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Abstract

We investigate the two-dimensional magnetic operator H., p g =
(—iV — A)2 — B6(. —T), where I is a smooth loop. The vector po-

tential has the form A = 00<ﬁ; ﬁ) + §< — y;:z:); B >0,
co €]0;1[. The asymptotics of negative eigenvalues of H,, p g for

B8 — 400 is found. We also prove that for large enough positive
value of 3 the system exhibits persistent currents.

1 Introduction

In the presence of a static magnetic field, a single isolated normal-metal loop is
predicted to carry an equilibrium current[I], which is periodic in the magnetic flux
® threading the loop. This current arises due to the boundary conditions [2] imposed
by the doubly connected nature of the loop. As a consequence of these boundary
conditions, the free energy E and the thermodynamic current I(®) = g—g are periodic
in ®, with a fundamental period ®, = h/e. In recent papers [3] '] Exner and

Yoshitomi have derived an asymptotic formula showing that if the d—coupling is
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strong or in a homogeneous magnetic fied B perpendicular to the plane, the negative
eigenvalues approach those of the ideal model in which the geometry of I' is taken
into account by means of an effective curvature-induced potential. In [5], the same
result is proved when the vector potential is the Aharonov one.

The pupose of this paper is to prove the same result when the electron is sub-
ject to a Bohm-Aharonov effect in the plane on the background of a homogeneous
magnetic field. As a consequence of this result, we prove that the system exhibits
persistent currents.

2 The model and the results

In this section, we study the magnetic operator in L*(R?) with an attractive o-
interaction applied to a loop. We use the gauge fied A = ¢y (gCQ_—Jf’yz7 ﬁ) + g( —
y;:)s).

Let T': [0,L] 2 s — (T'y(s),T2(s)) € R? be the closed counter-clockwise C*

Jordan curve which is parametrized by its arc length. Given 5 > 0 and (¢, B) €
10, 1[x]0, o[, we define the quadratic form

. . CoYy B
chvByﬁ(fv f) = ||(_205L‘ + 22 + y2 + gy)fH%ﬂ(Rz)
) Cox B
+ Ity = 2 = Sl — 8 [ 1@Pds (21

with the domain H'(R?), where 8, = £, and the norm refers to L*(R?).
Let us denote by H,, p s the self-adjoint operator associated to the form q., 5 5(, ):

Hepp=(—iV — A)? — B3(. - T).
Our main goal is to study, as in [], the asymptotic behaviour of the negative eigen-

values of H,., pp as f — +o0.
Let v : R — R be the signed curvature of I' | i.e.

A(s) = (T4T% = T4, ) (9)
Next we need a comparison operator on the cuve
az? 1 9. o
S = =25 = 77()%in L2((05 1)), (2.2)
with the domain
P, = {u € H*(]0; L):u® (L) = u®(0); k =1,2}. (2.3)

For j € N, we denote by u;(co, B) the j™ eigenvalue of the operator S, 5 counted
with multiplicity. This allows us to formulate our main result, and his proof follows
in the same way as in [4]:



Theorem 2.1 Letn be an arbitrary integer and I be a nonempty compact subset of
10, 1[x]0, 00[. Then there ezists B(n,I) such that #{O’d( co.B.8)N] — oo,()[} >n for
B> B(n,I) and (co, B) € I.

For 3> B(n,I) and (cy, B) € I we denote by \,(co, B, 3) the n'* eigenvalue of
H., pp counted with multiplicity.

Then \,(co, B, B) admits an asymptotic expansion of the form

An(co, B, B) = =32+ pin(co, B) + O(B7  In ) as 8 — +o00; where the error term
is uniform with respect to (co, B) € I.

The existence of persistent currents is given by the consequence of the following
result.

Corollary 2.1 Let n € N. Then there exists a constant 51(n,1) > 0 such that the
function A\, (., ., B) is not constant for 5 > [y(n, ).

Since the spectral properties of H,, p s are cleary invariant with respect to Eu-
clidean transformation of the plane, we may assume without any loss of generality
that the curve F parametrized in the following Way:

Ti(s) = F )+ fos COSH (t)dt [y(s) = I5(0) + [, sin H(t)dt

where H(t) = — f u)du. Le ¥, be the map

v, : [O,L) ( a,a) 9 (s u) — (T1(s) — ul'%(s), Ta(s) + ul'i(s)) € R2

From [3] we know that there exists a; > 0 such that the map ¥, is injective
for all a € (0,a;]. We thus fix a € (0,a1) and denote by ¥, the strip of width 2a
enclosing T'.

S = U, ([0, L) % (—a,a)).

