
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

00
49

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
 F

eb
 2

02
5

M-dissipative generalized impedance boundary conditions,

discrete spectra, and pointwise multipliers between fractional

Sobolev spaces

Illya M. Karabash

Institute for Applied Mathematics, University of Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60, 53115 Bonn, Germany;

E-mails: ikarabas@uni-bonn.de, i.m.karabash@gmail.com

Abstract

The paper studies properties of acoustic operators in bounded Lipschitz domains Ω

with m-dissipative generalized impedance boundary conditions. We prove that such
acoustic operators have compact resolvent if and only if the impedance operator from
the trace space H1{2pBΩq to the other trace space H´1{2pBΩq is compact. This result is
applied to the question of the discreteness of the spectrum and to the particular cases
of damping and impedance boundary conditions. The method of the paper is based on
abstract results written in terms of boundary tuples and is applicable to other types of
wave equations.
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1 Introduction

The main goal of this paper is to study the discreteness of spectra of eigenvalue problems

´∇ ¨ pα´1pxq∇ppxqq “ λ2βpxqppxq, x P Ω Ă Rd, d ě 2, (1.1)

equipped on the boundary BΩ of a bounded domain Ω with dissipative boundary conditions
of the form

iλZγ0ppq “ γnpα´1
∇pq, (1.2)
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where γ0 : p ÞÑ p ↾BΩ and γn : v ÞÑ n ¨ pv ↾BΩq are the scalar and normal traces, respectively.
The boundary BΩ is supposed to have the Lipschitz regularity. We assume that the coefficients
αp¨q “ pαj,kp¨qqdj,k“1 P L8pΩ,Rdˆd

symq and βp¨q P L8pΩ,Rq are uniformly positive in Ω (see
Sections 3.1-3.3 for the detailed formulation of the problem).

The impedance operator Z : domZ Ď H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq in (1.2) is supposed to be
accretive as an operator from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq in the sense that RexZh, hyL2pBΩq ě 0

for every h in the domain domZ (of definition) of Z, where x¨, ¨yL2pBΩq in the standard

sesquilinear pairing of H´1{2pBΩq and H1{2pBΩq obtained by the continuation from the inner
product p¨|¨qL2pBΩq of the complex Hilbert space L2pBΩq “ L2pBΩ,Cq. By Re z and Im z we
denote the real and imaginary parts of z P C.

Equation (1.1) stems from the time-harmonic formulation for acoustic [33, 29, 41] and
dimensionally reduced Maxwell equations [17, 3]. The boundary condition (1.2) is one of the
forms of generalized impedance boundary conditions (GIBCs), see [22, 25] (for GIBCs in the
context of Maxwell systems, see also [3, 14]).

The well-known impedance boundary condition [30, 22, 8]

iλζpxqppxq “ npxq ¨ pα´1
∇ppxqq, x P BΩ (1.3)

is the particular case of (1.1) that appears if the impedance operator Z is the operator of
multiplication Mζ on a function ζ : BΩ Ñ Cr measurable with respect to (w.r.t.) the surface
measure of BΩ. Here Cr :“ tz P C : Re z ě 0u is the closure of the complex open right
half-plane Cr :“ tz P C : Re z ą 0u. The function ζ is called impedance coefficient.

In the Mechanics context, (1.3) bears the name of the boundary damping condition. In
this case, the boundary damping coefficient ζp¨q is usually assumed to have values in R` :“
r0,`8q [9]. The impedance boundary condition kindred to (1.3) is used with Maxwell systems,
in particular, to model leaky optical cavities, and is called often the Leontovich boundary
condition [32, 24, 31, 45, 14, 15]. In the context of Electrodynamics, the complex values of
the impedance coefficient ζp¨q appears naturally, e.g., if the cavity region Ω is surrounded by
a weakly conductive medium. Values of ζ with close to p´iqR` “ t´ic : c P p0,`8qu can
serve as an approximation for a superconducting outer medium [32].

The question of the discreteness of the spectrum for the problem (1.1)-(1.2) requires an
appropriate interpretation. Indeed, (1.1)-(1.2) allows one to define associated eigenvalues.
However, the discreteness of the spectrum is defined essentially as the emptiness of the es-
sential spectrum. Since the spectral parameter λ enters into the boundary condition (1.2),
it is difficult to define the essential spectrum for (1.1)-(1.2) without an appropriate operator
reformulation.

One of operator reformulations for the problem (1.1)-(1.2) is connected with generators of
acoustic semigroups and can be written in the block-matrix form as

i

ˆ
0 I

´β´1 divα´1 grad 0

˙ ˆ
u

p

˙
“ λ

ˆ
u

p

˙
, (1.4)

with the boundary condition

Zγ0ppq “ γnp´α´1
∇uq, x P BΩ. (1.5)

In the phase space X consisting of pairs Φ “ tu, pu and equipped with the ‘energy norm’

}Φ} “

ˆż

Ω

α´1|∇u|2 `

ż

Ω

β|p|2
˙1{2

,
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one can associate with (1.4)-(1.5) an operator BZ (see the details in Section 3.1-3.3). The
operator BZ “ BZ,α,β depends on Ω, Z, α, β. However, the Lipschitz domain Ω and the
coefficients α and β are assumed to be fixed throughout the paper. Therefore we keep only
the impedance operator Z in the notation for BZ .

Due to the assumption of accretivity of Z, the operator BZ is dissipative in the Hilbert
space X in the sense that ImpBZΦ|ΦqX ď 0 for all Φ P domBZ . The conventions [16, 14] that
we use for dissipative, accretive, and m-dissipative operators are described in Section 2.2.

The special role of m-dissipative operators BZ in modeling of lossy (dissipative) resonators
is that they provide the characterization of the case where p´iqBZ is a generator of a contrac-
tion semigroup te´itBZ utą0. The particular case of a conservative resonator corresponds to a
selfadjoint operator BZ , and so, to the unitary group te´itBZ utPR.

It is often expected that a model of a dissipative resonator in a bounded domain Ω should
lead to an operator with a purely discrete spectrum. The main result of this paper is the
following characterization.

Theorem 1.1. The following two statements are equivalent:

(i) the acoustic operator BZ is an m-dissipative operator in X with a compact resolvent;

(ii) the impedance operator Z is accretive and compact as an operator from H1{2pBΩq to
H´1{2pBΩq.

If statements (i)-(ii) hold true, then BZ has a purely discrete spectrum.

This theorem is proved in Section 3.4.
If the adjoint Z6 : H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq to Z w.r.t. the pairing x¨, ¨yL2pBΩq satisfies

Z6 “ ´Z, the operator BZ in Theorem 1.1 becomes selfadjoint in X and the compactness
of Z : H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq is equivalent to the discreteness of the spectrum of BZ , see
Corollary 3.5.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on abstract operator theoretic results written in terms
of m-boundary tuples. An m-boundary tuple [14] is a generalization of the notion of boundary
triple [28, 21, 11, 38, 12, 5] adapted to the specifics of partial differential operators (PDOs),
see Section 2.1. Boundary tuples of various types allows one to write in abstract form linear
boundary value problems for PDEs, see [21, 6, 34, 1, 7, 29, 12, 41, 4, 10, 14, 25] and Section
2.2 below.

If Z “ Mζ is an operator of multiplication on a measurable coefficient ζ : BΩ Ñ Cr, then
GIBC (1.5) becomes the impedance boundary condition of the form

ζpxqppxq “ ´n ¨ pα´1
∇upxqq, x P BΩ. (1.6)

In this case, the criterion of Theorem 1.1 says that the acoustic operator BMζ
corresponding

to (1.6) is m-dissipative with compact resolvent if and only if Mζ is a compact pointwise
multiplier from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq.

For impedance boundary conditions, we obtain the following sufficient condition.

