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A generalized MIT Bag operator on spin manifolds in the
non-relativistic limit

Brice Flamencourt

ABSTRACT. We consider Dirac-like operators with piecewise constant mass
terms on spin manifolds, and we study the behaviour of their spectra when
the mass parameters become large. In several asymptotic regimes, effective
operators appear: the extrinsic Dirac operator and a generalized MIT Bag
Dirac operator. This extends some results previously known for the Euclidean
spaces to the case of general spin geometry.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The MIT Bag model was developed by the physicists to describe the behaviour
of quarks fields inside hadrons. Mathematically, the hadron is seen as a compact
region K with smooth boundary of the overall space, where the quarks are supposed
to be confined. This could be quantified by saying that the quantum flux through
the border of X is null, a condition which is satisfied if we add the so-called MIT
Bag condition on the boundary of X (see [11] for the details). Moreover, the quarks
fields inside the hadron are Dirac fields, which means they are governed by the
Dirac equation.

A Dirac field in the case of the space of dimension 3 is a C*-valued function v also
depending on time, and the Dirac equation takes the form

3
Hptp = (z > adk + mﬂ) Y = i% (1.1)
k=1
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where aq, s, as, 8 € My(C) are four Hermitian matrices satisfying the conditions
aro oo = 25514, % =14 and oy, anti-commutes with 3 for all k,1 € {1,2,3}. In
view of this equation, the Dirac operator H,, can be interpreted as an Hamiltonian,
and the description of its spectrum is a natural question. Thus, in the context of the
MIT Bag model, we are interested in the operator resulting from the combination
of H,, restricted to the region X together with the MIT Bag boundary condition,
namely

HXtp o= Hpp, dom(H)Y) = {1 € H'(X,C*), —i B(a - n) Pjax = Yjoxc}, (1.2)
where n is the normal outer vector field over 0K. The spectrum of this operator
has been investigated in [2], where the non-relativistic limit was considered, i.e. the
asymptotic regime where the mass goes to infinity. From a physical point of view,
this last fact means that the speed of light becomes large, since this constant is
hidden in the mass term in (LI). It was shown that if we denote by (p;);>1 the
non-decreasing sequence of positive eigenvalues of HX, one has the asymptotic

~2 _1
by = T O (1.3
where (fi;) is the non-decreasing sequence of eigenvalues of an effective operator
acting on the boundary of XK.

In the same framework, the MIT Bag Dirac operator was interpreted as the limit
of a Dirac-type operator with a potential corresponding to two masses m and M
in the regions K and X¢ respectively [I]. More precisely, if we define the operator

Hpynr = Hpy + (M —m)lge, dom(Hm, M) := H'(R? C*), (1.4)

then the eigenvalues of H,, rs converge to the corresponding ones of HX when
M — +o00.

In the recent article [I3], the case of Euclidean spaces was studied in order to
enlarge the precedent results. The expression of the operator in dimension 3 given
by (2) was generalized in dimension n by considering n + 1 Hermitian matrices
at,...,ant1 € My(C) (N := QLRTHJ) satisfying the Clifford conditions agoy +
o = 2621,,“ and by setting

n+1

Dypth = (z > ardi + man+1> ¢,dom(D,,) = H (R",CN).  (1.5)
k=1

This last operator is not the intrinsic Dirac operator in R™ but it can be interpreted

like in (II) as the Hamiltonian appearing in the Dirac equation of a Lorentzian

space of dimension n + 1. From these considerations, the MIT Bag Dirac operator

A,, can be defined by

n
Ay, = Dy, dom(A,,) == {v € H'(K,C"), —iani1 anak Yok = Vjax}- (1.6)
k=1
With this definition, the result on the convergence of the eigenvalues of A,, still
holds, and the effective operator on the boundary can be explicited. Namely, the
eigenvalues of A2, converge to the eigenvalues of the square of the intrinsic Dirac
operator on 0K. Moreover, if n ¢ 47, the spectra of the operators are symmetric
with respect to the origin, and we recover the result stated in dimension 3.

As for the Minkowski space, the operator A,, can be viewed as the limit of an
operator with two masses [I3, Theorem 1.2]. This operator is defined in the same
way as before:

Bmoar i= Dy + (M — m)lxcan1, dom(Bp, ) := HY(R™,CV), (1.7)
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and the eigenvalues of By, converge to the eigenvalues of A7, when M — +o00. In
addition, a combination of the two previous asymptotic behaviours is also true [13]
Theorem 1.3]: in the asymptotic regime m — —oo and M — +oo with 17 — 0,
one has that the eigenvalues of B2, ,, converge to the corresponding ones of the
intrinsic Dirac operator on the bouﬂdary N

In the precedent discussion, the spaces considered where always flat, but the Dirac
operator can be defined in a more general setting, for example over a manifold
admitting a Spin-structure. Consequently, our aim in the present text is to extend
the results of [13] to this more general framework. In order to do so, the first step
is to understand the geometrical meaning of the operator considered in the MIT
Bag model, because we recall that the Dirac operator considered in [I3] is not the
intrinsic Dirac operator of the Euclidean space. Indeed, the operator D,, is the so-
called Dirac-Witten operator on R™ seen as an hypersurface of R**!, plus a mass
term which is actually the Clifford multiplication by the vector i ma, 1 in R"*!,

Nevertheless, even if the expression (L) is a direct generalization of equation
(T2), the Dirac-Witten operator is not the operator we obtain from the physical
model [I1]. Indeed, in (1)) we used the alpha matrices, but the Dirac equation is
more likely written using the gamma matrices defined by

70 =3, 'yk = —iy%ap k=1,2,3.

If one rewrites (.I)) with the - matrices, one obtains

3
Hopip = (Z ko) + ﬂwo) b, (1.8)
k=1

and this last operator is, up to a change of sign, the extrinsic Dirac operator on
the hypersurface R? plus the mass term. Moreover, the boundary condition defined
in [2] by —i B(a - n)y) = ¢ reads i (- n)y = ¢ and this last boundary condition is
the MIT Bag boundary condition as introduced in [IT].

All together, we have two natural ways of setting the problem in the case of a
complete spin manifold N. In both cases, we have to see N as an hypersurface of
the Riemannian product € := N x R, and we denote by v the outer normal vector
field over N. In addition, the region X is now a compact submanifold of N with
boundary. The theory of Spin-structures restricted to hypersurfaces gives that C
and X are also spin manifolds. Consequently, we can define XC the spinor bundle

over @, and the extrinsic Dirac operator DN, which acts on spinors of € restricted
to N.

From the previous discussion, the obvious generalization of the MIT Bag Dirac
operator in the Euclidean spaces (L6 is defined as the Dirac-Witten operator on
N plus a mass term and we add the boundary condition iv-n - ¥ = ¥ on 9X.
This last condition is not the MIT Bag boundary condition, but the condition
associated to a chirality operator, and it is consistent with the condition imposed
in (LG). Namely, we have

Ap i=v-DN+imuv-, dom(4,,) = {we Hl(ZG‘x),iy-n-\If =T on 9K} . (1.9)

Furthermore, the cylinder € can be endowed with a Lorentzian metric such that v
is a time-like vector, and in this case, solving the Dirac equation in € in the same
way as for dimension 3 let us with the study of the extrinsic Dirac operator on N
plus the mass term. The boundary condition imposed in this case is the original
MIT Bag boundary condition in - ¥ = .

Actually, the two operators we defined this way are unitary equivalent since the
manifold N is totally geodesic in €. This last result explains how the operator
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studied in [I3] is obtained from the physical model, and the two definitions we gave
above are equivalent.

In the same way as before, the two-masses operator is obtained by adding a potential
corresponding to two masses in K and K¢ in the expression of the operator A,,.
Since in our framework the manifold N is only complete, By, as is defined as the
closure of the operator

B i=v - DN i (mlg + Mg v, (1.10)

whose domain is the set of smooth sections with compact support in €. This
definition is consistent with (7)) because it was shown in [I3] that the two-masses
operator is essentially self-adjoint on the smooth functions with compact support.

The operators A,, and By, jr are self-adjoint and we are interested in the behaviour
of the spectrum of A,,, when m — —oo and the spectrum of By, s in the asymptotic
regime M — +oo and min(—m, M) — 4o0o0. These limits are the ones studied
in [13], and the three main theorems we state below are the counterparts of [13]
Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3].

From now on, we use for j € N and a lower semibounded operator T' the notation
E;(T), which stands for the j-th eigenvalue of T' when counting with multiplicity
in the non-decreasing order.

First of all, one has the convergence of the eigenvalues of A2, to the eigenvalues of
the square of the Dirac operator on 0K:
Theorem 1.1. For any j € N, one has E;(A2) — E; ((lﬁax)Q).

m— — 00
The two operators A2, and Bfm a are surprisingly related in the asymptotic regime
M — +o0:

Theorem 1.2. For any j € N, there is My € R such that for all M > My, B?mM
has at least j eigenvalues, and one has Ej(B2, ) e Ej(A2%).
’ —+o0

In addition, one has a combination of these two results:

Theorem 1.3. For any j € N, there is 19 € R such that for oll M > 7
and m < —71, the operator B?mM has at least j eigenvalues, and one has
oK

E;(B? — B ?).

i m’M) min(M,—m)—4oo (lD )
Theorem [[.3]is an improvement of [I3] Theorem 1.3] since we drop the assumption
Z — 0.

M

Remark 1.4. We can also look at the operator A2, when m — +oo and the
operator B?W,M when m, M — 400 (or m, M — —o0). We can prove that in these
two cases, the spectrum escapes to infinity (see Remarks and below).

Organization of the paper. The proofs of the three theorems are really closed
to the ones written in [I3] once we have stated the correct geometrical context.
The global strategy is thus to compute sesquilinear forms for the operators A2, and
Bfm s in order to find lower bound and upper bound for the limits of the eigenvalues
by use of the Min-Max principle.

In section [2] we first recall some fundamental results in spectral theory on the cor-
respondence between self-adjoint operator and sesquilinear forms on Hilbert space.
The Min-Max principle, which is the key point of our proof, is stated, and we also
give a quick review on the monotone convergence theorem in the case of sesquilinear
forms. This last theorem is helpful to find the lower bounds for the limits of the
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eigenvalues, since it gives a description of the asymptotic domain of the operators.
After these preliminaries on operators theory, we introduce the basic tools needed
to understand the geometrical context. Indeed, the theory on restriction of spin
structure to oriented hypersurfaces of spin manifold plays a significant role in the
understanding of the generalized MIT Bag operator.

The section [ is devoted to the construction of the operators. We develop here
the discussion about the two equivalent ways of defining A,,. We also define the
operator By, »y and we show that it is self-adjoint as a direct consequence of the
completeness of N. The self-adjointness of A,, is more difficult to prove, and we
need to compute the sesquilinear form for A2, in order to understand its graph
norm and its domain. The computations for the forms of square operators is done
in section [ and the main tool used to this aim is the Schrodinger-Lichnerowicz
formula, which gives the expression of the square of the Dirac operator on a spin
manifold. Once we get the sesquilinear forms, the graph norm of A,, is shown to be
equivalent to the H! norm on its domain, and we can use the analysis done in [8]
to conclude on self-adjointness.

An important idea to prove the main results is that we can restrict the analysis to a
tubular neighbourhood of the boundary of X. Thanks to this restriction of domain,
we only have to understand the operators on a generalized cylinder 9K x (=6, 6)
with § > 0. However, there is an additional difficulty since we cannot compare the
covariant derivatives on the different slices of the cylinder as it is done in [I3]. Thus,
we prove some comparison lemmas in section [Bl where we express the operators in
tubular coordinates.

The aim of this restriction is to be able to separate the variables in the generalized
cylinder previously introduced. Thus, some one-dimensional operators will appear
later in the analysis, and we devote section [6] to the spectral analysis of these
operators, even if a large part of this work has already been done in [I3] Section 3].

In section [7] we prove Theorem [T The geometrical context is well-defined, and
it remains to follow the lines of [I3, Section 4]. The proof is done by restricting
the analysis to the tubular neighbourhood of 9K intersected with the interior of X
thanks to the Min-Max principle. Next, an upper bound can be find for the limit by
choosing good test functions which are tensorial products between eigenspinors of
a model operator on 0K and the first eigenfunction of a one-dimensional operator.
The proof of the lower bound relies on the monotone convergence theorem after
operating a transformation on the operator in tubular coordinates.

The result stated in Theorem is proved in section We find an appropriate
extension operator which sends eigenspinors of A2 into dom(B,, ar), and this gives
the upper bound. The lower bound is once again a consequence of the monotone
convergence theorem together with the Min-Max principle.

Finally, we investigate Theorem in section[@ We use a combination of the two
precedent proofs. After restricting the problem to the tubular neighbourhood of
0K, the upper bound is found in the same way as for Theorem [Tl by choosing good
test functions in the Min-Max principle, and the lower bound is a consequence of
the monotone convergence theorem.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks his advisors Andrei Moroianu and Kon-
stantin Pankrashkin for the constant support during the work and their helpful
remarks for the improvement of the paper.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES.

2.1. About spectral theory. Let H be an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space en-
dowed with the inner product (-,-)mg. For a self-adjoint and lower semibounded
operator T' on H, we denote by domT its domain, and for any j € N, E;(T) is
the jth eigenvalue of T', counted with multiplicity in the non-decreasing order. We
also note o(T), 0ess(T) and o4(T) the spectrum, the essential spectrum and the
discrete spectrum of T' respectively.

We denote the adjoint of an operator T by T and its closure by T.

For a sesquilinear form ¢ in H, we denote its domain by Q(¢). There is a one-to-
one correspondence between densely defined, closed, symmetric, lower semibounded
forms and lower semibounded self-adjoint operators (see [12, VI, Theorem 2.1] for
details). For a lower semi-bounded self-adjoint operator T, we will denote by Q(T")
the domain of the associated form. If " and 7" are two such operators, and ¢, ¢ are
the associated forms, we write T' < 7" if Q(T") C Q(T) and t(u,u) < t'(u,u) for all
u € Q(T).

