;, is a sought singular
Weyl sequence for ®,, which gives the result.

Suppose now dom £ = D;(Q\X) C H*(2_) & H*(€2) for some s > 0. As the set on the
right-hand side is compactly embedded in L?((2), see e.g. [I, Theorem 14.3.1], this implies
the compactness of the resolvent of £; and the equality gess(£1) = (), which contradicts the
previously proved relation 0 € ges(L1). O

Remark 10. After some simple cancellations, the resolvent formula of Corollary [G for £,
takes the following form:

oot (1) = (Gar = 2hi) - (i)
with
Re(uuy) = P (Dr = ub%) (o (<A = 2) s — o (uAD = 2) ),

~ -1
Ri(u_,u,) = P ((D; — qui) (v (AP = 2)hus — vy (AR — z)‘1U+)> _
z 0

5. PrRoOOF OoF PROPOSITION [l

We continue using the conventions and notation introduced just before Theorem [ In
addition to (@) we have

Q+ = Bri U BTE,R7 E = ST‘Z' U ST‘57 aQ = SR7

and for the subsequent computations we use the identification L*(S,) ~ L?((0,2m), pdf),
then L*(X) ~ L*((0,2n),r:df) & L*((0,27), r.df), and similar identifications hold for the
Sobolev spaces.

In view of Corollary [@] and of the expressions (21I), the injectivity of £; is equivalent to
the injectivity of the map

D:=D; — Df : H2(X) > H2 (),
and then the condition g = (0,¢4) € ran L is equivalent to (G})*g = — (=AP)'g; €
ranD, or, as (AP)™1: L2(Q)) — H*(Q) and ~ : H*(Q) — Hz (%), to
_ _ 1
D (~AP) g, € HOH(S), (22

The condition will be checked using an explicit computation of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
maps Dy and of the inverse of AL.

For a function f defined in )y, define its Fourier coefficients with respect to the polar
angle by

I .
fm(r) = —/ f(rcos,rsin@)e™™d, m € Z,
2w Jo

then f is reconstructed by f(rcosf,rsind) =>" . f,(r)e™. Furthermore, the separation
of variables shows that a function f is harmonic iff f,, satisfy the Euler equations

Fon(r) 07 () = mPr 2 fra(r) = 0,



14 CLAUDIO CACCIAPUOTI, KONSTANTIN PANKRASHKIN, AND ANDREA POSILICANO

shows that for

(¢i7¢e) S HS(Z ’ gbz/e

meEZ

one has the following expressions for the Poisson operators:

-
& lnE ln;
((bz) (rcos@,rsinf) = - E bio + - ,,,_2 be.0
T T

)

K%)Iml B (é)m] bim + l(r%)m B <%)Iml} Som »
BENER

_p

meZ\{0}

and

i :
<¢e) (rcosf,rsinf)

(EmGZ (7, )|m|¢i,meim9,
= ln— l Ryl <£)|m|
I R 1m9
| lnr_}z Ge0 + ZmEZ\{O} (T_Re>|m| B (E)|m| Ge,m€ (r,0) € (re, R) x (0,27).

It follows that

i (%)
mEZ

¢i _ ¢zm im@ I _
D<¢)_mze:zD (aﬁem)e . D, =B, —C,,

I
(]
Sy
3
~~
Ng
3

with
1 1 1 1
Tilp ¢ Tilp ¢ 0 1 01
i r; _
By = 1 1 1 1 . Co= 1|0 R |
Teln 2 Telp’® hlr_e

whose linearly independent solutions are 1 and Inr for m = 0 and 7*™ for m # 0

1 2T )
¢z em6 07 ¢z e,m = _/ gbz e(e)e_lmedea
=D % / o |, %

(r,0) € (ri,re) x (0,27),

(r,0) € (0,7;) x (0,27),

(bl,m) eime’ Dar <£;) ZC <ZZ;T:L> eimG’

. This

(23)

(24)
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7o\ Iml 7\ ™l
1 (7) *(7) 2 1
- (Te>|m| (Ti)lml T (re)lml (r)m
B, = |m)| T Te T:i il 7’7;6 m |om £ 0,
2 1 1 (?) * (7)
'f’_e (re)lml (n)m 'f’_e (re)m (m)IMI
r; Te r; Te
1
— 0
T
(R)m N (re)m
Cm = |m| 0 l T R s m 7é 0
)5
Te R
Therefore,
1 1 1 1
T lnE i lnE
T Tr;
DO - )
1 1 1 1 1
o Te g Te R
Teln— Te | In— _
n - n - In -
T\ Iml
1 1 1 (7«_)
B DORE
Dm — 2|m| TZ Te Iml Ti 5 m 7é 0,
1 (r_) 1 1 1
E G N R L
Tr; T Te

hence, all D,, are invertible, and then D is injective with the inverse

ot (%) - 05 (
¢) =

gbi,m
Pe,m

) elmG’

which shows the injectivity of £;. Furthermore, for m # 0 we have

1

™ olm| (re
i\ —
T

ri<1—(
(-

2
Te

TZ‘R

™)
'r’e>2|m|)