Theorem 1.2. Consider the acoustic operator BMζ
corresponding to (1.4), (1.6) and assume

that ζ P LqpBΩ,Crq for a certain q ą d´ 1. Then BMζ
is an m-dissipative operator in X with

a compact resolvent and a purely discrete spectrum.
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This theorem is a part of a more general result proved in Section 4.2, see Theorem 4.4.
In particular, Section 4.2 provides rigorous definitions of the multiplication operator Mζ

in the case of an unbounded impedance coefficient ζp¨q. In combination with the rigorous
interpretation of GIBCs given in Section 3.3 and Definition 2.3, this gives a rigorous realization
for an associated m-dissipative acoustic operator BMζ

. Note that, for Maxwell systems, there

exist various nonequivalent interpretations of impedance boundary conditions, see [24, 31, 14].
General dissipative acoustic boundary conditions were studied in [29, 41]. A parametriza-

tion and rigorous randomizations of m-dissipative acoustic boundary conditions were obtained
recently in [25]. It should be stressed that there is a great variety of generalizations of
impedance boundary conditions for various wave equations. We have considered in this paper
a particular version of GIBCs that is independent of time and independent of the spectral
parameter (from the point of view of equation (1.4)). For other types of GIBCs, absorbing
boundary conditions, and non-reflecting boundary conditions, we refer to [27, 45, 18, 35] and
references therein.

Notation. Let X, X1, and X2 be (complex) Hilbert spaces and Y, Y1, and Y2 be
Banach spaces. By LpY1,Y2q we denote the Banach space of bounded (linear) operators
T : Y1 Ñ Y2, while LHpX1,X2q is the set of linear homeomorphisms from X1 to X2. Besides,
LpYq :“ LpY,Yq and LHpXq :“ LHpX,Xq. By IY (by 0LpYq) the identity operator (resp.,
the zero operator) in Y is denoted, although the subscript is dropped if the space Y is clear
from the context. In the notation for the resolvent pT ´ λq´1 “ pT ´ λIq´1, the identity
operator I is often skipped.

By 1 we denote the constant function equal to 1. For 1 ď p ď 8, Sp “ SppXq are the
Schatten-von-Neumann ideals of compact operators in X. By GrT :“ ttf, Tfu : f P domT u
we denote the graph of the operator T , and consider it as a normed space with the graph
norm [26, 21]. We use the natural identification of GrT and the domain (of definition) domT

of T . The spectrum of an operator T : domT Ď X Ñ X is denoted by σpT q. The notation
ρpT q “ CzσpT q stands for the resolvent set, whereas σesspT q and σdiscpT q denote the essential
and the discrete spectra of T , respectively (see Section 2.3 for the definitions).

2 Abstract impedance operators and resolvent compactness

We consider the problem of the compactness of the resolvent in the abstract settings that
fit to many types of partial differential operators (PDOs). In what follows, X, X1, and X2

are (complex) Hilbert spaces. The notation T : domT Ď X1 Ñ X2 means that a (linear)
operator T is considered as an operator from X1 to X2 defined on a domain domT Ď X1 that
is a linear (possibly non-closed) subspace of X1. If domT “ X1, we simplify this notation to
T : X1 Ñ X2.

Let A be a closed symmetric densely defined operator in X. In order to define abstract
boundary conditions complementing its adjoint operator A˚, one needs abstract analogues of
the spaces of boundary values and the abstract integration by parts. These are introduced in
the next subsection.

2.1 Boundary tuples and generalized rigged Hilbert spaces

The triple pH´,`,H,H`,´q consisting of (complex) Hilbert spaces is called a generalized rigged
Hilbert space if spaces H¯,˘ are dual to each other with respect to the H-pairing x¨, ¨yH that is
obtained from the inner product p¨|¨qH of the pivot space H as an extension by continuity to
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H¯,˘ ˆH˘,¯, see [39, Appendix to IX.4, Ex. 3] and [41, 14]. This notion is convenient for the
description of duality of trace spaces arising for various wave equations [41, 14]. Note that
a generalized rigged Hilbert space does not assume any of embeddings between spaces H¯,˘

and H.

Remark 2.1. A generalized rigged Hilbert space pH`,H,H´q with the additional assumption
that continuous embeddings H` ãÑ H ãÑ H´ hold is a rigged Hilbert space (or a Gelfand
triple) in the standard sense.

Definition 2.1 (m-boundary tuple, [14]). Assume that auxiliary Hilbert spaces H and H¯,˘

form a generalized rigged Hilbert space pH´,`,H,H`,´q. The tuple pH´,`,H,H`,´,Γ0,Γ1q is
called an m-boundary tuple for the operator A˚ if the following conditions hold:

(i) the map Γ : f ÞÑ tΓ0f,Γ1fu is a surjective linear operator from domA˚ onto H´,` ‘H`,´;

(ii)
pA˚f |gqX ´ pf |A˚gqX “ xΓ1f,Γ0gyH ´ xΓ0f,Γ1gyH for all f, g P domA˚. (2.1)

Note that xΓ1f,Γ0gyH in (2.1) is understood in the sense of the sesquilinear pairing
xh`,´, h´,`yH of H`,´ and H´,` (with h˘,¯ P H˘,¯) that is generated by the sesquilinear
inner product p¨|¨qH of the pivot space H. We use the same notation x¨, ¨yH for the sesquilinear
pairing of H´,` with H`,´, which is the case of the term xΓ0f,Γ1gyH in (2.1). By H´,` ‘H`,´,
we denote the orthogonal sum of the spaces H˘,¯.

If additionally the continuous embeddings H´,` ãÑ H ãÑ H`,´ of a rigged Hilbert space
take place in Definition 2.1, pH´,`,H,H`,´,Γ0,Γ1q is called a rigged boundary tuple for A˚

[25] (cf. [11, Section 6] and [7], where somewhat similar constructions appeared in a less
explicit form). In the particular case of the trivial duality H´,` “ H “ H`,´, an m-boundary
tuple pH´,`,H,H`,´,Γ0,Γ1q becomes effectively a boundary triple pH,Γ0,Γ1q in the standard
sense of [28, 21] (see also [11, 38, 12, 5]).

Definition 2.2 (boundary triple, [28, 21]). An auxiliary Hilbert space H and the maps pΓj :

domA˚ Ñ H, j “ 0, 1, form a boundary triple pH, pΓ0, pΓ1q for A˚ if pΓ : f ÞÑ tpΓ0f, pΓ1fu is a
surjective linear operator from domA˚ onto H ‘ H and

pA˚f |gqX ´ pf |A˚gqX “ ppΓ1f |pΓ0gqH ´ ppΓ0f |pΓ1gqH for all f, g P domA˚.

The operators Γ0 and Γ1 in Definition 2.1 are abstract analogues of traces (boundary
maps) of the theory of PDOs, while (2.1) is the abstract integration by parts. Similarly to
the theory of boundary triples, it is easy to see [14] that

domA “ tψ P domA˚
: 0 “ Γ0ψ “ Γ1ψu. (2.2)

Boundary triples were introduced for the description of general boundary conditions in
the cases of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) or system of ODEs (see [28, 21, 12] for
the history of the problem and additional references). They do not fit exactly to the specifics
of the integration by parts for PDOs since the same auxiliary space H is used as the target
space for the abstract trace maps Γ0 and Γ1. In order to address this difficulty, a number of
regularizations and generalizations of boundary triples were suggested [21, 11, 6, 38, 1, 7, 29,
41, 4, 10, 14]. In particular, the abstract definition of m-boundary tuple was introduced in
[14] and was applied there to the trace spaces of Maxwell systems.
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2.2 Abstract impedance boundary conditions and m-dissipativity

In the rest of this section, we assume that

T “ pH´,`,H,H`,´,Γ0,Γ1q is an m-boundary tuple for the adjoint A˚

to a closed densely defined symmetric operator A. (2.3)

The existence of an m-boundary tuple is equivalent to the statement that the deficiency indices
n˘pAq of A are equal to each other. In the case of assumption (2.3), dimH “ dimH¯,˘ “
n˘pAq, where dimH denotes the dimensionality of a Hilbert space H [21, 14].

A operator Z : domZ Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ acting from the space H´,` to the space H`,´

and having a domain domZ Ď H´,` is called accretive if RexZy, yyH ě 0 for all y P domZ

[14]. An accretive operator Z : domZ Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ is called maximal accretive if it has

no proper accretive extensions pZ : dom pZ Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´. Recall that an extension pZ of Z

is proper if dom pZ % domZ. In the case where H´,` “ H´,` “ H and x¨, ¨yH “ p¨|¨qH, these
definitions become the standard definitions for accretive and maximally accretive operators
in a Hilbert space H, see [37, 26].