For j € N, we define the jth Rayleigh quotient of the form ¢ by

t

Aj(t) == inf sup (u—,g) (2.1)

Vo) wevioy lwll5

dim V=j
We recall that if ¢ and ¢’ are two semibounded from below bilinear forms, we write
t <t if Q') C Q(t) and t(u,u) < t'(u,u) for all u € Q(t).
Let t be a closed symmetric lower semibounded form, and 7' its associated operator.
The well-known Min-Max principle gives a link between the Rayleigh quotients of
t and the eigenvalues of T'. More precisely, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1 (Min-Max principle). Let ¥ := inf o.s,T. We are in one of the
following cases:

(a) Aj(t) <X for all 7, mlj}ilooAm(t) =3 and E;(T) = Aj(t) for all j.

(b) OessT < +00 and there is N < +00 such that the interval (—oo, X) contains

exactly N eigenvalues of T' counted with multiplicity and for all j < N, one
has A;(t) = E;(T) and Ay, (t) =X for allm > N.

The proofs of the spectral part of this text will use monotone convergence of oper-
ators. The result stated below is a reformulation of [4, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 2.2. Let (T, )nen be a sequence of lower semibounded self-adjoint opera-
tors in closed subspaces (Hy)nen of H, and let (t,)nen be the sequence of associated
forms. Assume there exists v € R such that t,, > v for all n and suppose moreover
that the sequence (t,,) (or equivalently (T,,)) is non-decreasing. Then, the form too
defined by

Qtoo) = {h € () Qtn), lim t(h,h) < oo} (2.2)

n—oo
neN

and too(hy h) = limy, 00 tn(h, h) for allh € Q(t) is closed, symmetric, and too > 7.

Moreover, if Hy := Q(tso), one can define the self-adjoint operator T, on Hyo
associated to to,, and the sequence (Ty,) strongly converges to Tw, in the generalized
resolvent sense, i.e. for all A <y, one has

(T = A)~' @ 02 )h — (Too — A)~! @0y )h, Vh € H. (2.3)

Since we are interested in the behaviour of the spectrum, we state that in the
framework of Theorem[2.2] one has actually the convergence of the eigenvalues of T},
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to the corresponding eigenvalues of To,. To show this, we first recall [I5, Theorem
2.1]:

Theorem 2.3. Let (T),) be a sequence of self-adjoint operators which are bounded
below with T,, < T),,41, strongly converging to T in the generalized resolvent sense.
Assume that the essential spectrum of T,, is contained in [0,+00) for all n € N.
Suppose that T has jo eigenvalues below zero (jo might be infinity). It follows that

Ej (Tn) j) E](T) fO’f’ allj S jo
n—-+oo
lim E;(T,) > n for all j > jo.

n—-+o0o
Moreover,
||1(7001A)(Tn) — 1(,001/\)(T)|| njoo 0 for all A < 0.

From Theorem and Theorem we deduce the following corollary:

Corollary 2.4. Let (Ty)nen and Too be like in Theorem [Z2.  Assume moreover
that 0ess(Thy) C [1, +00) for some ng € N and that T has jo eigenvalues below n
(jo might be infinity). Thus, one has

E;(Ty) j E;(T) for all j < jo (2.4)
and
12 ooy (@) ~ Loy (@)l —+ 0. WA <. (25)

n—-+oo

Proof. We consider for n > ng large enough the bounded self-adjoint operators in
H

1
By = —— —((Tn =)~ ®0ny)
n—o "
1
Beo = —— — ((Tos =)' ® Onrz ).
n—o *
From [4, Proposition 2.2], it comes that for all n > ng, one has B,, < Bp+1 < Beo.
In addition, o.ss(By) C [0, ﬁ], Oess(Bso) C [0, ﬁ], and (B,,) converges strongly
to Bso. Thus, Theorem 223 gives that for all j € N such that E;(Bs) < 0 one has

Ej (Bn) n_>—+> Ej (BOO) (2-6)

o0

and that for all ¢ < 0, there holds

11 (—00.6)(Bn) = L(=o0.t) (Boo) | —= 0. (2.7)
For A > 7, we define the strictly increasing function f()\) := ﬁ — A_i'y One has

B,, = f(T) and Bs = f(T) and we deduce that for all j < jg
EJ(Tn) — EJ(T) for all ] < jo

n—-+o0o

and from

oo, ;) (Br) = L—oo ) (Th),  1(—oo,1(0)(Boo) = L(—oo,n)(To),

we deduce that for all A <n

11 (—00.2) (T1) = 1000 (Too) | —2 0. O
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2.2. Clifford algebra. We recall here the basic facts about Clifford algebra, and
we refer to [5] for the details.

For any d € N, the real Clifford algebra Cl; is the quotient of the tensorial algebra
over R? by the two-sided ideal generated by the elements x ® 2 + [|2]|?1. The
complex Clifford algebra is defined by Clg := Cl; ®g C. The spin group is the
subgroup of Cl; given by

Sping := {x1 - ... w9 € Clg, k € N and z; € R?, ||z;|| = 1 for all 1 < j < 2k}.
We define the complex volume form as the element of Cly
w§ = ey ey (2.8)
where (ey,...,eq) is any positively-oriented orthonormal frame of R?, canonically

identified with a basis of C¢.

If d is even, Cl; admits an unique irreducible complex representation (pg, X4) where
¥4 is a complex vector space of dimension 2%. When restricted to the Spin group,
this Clifford module decomposes into ¥4 = Zz{ ® X, and the representation splits
in two irreducible inequivalent representations (pi,Ef). These submodules are
characterized by the action of the complex volume form, namely wg acts as =1d on
i,

When d is odd, Cl; admits two irreducible inequivalent representations over complex
vector spaces of dimension 2%, They are characterized by the action of the
complex volume form which acts as +Id. We denote by (p4, X4) the representation
on which wg acts as the identity.

2.3. Notations for manifolds and bundles. In all this text, the manifolds will
be considered smooth and paracompact.

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d + 1, with boundary oM (pos-
sibly empty). If M is oriented, we denote by vyt the volume form on M compatible
with the metric. In all this article, the integrations will be done with respect to the
measure associated to the elementary Riemannian volume, which coincides with
the integration with respect to the volume form vy¢ in the oriented case.

We denote by VM the Levi-Civita connection of (M, g) and by RM, Ric™, Scal™
the Riemann curvature tensor, the Ricci tensor, and the scalar curvature of M
respectively.

If E is a vector bundle over M, we denote respectively by I'(E), T'.(E) and I'..(E)
the smooth sections of E, the smooth sections of F with compact support in M,
and the smooth sections of E with compact support in M \ OM. If moreover F
is a Hermitian bundle, we note L?(E) the space of square integrable sections of
E. If it is necessary, we will write L2(E,vyt) to specify the measure used for the
integration.

We now assume that M is oriented. The manifold M admit a spin structure if there
exists a map x and a principal bundle Pspin,, M of fibre Spin over M such that we
have the commutative diagram:

. SH>US,
Splnd+1 — Pspind+1M

I o

X M

7

Pso,,, M

g—x(u)g
—

SOg+1
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Then, in the case where M is spin, we define the associated complex spinor bundle
by XM := PSpind+1M X pysr 2d+1 Where we recall that (pgi1, Xa41) is an irreducible
representation of the Clifford algebra Clgy; as defined in section

There is a natural action of the Clifford bundle CM := Pso,,, x, Clg41 (where r
is the action of SO441 on R? extended to a representation on Cly) defined by:

[x(w), v]([u, ¥1) := [u, pat1(v)Y] (2.10)

forall u € PspindHM, v € Clgy1 and ¥ € Xgy1. This action is called the Clifford
product and will be denoted by ”-”.

One has a canonical Hermitian product (-, -) on XM for which the Clifford product
by a unit vector is unitary. Moreover, one obtains a metric connection on XM by
lifting the Levi-Civita connection on the orthonormal frame bundle of M through
the map y. The covariant derivative obtained this way will still be denoted by VM.

We define the intrinsic Dirac operator ]Z)M on M, by its pointwise expression

d+1
P =3 e - VXU, dom(D™) = To(SM), (2.11)
k=1
where (eq,...,eq+1) is an orthonormal frame. This definition does not depend on

the choice of the frame.

Finally, we remind the Schréodinger-Lichnerowicz formula, which will be a funda-
mental tool to compute sesquilinear forms of operators. A proof can be found
in [6l, Theorem 1.3.8].

Theorem 2.5 (Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula). The Dirac operator D™ satis-
fies the formula

M

where (VM)* : T(T*M @ M) — T'(EM) is the formal adjoint of V™.

(2.12)

2.4. Restriction of the spinor bundle to hypersurfaces. We take (M, g) as
in the previous section.

Let H be a smooth oriented hypersurface of M. Let v be the outer unit normal
vector field on X, that is, the only vector field such that if (eq,. .., eq) is an oriented
frame of H, then (eq, ..., eq, ) is an oriented frame of M. We define the Weingarten
operator of H as the endomorphism of T'H given by

Wac(X) == —V¥v, (2.13)

and Hq¢ : M — R will be the pointwise trace of this operator.

The hypersurface H inherits a spin structure from the one of M, and we can define
the spinor bundle YK (for the details, see [B, Section 2.4]). This last bundle is
endowed with the natural Hermitian product on spinors, still denoted by (-, ). The
covariant derivative on YH induced by the Levi-Civita connection will be denoted
by V7. We will also write V7¢ for the covariant derivative on SH @ SH (where @
stands for the Whitney product), and for all X € T'H, the Clifford product by X
on LH & XX is given by

X (U, W) i= (X - Uy, —X - Uy),  V(Uy,Uy) € SH B TH. (2.14)

There is a link between the restricted spinor bundle ¥M ¢ and X3, given by the
following proposition (see [6, Proposition 1.4.1]):
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Proposition 2.6. Let M and H be as above. There exists an isomorphism ( from
EM ¢ into XH if d is even and into XH © EH otherwise, and ¢ can be chosen so
that it satisfies the following properties:

(1) Let x € 3, then for all X € T(T,H) and all ¥ € (¥M)|(y, the Clifford
product on H satisfies

X -0 =X -v(z) D), (2.15)

(2) The isomorphism ( is unitary,
(3) For all ¥ € T'(XM3¢) and X € TH,

(VW) = V(W) + S WocX -C(0). (216)
(4) For ¥ € ¥XMq,
0 I L
civ-wy={ \, o)c¥) #disodd (2.17)
w§ (D) if d is even

where the complex volume form wg was defined in section [2.2.

. .. =M =M . .
We can define a covariant derivative V' on ¥Mg¢ such that V' W is the restriction
of VMW to T(T*H ® E). This notation will be useful as we will often consider the
norm of the restricted covariant derivative on hypersurfaces.
The link between ¥M|q¢ and X3 gives rise to a natural operator called the extrinsic
Dirac operator. This is actually the Dirac operator of H which acts on the spinor

bundle M. This extrinsic Dirac operator on J{ is the operator acting on I'.(XM)
defined by

DM = P Cif disodd, D=1 (D @ —P)Cifdiseven.  (2.18)

where ( is the isomorphism given by Proposition2.6l It can be explicitly computed,
and its expression at z € H for ¥ € ¥M is

d
H
DR (z) = ylﬂ(x) —v(x) - Zek V() (2.19)
k=1
where (e1,...,eq) is an orthonormal frame of T, [6 Proposition 1.4.1], [10].

2.5. Sobolev spaces on manifolds. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of
dimension d + 1 with boundary OM. We denote by vy the normal unit vector field
over OM.

Let (E,V¥, (-,-)g) be an Hermitian bundle of dimension ¢ over M, and assume
moreover that M is compact. The construction of the Sobolev spaces on E is done
for example in [8] Definition 3.5], but we recall the idea to be self-contained.

In what follows, we will denote by exp™ the Riemannian exponential map on M
and by B2'(r) the ball of radius 7 > 0 and of center 0 in 7, M where x € M. These
notations will be used for the boundary M with an obvious modification. By the
compactness of M, there is r; > 0 such that:

e the map
F:OM x [0,2r;) 3 (2,t) — exp)(tv(2)) (2.20)

is a diffeomorphism on its image;

o for all z € M\ F(OM x [0, 2r;)), exp™ is injective on the open ball of radius
ry of ToM;

o for all z € OM, exp?™ is injective on the open ball of radius r; of T,OM.
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Let (Uj)jes be a finite covering of M such that U; = exp)' (B (r)) with z €
M\ F(OM x [0,2r;)) (Gaussian coordinates) or U; = F(BI(r,) x [0,2r;)) with
x € OM (normal coordinates). The maps given by these charts are denoted by
(fj)jes. We trivialize E over U; with Gaussian coordinates by identifying F, with
C? and by making parallel transport along the radial geodesics. Over the set U;
with normal coordinates, we trivialize E by identifying E, with C? and by making
parallel transport first along the radial geodesics in M and then along the geodesics
normal to OM. The trivializations obtained are denoted by §;.

Let (h;);es be a partition of unity adapted to the covering (U;);jes. For s € R we
define the H® norm by

”\I]H%{S(E) = Z ”(5])*(]7‘]\1/) °© fj_lHQ S(R?+17Cq)’ (2'21)
JjeJ
where RY™ := R4+ when U; N OM = ) and R{™ := R? x R* otherwise.

Definition 2.7. Let s € R. The Sobolev space H*(E) is the completion of the
space T.(E) for the H® norm.

Remark 2.8. The Sobolev spaces defined in this way are a generalization of the
H* spaces in R?*! and for k € N, the H® norm is equivalent to the norm defined

k
by the square root of Y [[(VE)7 - |2 (see [9, Theorem 5.7, or [8, Remark 3.6]).

Jj=0

A direct consequence of Definition 2.7 is that the intrinsic Dirac operator on a
compact manifold without boundary is essentially self-adjoint and the domain of
its closure is the Sobolev space H!.