Then the set R?/Y, consists of two connected components which we denote by
A and A% where the interior one, A, is compact. We define a pair of quadratic
forms,

. CoY
Gopas(Fif) = (=100 + =2 + By) I, (24)
. CoT 2
+ 1l=i0, = 2 = Ba) s,y — B [ ()P

which are given by the same expression but differ by their domains, the latter in
Hy (%) for q; , 5 and H'(%,) for g , 5. Furthermore, we introduce the quadratic
forms

. oy
o naf3 ) = [l(—ids + xgiy + By )f”Lz(/\J (2.5)
. Col
+ [[(=id, — ﬁ - Bl")fHLQ AL) (2.6)
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for j = out, in, with the domain HJ(AJ) and H'(AJ) corresponding to the =+ sign
respectively. Let L} 5, 5, Eors 2= and Eé";a be the self-adjoint operators associated

with the forms ch;’B’a,ﬁ, e

co,B,a

out,+ in,t

and e respectively.

00713#1 Covaa’

As in [3] we are going to use the dirichlet-Neumann bracketing with additional
boundary conditions at the boundary of ¥,. One can easily see this by comparing
the form domains of the involved operators, cf[[] or (J6], thm XIII.2)]. We get

Enpa® Lo paps® Es:tB_a < Hepo < EME. & LY pap®EG” (2.7)

co,B,a

co,B,a co,a

with the decomposed estimating operators in L*(R?) = L*(A!) @ L2(X,) ® L*(AS).
In order to assess the negative eigenvalues of H,, pg, it suffices to consider those
of L;;, Bap a0d L, g, 5, because the other operators involved in @) are positive.
Since the loop is smooth, we can pass inside ¥, to the natural curvilinear coordinates.
We state

(Uaf)(s,u) = (14 uy(s)" 2 f(Wa(s,w)  for f € L*(S,)

which defines the unitary operator U, from L*(3,) to L*((0,L) x (—a,a)). To
express the estimating operators in the new variables, we introduce

Q: = {@D € Hl((O, L)X(—CL, a)); ¢(L> ) = ¢(0> .)OTL(—CL, a)? ¢(’ CL) = ¢(’ —a)on(O, L)}
= {v e H(O0. D) x (~a.a); U(L,)=0(0,) on (-a,0)]

and define the quadratic forms

ZCO,B,G,B

9]

L a L a
= [ ] arwey togtast [ [ o
+ // su|g|dsdu—ﬁ/ lg(s,0)|*ds

7(s) 2 by 7(s) s —a)l2ds
- [ g+ 5 [t o

2
+ / / (s,u) (Co@(S,U)-I-%B) lg|2duds

+ Im/ / 2¢00(s,u) + B) (Dy 4 ul) ((1 + uy) " cos HGd,g — sin Hgaug>duds
0 —a

L a

_ Im/ / (QCOH(S,U) + B) (Ty — uly) ((1 + uy)—l sin Hg0sg + cos H?(%g)duds
0 —a

(2.8)

on QF respectively, where
V(s,u) = 1/2(1 +uy(s)) " uy(s)'=5/4(1 + uy(s)) ™ 27'(8)2—_11/4(1 +uy(s))*y(s)?,

0(s,u) = (T3(5) + T3(5) + u? — 2u(Ty (5)T(s) — Da(s)T (5)) )
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by =0and b_ = 1.
[28)) can be write as

b pasld] = // (14 uy(s \8sg|2duds+/ / [0ug?
+ // Su|g|2dsdu—5/ lg(s,0)|*ds

() g b [P
B [ s + 2 [t o

—l—//alsu|g|duds

+ Im/ / ag(s,u)<(1+u7)_lcosH§08g—sinHﬁ@ug)duds
0 —a

L a
- Im/ / ag(s,u)<(1+u7)_1sinH§83g+cosH§8ug>duds

L a
_ / / (1+ ur(s |8sg|2duds+/ 18,92
+ / / su\g|2dsdu—ﬁ/ lg(s,0)|*ds

() g s [
- [ s + % [ S o

+//oz15u|g\duds

+ Im/ / as(s,u) cos H — as(s,u) sinH)(l + uy) " (g0sg)duds
0 —a

L a
- Im/ / <a3(s,u) cos H — as(s,u) sinH)(l + uy) " (Gyug)duds
0 —a
where
(s, u) = 6(s,u) ™ (cof(s, u) + %B)2 :
as(s,u) = (2009(3, u) + B) (I'y + ul) and
as(s,u) = (QCOQ(S,U) + B) (I — ul)

Let ch;’B,aﬁ be the self-adjoint operators associated with the forms bciO’B,aﬁ,
respectively. By analogy with [3], we get the following result.