The following definition of an abstract impedance boundary condition can be seen as a
generalization of [14, Section 7.1].

Definition 2.3. Assume that Z : domZ Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ is an accretive operator. Let
the operator AZ “ A˚ ↾domAZ

be the restriction of A˚ to the set domAZ consisting of all
y P domA˚ such that Γ0y P domZ and

ZΓ0y “ iΓ1y. (2.4)

Then we say that the restriction AZ of A˚ is generated by an abstract impedance boundary
condition (2.4). The operator Z is called an (abstract) impedance operator associated with
AZ .

This correspondence between Z and AZ assumes that A˚ and the m-boundary tuple T for
A˚ are already fixed. Note that (2.2) implies that AZ is always an extension of A.

In the context of GIBCs for acoustic and Maxwell systems, impedance operators were
discussed and studied in [22, 3, 14, 15, 25].

A (linear) operator T : domT Ď X Ñ X in a Hilbert space X is called dissipative if
ImpTy|yqX ď 0 for all y P domT . An operator T is called m-dissipative if C` :“ tz P C :

Im z ą 0u is a subset of its resolvent set ρpT q and }pT ´ zq´1} ď pIm zq´1 for all z P C`,
see, e.g., [16, 14]. The set of m-dissipative operators is a subset in the class of dissipative
operators [26]. An operator T is called m-accretive if p´iqT is m-dissipative.

In these settings a spectrum σpT q of an m-dissipative operator lies in the closure C´ of
the lower complex half-plane C´ :“ tλ P C : Imλ ă 0u, and a spectrum of an m-accretive
operator lies in Cr :“ tλ P C : Reλ ě 0u. Let us notice that there exists a variety of other
conventions [37, 21, 26, 29, 41].

Remark 2.2. It follows from the results of Phillips [37] that the following statements are
equivalent for an operator T : domT Ď X Ñ X:

(i) T is m-accretive,

(ii) T is a closed maximal accretive operator,
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(iii) T is a densely defined maximal accretive operator.

Obviously, the analogous equivalences connect the notions of m-dissipative and maximal dis-
sipative operators.

Recall that an operator K belonging to the Banach space LpXq of bounded operators in
X is called a contraction if }K} ď 1.

Remark 2.3. The importance of the class of m-dissipative operators in the context of wave
equations is that they describe dissipative resonators. This corresponds to the following
criterion of Phillips: an operator T is m-dissipative if and only if p´iqT is a generator of a
contraction semigroup [37, 26, 16].

Assume that an operator T : domT Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ has a domain domT dense in H´,`.
Then the operator T 6 : domT 6 Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ is defined as the adjoint to T w.r.t. the
H-pairing x¨, ¨yH (see Section 2.1). We say for brevity that T 6 is the 6-adjoint operator to
T . This definition of the 6-adjoint means that its graph GrT 6 “ ttf, T 6fu : f P domT 6u
consist of all tg´,`, g`,´u P H´,` ‘ H`,´ such that xh`,´|g´,`yH “ xh´,`|g`,´yH for all
th´,`, h`,´u P GrT . Consequently, the operator T 6 is closed. If T “ T 6, we say that T is
6-selfadjoint operator.

In the case of the trivial duality H¯,˘ “ H, the definition of T 6 becomes the standard
definitions for the adjoint operator T ˚ in H. Note that, in the case H¯,˘ ‰ H and T :

domT Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´, the adjoint operator T ˚ : domT ˚ Ď H`,´ Ñ H´,` is formally
different from the 6-adjoint T 6 : domT 6 Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´, but there is a 1-to-1 correspondence
between these types of adjoint operators that follows from the standard identifications of
bounded linear functionals on H¯,˘.

If an operator T : domT Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ is densely defined in H´,` and is closable, then
its closure satisfies V “ pV 6q6.

The assumption of accretivity imposed on all impedance operators Z in Definition 2.3
guaranties that the associated restriction AZ (of A˚) is a dissipative operator in X. This
follows directly from the abstract integration by parts (2.1). The accretivity of Z is not
sufficient to guarantee the m-dissipativity of AZ . The corresponding criterion of the m-
dissipativity of AZ is provided by Proposition 2.1 below, which is a generalization of [14,
Corollary 2.3], [14, Corollary 7.2], and [25, Theorem 2.3].

Proposition 2.1. In the settings of Definition 2.3, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The operator AZ is m-dissipative in X.

(ii) The impedance operator Z is closed and maximal accretive.

(iii) The impedance operator Z is densely defined (in H´,`) and maximal accretive.

Moreover, AZ “ A˚
Z if and only if Z6 “ ´Z.

Proof. The proof can be obtained from Remark 2.2 and the theory of boundary tuples in the
way completely analogous to the proof of [14, Corollary 7.2], which gives a similar result for
the particular case of abstract Maxwell operators.
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2.3 Compactness for resolvents and for impedance operators

An eigenvalue λ of T : domT Ď X Ñ X is called isolated if λ is an isolated point of the
spectrum σpT q of T . The discrete spectrum σdiscpT q of T is the set of isolated eigenvalues of
T with finite algebraic multiplicities [26, 40]. We say that T has purely discrete spectrum if
σpT q “ σdiscpT q. The closed set σesspT q “ σpT qzσdiscpT q is called an essential spectrum of T
[40].

Assume that λ0 belongs to the resolvent set ρpT q of T and the resolvent pT ´ λ0q´1 “
pT ´λ0Iq´1 at λ0 is a compact operator (for brevity, we sometimes omit the identity operator
I from resolvent-type notations). Then the resolvent pT ´λq´1 is compact for every λ P ρpT q;
in this case, it is said that T is an operator with compact resolvent. An operator T with
compact resolvent has purely discrete spectrum, see, e.g., [26].

Definition 2.1 implies that, for j “ 0, 1, the restrictions

pAj “ A˚ ↾ker Γj
are selfadjoint extensions of A. (2.5)

The following theorem is our main technical tool for the subsequent sections.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that pA1 has a compact resolvent. Let an m-dissipative restriction AZ

of A˚ be generated by an abstract impedance boundary condition ZΓ0y “ iΓ1y (see Proposition
2.1). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) AZ has a compact resolvent;

(ii) the impedance operator Z is compact (as an operator from H´,` to H`,´).

The proof is given in Subsection 2.4. It is based on the reduction to the case of a boundary
triple, where a variety of compatibility results for the compactness properties are known, see
[21, Theorems 3.1 and 3.4] and [12, Theorem 7.106 and Corollary 7.107].

If T is a selfadjoint or normal operator, then σpT q “ σdiscpT q is equivalent to the com-
pactness of the resolvent of T .

We see now that Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.1 imply immediately the following result
on the discreteness of the spectrum of AZ .

Corollary 2.3. Assume that pA1 has a compact resolvent. Let AZ be the restriction of A˚

associated with an impedance operator Z as before. Then the following statements hold true:

(i) If Z is compact, then σpAZq “ σdiscpAZq.

(ii) If Z6 “ ´Z, then the compactness of Z is equivalent to σpAZq “ σdiscpAZq.

2.4 Compatibility results and proof of Theorem 2.2

We assume (2.3) in this subsection. Every m-boundary tuple can be reduced to a boundary
triple in a number of nonequivalent ways. Roughly speaking, each choice of orthogonal coor-
dinates in H produces its own reduction. This can be seen from Proposition 2.4 below, which
a modification of [14, Proposition 6.1]. Proposition 2.4 requires an extension of a notion of
6-adjoint operator.

The definition of H-pairing-adjoint operators T 6 of Section 2.2 can be naturally extended
[14] to operators acting between spaces H and H¯,˘. For example, for an operator V belonging
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to the Banach space LpH,H´,`q of bounded operators from H to H´,`, there exists a unique
6-adjoint operator V 6 P LpH`,´,Hq such that

xV f, gyH “ pf |V 6gqH for all f P H and g P H`,´. (2.6)

Let us denote by LHpX1,X2q a set of linear homeomorphisms from X1 to X2. Then, for
V P LHpH,H´,`q, one has V 6 P LHpH`,´,Hq and pV 6q´1 “ pV ´1q6.