Proposition 2.9. If (M, g) is a compact Riemannian spin manifold without bound-
ary, ]Z)M is essentially self-adjoint, and the domain of its closure is H*(XM).

Proof. The Dirac operator is symmetric, and then it is closable. By compact-
ness, there exists C' > 0 such that |Sca1M| < C. Moreover, by the Schrédinger-

Lichnerowicz formula (Theorem [23]), the graph norm of lﬁM is equivalent to

M Scal™
A+ O - Zzon + 127 - 12200 = (1 +C+ T) I 122y + IV 120

and this last norm is equivalent to the H!(XM)-norm because of the boundedness
of Scal™. Then, the domain of the closure of EM is the completion of T'.(XM) for
the graph norm, which is exactly H!(XM).

The manifold (M, g) is complete because it is compact, and then the Dirac operator
is essentially self-adjoint in L?(XM) [6, Proposition 1.3.5], which concludes the
proof. O

By the definition of the Sobolev spaces, one can observe that it is possible to
extend the results valid for Euclidean spaces. We state a trace theorem which is
a modification of [8, Theorem 3.7], where we add a bound for the L?-norm of the
trace.

Theorem 2.10. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary OM.
Let (E,V¥ (-,-Yg) be an Hermitian vector bundle with base M.

Then, the pointwise restriction operator vyt : I'e(E) — T'e(Ejpn) extends to a
bounded operator from H(E) onto Hz (E\om), and there is a bounded right inverse
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to ym : HY(E) — H%(EWM) denoted by ext, which maps I'c(Ejgp) into I'e(E).
Moreover, there exists K > 0 such that for any e € (0, 1),

I2e® 132 000) < K (HIVEC 200y + € 2 1W 3200y ) ¥ € H(E).

Proof. The proof of the first part of the theorem is done in [8] Theorem 3.7]. We
prove the last estimate.

With the notations of [221)), we denote by Jy the set of all j € J such that

U; N OM # 0, and there is a constant C' > 0 and a constant K>0 given by [7]
Theorem 1.5.1.10] such that for any ¢ € (0,1) and for all ¥ € H(E)

e[ F 2000 SC D 1€ ®) © £ 1320 10y 00
JjE€JIN
<SCK Y [ 1) (h®) o f5 G s o
jeJ 7
-1 —1y2
+eT2I(&)«(hy ) o f HL2 RO+ cq)]
—CK (V73200 + 21032000 ) - O

The Rellich-Kondrachov theorem still holds for the Sobolev spaces on compact
manifolds. Consequently, the operators with domain include in the first Sobolev
space on a vector bundle with compact basis have compact resolvent. We refer
to [14, Proposition 3.13] for the following theorem.

Theorem 2.11 (Rellich-Kondrachov-type theorem). Let E be an Hermitian vec-
tor bundle over a compact manifold M. Then, the inclusion H'(E) C L*(E) is
compact.

We end this section with a direct consequence of Proposition We assume that
(M, g) is a compact Riemannian spin manifold of dimension d + 1 and we take an
oriented hypersurface H of M. We use the notation of section 23]

Corollary 2.12. The isomorphism ( given by Proposition s an isomorphism
between H*(XM5¢) and H'(SH) if d is even or H'(SH & XH) if d is odd.

Proof. We define |[Wq||oo := Sgixeﬁlg\{o}% < oo. Let W € I'c(EMg)

and (eq,...,eq) a local orthonormal frame of H at a point € H. At this point,
one has, using Proposition 2.6] (3),

1
V7w = ZK (Vorw) *QWﬂek'C(‘I’)E%m

d
=M 1
<20V W) [Z290) + 3 > Wacer - v U720
k=1

< 2|V UlTa0 + 5 HW%H H‘I’@Z(:}C)
and then, by integration we obtain
||C‘I’|@11(:}C) = HC‘I’||2L2(9{) + HV}CC‘I’H%Z(%)
<3250y + 20V 2000y + 5 ||Wﬂf|| 191172 (3¢
< CUll¥ N3 90
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where C; > 0. The same argument shows that there exists C; > 0 such that for all
U € ((Te(EMg0)), one has [|C1 W30 g0) < Col W13 (g0 O

3. DEFINITION OF THE OPERATORS

3.1. The generalized MIT Bag Dirac operator. In this section, we would
like to give a generalization of the MIT Bag Dirac operator in the context of spin
manifolds. Our construction will be done by considering the Riemannian product of
a manifold N with R and interpreting the operator as the extrinsic Dirac operator
on the hypersuface N x {0}, modified by a Clifford multiplication by the normal
vector field. Since the hypersurface N is totally geodesic, this operator is the so-
called Dirac-Witten operator.

We first introduce the context of our study. Let n € N and let (N,g) be a n-
dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold which is spin and complete.

Let (€, ge) := (N, g) x (R, dt?) be the Riemannian product of N and R. We identify
N with N x {0}. Let p; be the projection on N in €. We endow € with a spin
structure as follows: we denote by P the pull-back of the bundle Pspin, N by the
projection p; on N, and then the extension of P to Spin,, ; is a spin structure on
C (see [3, Section 5] for example).

We denote by v the outer unit normal vector field on N x {0} in €, i.e. the vector
field (0, %). By construction, the Weingarten tensor of N vanishes, so the mean
curvature Hy is zero.

We denote by ¢ be the isomorphism given by in Proposition 28] in the particular
case where M := € and H := N. It is important to remark that the spin structure
originaly defined on N and the spin structure inherited by N from the one of €
according to Proposition are the same.

Let K be a submanifold of N with dimension n, and assume that X is compact with
non-empty boundary 0X. From these assumptions, we know that 90X is oriented.

Thus, we denote by
D) if n i
LEN (0XK) 1 n %s odd
Y(0K) @ Z(0K) if n is even

the isomorphism given by Proposition and by n the unit outer normal vector
field over 0K viewed as a submanifold of N.

It is well-known that the Dirac operator on a Riemannian complete manifold with-
out boundary is essentially self-adjoint [6, Proposition 1.3.5]. Thus, we will still

denote by DN, lﬁN, DIX and lﬁax the closures of these operators.

In all this text, we will simply write W for Wy and H for Hyx.

Let m € R. To any ¥ € I'(X€)y), we associate an element W, of T(X€) defined for
(2,t) € Cby W,,(z,t) = ™ W(x, t) where U(z, t) is obtained by parallel transport
of U(z) along the curves s — (z, s).

Let (e1,...,en) be a local orthonormal frame at 2z € N. Thus, we compute

(D0, (x) = iej VE Uy +imw -, | (2,0)

j=1

7ZV'V'€j'VSj\P () +imy-T(x)
j=1

=v- (DN +im) ¥(a),
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where the extrinsic Dirac operator DN is the operator given by the expression
(2I9). The operator we obtain in the last line is the operator we want to study, as
it can be interpreted as a Dirac operator with a mass.

We remark that the above construction can be done by restricting the domain of
the operator to K, and then we introduce the generalized MIT Bag operator

A = V-(DN + im) , dom(gm) = {\Il ele(XCx),iv-n-¥=1Von 69{} . (3.1)

Remark 3.1. One can observe that in the case of euclidean spaces, the expression
BI) coincides with [I3], Equation (1)], which is already a generalization of the
MIT Bag Dirac operator in dimension 3 (see [I, Equation 1.1]). Indeed, the only
difference comes from the convention on the Clifford multiplication, because we
have the identity X - X = —|X|%.

Remark 3.2. It is easily seen that the operator Zm is symmetric since v anti-
commute with DY (see [I0, Proposition 1] for the general case, or simply remark
that v is parallel in our framework). Since symmetric operators are closable, we
denote by A,, its closure.

Actually, the boundary condition we put in the domain of the operator is not the
Lorentzian MIT Bag boundary condition as stated by the physicists [I1] because
of the Clifford multiplication by v. However, this is consistent with the boundary
conditions imposed in [2], [I] and [I3]. To understand this, we can give another
interpretation of the operator /~1m which seems more physical, and appears to give
an unitary equivalent operator.

Until the end of this section, we will deal with Clifford algebra and spin structures
in the Lorentzian case. We refer to [3], section 2] for a detailed presentation.

One can endow € with the Lorentzian metric g — dt?. There is a Spiny-structure
over C given by the pull-back of the Spin-structure on N and extending the fiber.
One can construct the associated spinor bundle 7€, whose Clifford multiplication
will be denoted by ” -1”. Moreover, we write V¥ for the covariant derivative on
%1€, and we denote by (-,-)r the Hermitian product on this spinor bundle. We
recall that this inner product is not necessarly definite. In this framework, the
Dirac operator with a mass on ¥ € admits the pointwise expression

Py =i | v VRO e, VET | —m¥ (3.2)
j=1
where (e, ..., ey,) is any orthonormal frame on N (see [3] section 2]). Consequently,

the Dirac equation ﬁgllf = 0 is equivalent to

iVEU =iy vepe; L VEV —mu-p 0. (3.3)
j=1
Now, if we take ¥(z,t) = e™¢(x) for all (z,t) € C, where ¢ is parallel along the
time lines, we arrive at

w(b:—iZu-Lej-LVeLj(b—i—my-Lqﬁ. (3.4)

j=1

We have the counterpart of Proposition for the Lorentzian case. Namely, the
spinor bundle X1, € can be identified to one or two copies of XN as in the Riemannian
case.

Proposition 3.3. There is an isomorphism tr, from ¥1Cx into XN if n is even
and into XN ® XN if n is odd such that:
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(=i X pvpU) =X 1,0 for all X € TN and ¥ € ¥1.C,
0 Id .

Id 0) when n s odd.

<LL\I/,LL(I)> = <\I/,l/ ‘L (I)>L f07“ all ®, ¥ € ZLG‘N,

LLV§(\II = V%LL‘I’ for X € TN and ¥ € ZL€|N.

tpvep = wE -1, when n is even, and

Proof. We recall that the notations for Clifford algebras were introduced in sec-
tion

Now, we consider the space R™! endowed with the Lorentzian quadratic form of
signature (n,1). Let (e1,...,e,t1) be the canonical basis of R™!, so that e,1
is timelike. The Clifford algebra over this Lorentzian space is denoted by Cl, ;.
We turn the representation (pn+1,%n+1) into a complex representation of Cl,, 1
(Pn.1, Lnt1) by setting

Pn,1(€i) = pnyi(e;) for 1 < i <n, and pp1(€n+1) =i prti1(ent1).
We remark that when n is even i%pnﬁl(el “...-ent1) acts as the identity.

Following [3, section 2], the Hermitian product (-, );, on X, 1 for the Lorentzian
structure is defined for all ¥, ¢ € 3,41 by

<wa ¢>L = <1/Ja Pn,1 (€n+1)¢>
where (-, -) is the natural Spin,, , ;-invariant Hermitian product on X, 1.
One can define a representation p of Cl,, over the space 3,11 by
plx) = —ippi1(z-ent1) forall z € R™
For n even, this representation is equivalent to (py,, X, ), so we have an isomorphism
U:%,41 — X, such that p,U = Up. Moreover, since i%pn,l(el ... €py1) acts as
the identity on ¥,,41, an easy computation gives Up,, 1(en+1)U "1 = pp(wS).

We still denote by (-,-) the Hermitian product on ¥,, and we remark that U can
be chosen unitary for this inner product. Thus, for all ¥, ¢ € ¥,,11 one has

<Uwa U¢> = <wa¢> = <1/’aﬂn,1(€n+1)2¢> = <¢apn,1(€n+1)¢>L-

For n odd, the restriction of p to E:{H is equivalent to (pn,X,), so we have an
isomorphism Uy : Z:{H — X, such that p,Uy = Upp. In addition, p, 1(en+1) is an

isomorphism from ¥, into ¥¥, |, so we set

U:Ypp = E:{H O, =X, 0%, U:= (U ®U)(Id ® pn,(ent1))-
Easy computations give Up(x)U ! = p,(x) & —p,(z) for all z € R® C R™*! and
Upn(2)U (41, 92) = (12, 1) for all (1,92) € By @ By,

The Hermitian product on ¥, extends to 3, ®¥,, and this extension is still denoted

by (-,-). The isomorphism U can be chosen unitary for this inner product, and one
has for all ¥, ¢ € X411

(U, U@) = (¢, 8) = (0, pp 16) = (Vs P19) L-
Now, all these properties transport to manifolds by identifying e, 1 with v since
the Spin, structure over € is defined by pull-back of the Spin structure over N.

The last point follows from the explicit formula of the covariant derivative on spinor
[B, formula 2.5] and the fact that N is totally geodesic in C. O

We infer that ¥Cj»y and ¥.€ are both isomorphic to XN if n is even and to

YN @ YN if n is odd, so we can identify them via the isomorphism ¢~ tip..

Corollary 3.4. The isomorphism 1~ lip, : ©1,C — XC satisfies:
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o ((Thp)Wiv- ()@Y = (U, D) for all ¥, ® € XLC.

o VS(™ 1LL)\P (L ’1LL)V§(\P for all X € TN and ¥ € T'(X.C).
o X (17lp)W = (1~ LL)(X U) for all X € TN

o iv-(t™hy)= ("t

Under the identification of Corollary B.4] equation ([B.4]) reads

w¢:ZV'€j'VSj¢+imV'¢:(7'DN+Z.T)’LZ/')¢. (3.5)
j=1
This is an eigenvalue equation, and it is now natural to look at the spectrum of the
operator defined by the right-hand side. We just need to add a boundary condition
to define a generalized MIT Bag operator. Since the physical condition imposed
in [I1] is that the flux {¢,n -, ¢} of the quantum field vanishes at the boundary,
we consider the MIT Bag boundary condition in - ¢ = ¢. One has

_<¢a ¢>L = <¢’ —in-p ¢>L = <’Ln ‘L ¢a ¢>L = <¢a ¢>La
and we conclude that (¢, —in -1, ¢);, = 0, so the condition of the physical model is
verified. We can now define another generalization of the MIT Bag Dirac operator
by
Ay =DN +imv-, dom(A,) = {¥ € T.(SCx),in- ¥ =T}, (3.6)
The change of sign for the mass in (BEI) compared to [B.3) comes from the fact that
we consider a model where m — —oo (see [2] section 1.3.3] for more explanations).