Lemma 2.1 U,D; 5, 3Us = L, 5,5

In order to eliminate the coefficients of gds¢g and §o,g in (Z8§) modulo small
erros, we employ the following unitary operator

b}



(Mo 5h)(s,u) = exp[il(s,u)]|h(s,u). (2.9)

Replacing M., gh in (Z8), it becomes:

Voo Basld] = // (1 +ux(s)"|0.g) dud8+/ / |0ugl?
+ // su|g\2dsdu—ﬁ/ lg(s,0)|ds

- & sa23 b ﬂ s. —a)l2ds
o gt s+ [T gt o

+ / / o (s, u) + | Ko (1 + uy(s) ™% + | Ku|? + KQ4(s,u) —KUQ2(S,U))\9|2dudS

+ Im/ /_a (s,u) +2K,(1 4+ uy(s))” 2)(§6Sg)duds

— Im / / ) = 2K, ) (g0,9)duds

where
Qi (s,u) = (ag(s, w) cos H — az(s,u) sin H) (14 uy)™, (2.11)
Qa(s,u) = (ag(s w) cos H — ap(s,u) sin H) (1+uy)™ (2.12)
_ O:K(s,u) _ OuK(s,u)  Osg(s,u) - Oug(s,u)
Ks - 08 ) K - au gs - 88 ’ gu - au (213)

To eliminate the coefficients of gd,g in ccim Ba, B[g], we have the following differ-
ential equation:

OK(s,u) 1
and then, we have
1 u
K(s,u) = 5/ Qa(s,v)dv. (2.15)
0

This form of K, reduces (ZI0) to:

(2.10)



L
b g osla] = / / (1 + uy(s))%|Dg Pduds + / / 1Dug?

V (s,u \g|2dsdu—ﬁ/ lg(s,0)|ds

by v 2 b+ (s) 2
/0 1+a o(s.0)Pds + 5 | 1_m(s)m(s,—aﬂ ds

+ / / ar(s,u) + [ K2 (1+uy(s) 72 4 | Ko > + K1 (s, u) — K,Qa(s, u)) lg|2duds
[m/ / (s,u) + 2K(1 4+ uvy(s))” 2>(gﬁsg)duds (2.16)
for g € QF, respectively.

Let DC0 B.as be the self-adjoint operators associated with the forms bc B.ap
respectively. We have the following result

* + _ N=E
Lemma 2.2 M} 5D, 5, sMos =D, p.p

In the estimation of the [)Cio B.ap et us use the same notation as in [A]:

V4 = r[lgaglv( )l

Nep(@) = max —[(Q(s,u) +2K,(1 + ur(s)) ),
(s,u)€[0,L] x[—a,a]

and

1
M, = W, , — 2|: wh
ald) = e W a(s,0) + 77(97) where

W, p(s,u) = V(s,u) 4 ai(s,u) + | K2 (1 +uy(s) > + | K,
+ KQ(s,u) — K, Qa(s,u). (2.17)

Since (cp, B) € I, then there exists 7" such that

Negla) + My, gla) < Ta for 0 < a < i and (co, B) € I, where T is

independent of a, ¢y and B. For fixed 0 < a < i, as in [4] we define

- 1
ool = [ / (1w £ 5 Ny ()] g P + 019
[ (9 £ S Ney () & Moy (a)] 0 duds
4 2 €0, €0,
L L
= 8 [ ot ods = ibs [ (lotsa)f + gt —a) P)ds (2.15)
0 0
for g € OF, respectively. Since [Im(gdsg)| < %(|g\2 + \8sg|2>, we obtain
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gZ),B@,B lg] < BZ),B,@,B 9] for ge of (2.19)

~

bey,B.ayp lg] < Bc_o,B,a,B 9] for ge9Q,. (2.20)

Let H (f) B.ap De the self-adjoint operators associated with the form lfo Baps T
spectively.

Furthermore, let T Lj 5 be the self-adjoint operator associated with the form

taslf] = J2, | (@) Pdu—BIFO)%  f € Hy(] - a,al),

and similarly, let T 5 be the self-adjoint operator associated with the form

tuslfl = 2, 1f (@ Pdu—BIf )P = (I f(@P +]f(=a)l?);  f€H'(-a,al).

Asin [4], let us denote by ,uf (co, B, a) the j™ eigenvalue of the following operator,
define on L?(]0, L[), by

_ 1 d? 1 1
Uty = =[(0F ) & 5 Nas(0)| 5 = 77090 £ 5 Nep(@) £ Moy () (2:21)
in L?((0, L)) with the domain P,, specified in the previous section. Then we
have
et _ g7t
Hco,B,a,ﬁ =U,

co,B,a

R1+10T)7, (2.22)

Let ,uj[(co, B, a) be the j-th eigenvalue of U cio .o counted with multiplicity. We shall
prove the following estimate as in [4].