In what follows, we fix a certain V P LHpH,H´,`q.

Proposition 2.4 ([14]). Let pH´,`,H,H`,´Γ0,Γ1q be an m-boundary tuple for A˚. Then

TV “ pH,ΓV
0 ,Γ

V
1 q :“ pH, V ´1

Γ0, V
6
Γ1q and TV

˚ “ pH, iΓV
1 , p´iqΓV

0 q

are boundary triples for A˚. We say that the boundary triples TV and TV
˚ are dual to each

other.

The following result, which describes all m-dissipative extensions of the symmetric opera-
tor A, is essentially a part of [14, Corollary 6.6] up to minor reformulations (it can be obtained
as a combination of Proposition 2.4 with the Kochubei description [28] of maximal dissipative
linear relations in H).

Proposition 2.5 ([14]). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) pA is an m-dissipative extension of A;

(ii) there exists a contraction K in H such that pA is the restriction of A˚ that is generated
by the ‘abstract boundary condition’

pK ` IHqV ´1
Γ0y ` ipK ´ IHqV 6

Γ1y “ 0 (2.7)

in the sense that dom pA “ ty P domA˚ : (2.7) is satisfied u;

(iii) pA is an m-dissipative restriction of A˚.

This equivalence establishes a 1-to-1 correspondence between m-dissipative restrictions pA of
A˚ and contractions K in H. Besides, pA “ pA˚ if and only if K is unitary.

For 1 ď p ď 8, we denote by SppXq the Schatten-von-Neumann ideals of compact op-
erators in a Hilbert space X. In particular, S8pXq is the set of all compact operators in
X.

Proposition 2.6 ([25]). In the settings of Proposition 2.5, let us consider two contractions
Kj P LpHq, j “ 1, 2, and two corresponding m-dissipative restrictions rAj , j “ 1, 2, of A˚

defined by the abstract boundary conditions (2.7) with K “ Kj , j “ 1, 2. Let λ P ρp rA1qXρp rA2q
and 1 ď p ď 8. Then

p rA2 ´ λq´1 ´ p rA1 ´ λq´1 P SppXq if and only if K2 ´K1 P SppHq.

This result follows from Proposition 2.4 and the corresponding result for boundary triples
[21, Theorem 3.1]. Note that the operators rA1 and rA2 are m-dissipative in Proposition 2.6,
and so, ρp rA1q X ρp rA2q Ě C`.
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Now, our aim is to prove Theorem 2.2 using Proposition 2.6. Let AZ be an m-dissipative
restriction of A˚ generated by the abstract impedance boundary condition ZΓ0y “ iΓ1y. This
means that the impedance operator Z : domZ Ď H´,` Ñ H`,´ satisfies statements (ii)-(iii)

of Proposition 2.1. Assume also that the selfadjoint restriction pA1 of A˚ generated by the
condition Γ1y “ 0 has compact resolvent. Note that

pA1 can be defined as in Proposition 2.5 with K replaced by K1 “ ´I. (2.8)

In order to use Proposition 2.6, we need to transform the condition ZΓ0y “ iΓ1y into the
form (2.7) with a certain contraction K P LpHq. Such a contraction K exists and is unique
by Proposition 2.5. Let us find this K.

Using the homeomorphisms V P LHpH,H´,`q and V 6 P LHpH`,´,Hq, one can rewrite
ZΓ0y “ iΓ1y as ZV V

´1Γ0y “ iV 6Γ1y with ZV “ V 6ZV . Since, by Proposition 2.1, Z is
a maximal accretive and closed operator from H´,` to H`,´, we see that ZV is a maximal
accretive and closed operator in H. By Remark 2.2, ZV is an m-accretive operator in H. Then
the Cayley transform

CZV
:“ pZV ´ IqpZV ` Iq´1

of ZV is a contraction in H [37].
Since

the operator CZV
´ I “ ´2pZV ` Iq´1 is injective (2.9)

and pCZV
´ Iq´1 “ ´pZV ` Iq{2, the condition (2.7) with K “ CZV

can be equivalently
transformed into the condition

pI ´ CZV
q´1pI ` CZV

qV ´1
Γ0y “ iV 6

Γ1y,

and further into ZV V
´1Γ0y “ iV 6Γ1y. Indeed, pI ´ CZV

q´1pI ` CZV
q is the inverse Cayley

transform of CZV
, and so, ZV “ pI ´ CZV

q´1pI ` CZV
q.

Summarizing, we see that the restriction AZ is generated by the condition (2.7) with
K “ CZV

.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, the selfadjoint restriction pA1 of A˚ generated by
the condition Γ1y “ 0 has a compact resolvent. Using (2.8) and applying Proposition 2.6 to
the contractions K1 “ ´I and K2 “ CZV

, we see that

pA has a compact resolvent if and only if CZV
` I P S8pHq. (2.10)

Lemma 2.7. (i) CZV
` I P S8pHq if and only if ZV P S8pHq.

(ii) ZV P S8pHq if and only if Z is compact as an operator from H´,` to H`,´.

Proof. (i) Step 1. Note that CZV
` I “ 2ZV pZV ` Iq´1, where pZV ` Iq´1 P LpHq since the

spectrum of the m-accretive operator ZV is in Cr. Hence, ZV P S8pHq implies CZV
` I P

S8pHq.
Step 2. Assume now that T “ CZV

`I is compact. The formula ZV “ pI´CZV
q´1pI`CZV

q
gives ZV “ p2I ´ T q´1T , where the operator 2I ´ T “ I ´ CZV

is injective due to (2.9). This
and the assumption T P S8pHq imply that 2 R σpT q, and so, p2I ´ T q´1 P LpHq. Thus,
ZV “ p2I ´ T q´1T P S8pHq.

(ii) We use the fact that V and V 6 are homeomorphisms, V P LHpH,H´,`q and V 6 P
LHpH`,´,Hq. Thus, the equality ZV “ V 6ZV implies statement (ii).
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Combining (2.10) and Lemma 2.7, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Remark 2.4. Alternatively, Theorem 2.2 can be obtained from Proposition 2.4 and [12, Corol-
lary 7.107].

3 M-dissipative acoustic operators with discrete spectra

3.1 Boundary tuples for second- and first- order acoustic operators

Let Ω be a domain in Rd with d ě 2, i.e., Ω is a non-empty bounded open connected subset
of Rd. We always assume that Ω is a Lipschitz domain, i.e., its boundary BΩ satisfies the
Lipschitz regularity condition [36, 3]. Let Rdˆd

sym be a normed space of d ˆ d real-valued
symmetric matrices (with an arbitrary norm).

Let the material parameters αp¨q “ pαj,kp¨qqdj,k“1 P L8pΩ,Rdˆd
symq and β P L8pΩ,Rq be

uniformly positive in the sense that they satisfy for almost all (a.a.) x P Ω the conditions

βpxq ě β0 and αpxq ě cI for certain constants β0, c ą 0.

Here αpxq and the identity dˆd-matrix I are identified with selfadjoint operators in Cd, while
ě is the standard partial order of bounded selfadjoint operators. By α´1p¨q P L8pΩ,Rdˆd

symq,
we denote the pointwise inversion pαpxqq´1, x P Ω, for the matrix-valued function αp¨q. The
uniform positivity assumption for αp¨q implies that α´1 P L8pΩ,Rdˆd

symq.

By L2pΩq “ L2pΩ,Cdq, we denote the standard Hilbert space of complex vector fields in
Ω equipped with the sesquilinear inner product

pu|vqL2 “

ż

Ω

u ¨ v “

ż

Ω

pu|vqCd .

The weighted Hilbert space L2
β “ L2

βpΩq of C-valued functions coincide with L2pΩq “ L2pΩ,Cq
as a linear space, but has another (equivalent) norm } ¨ }L2

β
satisfying

}f}2
L2

β
“ pβf |fq

1{2
L2pΩq

“

ż

Ω

β|f |2.