We have now two candidates operators for the generalization of the MIT Bag Dirac
operator. However, one can remark that the difference between Zm and Em is only
a matter of how the Clifford product is defined, and the two operators are unitary
equivalent.

Proposition 3.5. The operators Zm and /Alm are unitary equivalent. Moreover,
the unitary operator involved is parallel with respect to VC.

Proof. We define a new Clifford representation on the vector bundle € by setting
XxU:=pv- X -Vand vV :=v- -V for X € TN and ¥ € XC. This new product
still satisfies the Clifford conditions in each fiber, and when n is even the complex
volume form w® 11 acts as

| nt2
wSJrl*\IJ:zL ey s xep kv
| nt2
=il* J(V-el)-...(u-en)-y-\llzwg_i_l-\I/,

where (e1,...,e,) is a direct orthonormal basis of TN. It follows by the general
theory of Clifford representations that there is an unitary isomorphism U : ¥€C —
Y€ such that X - UV = U(X % ¥) for all X € TC and ¥ € XC.

Actually, one can give such an isomorphism explicitly. If n is even, we use the
decomposition XN = LTN @ X~N (see [5, Proposition 1.32]) and the pointwise
identification XC, ¢) = XN, for all (x,t) € € given by Proposition 26 Under this
identification, one has

v (U UT) = (=0t iUT), X (U U ) =i (—X - U, X -UT) for all X € TN,
and we deduce that U can be defined by
U@, U7) = (T, —i07).
Indeed, one has for any X € TN
UX+«(UT o ) =U@r - X - (3T ) =U(iv- (=X ¥, X -¥T))
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= UX -0, X -0 = (X -0 ,iX 0F)
and
X U+, ) =X (UF, —i07) = (—X - U~ ,i X - UF),
thus U(X % (T, 07)) = X -

V.

U(¥*,¥7). In addition, U obviously commutes with

In the case where n is odd, one has the pointwise identification ¥C), ;) = XN, ®
YN, for all (x,t) € € and under this identification,

V- (\Ifl, \112) = (—’L Wy, —i \Ifl), X - (‘I’l, \112) =1 (X Wy, —X - \Ifl) for all X € TN,
It follows that U can be defined by

1
U(\Ill,\lfg) = —(\Ifl +i\112,i\111 + \IJQ)

V2

Indeed, for all X € TN one has
U(X * (\Ill,\IJQ)) = ’LU(Z/ . (X . \IJQ, -X- \Pl)) = U(*X . \Ifl,X . \I/2>

1 , ,
= E(X.(_\Ifl +iWy), X - (=i U1 4 Uy))

and

1
X -U(W,0,) = ﬁX (W 40Uy, i Uy + Uy)

1 . .
= E(X (=T +iTs), X - (=i Uy + Ty)),

thus X - U(¥1,Us) = U(X * (¥, Us)). Again, v commutes with U.
In both cases, U is parallel with respect to V€ and we remark that U (dom(A,,)) =

dom(A,,). We deduce from these considerations that

U*An UV = A, U for all U € dom(A,,), (3.7)
which is the statement we wanted to prove. (I

Remark 3.6. The key point to get Proposition [B.5]is of course that Hy = 0. This
is only under this condition that the isomorphism U is parallel with respect to V.
Thus, it is equivalent to study one operator or the other, but we wanted to insist
on the physical meaning of /Alm.

3.2. The two-masses Dirac operator. We introduce now an operator that can
be interpreted as a Dirac operator on N with two masses in the two separated
regions K and X°. The interest of this operator, as we will show later, is that when
the mass in K¢ grows to infinity, its spectrum converges to the spectrum of the
MIT Bag Dirac operator.

Let m, M € R. We define the operator EmyM by

Em,]\/] =y DN +1 (mlx + Mlg{e)u-, dOm(Em,]\/j) = FC(EG|N)) (38)
and since the Clifford multiplication by v is an endomorphism of I'.(3€y), the
range of this operator is included in I'c(XCy).

Until the end of this subsection, we differentiate the Dirac operator on complete
manifolds and their closure.

The operator Emﬁ A is symmetric because v anti-commutes with DN [T, Proposi-
tion 1] and by Corollary 2l below. Since the manifold N is complete by assumption,
the intrinsic Dirac operator on N is essentially self-adjoint in L?(Z€ in) [6) Proposi-

tion 1.3.5]. Moreover, ([2I8) gives that DN is unitary equivalent to )™ if n is even
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and ﬁN @ —lﬁN if n is odd, and the isomorphism ¢ sends I'.(XCy) into I'c(XN).
Thus, DV is essentially self-adjoint, and it is easy to see that its closure still anti-
commutes with v. Using the fact that the Clifford multiplication by v is an unitary
isomorphism in L?(X€)) we have
(v-DN) = —DNp. = - DN, and v DN =p.DN,

so v - DN is self-adjoint.

We conclude that Emﬁ M is essentially self-adjoint because the potential is a bounded
self-adjoint operator. We define the self-adjoint operator B,, as as the closure of

B

4. SESQUILINEAR FORMS FOR THE OPERATORS WITH MASS

An important tool for the asymptotic analysis will be the sesquilinear forms as-
sociated to the square of the operators. We begin this section by recalling some
important facts for integration by part with the Dirac operator. After that, we
compute the sesquilinear forms for the operator A2, and B?n’ a and we show that
A, is self-adjoint. We end this section with the study of a model operator which
will appears naturally in the asymptotic analysis, and we prove that it is unitary
equivalent to the square of the Dirac operator on 9XK.

4.1. Integration by parts with the Dirac operator. We first give a proof of
the well-known result:
Lemma 4.1. Let U, ® € T'.(XN). Then, one has the pointwise equality
(B0, @) = —divV + (¥, D)
where V is the complex vector field on N defined by
gV, X):=(¥, X -®), VX € TN.

Proof. Let ¥,® € I'.(XCx), * € N and let (e1,...,e,) be a normal coordinate
system at z for V¥V, i.e. Vz\fej(:c) =0foralli,je{l,...,n}. One has at z,

(P"w,0) = <i e VYU, D),

j=1
On the other hand, for all j € {1,...,n},
<ej : vgj\p,q>> _— <v§j\p,ej : <I>>
= 76]' <\IJ, 6]' . (I)> + <\I/, Vg\i (ej . q))> .
Thus, <17)N\Il, D) =—> e (V,e;-P)+ (T, ]Z)N\Il> We recognize in the first term
j=1

of this last sum the divergence of a complex vector field. To see this, we introduce
V € I'(T'N) as in the statement of the lemma. Then, we have at the point x

M:

divV = ng V,ej) =

J=1 j=1
n
=Y ejgVey)
j=1

A direct corollary is an integral version of Lemma (.11

e;j 9(V,e;) —g(V, Vgej)

M:

ej (U , €5 . O
Jj=1
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Corollary 4.2. One has
(pw, Q) r2(x) = <‘I’,JZ)N‘I)>L2(J<) - /ax@vn' P)vax
for all ¥, ® € H(XX), and
(DN, ®) 125y = (¥, DN D) 2(56) — /ax@’n v - Pvax
for all U, ® € Hl(EG‘K).

Proof. The first identity is proved by integrating the formula obtained in
Lemma 1] for ¥, ® € I'.(X€x) and using the divergence theorem. We conclude
by density. For the second one, we use the definition of the extrinsic Dirac operator
given by (ZI8) together with the first equation. O

Finally, we obtain an integration by part formula for the Dirac operator with a
mass defined in the precedent section.

Corollary 4.3. For any V,® € H'(XC %), one has
(v (DY +im)\Il,<I)>L2(j<) =(0,v- (DN + im)@>L2(K) + /(ﬂ{ (U,n-®) vox.

Proof. Let ¥, ® ¢ Hl(EG‘x), using Corollary 2] one has
(v (DN +im)¥, ®) o) = — (DN +im)T,v- ®) 50,

= — (T, (DY —im)(v - ®)) e

—/ (U,n-v-v-®)vox
oK
N .
=(V,v- (D +zm)<I)>L2(g<)+/6x<\11,n~(1)>vax.|:|

4.2. Sesquilinear form for an and essential self-adjointeness. In this section
we show that the operator /~1m is actually essentially self-adjoint, and the domain
of its closure is an extension of dom(A,,) to the space H'(X€5). The proof of
this fact is done in two steps. First, we compute the sesquilinear form of /~1,2n to
get the domain of the closure and secondly, we show the essential self-adjointeness

following the analysis of [§].

With Corollary [£3] we see that A, is symmetric since for any ¥, ® € dom(ﬁm)
one has

(U,n-®) = (V,iv-®) = (iv- ¥, &) =(n ¥ &) =—(U,n-d)=0.

Proposition 4.4. For all ¥ € dom(A,,),

- Scal™
1A = | <|vN<uP>|2 - TW) o

H
oK

Moreover, the graph norm of /~1m and the H'-norm on are equivalent on dom(ﬁm).

Proof. We recall that dom(A4,,) was defined in (31I). Let ¥ € dom(A,,). With
Corollary one has

||;4vm\11||%2(9<) = <(DN +i m)\II, (DN +i m)\I/>L2(K)
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=D T2(50) + MW 290y + m (DN, B)
+m<z\Il,® \P>

L2 (X)
L2 (X)

DN 20, + 9] fm/m< (W,in-v- ) o

DN 2y + 2T 2y + /@ LR

where we used the property ¥ =iv-n- ¥ on 0X.

We consider the operator DIX .= DIX if p is even and DX ;= DIX ¢ DIX if p is
odd. From [I0, Formula (13)] we have for all ® € I'(XXK)

Scal™¥
/x B B[Pox = /ﬂ< <|vN<I>|2 |<I>|2>

H
+ ——|®? — Df’x@,q)) .
(ot o)

Using this equation together with the definition of the extrinsic Dirac operator

[I3)), one has

[ ke = [ (wN(mF Scal” |\If|2>
+/ag< (gmm @6“(@),@» Vo

On the other hand, as DX anti-commute with the Clifford multiplication by n [10
Proposition 1],

(701

(4.1)

<Dag< —in-v- \Il)),L\I/> = <—i D¥%q . (L\I/),L\I/>
<zn @69{ ), > = <@6K(L\P),in~ (L\Il)>
<®6K 0, —(iv-n- \Il)> <58K(L\P>, L\Il>

and we deduce that <@6K(L\Il), L\Il> =0.
Finally, using this equation together with (@I, we get

- Scal
A2 00, = /ﬂ{ <|VN<L\P>|2 |\If|2>

H
oK

It remains to prove the equivalence of the norms. As X is a compact manifold with
boundary, Theorem 2. I0 applies and there is C; > 0 such that for all ¥ € dom(A,,),

~ Scal™
191720y + 1Am P25 :I\L‘I’Hiz(xﬁ/x (IVN(L‘P)I2 I‘I’|2>

H
+m2HL‘I’H%2(3<) + /ax (m - 3) VR

§01||L‘I’||2L2(3<) + ||VN(L‘I’)||2L2(5<) + Cl”””%ﬂ(%)
<2(C1 + Do |31 ()
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Moreover, using Theorem with € small enough, there exists a constant Cy > 0
such that _

1)1 2050) + [1Am @205y > Colle®][F )
Thus, the graph norm is equivalent to the H 1(L(ZG|5<)) norm, which is equivalent
to the H'(XC€jx) norm thanks to Corollary O

Now, we show that A,, is self-adjoint. For this purpose, it is sufficient to prove that
v - DN is essentially self-adjoint on dom(A,,) because the potential is a bounded
operator. In addition, one has

T DN = —iwb I?N if n is even, (4.2)
and
STy DY) = i (1(21 151) B ©-p") ifnis odd. (4.3)
Having these considerations in mind, we define
A= lﬁN if nis even, A := EN &) —lﬁN is n is odd, (4.4)
and

0 Id
Id 0

We remark that 7" is an unitary skew-Hermitian operator which anti-commutes
with A.
We define the operators

1+in: l1+iv-n:
= ‘o t(3Cx), and Py := % on XCx. (4.6)

T:=—iwS- if nis even, T := —i < > if n is odd. (4.5)

Py :

Let A+ be the restriction of A to the domain {¥ € I'.(XCx), P+¥ = 0}. Then,
whatever is the parity of n, v - DN with domain dom(gm) is unitary equivalent to
TA,.

Lemma 4.5. For any s € R, Py and P1 define bounded operators from H?® to
itself.

Proof. The proof is straightforward, see [8, Lemma 5.1 (ii)]. O

Theorem 4.6. The operator A, is self-adjoint, and the expression of Proposi-
tion[{4) is true for any U € dom(A,,) = {\I/ € Hl(Z(i‘x),fP_\I/ = 0}.

Proof. We first prove that F := {\Il eTl(2Cx), PV = 0} is dense in F :=
{V e H'(S€x),P_¥ =0} for the H' norm. Let ¥ € F. There exists (¥;)jen a
sequence of '+ (X€x) converging to ¥ in the H' norm. Let ®; := ¥; —excP_yx ¥,
where we recall that ex is the extension operator defined in Theorem One
has P_vyx®; = 0 and with Theorem 210 and Lemma it comes
@5 — ¥l = [1¥5 — exPyac ¥ — ¥ ()
<5 = Yoy + llexcP—vac Vsl (0
<15~ W) + OBy — Py
<G|V =¥y — 0
Jj—+oo

with C1,Cy > 0.