R

Te

T

re(l—(

)" (1-

Te

R

(25)

Te

R

>2m>

>2|m|) ’

and we conclude that a function (¢;, ¢.) € Hz(X) belongs to ranD iff D~ (¢;, ¢.) € H2(),

i.e. iff

2

)

<<z>;,m

(CQ

< oQ.

(26)
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Therefore, the condition (22)) is equivalent to (26]) for

(i 0e) =~ f, = (A7) g, (27)
Remark first that f vanishes in B,,, hence, ¢; = 0 and f,,(r) = 0 for r < r; and m € Z.

To study the problem in B, g, let us pass to the Fourier coefficients, then we arrive to the
system of equations

frr) +r 7t (r) —mPr i (r) = hnlap) (1), 7Te <1 <R, fnl(re) = fm(R) =0, (28)

and we have .
(ﬁ) =2 (f;n<re>) e (29)

ez
One solves (28) using the variation of constants, and for m # 0 the solutions are

hyr™ hy,r— ™

o /re s' Ty (s)ds — o /re s (s)ds,

fm = _2m7;;” (r_}z)m B} (g)m/a ((;)m B (%)m)Sd‘S’ = =1,
(GG

f;n(re) = (O‘mrén - ere_m) = R

re re (T_>m } <%>|m|

Then for large m one has

fm(r) = Q1™ + er_m +

and

(a2 + 0(1))h re\ Iml 0 5124‘702@) (7’_3) Im]

r;a

(re> [m|
2m?2 a

and the condition (26]) for the function (27)) takes the form (III), which finishes the proof.

One should remark that the condition (II)) can still hold for a < r2/r; if the Fourier
coefficients h,, of h are very fast decaying for large m, i.e. if h extends to an analytic
function in a suitable complex neighborhood of the unit circle.

)

Remark 11. At last we note that, in view of the injectivity of £y, the expression for its
inverse given in Remark [I0 can be extended naturally to a linear map £7! : L?(Q) — D’'().
As ran(ADR)™! = H?(QL) N HJ(S2), the finiteness of the norms ||£7 g msq), V C 2, 0 <
s < 1, is equivalent to the finiteness of ||v|| gs(vy for v := (RO_ g, R g). The direct substitution
of the values of ([28) and [29) into ([23) and ([24) shows that one always has v € H'(B,_ g),
while the condition v € L?(B,, ,..) appears to be equivalent to (III), so it holds for any h for
a > r?/r; as before, otherwise a very strong regularity of h is required.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5](D)

Let f € ran(A; ¢ — 2), then there is g € dom A ¢ with f = (410 — 2)g. By [11, Theorem
1.23(a)], one can uniquely represent
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with g, € dom A and h € h, and f = (S* — 2)g = (A — 2)g,. As g, € dom A = ker 'y, we
have T'yg = T1G.h = h and T'yg = T'yg, + I'2G.h. By [11, Theorem 1.23(2d)| there holds
a9, = [9(A — 2)71f = G%f, and by definition we have I'yG,h = M_,h. Therefore, the
boundary condition I'yg = OI'1g writes as GLf = (© — M,)h implying G%f € ran(© — M,).
If © — M, is injective, then A; g is also injective by Proposition Bl(c), h = (6 — M,) G,
and the substitution into (B0) gives the relation

(Aro—2) 'f=9g=g.+G.h=(A—=2)"'f+G.(6— M.) 'G%f.

Now let f € H such that Gif € ran(© — M,). Take h € h with GLf = (© — M,)h and
consider the function g = g,+G,h with g, = (A—2)"!f € dom A. By [11, Theorem 1.23(2d)]
we have g € dom S*. As previously, I'yg = h and I'ng = GLf + M,h = (© — M,)h + M,h =
Oh = OT'g, i.e. g € dom A; g, and we have (41 0—2)g = (S*—2)g = (S*—2)(A—2)"1 f =,
ie. f eran(4; o — 2).
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