For k P N, we use the standard complex Hilbertian Sobolev spaces HkpΩq “ W k,2pΩq

and Hk
0 pΩq “ W

k,2
0 pΩq (see, e.g., [36, 19]), as well as the corresponding Hilbert spaces of

distributions H´kpΩq “ W´k,2pΩq that are dual to Hk
0 pΩq w.r.t. the pivot space H0pΩq :“

L2pΩq.
Let s P R, 1 ă p ă 8, and 1 ď q ď 8. Following [42, 43], we denote by Bs

p,qpRdq the

Besov spaces in Rd. Note that the standard fractional Sobolev(-Slobodetckij) spaces W s,2pRdq
coincide with Bs

2,2pRdq up to equivalence of norms [42].

Let s ą 0, 1 ă p ă 8, and 1 ď q ď 8. Let Bs
p,qpΩq and Bs

p,qpBΩq be the Besov spaces

in the closure Ω of Ω and on BΩ, respectively, in the sense of [23]. Note that Ω is a d-set in
the terminology of [23], while BΩ is a pd ´ 1q-set. By comparison of definitions and results
concerning Besov spaces Bs

p,qpΩq and Bs
p,qpΩq in [23, 43, 44], one sees that Bs

p,ppΩq “ Bs
p,ppΩq.

For 0 ă s ă 1, the fractional Sobolev spaces W s,2pΩq coincide with Bs
2,2pΩq “ Bs

2,2pΩq up to
equivalence of norms (this can be seen by the comparison of [36] and [23, Section 5.1.1]).

On the Lipschitz boundary BΩ, we use for 1 ď q ď 8 the spaces LqpBΩq of C-valued
Lq-functions built w.r.t. the surface measure of BΩ and equipped with the standard Lq-norms
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} ¨ }LqpBΩq. The outward unit vector npxq normal to BΩ at x is defined for a.a. x P BΩ. The
resulting function np¨q belongs to the space L8pBΩ,Rnq of the Rn-vector fields.

For s P p0, 1s and 1 ă p ă 8, one can define [36, 19] the complex fractional Sobolev
spaces W s,ppBΩq “ W s,ppBΩ,Cq lifting W s,ppRd´1q to BΩ via localization and pullback. These
spaces are reflexive Banach spaces. It follows from [20] that in the particular case HspBΩq :“
W s,2pBΩq, s P p0, 1s, an equivalent norm can be choosen in such a way that HspBΩq becomes
a Hilbert space. By H´spBΩq we denote the adjoint space to HspBΩq w.r.t. the pivot space
H0pBΩq :“ L2pBΩq. We use the compact embeddings

Hs2pBΩq ãÑãÑ Hs1pBΩq, ´1 ď s1 ă s2 ď 1 (see [20]). (3.1)

The gradient operator grad : f ÞÑ ∇f with the maximal (natural) domain H1pΩq :“
tf P L2pΩq : ∇f P L2pΩqu in L2pΩq is considered an operator from L2pΩq to L2pΩq, i.e.,
grad : H1pΩq Ă L2pΩq Ñ L2pΩq. Here ∇f is understood in the distribution sense. Note that
the operator grad is closed.

Vector spaces built as domains of operators are assumed to be equipped with the graph
norms. If these operators are closed as operators between Hilbert spaces, their domains also
become Hilbert spaces.

The operator grad0 is defined as the closure grad ↾C8
0

pΩq in L2pΩq of the restriction
grad ↾C8

0
pΩq of the operator grad to the space C8

0 pΩq of compactly supported in Ω smooth

complex scalar functions. Its domain domgrad0 “ H1
0 pΩq is a closed subspace of H1pΩq.

The divergence operator div : u ÞÑ ∇ ¨u from L2pΩq to L2pΩq is considered on its maximal
domain

Hpdiv,Ωq :“ tu P L2pΩq : ∇ ¨ u P L2pΩqu.

This operator is closed and coincides with p´grad0q˚.
The operator of the scalar trace γ0 : p ÞÑ p↾BΩ can be understood as a continuous operator

γ0 P LpH1pΩq,H1{2pBΩqq and is surjective in this sense, i.e., γ0H
1pΩq “ H1{2pBΩq. Similarly,

the normal trace γn : v ÞÑ n ¨ vpxq ↾BΩ can be understood as γn P LpHpdiv,Ωq,H´1{2pBΩqq
and is also surjective , i.e., γnHpdiv,Ωq “ H´1{2pBΩq (see, e.g., [36]).

The closed operator div0 : H0pdiv,Ωq Ă L2pΩq Ñ L2pΩq defined by div0 :“ grad˚ is a
restriction of the operator div to

H0pdiv,Ωq “ tu P Hpdiv,Ωq : γnu “ 0u (see, e.g., [33]).

Our main aim is to study the discreteness of spectra of operators associated with models of
leaky acoustic resonators. Following [33], we write the 2nd-order acoustic evolution equation
in the Schrödinger form

iBtrΦ “ bα,βprΦq with bα,β : Φ “

ˆ
u

p

˙
ÞÑ i

ˆ
p

β´1∇ ¨ pα´1∇uq

˙
(3.2)

The energy of the state rΦptq “ truptq, rpptqu at the time t is given by

EprΦptqq “
1

2

ˆż

Ω

α´1|∇ru|2dx`

ż

Ω

β|rp|2dx

˙
.

In the next subsection we equip iBtrΦ “ bα,βprΦq with a linear time-independent boundary

condition in such a way that EprΦptqq ď EprΦp0qq for t ą 0. In other words, we are interested in
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boundary conditions for the equation BtrΦ “ ´ibα,βprΦq that lead to a contraction semigroup in
the appropriate phase space with the ‘energy norm’. This is equivalent to the m-dissipativity
of the acoustic operator pB associated with such a boundary condition.

Let us define the Hilbert space corresponding to the energy norm. Consider in the Sobolev

space H1pΩq the semi-norm }u}1,α´1 “ pα´1∇u|∇uq
1{2
L2 . Since the subspace

gradH1pΩq :“ t∇u : u P H1pΩqu

is closed in L2pΩq (see, e.g., [33, Section 7.4]), one sees that the factorization of the semi-
Hilbert space pgradH1pΩq, }¨}1,α´1q w.r.t. the 1-dimensional subspace tc1 : c P Cu of constant
functions produces a Hilbert space, which we denote by pH1,α´1pΩq, } ¨ }1,α´1q.

The evolution equation iBtrΦ “ bα,βprΦq is considered in the phase space

X :“ H1,α´1pΩq ‘ L2
βpΩq,

which is a Hilbert space constructed as an orthogonal sum of H1,α´1pΩq and L2
βpΩq. This

means that

}Φ}2X “ }u}21,α´1 ` }p}2
L2

β
for Φ “ tu, pu corresponds to 2EpΦq.

In order to introduce general m-dissipative boundary conditions by means of the extension
theory and m-boundary tuples (see Section 2.2), one has to associate with the differential
operation bα,β a symmetric operator B : domB Ă X Ñ X with a minimal natural domain
domB in X. We introduce this operator B by the operator block-matrix

B :“ i

ˆ
0 I0

β´1 div0 α
´1 grad1 0

˙
, (3.3)

where grad1 P LpH1,α´1pΩq,L2pΩqq is one more version of the gradient operator that maps an
equivalence class tu` c1 : c P Cu P H1,α´1pΩq to ∇u, while I0 : H

1
0 pΩq Ă L2

βpΩq Ñ H1,α´1pΩq

is the identification operators that map p P H1
0 pΩq to the equivalence class tp` c1 : c P Cu in

H1,α´1pΩq. The notation 1 stands to the constant function equal to 1.
This definition means that

domB “ ttu, pu P X : α´1
∇u P H0pdiv,Ωq, p P H1

0 pΩqu. (3.4)

It is easy to see by the integration by parts that the operator B is symmetric (w.r.t. the
inner product p¨|¨qX of X). Further properties of B are summarized in the following lemma,
which is a combination of [25, Lemma 2.19], [25, Remark 2.9], [25, Proposition 3.3], and [25,
Proposition 6.2].