Then, E is dense in F, and as the graph norm of /~1m and the H!' norm are
equivalent on E by Proposition [£4l We conclude that F C dom(A4,,). By den-
sity, the expression of Proposition 4] is true for any ¥ € F, and the graph
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norm and the H' norm are still equivalent on F. But F is closed for the H!
norm, so we deduce that I’ = dom(Ay,), and using Corollary 212, we have
dom(A;) = {¥ € H'(1X€x), P+¥ = 0}. This means that A, is exactly one or
two copies of the operator Dy (up to a sign) studied in [8, Lemma 5.1].
By the same method, we can show that dom(A_) = {¥ € H'(13€x), P-¥ =0}
and A_ is one or two copies of the operator D_ (up to a sign) studied in [8, Lemma
5.1].
Finally, [8, Lemma 5.1 (v)] gives us (A4)* = A+, and we deduce that

(TAT) = —(A;)'T = —A T = TA.
Consequently, T'A_ is self-adjoint, and so is A,, by unitary equivalence. O
4.3. Sesquilinear form for B'r2n,M' As for the operator A,,, we compute the
sesquilinear form of the operator B?n’ s defined in section As a consequence

of the Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula, we can first compute the square of the
extrinsic Dirac operator acting on smooth section with compact support in N.

Lemma 4.7. Let ¥ € I'.(XC). Then

Scal™
4

VN w)* + (B2 +m?| T | o

N
Proof. Let ¥ € I'.(X€)). One has

v (DN +im) \IJH%Z(N) =(v- (DN +im) U,v- (DN +im) )
={(DN +im) ¥, (DN +im) ¥)
= (DN, DNW)

L2(N)

L2(N)

r2eo T W) a0y

+m [(DN\P,Z'\II>L2(N) + <i‘1’79N‘1’>L2<N>} .

Using Lemma [£1] one has at any point x € N,

(DN, i W) + (iU, D) = —div V.
By the divergence theorem, the Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula (Proposition [2.5])
and Equation [ZI8] one can integrate over N to obtain

Hl/- ('DN +Zm) ‘I]H%Z(N) = <'DN\I]; DN\I’>L2(N) + m2 <\I]’ W)LZ(N)

Scal™
:/ l|vN(Lq/)|2+T|\y|2+m2|qf|2 . O
N

We can now compute the quadratic form for the operator by integration over N,
and it comes out that the domain of By, 5s is a subspace of the Sobolev space H L

Proposition 4.8. One has dom(By, v) C H*(X€n) and for ¥ € dom(Bpy, u),

Scal™
4

VN (®)* + B2 | on + m? || W[ T2 a0y

Brar ¥y = |
N

M2 ) + (M = m) /a (PP = [P0 v

where we recall that Py were defined in ([4.0).
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Proof. Let ¥ € I'.(X€)x). One has
Bt |72y =l (DY + i M)W + i (m — M) Lgcv - W|72
=[1(DY + 0 M)W T2y + (m = M) €2,
+ (m— M)2R (DN +i M)V, i 13c¥) 1o o
With Lemma [A.T]

2R((DN + i M)W, i W) a5y = 7/ (Uin-v-W)vgx + 2M (U, 0) 5 )
oK

Thus, we have
1B, aall72 ) = (DN + i MYW|[F2 ) + (10— M)? (W[5,
+ (M —m) /ag< (W,in-v- W) vagc + 2M (m — M)|[¥| 1725
= [[(DN + i M)W[|F2 () + (m? — M) W][2 )

+(Mm)/6x<\ll,in~y~\ll>vag<

Scal™
= /N [|VN(L‘I’)|2 + Tl‘l’l2 + MO | x4 (m® — M?)[[ 9725

+(M—m)/(9x<\ll,in-u-\ll>vag<

Scal™
Z/NlWN(L‘I’)lQﬂLTWFWF o+ m? W72 g0y + MW7 (e

+<M_m)/ag< (U,in-v-Vyvgx (4.7)

and
(U in-v-¥) = (¥, —jv-n-¥) =(U,P_U) —(U,P, ) =|P_U>—|P, %
It follows from Theorem that there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all
v e FC(EQN),
2
1Bt 12y 2 C (190 — 19132 ) -

Then, the graph norm of EmyM is higher than the H'(3X€jy)-norm up to a constant.
Then dom(By, p) C H'(3€)), and one can conclude by density. O

4.4. The limit operator. In this section, we introduce the effective operator L
which will appear naturally as the limit operator for A,, when m — —oco. We define
it as the operator acting on the Hilbert space

H:={V e L*(ZCpx), ¥V =iv-n- ¥} (4.8)
associated to the quadratic form
- 1
v, ] :/ DVNLW +- (sczﬂf”< - Tr(WQ)) |x1/|2} Vo, (4.9)
EXe 4
9(0) :=={¥ € H'(X€Cpx), ¥ =iv-n-V}.

By the compactness of X, it comes that the form (&3) is closed and lower semi-
bounded, so the operator L is well-defined.
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The operator L is actually unitary equivalent to the square of the Dirac operator
on OX. This fact can be established using the link between the spinor bundles of
the spaces 0K C N C € and then the proof depends on the dimension n of N.

Remark 4.9. Using Gauss-Codazzi equations (see [3, Proposition 4.1], for exam-
ple), one has

Tr(W?) = H? + Scal™ — Scal® — 2RicN (n, n).
Thus, the operator we are considering here is a generalization of the operator L
defined in [I3] section 2.2] and we generalize the result of [13] Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 4.10. The operator L is unitary equivalent to (lﬁaj{)Q.

Proof. We consider separatly the case of n even and n odd.

Case n odd: One can represent any ¥ € H as ¥ =: (U+, ¥7) € L?(EFCpx) X
L2(276|ag<), and then

UV=jv-n- Ve W=i(rn V) < U=—n- T

Thus, the isomorphism ¢ induces the isomorphisms :* : ©*€ — XN, and one has

Ut - —in- Ut
A in-.”U™ )

We introduce the (pointwise) unitary operator U : L?(XNjpx) — H, which sends
H'(XNjpx) into Q(¢), and is defined by

=37 (Grim v )

We compute now |VNL(U\II)|2 for ¥ € H'(XNpx). Let (e1,...,en—1) be a point-
wise orthonormal frame of T'(0X). The vector fields (ej)i1<j<n—1 are naturally
identified to elements of T'N. Using the Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula and
Proposition 2.6 (3) one has
=N =N , =N ,
Vi) = £ (W +in) ) + [F7(1 - in)w)?)
n—1
(IVE @+ [|(Van) - ¥ +n- V) U]
k=1
1 1 1 n—1
—_ N 2 2
= 71|Vek\P+§n~Wek-\P| +Z;|wek.\p|

_ 1
= [ P 4 TV

N = =

3
|

=

1
= [DP*WP + 5 (_scauf’JC + Tr(WQ)) |2,
Thus,

(U, Uw) = /

oK
|'D6K\I/|2’Uaj< = / |w M\I/|2vaj<.
oK oK

Case n even : The isomorphism g induces the isomorphisms p* : ¥*N — LK.
According to Proposition 2.6 as n — 1 is odd, for all f € I'(XN|sx) one has

. (0 Id ptft
N('Ln'f)_(ld 0 )(M_f_ .
Then, for ¥ € H one has

ivn-UV=Us —(in-v - ¥)=0 < —pu(in- V) =mV
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0 Id pr(e)t o P R
Thus, the unitary operator
U: LA(S(0K) — H
-

1 ,-1,-1
v = 5l M (\Il)

sends H'(X(0X)) into Q(¢). Now we compute |VNL(U\I/)|2 for ¥ € HY(Z(0X)).
Let (e1,...,en—1) be a pointwise orthonormal frame of T(9K). One has, using
Proposition 28] (3)

WY (UD))? = 1V W UT))?
1l =N 4 (-0
o7 (9)

o) (3)

k=

1
n—1 1
oK
<‘ (Vek + §W€k) \\
k=1

1
=3 (e gwaior)

1
— 1P w)? ¢ 2 (—Scalf’“ + Tr(WQ)) 0|2

2

2

? 1
+ ’ (v§§< — §Wek) v

)

Then
U, UY| = /

d
which concludes the proof. (I

0K
IE ‘I’|2U89<
K

5. OPERATORS IN TUBULAR COORDINATES

When the masses m and M become large, one can localize the eigenvalue problem
in a neighbourhood of 0K since the potential in the square of the operators is large
outside of this region. For this reason, it is useful to express the operators in tubular
coordinates around 0K. Thus, we identify a collar near the boundary of K with the
cylinder 9K x (—4,0) and we look at the operator we obtain after this identification.
However, the aim of this procedure is to simplify the expression, so we would like
to change the induce metric on the cylinder into the product metric. This last
step cannot be done without a way to compare the spinor bundles involved, and in
particular the way we modify the covariant derivative.

5.1. Tubular coordinates. For § > 0 we define the tubular neighbourhood of 0K
. ns(0K) := {z € N, dist(z, 90K) < d}. (5.1)
Since 0K is compact, ng(9K) can be identify with the product 0K x (=4, §) through
the Riemannian exponential map when § is small. To precise this, we define
II; == 0K x (—6,6), I} := 0K x (0,0), Iy := 0K x (—4,0), II' := 0K x {t}, (5.2)
and it is standard that there exists §p > 0 such that the map
H5o — ng, (89()

(r,t) +— exp(tn(z)) (5.3)
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is a diffeomorphism on its image.

For every § < &g, Ils inherits an orientation via the previous identification.
Moreover, one has T'(Il5) = T(0K) x TR and we denote by % the vector field
(0,1) € T(0K) x TR.

From [3], we recall the definition of a generalized cylinder:

Definition 5.1. A generalized cylinder is a manifold of the form Z := I x M where
I C R is an interval, M is a differentiable manifold and Z admits a Riemannian

metric gz, = dt*>+ g, where (g¢)ier is a smooth one parameter family of Riemannian
metrics of M.

We identify any vector field X on the hypersurface 9K with the vector field on
TTl;s, also denoted by X and defined by X(, ) := X,, for all (y,t) € IIs,. Note that
in this case [2, X] = 0.

We have two natural metrics on Ils,. First, the metric g of N via the previous
identification, and secondly, the Riemannian product metric h := gjgx + dt?. Fur-
thermore, ¥1II5, is the spinor bundle of N restricted to Ils,.

With these notations, we have the useful property:

Lemma 5.2. The Riemannian manifold (Ils,, g) is a generalized cylinder.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that g = g; + dt? with (g;); a family of metrics

on 0X. This is equivalent to show that the vector field % is normal to IT* for all

t € (—=b0,90). Let (x,t) € Il5, and X € T(9K), identified with a vector field on II;,
as before. One has

d O\ (e O N 0
at? <X’ 6t> -9 (Va%X’ 6t> tg <X’V§ at)

=0

—
o 0 ) )
_ (oxd 2 9 4| 9
-9 (vxat’ at) +9 ([81&’)(] ’ at)

o(34)2)-0

It comes that g (X, %) is constant along the curves s — (-, s) and g (X, %) (@0) = 0.

Thus, g (X , %) = 0, which concludes the proof. O

(,t)
With Proposition 5:2] we deduce that there exist a family of metrics (g¢): on 0K
such that g = g; + dt?. One can observe that h = gy + dt? with these notations.

We define for any (s,t) € (—do, do) the map I'} which acts as the parallel transport
from s to t along the curves r + (-,7) with respect to the connection V>,

We recall that vy is the volume form on Il5, compatible with the metric g. Let
vp, = vox A dt be the volume form compatible with A on I, .

The bilinear form g is identified with an endomorphism of T1ls, via the metric h.
Let (z,t) € Ils,. For any direct orthonormal frame f of T{, II5, endowed with the

metric h we define
o(z,t) := +/detsg. (5.4)

One can show that this does not depend on the choice of the basis, and the volume
forms with respect to the different metrics are related by

UN = Qup. (5.5)

Our aim in this section is to express all the objects on (Ils,,g) in terms of the
structures over (Ils,, h). The function ¢ defined above allows to link the integration
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over these two Riemannian manifolds, and in particular we have a relation between
the L? spaces. Then, we define the isomorphism

O: L*(XIs,,vn) — L2(Ss,,vs)
We remark that © is unitary from L?(XIls,, v) onto L?(31ls,, vp)-

(5.6)

5.2. Estimates in the generalized cylinder. We now fix § < %". In order to
compare the structures over the hypersurfaces I for t € (-6, ), we first show that
the norm of a vector field defined on II* and extended by parallel transport with
respect to VN does not varied too much when ¢ is small.

Lemma 5.3. We endow Il with the metric g. There exists C > 0 depending only
on 8 such that for all t,t' € (—6,58) and X € T(TNY), for all x € OK, one has the
estimate )

[ X(aey = Tt (Xe)lg < Clt = 1| X (z,0)lg,
where X is extended to TIls constantly as before.

Proof. First, we remark that C; :=  sup sup % is finite by

(y,8)€lls,,2 Z€T(y,s)\{0}
compactness. Let t € (—§,0) and X € ['(TT'). We define the vector field Y €
F(TH(;) by Yr(yys) = F;(X(yﬁt)) for any (y, S) e Il;.
One has for all ¢’ € (-4, 9),

0

N
= e < 7.
‘( t’) ‘29 (V%X’X)‘|(7t,) = 2clg(X)X)(1t)

By integration, we obtain the inequality g(X, X)(. vy < 9(X, X)(. ¢ exp(2C1 [t —t]),
and with Cy := exp(260C1) one has g(X, X)(. ;) < Cog(X, X)(.p)-

Now, one has

X -V, X Y)‘ - ‘2g(v§X,X —Y)

—g(
ot (")

= 29(Wpe X, X = Y)(_ )

<2C1X (i lgl(X =Y) (g

<2010 X lg(X =Y ) en)lg
We need the following technical lemma to conclude.