Proposition 2.1 Let j € N. Then there exists C(j) > 0 such that
|,u;_(00a B7 a) - ,uj(COa B)| + |/.L]-_(C(), B7 a) - /.Lj(C(), B)| < O(])CL
holds for (cy,B) € I and 0 < a < i, where C(j) is independent of ¢y, B and a.

Proof:
Proof: Since

_ 1
e = | (L= @) 4 3N ()] S

1y (2—ay.) | 1 1
= LT ()] 60 GNes(0) + Mool

Ny pla) + M, g(a) <Tafor 0 <a< ﬁ and (co, B) € I, we infer that there is a
constant C'; > 0 such that

_ 1
UC—E7B7(I - |:(]' - a’y-‘r) 2 + 5 Co,B(a'):| Sco,B

S C’la




for 0 < a < i and (co, B) € I. This together with the min-max principle implies
that

1
1 (co, B, a) — {(1 —ayy) T+ §Nco,B(a):| 1 (co, B)‘ < Cia

for 0 < a < i and (cp, B) € I. Since pu;(+,-) is continuous, we claim that there

exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
},LL;_(CO, Ba CL) - :uj(CO> B)‘ < C’2a

for0 <a < ﬁ and (co, B) € I. In a similar way, we infer the existence of a constant
C5 > 0 such that

}“;(COvaa) - Mj(Co,B)‘ < Csa
for0<a<iand(c0,B)€[.

Let us recall the following result from [3].

Proposition 2.2 (a) Suppose that Sa > %. Then T;’B has only one negative eigen-
value, which we denote by (, p. It satisffies the ineqality

L% < lap < B+ 28% exp(F0).

(b) Let > 8 and B > §7+. Then T, 5 has a unique negative eigenvalue C, 5, and
moreover, we have

—152 2205 2€Xp( 15)<<a6< =1 2

Proof of theorem 2.1
We take a(f8) = 687 1InS. Let 563 be the j-th eigenvalue of T 5),8° by Proposi-
tion we have

5;1: ;Izg) B’ 55220-

From the decompositions (222)) we infer that {55] + i (co, B, a(B))};xen properly

ordered, is the sequence of the eigenvalues of H
Propositions Bl gives

&5+ tx(co, Bya(B)) 2 i (co, By a(B)) = m(co, B) + O(57  n §) (2.23)

for (co, B) € I, j > 2, and k > 1, where the error term is uniform with respect to
(co, B) € I. For a fixed j € N, we take

0. B.a(8).f counted with multiplicity.

Tcio,B,ﬁ,j - ;Eﬁ),ﬁ + M?(Cm B,a(B)).
Combining Propositions 2.1 and we get

1
TeoBog =~ +Hi(co, B) £ O(B7 np) as B — o0, (2.24)



where the error term is uniform with respect to (co, B) € I. Let us fix n € N.
Combining (Z23)) with 24 we infer that there exists S(n,I) > 0 such that the
inequalities

Tc—g,B,B,n <0, Tc—g,B,B,n < 5;} + ,U;:(COa B,a(B)), Teo.B.Am < gﬁ_J + :U];(COa B,a(B))

hold for (co, B) € I, B > B(n,I), j > 2, and k > 1. Hence the j-th eigenvalue

of Hj;’B’a(ﬁ)’ﬁ counted with multiplicity is 7573757]. for (cg,B) € I, j < mn, and >
B(n,I). Let (co,B) € I and f > [(n,I). We denote by nj:(co,B,ﬁ) the j-th

eigenvalue of LCjEO B.ap- Combining our basic estimate and the resultt of [A] with

Lemmas BT and 22, relations 219 and 220, and the min-max principle, we arrive
at the inequalities

TooBpy < (co,B,B) and wj(co,B,B) <7l ps; for 1<j<n, (2.25)

C

so we have k. (co, B, f) < 0 < inf 0ess(Hey, 5,5). Hence the min-max principle and and
the result of [6] imply that H., g g has at least n eigenvalues in (—oo, k;: (¢co, B, 3)].
Given 1 < j < n, we denote by \;(co, B, B) the j-th eigenvalue of H., g 5. It satisfies

/{;(COaBaﬁ)S)\j(COaBaﬁ)SK;_(CmBaﬁ) fOl" 1§]§7’L,

this together with (Z24]) and (225 implies that
1
Aj(co, B, B) = _Zﬁ2 + pi(co, B)+ OB 'Inp) as B—o00 for 1<j<n,

where the error term is uniform with respect to (¢o, B) € I. This completes the
proof.

Proof of corollary 1] The theoremZl with [6] (theorem XIII.89) yields the
claim.

3 Remarks

Here, if we take ¢y = 0 we recovered the results of [3]. If we take B = 0, we recovered
the results of [5].
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