Lemma 3.1 ([25]). (i) The operator B is symmetric, closed, and densely defined in X.

(ii) The adjoint operator B˚ is given by the formulae

B
˚ “ i

ˆ
0 I1

β´1 divα´1 grad1 0

˙
, (3.5)

domB
˚ “ ttu, pu P X : α´1

∇u P Hpdiv,Ωq, p P H1pΩqu, (3.6)

where I1 : H1pΩq Ă L2
βpΩq Ñ H1,α´1pΩq is the identification operators that map p P H1pΩq

to the equivalence class tp` c1 : c P Cu in H1,α´1pΩq.
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(iii) Let us define rγ0ptu, puq :“ γ0ppq and rγnptu, puq :“ γnp´α´1∇uq. Then

T
2
:“ pH1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩq,H´1{2pBΩq, rγ0, p´iq rγnq

and T
2

˚ :“ pH´1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩq,H1{2pBΩq, rγn, p´iqrγ0q (3.7)

are m-boundary tuples for B˚ (we say that these two m-boundary tuples are mutually dual).

Note that m-boundary tuples are defined in Definition 2.1 and that the boundary space
L2pBΩq plays in (3.7) the role of a pivot space. Its scalar product p¨|¨qL2pBΩq generates for each
s P p0, 1s two sesquilinear forms that provide the parings of the Sobolev space H´spBΩq with
HspBΩq, and conversely, of HspBΩq with H´spBΩq. These two sesquilinear forms are denoted
in the same way x¨, ‹yL2pBΩq and are called the L2pBΩq-pairings (for all s P p0, 1s). We mainly

use these L2pBΩq-pairings for the rigged Hilbert space H1{2pBΩq ãÑ L2pBΩq ãÑ H´1{2pBΩq
and the m-boundary tuple T 2 of (3.7).

3.2 First-order acoustic operators and the proof of Lemma 3.1

In this subsection, a sketch of the proof of Lemma 3.1 is given following [25]. It explains the
connection with the 1st-order acoustic operators of [33], which will be used in Section 3.4.

The ‘weighted’ Hilbert space of vector fields L2
α “ L2

αpΩq coincides with the Hilbert space
L2pΩq “ L2pΩ,Cdq as a linear space, but is equipped with the equivalent weighted norm }¨}L2

α

defined by }v}2L2
α

“ pαv|vqL2pΩq. The Hilbert space L2
α,β is defined as the orthogonal sum

L2
α,βpΩq “ L2

α,β :“ L2
αpΩq ‘ L2

βpΩq.

Let us consider in the phase space L2
α,βpΩq the 1-st-order version of the acoustic system

iBt rΨ “ aα,β rΨ, aα,β :

ˆ
v

p

˙
ÞÑ

1

i

ˆ
α´1∇p

β´1∇ ¨ v

˙
. (3.8)

In what follows, we use the notation Ψ “ tv, pu “

ˆ
v

p

˙
.

We associate with the 1st-order differential expression aα,β the closed symmetric operator
A : domA Ă L2

α,βpΩq Ñ L2
α,βpΩq defined by

A

ˆ
v

p

˙
“

ˆ
0 ´iα´1 grad0

´iβ´1 div0 0

˙ ˆ
v

p

˙
, (3.9)

where the state Ψ “ tv, pu in the phase space L2
α,βpΩq belongs to the domain of A given by

domA :“ H0pdiv,Ωq ˆH1
0 pΩq. Obviously, domA is dense in L2

α,βpΩq.
It is easy to see from the integration by parts formula

pgrad p|vqL2pΩ,C3q ` pp|div vqL2pΩq “ xγ0p|γnvyL2pBΩq (3.10)

with p P H1pΩq and v P Hpdiv,Ωq (see [36, 3]) that the adjoint operator A˚ has another
domain domA˚ “ Hpdiv,Ωq ˆH1pΩq, but is associated with the same differential expression
aα,β .
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Let us define pγ0ptv, puq :“ γ0ppq and pγnptv, puq :“ γnpvq. The integration by parts (3.10)
implies also that

T
1
:“ pH1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩq,H´1{2pBΩq, pγ0, p´iq pγnq and

T
1

˚ :“ pH´1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩq,H1{2pBΩq, pγn, p´iqpγ0q

are m-boundary tuples for A
˚. (3.11)

The 1st-order acoustic equation (3.8) is not completely equivalent to the 2nd-order version
(3.2). However, it becomes equivalent after the restriction of (3.8) to the case where the
vector-fields αv are gradients of H1pΩq-functions.

Let us perform this reduction. The notation ker T :“ ty P domT : Ty “ 0u stands for the
kernel of an operator T : domT Ď X1 Ñ X2. The kernel ker div0 of the closed operator div0

is a closed subspace of L2
αpΩq and is denoted by

H0pdiv 0,Ωq :“ tu P H0pdiv,Ωq : divu “ 0u.

We use the following orthogonal decomposition

L2
αpΩq “ H0pdiv 0,Ωq ‘ α´1 gradH1pΩq, (3.12)

where α´1 gradH1pΩq :“ tα´1∇p : p P H1pΩqu is understood as a subspace of L2
αpΩq. Since

gradH1pΩq is closed in L2pΩq and α P L8pΩ,Rdˆd
symq is uniformly positive, the subspace

α´1 gradH1pΩq is closed in L2
αpΩq. Thus, α´1 gradH1pΩq is a Hilbert space with the norm

of L2
αpΩq.
Consequently, the phase space L2

α,βpΩq “ L2
αpΩq ‘ L2

βpΩq admits the orthogonal decom-
position

L2
α,βpΩq “ H0pdiv 0,Ωq ‘ Gα,β, (3.13)

where
Gα,β :“ α´1 gradH1pΩq ‘ L2

βpΩq.

Here Gα,β and H0pdiv 0,Ωq are perceived as closed subspaces of L2
α,βpΩq and so, are supposed

to be equipped with the norm of L2
α,βpΩq.

Note that H0pdiv 0,Ωq “ kerA for the closed symmetric operator A of (3.9), and so,
H0pdiv 0,Ωq is a reducing subspace for A and A˚. That is, the decomposition (3.13) reduces
A to the orthogonal sum A “ 0 ‘ A|Gα,β

, where the part A|H0pdiv 0,Ωq of A in the space
H0pdiv 0,Ωq is the zero operator. Similarly, A˚ “ 0 ‘ A˚|Gα,β

“ 0 ‘ pA|Gα,β
q˚, where the

adjoint pA|Gα,β
q˚ is understood in the sense of the Hilbert space Gα,β.

For the definition of reducing subspaces we refer to the textbook [2] (more details about
reducing subspaces for acoustic operators can be found in [25, Proposition 6.2]).

The interplay between the 1st-order and the 2nd-order acoustic equations is shown by
the following fact: the parts A|Gα,β

and A˚|Gα,β
of the operators A and A˚ are unitarily

equivalent to the operators B and B˚, respectively. Moreover, this induces the connections
between the corresponding m-boundary tuples T 1 and T 2 (or between their duals T 1

˚ and
T 2

˚ ), and in turn, induces the unitary equivalence of the m-dissipative restrictions of A˚ and
B˚ defined by appropriate boundary conditions written in terms of the m-boundary tuples
T 1 and T 2. These facts are proved in [25].
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Let us describe briefly this unitary equivalence. The norm in the Hilbert space H1,α´1pΩq
is defined in such a way that the map

α´1 grad1 : u ÞÑ α´1
∇u, α´1 grad1 : H1,α´1pΩq Ñ α´1 gradH1pΩq, (3.14)

is a unitary operator. Note that the Hilbert space α´1 gradH1pΩq is equipped with the norm
of L2

αpΩq. Hence,

U :

ˆ
u

p

˙
ÞÑ

ˆ
´α´1∇u

p

˙
is a unitary operator from X onto Gα,β. (3.15)

This implies immediately the unitary equivalencies U´1pA|Gα,β
qU “ B and

U
´1pA|Gα,β

q˚
U “ i

ˆ
0 I1

β´1 divα´1 grad1 0

˙
,

and so, implies statements (i)-(ii) of Lemma 3.1. The remaining statement (iii) of Lemma 3.1
follows now from (3.11).