Lemma 5.4. Let I be an interval of R containing 0 and let f : I — R be a
differentiable non-negative function. Assume there is C > 0 such that |f'| < C\/f.
Then, one has |\/F(x) —/F(0)| < &|z| for all x € 1.
Using Lemma [5.4] we arrive at

gX =Y, X = Y) 4y < CrCo| Xy 2t = 1)?

and we have the result by taking the square root in this inequality. ([

:

Proof of Lemma[5.4) Let € > 0. One has |f'| < Cy/f + ¢, which gives ’d Itel <

dx
€. By integration, we obtain that for all z € I, [\/f(z) +e — \/f(0) +¢| < $|z.
Letting € go to zero, one gets the result. (I

We are now able to compare the norms of the covariant derivatives on the differ-

ent hypersurfaces of Ils. For this purpose, we recall that vN\IJ is defined as the
restriction of VNW to 70X ® 1.
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Lemma 5.5. There exists C > 0 only depending on §y such that for any t € (—6,0)
and ¥ € T (XI5),

1— 8 [V Tow(. ¢ 2705\1/-15 2 < [ Nw(t ’

( ) t (a ) | (a )| — (’ )
_ 2

< (1+C§)]VNF?\IJ(~,t)‘ + CO[Y (-, ).

Proof. Let ¥ € I'(X1ls). Let (z,t) € Il; and X € T'(0X) such that | X, g, = 1,
and we extend it constantly. The Riemannian curvature of (Ils, g) is bounded, so
for any s € (=4, 6) one can find C; > 0 such that

0

(VAT ) ()

=2|R (VY VAT}W) (2, 5), (VAT W) (@,5) )|

0
= R (R (X)) (AT ) 003) )|
<C1X (2,9)]g| ¥ (2, )| (VXTL W) (2, 5),
and with Lemma [5.3] one can find C' > 0 independent of X such that
| X(2,5)lg <14 Clt —s] < 1+ Cdp.

Thus,
0

Using Lemn(?;m we obtain
’|(V§Ft0\11)(:13,0)| - |V§\I/(x,t)|’ < Cr(1 4 Coo)[t|[ W (z, )]
On the other hand,
(VXT?W)(2,0) = (Vo TP)(x,0)] <[ X4 0) — I (X (2.0)l(V TW) (2, 0)
<CO|(F W) (2, 0)).
Thus, combining the previous estimates, one can find Cs > 0 such that

(72 < T00) @, 0)] = (VY. 1) | < Calt] (1, 0)] + (T TP W)@, 0)])

[(VXT;W) (2, 5)2] < CL(1+ Coo)|W(x, t)[[(VXT; ) (x, 5)].

Now, let (e1,...,e,) be an othonormal frame at the point (x,t). One obtains

(7 T0w) (@, 0)] = 7 w(a, 1) <2 (V2 T90) (2, 0)] - [V W (a, 1)

<ZC’2|t|( (@, )]+ |(V T0W) (= ,O)I)

<nCsd (|\Il(z, ] + (V) T0W)(x, o>|) .
The result then comes from the following lemma:

Lemma 5.6. For all C > 0 and § < 8§o/2, there is C' > 0 depending only on d
and C such that for all a,b,d > 0 verifying |a —b| < C8(b+d), one has |a® —b?| <
C'§(b? + d?).

O

Proof of Lemmal28. One has
la® — b2 =|(a — b+ b)* — b%| = |(a — b)* + 2(a — b)b| < |a — b]* + |2(a — b)b|
<C?6%(b+ d)* +205(b + d)b < C?6%(b + d)* + C(b + d)? + C5b?
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<(2C25% 4+ C8)(b? + d*) + Cob* < (2C350 + 20)86(b? + d?),

which is equivalent to the statement of the lemma. (I

5.3. Bracketing for the quadratic form of A2,. We end this section by finding
a lower and an upper bound for the quadratic form of A2, expressed in the tubular
coordinates.

Lemma 5.7. There exists ¢ > 0 depending only on &g such that the following
estimates hold:

=N
I6 - Uie@p <5 (5.7 [V ¢l3wm, <  (58)

@9)(.5) C o
@060 <o asto=E e
Oio (r9)? 1 i
%(z,t)* 107 (x,t)fZ(Scalax(z)fTr(W )(z)ScalN(x,t))‘gcg,

(5.11)
for all (z,t) € Ils.

Proof. To show (1), (5.8) and (59), we just remark that ¢ is a smooth function
on the closure of Il which is compact, so it is bounded on II; as well as all its
derivatives.

Thanks to Lemma 52l we can use [3, formula (4.1)], so (&I0) follows from:

at¢('a0) _ at \V4 detf g(~,0) _ Tr(atg)('ao) _ _QTI‘(W) _ H

2¢(-,0) 2  4y/det; g(-,0) 4 2

Finally, we prove (BI1)). Let (z,¢) € II5 and let f be a direct orthonormal frame
of (Ils, h) at (z,t). One has, using lemma [5.21 and [3] equation (4.8)],

L0 avt) - OO 0t) Tt g~ AT
_ (@2 dthg 30 dlegf 9)2) (2,0) + O(1)
= (HTQ - Tr(W?) + W) () +0O(t)
:i(Scalag{(x) CTe(W2)(2) — Seal™(z, ) + O(F),
which gives the result. 0

For a € R, § € (0,080/2) and ¥ € H' (zﬁ)) we define

J (W) = /Hi vN+/m< <aj: g) U 2vasc.  (5.12)

é
Proposition 5.8. There is a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on g such that for all
a €R and § € (0,80/2), the following inequalities hold:

IN
Vw4 2

(1) for every U € H* (EH_?), one has

Je(¥) > /Hi {(1 — ¢d) ‘(ﬁ”rﬁ@m)@,o)‘ﬁ |v§@\p|ﬂ op (2, )
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oK 2
+/i [(Scal 4Tr(w ) 65> oup?
I

n / [0(O)(-,0)2 — ¢|(OU)(-,8)[?] vox. (5.13)
oK

Uh

(2) if moreover ¥ =0 on the outer boundary TI*°, one has

J+ () < /Hi {(1 + ¢d) ’(vNF?@\P)(:c,O)r + |Vg@\11|2} vp (2, 1)

oK 2
+/ [(Scal Tr(W?2) H(S) oup?
nf 4

Proof. It is sufficient to prove the result for ¥ € I'. (Eﬂ_gt) and to conclude by

density. One has
H
¢vh+/ <a:|:—> |V |2 vgac.
ox 2

J£(¥) = /H .
We remark that ¢ =1 on 9K and Lemma [5.5] gives a constant C' > 0 such that

vhJra/ax|(e\1:)(-,0)|2vaJ< (5.14)

Scal™

VYR 0U + = o 0

s

1 2 __ 1 2 1
/i Uvgwa@\p\ +(1705)‘VNF?¢‘5@\P’ (-,0)05|¢—a@\p|2} dun
II; t

1" H
+/ Sca |®\If|2q§vh+/ (ai _) O [Pvaxc < J(T)
n: 4 oK 2
. 2 . 1 2 1
</i [v§¢—aeqf\ +(1+Co) [V TPt 0u| (-,0)+06I¢‘29‘1’|2] Pun
I3 ¢

N H
+/ Sca lp~ 20V |?puy, +/ (a + —> |0V |?vasc.
ins 4 oK 2

)

Moreover, for all (z,t) € II5 and X € T,0X,
—N 1 2
VATY(@ 10w (z,0)6(x, )

2

! (,0)

2¢(z, 1)
1
2¢(x,t)

1

=N
- o (TR, X ()@ Tie ) (2.0)

= ‘Vﬁr?@\p - X (¢)(z, ) [0OT

2

- Wﬁrg@\pf (z,0) + X(¢)(z, )I°0U| (z,0)

and
—N =N
R(T Y0, X(0)(2,)TIOV) (2,0)] < 67 TOU[(w,0)+ O X (6) *(x,1)/5.
Then, with the inequality (5.8)), there is C’ > 0 such that
l <N1+0 2 l 2
(1-C'8) ‘v rt@\y‘ (,0) — C'8|00| (1)
_ L2
< (1£C0) [V 03] (2,0)6(,1)

_ 2
< (1+C'5) ]v”rgexp‘ (2,0) + C'8 |00 (z,t).
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It remains to compute

2

, 1
PIVE 620U = |V OF — —0,6(0V)
ot ot 20
2 2
e (0:9) 2 3t¢ N
= vg@@‘ + g louf - = <v ov @\1/>
(9r9)* 2 3t¢
_ | t _
=|v% @\p‘ L lewl - 2o 0w,

Thus, integrating by parts, one has

1 2
/|vf§¢-a@\lf|2¢vh=/ Uvﬁeﬂ 9] 16 Ma |em|]
H(si ot H(si at

167
_ N 2 (09)? 2 02¢  (Ou9)? 2
/H?[v%@qf‘ + g lovl +(2—¢ 3 )|®\Il|]vh
B B
[ Bevii s [ S20u i

) o O
‘/n;[ jou| +(2¢> 15 )'eq"]“h

0
$/ 9902y $/ =0V [Pvax
e 2¢

where we used (BI0). Thus, we have

I 2
Ji(\IJ)S/i {(1+C§)‘(VNF?®\P)($,O)‘ + |V 0
11 t

N
N <62i(f 3 (0r9)? n Scal +C(5> |®\If|2(ac,t)] vp (2, t)

442 4

+ a/ |0¥[2vgg if ¥ = 0 on IIF°
T10

Ji(0) > /Hi {(1 — C9) \(V%Q@xp)@,@)f + |vg®qf|2

924 (8t¢)2 Scal™
+<2t—¢ 2 T 05> |®\I]|2(x7t)]v

0,
+a/ |@‘I’|2’Uaj< ?/ t¢|@‘1’|2vag<
110 I+

These estimates, together with (5.9) and (EI1]) give the result. O

6. ANALYSIS OF THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL OPERATORS

Our proofs for the main results will use some separation of variables in the general-
ized cylinder IIs. For this reason, we will need to analyse various one-dimensional
operators. We define them in this section and we state the propositions we need
on the behaviour of their eigenvalues in some asymptotic regimes.

We recall the two results from [I3, Section 3]:
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Lemma 6.1. Lete > 0. Let a > 0 and let S be the self-adjoint operator on L?(0,6)
associated to the quadratic form

slf, f1= /OE [f'[Pdt — ol f(0)%, Q(s) = {f € H'(0,¢), f(e) =0}

Then, when o — +00, one has E1(S) = —a? + O(e™%%), and the associated L? —
normalized eigenfunction f satisfies | f(0)]? = 2a+ O(1).

Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ > 0. Let o, 8 > 0 and let S’ be the self-adjoint operator on
L?(0,¢) associated to the quadratic form

§MHATM%+mwwzﬂmw%memm»

Then, when a — +00, one has E1(S") = —a? + O(e™5%), and there exist b* > 0
and b > 0 such that

b2 —b< E;j(S") <btj? forall j > 2 and a > 0.

A third one-dimensional operator will be of interest for the proof of Theorem [[.3l It
can be interpreted as the laplacian on an interval (—§,d) with a potential consiting
of two masses on the two sides of the origin and a d-interaction at 0. For this last
operator, we state the result in the very specific case of our framework, so we recall
that m, M € R and § € (0,d0/2).

For 8 > 0, let X be the operator associated to the quadratic form
s
slf fl= [ 7Pt 51T + 1 -0)P)

0 )
+Lgﬂﬂm+4wwﬂm4M—mu@m
Q(z) = H'(=6,68). (6.1)

min(|m|,M)
)

Lemma 6.3. For § > 0 and 5 > 0 fized, one has E1(X) = O(e” ) when
min(—m, M) — 400. Moreover, for all j > 2, one can find C1,Co > 0 such that

min(m?, M?) + C1j° — Cy < E;(X).

Proof. One can see that the operator X acts as f — — f"+(M?1_s 0 +m*1( 5)) f
on the functions f € H'(—§,8) N (H?*(—4§,0) U H?(0,4)) satisfying f'(8) — Bf(0) =
F(=0) + Bf(=d) = 0 and f'(07) — f(07) + (Jm| + M) f(0) = 0. We search for a
negative eigenvalue for X in the form —k? with k > 0. The associated eigenfunction
must be of the form

£(t) = { are kMt L bieft ift € (—6,0)

agek2t + boe Rt if ¢ € (0,9) (6.2)

where ki := VM2 + k2 and ko := vVm2 + k2.
We can rewrite the equations satisfied by f as
0 = as(ky — B)e™® — by(ka + B)e*2°
0= ai (k1 — B)e"? — by (ko + B)e 20
a1 +b; = as + by
0 = agks — boks + arkr — bik:s + (Im| + M) (a1 + b1).
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The two first equations give by = %62’“25&2 and by = %e%l‘sal. Thus, with

the equation of continuity we have
ki—p 2k6> ( ko — B 2k6>
1+ ——e*"1% | = 1+ ——e*%° | .
ai ( T e as T e
We conclude that
ko ﬂ2k6)1< k1 ﬂzk&)
= 14 Z——eF2 14— "2kt
as = ap ( T e + " e

because for min(|m|, M) large enough, one has that the different term are not zero.

We arrive at

-1
|m| + M=k <u62k26 _ 1> (1 + uerzf;)

ko + ko +
ki =B ks )< kl—ﬁzka)l
+k (L0 1) (14— .
1<k1+/36 [

—1
Let F(z) = « (%621(5 — 1) (1 + %62Z6) defined on (min(|m|, M), +00).
The previous equation reads |m| + M = F(k1) + F(kz), and when k = 0 the
right-hand side is F(jm|) + F(M) < |m|+ M. Since F(k1) + F(k2) — +0o when
k — +o0 and F is strictly increasing there exists an unique k € (0,400) such that
im| + M = F(ki) + F(ks).

Now, one has
F(x) = z(14 0(e™2%%)) = z + O(e~329/2),
Thus, for ¢ := min(|m|, M) large enough there holds
ky+k —2e7 %0 < |m|+ M < ka+ ki + 2¢~¢?
and
0< Vm2+k2 — jm|+ VM2 + k2 — M < 2.
Then, \/CQqLik2 — ¢ <2e %% and we arrive at
E? = 0(e=%%/?).

To conclude, we consider the operator X’ defined by the same form as X but with
the form domain {f € H'(—6,9), f(0) = 0}. From the Min-Max principle, one has
E; 1(X') < Ej(Xs) < Ej(X’) for all j > 2 because X is a rank-one perturbation of
X'. But X’ 2 (Sp+m?)®(Sp+M?) where Sp is the operator acting in L?(0,4) as
f = —f"for f € H?(0,8) with f(0) = f'(§)—Bf(5) = 0. We conclude by remarking
that F;(Sp) ~ m2j2/6% when j — 400, so E;(X') > min(m?, M?) — Cy + Cyj? for
suitable C7,Csy > 0. [l

7. ASYMPTOTICS ANALYSIS FOR THE OPERATOR A,,

In this section, we prove Theorem [[T] following the analysis of [13], Section 4]. The
proof is made by localizing the problem near the boundary of X and using the
analysis done in the previous section to find a lower and an upper bound for the
limit of the eigenvalues. These bounds coincide and are equal to the eigenvalues
of the model operator L introduced in (£9). We begin by showing a Dirichlet-
Neumann bracketing for the operator A,,.
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Let § € (0,00/2). We introduce several new operators. Let Z}, Z.., Z! be
the operators defined by their quadratic forms 2z}, 2, 2/ which admit the same

m? m

expression as the quadratic form of A2, given in Proposition 4] with

dom(zh) = {\If € Hl(Eelf),\I/ =iv-n-VondKand V=0 on H_‘S}, (7.1)

dom(z,;):{\Ifeﬂl(ze—,),\p:w-n-qfon HO}, (7.2)
TT5

dom(z},) = H' (S5, (1= ) - (7.3)

We define the maps J; : dom(4,,) — dom(z,) & dom(z),), ¥

(\II‘H—,,\II‘K\(H;UHO)) and Jo : dom(z}) — dom(A,,) which is the extension by
s

zero. For ¥; € dom(A,,) one has
(2 @ 20) [J1(01), T (U1)] < (A W1, A W) ooy
and for U5 € dom(z;),

<AmJ2(\I]2)a AmJQ(\IIQ»LZ(K) S z’;“’y; [lIIQ; \112] .

Then, the Min-Max principle gives
Ej(Zy® Zy,) < Ej (A7) < E; (Z;,) - (7.4)

We remark that Z/, > m? and then, for any j € N such that E; (Z;;) < m?, one
has

Ej(Z,) < B; (A7,) < E; (Z},). (7.5)
We introduce the notation Sy := L(EG‘H—,). Let ¢ > 0 be the constant given by
5
Proposition 5.8 We consider the two quadratic forms in L*(Sy, vp,) given by

wile v = |

{(1 4 ed) [V TOw? 4 vy qfﬂ on
1I t

s
lax_T 2
+/ l<m2+8ca . Y(W)+c(5> w2 ’Uh+m/ [P (-,0)|*vox
_ ox

Qyt):={¥ e H" (S;), P " (¥(-,0)) =0and ¥(-,§) =0}, (7.6)

and
Y0, 0] = /
Iy

[

)

{(1 — SV TOW? + |v7%\1/|2} on

9K _ 2
<m2 n Scal 4Tr(I/V ) 05> e

Uh

[ e 0 o)) o
oK
Qy,) :={w e H' (S7), P17 " W(,0)=0}. (7.7)

Remarking that Q(y;-) = ©u(dom(z%)), and that O is unitary from L2 (zelng L UN)
onto L? (S; , vy ), Proposition 5.8 and the Min-Max principle give

Aj (y) < Ej (AZ) < A (y;)) for any j € N such that Aj(yh) <m?  (7.8)
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7.1. Upper bound. The upper bound is found by taking good test functions in
the Min-Max principle. The first observation is that the quadratic form y, admits
a separation of variable. It can be seen as the tensor product of a sesquilinear
form on 0K and a one-dimensional sesquilinear form S. The behaviour of its first
eigenvalue allows to find the bound we are searching for.

Let S be the self-adjoint operator on L?(0,§) associated to the quadratic form

é
sLf, f] :/O [f'[Pdt +m|f(0)*, Q(s) = {f € H'(0,0), f(5) =0}, (7.9)

and let f be a normalized eigenfunction for the first eigenvalue of S. According to
Lemmal[6.I when —m is large, there is b > 0 such that S[f, f]+m? < bexp(—d|m]).

For a > 0, we introduce the quadratic form

cal®® — Ty(W?2
(o[, 0] = /{m (1+ ca)[ V" 00[? + (S : W) +ca> |2
Q(L,) = Q(¢), (7.10)

4
where ¢ was defined in ([@3). The sesquilinear form ¢, is lower semibounded and
closed. We denote by L, the associated self-adjoint operator.

VoK

Let &1,...,&; be linearly independant eigenspinors for the first j eigenvalues of Ls.
We define the set

Vi={U e L?*(S;),U(z,t) = f()TH(:&(2)), € € Span(&r, ..., &)} . (7.11)

With all these notations, for ¥(z,t) := f(t)['f(:£(x)) € V and —m large enough,
one has, using Leibniz’s rule

Y[, W] = / V% WP + (14 c0) [V TH0 ) v
- t

)

i 165{ 7T 2
+/ <m2 + Sca . I‘(W ) +C5> |\IJ|2 vn +m |‘If(-,0)|2v39<
5 oK

9 _
= [ |1 PR + @ TV o
HJ

i 163<7T 2
s [ (e S ) 0 b [ (000
m; | 4 | oK

= U5[€, €1 FlIZ2(0,5) + (S 1+ m2) €172 (om0
< 056, €] + bexp(=8|m|) €|z (ox)
< (E;(Ls) + bexp(=d|m|)) €117 (ouc)-
Thus, A;(yh) < E;(Ls) + bexp(—d|m|). We remark that léigloEj(L(;) = E;(L) so

we have the bound

lim sup E;(A2) < F;(L). (7.12)

m——00

7.2. Lower bound. The strategy to obtain the lower bound is to relax the con-
straint in the domain of y,, in order to operate a separation of variable. Thus, we
arrive at a good configuration to apply the monotone convergence theorem. This
analysis will occupy the end of this section.

Let S’ be the self-adjoint operator on L?(0,§) associated to the quadratic form

5
S'f f] = / Fde -+ mlf(O) — el f(5), Q(S") = H'(0, ), (7.13)
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and let (fr)ken be a sequence of normalized eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues
E(S"). According to Lemma [6.2] there exist b* > 0, b > 0 and by > 0 such that
Ei(S) > —m? — be~ 0"l when m — —oc and b~ k? — by < Ei(S") < bHk? for all
k> 2.

If ¢ > 0 is the constant given by Proposition .8 we define the quadratic form y,,
by the same formule as y,,, but with the domain Q(y,,) = H* (S5 ).

We also define for a € R the sesquilinear form

oK 2
e;[\p,\p]:/ (1+ ca)[ V" 002 (Scal 4Tr(W ) +ca> 7|2
oK

VoK

Q(l,) = H' (3Cjpx). (7.14)

This form is closed and lower semibounded. We note L/, the associated self-adjoint
operator.

We state the following density result, which allows us to express Y;,, as the sum of
tensorial product of operators.

Lemma 7.1. Let
F = {V, 3(f, V) € L*(0,6) x L* (XCjax) , ¥(z,t) = f(—)T{ (Wo(z))} .
Then, Span(F) is dense in L? (EH(;). Thus, one has a natural isomorphism

L2 (Sg,vh) = LQ(O, 5) ® L2 (Ee‘ax)

Proof. Let E := (—6,0) x R viewed as a vector bundle over (—4,0), and P :=
E @ XCpx. The statement of the lemma is then equivalent to the density of
Span(F”) in L?(P,v;) where

F' = {W, 3(f, V) € L*(—6,0) x L (2€jpx) , U(z,t) = f(t)Vo(2)},
and this last result is standard. (|
We denote by Y,, the self-adjoint operator associated to y,,, and using the identi-
fication of Lemma [.1l one can write
Yim=(S"+m*)@1+1x L.
Now, we define the unitary transform
U:L*(Sy) — (N)® L? (2Cjax)

5
W = (9), Wy = / Filt) IO ).

By the spectral theorem, ?m = UY,,U* is given by its quadratic form denoted by
Ym:
Tl (01, ()] = 37 (€500 i+ (B(S') + ) [ 3o )
kEN

and the form domain is the subset of /?(N) @ L? (EG ‘ agc) for which the right-hand
side converges. Thus,

QFm) = {(¥r) € C(N)® L* (XCjox) , Ui € H' (SC)x)
and > (I0ull3rs o) + RO IF2cox)) < 00} (7.15)

Setting 17,; = UY,, U*, the sesquilinear form for 17,; is the same as for Y, with
the domain R R
QTs) = {qf = (Ug) € QFim) : P_UT(-,0) = o} . (7.16)
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Then, if we define
W[ W, U] 1= 0 5[0y, @3] = bexp(—6|m|) [ U1 g0

+ Y Sk, U]+ (07K = bo + mP) [V 72950
k>2
we have g, > w,,. The form w,, is lower semibounded and closed. Let W,,, be the

associated self-adjoint operator, and by Theorem 2T this operator has compact
resolvent. For all j € N, one has

Ej(A%) > A (ym) = N (W) > E;j(Win).

We can now apply the monotone convergence theorem to the non-decreasing family
of self-adjoint operators (W,,). The form domain of the limit operator will be:

Qo = {\TJ = (Ty) € ﬂ Q(W,,), sup Wi [¥, U] < oo} (7.18)

m<0 m<0
One has U := (¥;) € Qu iff ¥, = 0 for all K > 2 and 0 = P_U*T(-,0) =
f1(0)P_W,. If we denote e; := (1,0,0,...) € £2(N) this gives
Qs = {‘/1}261(8)\1/12\111 EQ([)}

Thus, for any T € Q. one has
lim W[V, U] = L_s[¥, ¥y].

m— — 00
We define the Hilbert space Hy, := e; ® H and the sesquilinear form
Woo [61 RWi,e1 ® \Ifl] = L_(;[\I/l, \111], Q(’LUOO) =H.. (719)

Let W, be the associated self-adjoint operator. By Corollary [Z4] (monotone con-
vergence), one has lim E;(W,,) = E;(W) = Ej(L_s) for all j € N. Letting 6
m——0o0

go to zero we obtain

lim inf F; (A2) > E;(L). (7.20)
The estimates (TI2) and (Z.20) together with Lemma FT0l give
. %
Jim B (45) = B (07)) (7.21)

Remark 7.2. With the help of the sesquilinear form, we can investigate another
asymptotic regime. Let ¥ € dom(A,,) and assume m > 0. Proposition L6 gives
that for m large enough, HAm\IIH%Z(N) > m2||\11|\%2(N). Hence, when m — +00, one
has E;(A,,) — 400 for all j € N by the Min-Max principle.

8. THE OPERATOR B?Z ,, IN THE LIMIT OF LARGE M

We now prove Theorem [[.2] following the lines of [13] Section5]. Again, this is done
by finding a lower and an upper bound for the limit of the eigenvalues of Bfm M
The proof relies on the localization of the problem in a neighbourhood of X and
the construction of an appropriated extension for the spinors in K. For the lower
bound, we make another use of the monotone convergence theorem to observe that
the projection P, on the boundary of X must vanish in the asymptotic regime.

We begin with some preliminary estimates and the definition of the extension op-
erator. We define S7 := L(ZG‘HT).
s
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Lemma 8.1. Let r!, be the sesquilinear form given by

IN
AURTE B (LT S P
Ke\IT 4

with Q(rl,) = {‘I’|ﬂ<c\nj’ U € dom(By, m)}- Then, rl, is lower semibounded.
Proof. Let ¥ € Q(r),). Let x1,x2 be two non-negative real smooth functions on
N such that x? + x2 = 1, x1 is supported in X U II{; and x» is supported in
2
N\ (K UTLE).
4

An easy computation gives

o[, ] = 1, x1 9] + ) [x2 ¥, x2¥] — / +(|(C1><1)L‘I’|2 + | (dx2)e¥ [ oy,
ICe\TT}

and then there exists a constant C'; > 0 such that
o[ W, 0] >, D W, xa W)+ g e W, xo W) — G| 9|72 -
Now, the Schrodinger-Lichnerowicz formula gives
rolx2®, x2¥] = | DX X ¥ |32 () > 0.
Moreover, there exists Co > 0 such that
oW, xa¥] > —Collx1 ¥ 72
because x1 has compact support.

All together, we have 1., [¥, T] > —CH\IIH%Q(N) for a constant C' > 0. O

Lemma 8.2. For ¥V € {®|x., ® € dom(Bp, n)} and a > 0 we define the sesquilin-
ear form

Scal™ H
ra[\P,\P]:/ <|VNL\P|2+%|\I/|2> vN+/ <5a> 0 20psc.
c oK

Then, there exists C' > 0 such that for a > 0 large enough, one has a map Fy :
H'(1(3€9%)) — dom(rq) with F, U =¥ on 9K and

c
FalFa, Fo W] + || Fa ¥ L2y < = [ 911771 o00)-
Moreover there is a constant Cy > 0, such that A1(rq) > —a? — C.

Proof. We recall that for « > 0 we defined the operator S associated to the
sesquilinear form

5
st g1 = [ 1Pt~ alFO)F, ) = {1 < H'(0.5), ) =0}
0
Let f be the first eigenfunction of the operator S normalized by f(0) = 1.