3.3 Generalized impedance boundary conditions and m-dissipativity

Assume that Z : domZ Ď H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq is accretive as an operator from the space
H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq in the sense of Section 1. That is, we assume that RexZh, hyL2pBΩq ě
0. Equipping the 2nd-order acoustic differential operation bα,β (see (3.2)) with the boundary
condition

Zγ0ppq “ γnp´α´1
∇uq, (3.16)

we obtain the acoustic operator BZ : domBZ Ă X Ñ X defined as the restriction B˚ ↾domBZ

to
domBZ :“ tΨ “ tu, pu P domB

˚
: Zγ0ppq “ γnp´α´1

∇uqu.

Here (3.16) is called a generalized impedance boundary condition (GIBC) associated with the
2nd-order acoustic operator BZ . In this context, once can say also that BZ is associated with
the impedance operator Z, see [22, 25] (in the case of Maxwell systems, see also [3, 14, 15]).

Proposition 3.2 (cf. [14, 25]). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) BZ is m-dissipative in X;

(ii) Z is densely defined and maximal accretive ( as an operator from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq);

(iii) Z is closed and maximal accretive.

This proposition follows immediately from the combination of Lemma 3.1 with Proposition
2.1. The equivalence (i) ô (iii) is implicitly present in [25], where its analogue is explicitly
proved for the 1st order acoustic operators (see also [14], where an analogue for Maxwell
systems was obtained).

Remark 3.1. The particular case pB “ B˚
Z

of Proposition 3.2 takes place if and only if Z6 “
´Z6, where Z6 : domZ Ď H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq is the 6-adjoint of Z [25]. This statement
can be easily obtained from Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that Z P LpH1{2pBΩq,H´1{2pBΩqq is accretive. Then the acoustic
operator BZ is m-dissipative in X.

Proof. Since an accretive operator Z is a bounded operator with domZ “ H1{2pBΩq, it is
maximally accretive as an operator from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq. Proposition 3.2 completes
the proof.
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3.4 Resolvent compactness and the proof of Theorem 1.1

First, we obtain the main result of this paper, Theorem 1.1, from its abstract version, Theorem
2.2. To this end, we use the m-boundary tuple

T
2
:“ pH1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩq,H´1{2pBΩq, rγ0, p´iq rγnq

of Lemma 3.1.
The Neumann-type boundary condition γnp´α´1∇uq “ 0 is associated with the selfadjoint

acoustic operator pBN, which is defined by

pBN “ B
˚ ↾

dom pBN

, dom pBN :“ ttu, pu P domB
˚
: γnp´α´1

∇uq “ 0u

and which corresponds to the operator pA1 in the abstract settings of Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.4 ([33]). Consider the 1st order acoustic operator pAN associated with the Neumann
boundary condition γnpvq “ 0 in the sense that

pAN :“ A
˚ ↾

dom pAN

, dom pAN :“ ttv, pu P domA
˚

: γnpvq “ 0u.

Then the orthogonal decomposition

L2
α,βpΩq “ H0pdiv 0,Ωq ‘ Gα,β,

reduces pAN to the orthogonal sum pAN “ 0‘ pAN|Gα,β
, where pAN|Gα,β

is a selfadjoint operator in

the Hilbert space Gα,β. Besides, pAN|Gα,β
has compact resolvent and purely discrete spectrum.

This lemma follows from [33, Corollary 7.12] (see also [25]).
Due to the unitary equivalence described in Section 3.2, Lemma 3.4 implies that

pBN has compact resolvent and purely discrete spectrum. (3.17)

Proof of Theorem 1.1. After the preparations done above, Theorem 1.1 follows from the com-
bination of Theorem 2.2, Lemma 3.1, Proposition 3.2, and (3.17).

By Remark 3.1, the acoustic operator BZ is selfadjoint in X if and only if Z6 “ ´Z. In
this case, Theorem 1.1 can be compimented by the following statement.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that the impedance operator Z satisfies Z6 “ ´Z. Then σpBZq “
σdiscpBZq if and only if Z is compact.

Proof. The corollary follows immediately from Remark 3.1 and Theorem 1.1.

Remark 3.2. Corollary 3.5 implies the following statement. If Z6 “ ´Z and Z : domZ Ď
H1{2pBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq is not a compact operator from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq, then

σesspBZq ‰ ∅

for the selfadjoint acoustic operator BZ . This statement can be used to construct nontrivial
examples of acoustic operators with a non-empty essential spectrum.
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4 Impedance boundary conditions and resolvent compactness

We turn our attention to the impedance boundary conditions

ζγ0ppq “ γnp´α´1
∇uq, (4.1)

with impedance coefficients ζpxq, x P BΩ (see [30, 22, 8]). We always assume that ζ : BΩ Ñ Cr

takes its values in the closed complex right half-plane Cr and is measurable (w.r.t. the surface
measure of the Lipschitz boundary BΩ).

4.1 Bounded impedance coefficients

Consider first the case, where ζ : BΩ Ñ Cr is additionally essentially bounded, i.e., where
ζ P L8pBΩ,Crq. Then (4.1) can be written as Zγ0ppq “ γnp´α´1∇uq with the accretive
impedance operator Z equal to the multiplication operator Mζ : f ÞÑ ζf , which is defined
on the whole trace space H1{2pBΩq and is considered as an operator mapping into the target
space H´1{2pBΩq. In this way the definition of Section 3.3 for the acoustic operator BZ “ BMζ

is applicable to the impedance boundary condition (4.1).

Corollary 4.1. If ζ P L8pBΩ,Crq, then the acoustic operator BMζ
(associated with (4.1)) is

an m-dissipative operator with a compact resolvent and purely discrete spectrum.

Proof. The compact embeddings (3.1) imply that the embedding operator rI : L2pBΩq Ñ
H´1{2pBΩq is compact. Since ζ P L8pBΩq, the multiplication on ζ can be considered as a

bounded operator ĂMζ P LpH1{2pBΩq, L2pBΩqq. Hence, the impedance operator Z “ Mζ can

be represented as the product of a bounded and a compact operators, Z “ rI ĂMζ . Thus, Z
is compact as an operator from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq. The application of Theorem 1.1
completes the proof.

4.2 Singular impedance coefficients and the proof of Theorem 1.2

Consider now the case where the impedance coefficient ζp¨q is not essentially bounded.
In this case, one needs a more careful interpretation of the multiplication operator Mζ

from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq and of the associated impedance boundary condition (4.1).
Note that in the case of Maxwell systems there is a variety of nonequivalent interpretations
of impedance boundary conditions, see [24, 31] and the discussion in [14].

Let 0 ă s ď 1. Consider the class M spBΩq of measurable functions f : BΩ Ñ C such that

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

BΩ
fgh

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ . }g}HspBΩq}h}HspBΩq for all g, h P HspBΩq, (4.2)

where the notation ‘.’ means that the corresponding inequality is valid after multiplication
of the left (or right) side on a certain constant C ą 0 independent of other entries; i.e., (4.2)
means |

ş
BΩ fgh| ď C}g}H1{2pBΩq}h}H1{2pBΩq for all f, g P H1{2pBΩq (this inequality assumes

that the Lebesgue integral
ş

BΩ fgh w.r.t. the surface measure of BΩ exists and is finite for all

f, g P H1{2pBΩq).
Assume that f P M1{2pBΩq. Then

mf pg, hq :“

ż

BΩ
ζgh , mf : H1{2pBΩq ˆH1{2pBΩq Ñ C,
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is a bounded sesquilinear form on H1{2pBΩq. Thus, the sesquilinear form mf defines a unique
bounded operator Mf P LpH1{2pBΩq,H´1{2pBΩqq by the formula

xMfg, hyL2pBΩq “

ż

BΩ
fgh, g, h P H1{2pBΩq.

In other words, the assumption f P M1{2pBΩq is equivalent to the statement that Mf

is a pointwise multiplier from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq. More generally, the assumption f P
M spBΩq means that Mf can be considered as a pointwise multiplier fromHspBΩq toH´spBΩq.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that ζ P M1{2pBΩq is Cr-valued. Then the acoustic operator BMζ
is

m-dissipative.