We define the map F,, by

(e () if x € I}
Fo¥(z) { 0 if 2 € K¢\ T}

where v := f ® ¥. From Lemma [6.] there exists C' > 0 such that Hf||%2(0 5 < ¢
and o + E1(S) < Ce™%*. Then, using Proposition 5.8 there is a > 0 such that

To[Fa¥, Fo W)+ 0| FaW|72 5oy = Jo(Fa ) + (| fall72(ace)

=N
< / (a|V )2 + VX 02 + (® + a)|v|2) vp — a/ [T |2vasc
nt at 9K

s
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=N
= [ ol (505 + 0+ @]l F

C(C+a
< O e,

For the second assertion, we introduce the sesquilinear forms

I H
o= [ <|VNL\IJ|2+Si|xIJ|2> o [ <—a> 1920
H+ 4 oK 2

s

with Q(r0) = {\II‘H;, U € dom(By, )} and

Scal™
[V, U] ::/ |VNL\II|2—|——Ca |T|? | ox
Ke\ITF 4

with Q(r)) = {\P|J<0\H;v ¥ € dom(Bm,m)}. One has the inequality Aj(ry) >
min(Aq(rl,), A1(rY)). Since r/, is lower semibounded by Lemma 8.1l another use of
Proposition 5.8 gives that when « is large A1 (r2) > A1(gq) with

1 —
a]T, 1] = / [—|VNF$\IJ|2 VR w2 a|\Il|2} Un
Hg» a ot

—oz/ |\I/(',O)|2’Uag<*a/ |\P(~,5)|2vag<
oK 0K

where @ > 0 and Q(qo) = H' (S}). Trivializing locally the vector bundle via
parallel sections along the normal geodesics and using Fubini’s theorem we deduce
that A1(re) > A1(ga) > A1(S") —a > —a? — C with C' > 0 when o — +o0. O

Using Proposition[4.8] the sesquilinear form for B?n’ u can be written for any spinor
U € dom(B,,, ») and any € > 0 by

Scal™

B30 = [
X
H
+/ (m—a——) |\If|2vag<+2(M—m)/ P02
oK 2 oK

Scal™ H
+/ [IVN(L‘I/)IQJr( CZ +M2> v UN—/ (M_E_g) |0 Pvasc
e %K
(8.1)

UN

VN )? + ( +m2> ||

l—iv-n-

where we recall that P_ =

8.1. Upper bound. We are now able to find an upper bound for the limit of
E;j(B2, yy) when M — +oo for j € N. Let 7 > 0 and pick (¥y,...,¥;) in [(3€x),
smooth spinors such that

A2 U U
inf (A - ML) _ a2 4
TeSpan(V1,..., ;) H\Il||L2(j<)

We define a := Sup{H\IlH%,l(ax),\P € Span(¥y,..., ), [ W] 125y = 1}. Let U €
V := Span(¥4,...,¥;) and
T { v in X
' Fpr(Wpsc)  in Xe.
Lemma B2] gives us a constant C' > 0 such that
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~ Scal™ ~ HY\ ~
VN (D)2 + ( n +M2> |2 vN—/ <M 3> |V |2vasc
oK

_ . C .~ Ca
= ru [V, W] + M| 0|72 g0y < MH‘I’H?{l(ax) < ﬁ”‘l’ﬂizm)v

/.

and then, using the expression (81]) with € = 0,

~ Ca Ca
||Bm,M‘I’H%2(N) <AL, V] + ﬁH‘I’HQN(x) < (Ej(Agn) +n+ ﬁ) H‘I’||2L2(ﬂ<)

Ca\ =
< (B +u+ 5 ) 181
and letting 77 go to zero one has lim sup,,_, . Ej (B}, ;) < E;(A2).

8.2. Lower bound. It remains to find a lower bound for the eigenvalues. In order
to do so, we separate the representation (8] in two parts corresponding to X and
X¢ and we remark that the outer part becomes very large when M goes to +oo so
the eigenvalues must converge to the eigenvalues of an operator in K.

Let j € N. One has
Ej(Br, pr) 2 min {A; (k5 o), Bj(Kmare) }

where K, n,c is the operator associated to the sesquilinear form

IN
k. [V, U] ;:/ <|VNL\II|2 + <m2 + S%) |\If|2> UN
X

H
+/ (m—5—5)|qf|2uag<+2(M_m)/ IP_Uvpx (8.2)
oK oK

¢ -
and kf, . is the sesquilinear form

IN
Ky [0, V] ::/ <|VNL\I/|2 + <M2 + S%) |\1:|2> vN

f/ (M—s—g)hm?vax (8.3)
0K

where the respective domains are the restrictions of dom(B,, ar) to X and X¢.

One has k§; . = raj—c + M?, where rj/_. was defined in Lemma[8.2)), and the same
lemma gives

A(k§p ) = M(ry—e + M?) > —(M —€)* = Co+ M? =2eM — % = C
:€M+(5M—52—CO) > eM when M — +oo0.

It comes out that Ej(By, ;) = Ej(Km, ) when M — +o00. But ks, - increases
when M does, and

kM,m,s[\Ij7 \If] Mj—i-)oo <Am\I/, Am\P>L2(ﬂ<) — EH\II”L?(BJC)'

Furthermore,

{\p € ) dom(kmare), | lim ki, are[¥, 9] < oo} = dom(A,),

M>0

thus, by monotone convergence (Corollary 24) and letting £ go to zero, one
has liminfar oo Ej(B2, 5;) = Ej(A2,).  With the upper bound, one has
limps— oo Fj (Bgn,M) =E; (Agn)
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9. THE OPERATOR B,, »; FOR LARGE MASSES

In this section, we give a proof of Theorem [[L3] so we are investigating the asymp-
totic regime m — —oo and M — +oo. The method we use is very similar to the
one of section Bl The difference lies in the proof of the lower bound, where we do
not make the analyse on the opeator outside and inside X, but we rather cut the
space in three pieces: the tubular neighbourhood of 0K, and the remaining regions
lying inside and outside of the compact K. By Dirichlet-Neumann bracketing, it
is then sufficient to study the operator restricted to the tubular neighbourhood to
conclude.

9.1. Lower bound. In this section, we write S5 := ¢ (ZG‘H—J). We recall that for
a € R we defined the operator

5
Salf )= [ 17Pat = alfO)F, 9(S) = {f € H'(0.). /) =0}, (91
0
and denoting by f, the L?-normalized eigenfunction associated to E;(S,), one has
|fo(0)]? = 2a+0O(1) and F;1(Sa) = o + O(e~*°) when o — 400 (see Lemma [G1)).
The operator L, was defined by the quadratic form (TI0).

Let j € Nand ¥4, ..., ¥; be j eigenspinors for the first j eigenvalues of Ls. For ¥ €
V := Span(¥1,...,¥;), we define the extension operator € : H'(Ss) — H'(X€y)
by

LnOl(©) (U6 fr)  in T}

e = O~ LT ® f_pm) in [l; - (9.2)
0 in N\H5

fa(0)
& is injective. We use the expression (81I]) and Proposition 5.8 to compute:

Scal™
1B e = [ |vN<Lew>|2+< : +m2> ewp

H 1
+/ (m —e— —) |EW Pvgac +/ IVN(EW)|? + (S% + M2> |Ew|?
0%

H
—/ (M — & — —) |8\If|2vag<
oK 2

< / [(1 + ¢b) WNF?\I: ® fom)(z, o)‘2 +IVE T ® f-mlﬂ on
- at

)

18K—T‘I' 2
+/7 [(Sca . (W#) +m2+06> |W®f—m|2] voxcdt

s

2
One easily sees that Hc‘l\IIHLQ(N = (1 + ( (0)) ) H\I/||%2(ax), and the operator

+/ {(1 +60) [(T 09w @ fu),0)| + |v§\p®fM|2] v
mt ot

s

IBK_T 2
+/ [(Sca - r(W)JrMQer) W ® farl?

/ 1l ® fon( )2 + MI(T ® far)(-0))vone
oK

< (1 )2> [55[\1/,\1/] + CI 32 om0, (e—mﬂ_‘mm

vagcdt
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where C' > 0.
The Min-Max principle gives
B2 . [EV, &V
E;j(By, a) < sup Bonaut0, 9]

veV ||8‘I’H%2(N)

< sup {La[‘lfa U]+ O 20 (6_M‘5 + e—\mla)} 19172 s0)
< E;j(Ls)+C (e*M‘S + ef‘m"s) :

We now let min(—m, M) — +00, so we obtain

lim sup Ej(B?n,M) < Ej(Ls)

min(—m,M)—+oco
but ¢ can be taken arbitrary small, and one has the obvious limit E;(Ls) S E;(L),
—
so we arrive at
limsup  E;(B2 ) < E;(Ls). (9.3)
min(—m,M)—+o0 ’

9.2. Lower bound. We consider the lower semibounded sesquilinear forms

Scal™

UN

Em 0 [¥, ) :/

N\ILs

IVND)2 + <

Q(Km,]\/j) = {\I]N\H(;a = dOHl(B,mM)} (94)

+m2ly + M21g<c> |w|?

and

k;n,l\/f[u’ u] = /
Uy

H
+/ (m—a——) |\If|2vag<+2(M—m)/ P g
oK 2 %

Scal™ H
VN ()2 + <T+M2> |w|? va/ (Ms 5) ¥ |2vasc,
oK

QK \) = Hl(Eem). (9.5)

We denote by K7, , the operator associated to &, 5.

Scal™

UN

VN (0)]? + ( +m2> v

o,
ot

s

Let 7 € N. The Min-Max principle gives the lower estimate E]—(B?n, M) >
min(E; (K7, 1) A1(km,ar)), and by Lemma Bl there is a constant C' > 0 such
that Ay (k) > min(m?, M?) — C. This last quantity goes to +oo in the as-
ymptotic regime under consideration, and we know thanks to the upper bound
that F;(B?, ;) = O(1). Thus, in the asymptotic regime one has Ej;(Bj, /) >
Ej(K7 ar)-

We now apply a transformation to look at the operator K{n M Written in tubular
coordinates, and we consider the operator P, ys associated to the quadratic form

D, M [V, ¥] :/

IIs
‘)
IIs

<Sca16x — Tr(W?)
+(m— M) /Mpy(-,on Vo —c/axw(-,(s)wm +2(M—m)/ P02,

[(1 — ) \(VNrgxp)(x, 0)]2 + |v3§t\1/|2} on

vagcdt

+ m21g< + M21g<c — C(S) |\If|2

4
oK
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Qpm.r) = H'(S5), (9.6)
where ¢ > 0 is chosen so that Lemma [6.2]is valid, so E; (K], 1/) > Ej(Pm ).

For a € R, let L be the operator given by the sesquilinear form ¢/ having the same
expression as (ZI0) but with the domain H*(X€5x).

Let Py, 5, be the operator defined by the same quadratic form as in ([@.6) but
without the term involving the operator P_. We recall that the one-dimensional
operator X was defined by (6.]), so one has

Poy=ts01+1X.

Let (fx) be a sequence of L2-normalized eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues Ej(X).
We define the unitary transform

U: L*(S5) — *(N) ® L* (3Cpx)
5
U = (Uy,), Uy = [6 fu(t) (W (¢, -))dt.

Let Isan = UP;, ,,U*. This is a self-adjoint operator acting on 2(N) ®
L? (X€)px). One can write

~

Bl [0,5] = 3 (25100 Wi + B ()94 32 )

P, ) = {‘I’ € (N) ® L*(£€jox ), Yr € H' (XCjax),
> (1%l o) + k/’2||‘1’k||%2(63<))} .07
keN

The operator Ism,M U* Py, mU has the same form domain as P M and

P[0, 9] = > (ﬂ’ig[\llk,\lfk]+Ek(X)||\I/kH%2(E)) +2(M+|m|)/z|ﬂ>_u*\f/|2ds.
keN

where the operator X was defined in (6.1I]). We set
¢ :=min(M, —m). (9.8)

Using Lemma [6.3] we consider the quadratic form w¢ defined by
we[U, U] = 07 5[0y, W] — Ce™¢0/2 4 44/ |P_U*T|2ds
b
3 (5104, ] + (C1R? = Co)lIWlBamom + Cll Oy )
k>2

(we) = Q(Prmar), (9.9)

and we claim that 13m7 M > we for a suitable C' > 0. The form w¢ is lower semi-

bounded and closed, and we define the associated self-adjoint operator W, with

compact resolvent. The previous discussion gives the lower estimate E; (Bm M) >
E;(W¢) in the asymptotic regime.

We now want to apply the monotone convergence theorem and we define

Qoo = T € () QW) = Q(uwy), supwe[¥, V] < +oo ¢ . (9.10)
>0 ¢>0
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One easily see that T is in Qo iff Uy, = 0 for all k£ > 2 and P_UT = 0, which is
equivalent to ¥ = e; ® ¥; with e; := (1,0,0,...) and P_¥; = 0. It comes out that
Qoo ={e1®@ Uy : Uy € HY(X,CY) N H}. Moreover, we have

Qli>m W<[€1 ® \111, e1® \111] = L_(s[\Ifl, \111] (911)

Thus, if we define the operator Weole1 @ U1,e1 @ ¥4] := L_5[¥1, 1] on e; ® H,

the monotone convergence theorem gives lim E(WC) = E;(L_s). All together,

we arrive at lim inf ~ E;(B:, ) > E ( 5). We now let 0 goes to zero and
min(—m,M)—+o0

we obtain (lim ir)lf E;(B2, ;) > Ej(L). The upper and the lower bound
min(—m,M)—-+o0 ’

together give
i oK
B (B ) = B(D) = B (07)?). (9.12)

Remark 9.1. We can look at the asymptotic regime M — +oo and m — +o0.

Let (myg, My)ren be a sequence of R? such that my, M, — —oo. In this case,
k—4o00

we can use the inequality E1 (B2, ;) > E1(Pp.ar), and for any W € Q(py, ar) there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

pm,M[‘If,‘If]Z/ IVg‘I’IthJr/ [m*10.5) + M*1(_50) — C] [¥[*vn
IIs Is

—c/ |\If(-,5)|vag<—|M—m|/ 1020
oK oK

Without loss of generality, we can assume that there is a subsequence of (My, my)
still denoted by (My, my) such that My > my for all k. We have

P2y [95 9] = 197 gy 4 12 ) (MR + Ba(Sat—mi)) = ClI [y,
but when k is large there is a constant C; such that
ME 4 Ey(Say—my,) > MP — ME —mi + 2Mymy, — Cy
> 2Mmy, —mi - Ci > m% - (.

Thus, E;(B? ) > Ev(Pp, ) > mi —C—Cy — +oo. This means that

k——+oo
every sequence Fq (Bmk Mk) admits a divergent subsequence, an we conclude that

E1(B2, ;) = +00 in this regime.

my, M

By similar constructions, the result holds for m, M — —oc as well.
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