Proof. The operator Mζ is bounded from H1{2pBΩq to H´1{2pBΩq since ζ P M1{2pBΩq. Be-
sides, Mζ is accretive since ζ is Cr-valued. Now, the statement of corollary follows from
Proposition 3.3.

Let 0 ă s ď 1 and 1 ď p ă 8. Then the compact embedding

HspBΩq ãÑãÑ LppBΩq holds if
s

d ´ 1
´

1

2
ą ´

1

p
. (4.3)

The embedding (4.3) may be well-known to specialists, cf. the remarks in [44, Section 6.4] and
the continuous embedding theorems for Besov spaces in [23]. However, in the case of Lipschitz
boundaries BΩ or compact Lipschitz manifolds, the author was not able to find a reference
that explicitly contain an embedding of this type for fractional Sobolev spaces. Therefore, we
derive in Appendix A a proof of (4.3) from the Jonsson & Wallin continuous embedding [23,
Proposition 8.5] for Besov spaces on pd´ 1q-subsets of Rd.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 ă s ď 1, q ą maxtd´1
2s
, 1u, and ζ P LqpBΩq. Then ζ P M spBΩq and the

corresponding multiplication operator Mζ is compact as an operator from HspBΩq to H´spBΩq.

Proof. Let us take an arbitrary σ such that 0 ă σ ă s and σ ă pd ´ 1q{2. Let p, p1 P p1,`8q
be such that 1

p
` 1

p1 “ 1 and 1
p

“ 1
2

´ σ
d´1

. Then s
d´1

´ 1
2

ą ´1
p

and p1 ă 2 ă p. Hence, the
continuous embeddings (4.3) holds.

Let f P LqpBΩq with q “ d´1
2σ

. Using the Hölder inequality, one gets

}fg}Lp1 pBΩq ď

ˆż

BΩ
|f |p

1pp´1q{pp´2q

˙ p´2

p1pp´1q
ˆż

BΩ
|g|p

1pp´1q

˙ 1

p1pp´1q

“ }f}LqpBΩq}g}LppBΩq.

Hence, ż

BΩ
|fgh| ď }fg}Lp1 pBΩq}h}LppBΩq ď }f}LqpBΩq}g}LppBΩq}h}LppBΩq

(i.e., Mf is a pointwise multiplier from LppBΩq to Lp1
pBΩq). Combining this with the embed-

ding (4.3), one obtains
ż

BΩ
|fgh| . }f}LqpBΩq}g}HspBΩq}h}HspBΩq.

Thus, f P M spBΩq. Since the embedding (4.3) is compact, we see that the corresponding
multiplication operator Mζ : H

spBΩq Ñ H´spBDq is compact.
It remains to notice that for arbitrary q ą maxtd´1

2s
, 1u, we can choose σ in the interval

0 ă σ ă mints, pd ´ 1q{2qu such that q “ d´1
2σ

.
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The following theorem is the main result of this section. Note that it includes Theorem
1.2 as its part.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that ζ : BΩ Ñ Cr satisfies at least one of the following conditions:

(i) ζ P M spBΩq with a certain s P p0, 1{2q;

(ii) ζ P LqpBΩq for a certain q ą d ´ 1.

Then BMζ
is an m-dissipative operator with a compact resolvent, and σpBMζ

q “ σdiscpBMζ
q.

Proof. Suppose (i). Let 0 ă s ă 1{2. Then M spBΩq Ď M1{2pBΩq. Corollary 4.2 implies that
BMζ

is m-dissipative. It remains to prove that Mζ is compact as an operator from H1{2pBΩq

to H´1{2pBΩq and apply Theorem 1.1.
Due to the compact embeddings (3.1), the embedding operators I` : H1{2pBΩq Ñ HspBΩq

and I´ : H´spBΩq Ñ H´1{2pBΩq are compact. Since ζ P M spBΩq, the operator ĂMζ :

g ÞÑ ζg is a pointwise multiplier from HspBΩq to H´spBΩq, i.e., ĂMζ P LpHspBΩq,H´spBΩqq.

The impedance operator Z “ Mζ can be represented as Z “ I´
ĂMζI` and so is compact.

Theorem 1.1 completes the proof.
Suppose (ii). Then Lemma 4.3 with s “ 1{2 and Theorem 1.1 imply the desired statement

(alternatively, one can check that (ii) implies (i)).

5 Conclusion and discussion

In Theorem 1.1, we provided a complete description of impedance operators Z that generate
acoustic operators BZ with compact resolvent.

In the case of impedance boundary conditions (4.1), Theorem 1.1 naturally leads to
the question of the characterization of all compact pointwise multipliers from H1{2pBΩq to
H´1{2pBΩq. We do not know how close is the sufficient condition of Theorem 1.2 to the
optimal result in terms of LqpBΩq-spaces.

It should be noticed that the case d “ 2 is especially interesting since the 2-dimensional
acoustic equation appears as a dimensionally reduced Maxwell equation in 2-D photonic crys-
tals [17, 3]. Descriptions of wide classes of m-dissipative boundary conditions associated with
discrete spectra are useful for rigorous randomization of absorbing boundary conditions, and
so, for the modeling of leakage of energy to a uncertain or stochastic surrounding medium,
see the discussions in [13, 14, 25].

A Appendix: embeddings for spaces of fractional order on BΩ

Let 0 ă s ď 1, 1 ď p ă 8, 1
2

´ s
d´1

ă 1
p
, and Ω Ă Rd be a Lipschitz domain. The goal of this

section is to give a proof of (4.3), i.e., of the compact embedding (4.3) HspBΩq ãÑãÑ LppBΩq.
Due to the compact embeddings (3.1) and the standard continuous embeddings of Lp-

spaces on the compact Lipschitz boundary BΩ, it is enough to prove the continuous embedding

Hs1pBΩq ãÑ LppBΩq (A.1)

for 2 ă p ă 8 and 0 ă s1 ă s such that 1
2

´ s1
d´1

ă 1
p
.
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For σ ą 0 and 1 ď q ď `8, consider following [23] the Besov spaces Bσ
q,qpBΩq on BΩ

(cf. [44, Remark 6.4] and [43, Chapter 7]). Note that the Lipschitz boundary BΩ is a closed
pd ´ 1q-set in the sense of [23, Sections 2.1.1]. We derive (A.1) from Proposition 8.5 of [23].
This proposition implies that, for 0 ă σ2 ď σ1 ă `8 and 1 ď q1 ď q2 ď `8,

Bσ1

q1,q1
pBΩq ãÑ Bσ2

q2,q2
pBΩq if σ1 ´

d´ 1

q1
ě σ2 ´

d ´ 1

q2
. (A.2)

Note that the Jonsson & Wallin results of [23, Chapter 5] concerning the traces of Bσ
q,qpRdq

on rd-sets with rd P p0, ds essentially reduce (A.2) to the well-known embedding theorem for
Besov spaces in Rd (see [42, 23]).

Let us prove (A.1). Since 0 ă s1 ă s ď 1, the comparison of the standard definition of
the space Hs1pBΩq in [36, Section 3.2.1] with the results of [23, Sections 5.1.1] implies that
Hs1pBΩq “ Bs1

2,2pBΩq up to equivalence of the norms. Let s2 P p0, s1q be such that 1
2

´ s2
d´1

“ 1
p
.

Applying (A.2) with σ1 “ s1, q1 “ 2, σ2 “ s1 ´ s2, and q2 “ p, we get

Hs1pBΩq “ Bs1
2,2pBΩq ãÑ Bs1´s2

p,p pBΩq. (A.3)

Since 0 ă s1 ´ s2 ă 1, the formula for the norm of Bs1´s2
p,p pBΩq in [23, Section 5.1.1] yields

Bs1´s2
p,p pBΩq ãÑ LppBΩq. Thus, (A.1) holds true. This completes the proof of (4.3).

References

[1] Abels, H., Grubb, G. and Wood, I. G., 2014. Extension theory and Krĕın-type resolvent formulas
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