arXiv:2110.04586v1 [math.AP] 9 Oct 2021

M-dissipative boundary conditions and boundary tuples for Maxwell operators

Matthias Eller^a and Illya M. Karabash^{b,c,*}

a Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Georgetown University, Washington, DC 20057 b Fakultät für Mathematik, TU Dortmund, Vogelpothsweg 87, 44227 Dortmund, Germany c Institute of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics of NAS of Ukraine, Dobrovolskogo st. 1, Slovyans’k 84100, Ukraine * Corresponding author: i.m.karabash@gmail.com E-mails: mme4@georgetown.edu, i.m.karabash@gmail.com

Abstract For Maxwell operators pE, Hq Ñ pi�^{´1}∇ ^ H, ´i�^{´1}∇ ^ Eq in Lipschitz domains, we describe all m-dissipative boundary conditions and apply this result to generalized impedance and Leontovich boundary conditions including the cases of singular, degenerate, and randomized impedance coefficients. To this end we construct Riesz bases in the trace spaces associated with the curl-operator and introduce a modified version of boundary triple adapted to the specifics of Maxwell equations, namely, to the mixedorder duality of the related trace spaces. This provides a translation of the problem to operator-theoretic settings of abstract Maxwell operators. In particular, we show that Calkin reduction operators are naturally connected with Leontovich boundary conditions and provide an abstract version of impedance boundary condition applicable to other types of wave equations. Taking Friedrichs and Krein-von Neumann extensions of related boundary operators, it is possible to associate m-dissipative Maxwell operators to arbitrary non-negative measurable impedance coefficients.

MSC-classes: 35Q61 47B44 35F45 35J56 78A25 58J90 34G10 Keywords: m-accretive operators, absorbing boundary conditions, random boundary conditions, electromagnetic field, Maxwell system, spaces of boundary values, boundary triple, abstract impedance boundary condition, Hodge decomposition, mixed-oder duality

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Main results and methods of the paper 4 2.1 Main results on m-dissipative Maxwell operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 Boundary tuples and operator-theoretic tools of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . 10

3 Trace spaces for H pcurl, Ωq and Calkin’s triples 13 3.1 Integration by parts for curl and Calkin’s reduction operator . . . . . . . . . 13 3.2 Mixed-norm duality and #-adjoint operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 1

4 Riesz bases in trace spaces of H pcurl, Ωq 19

5 Reduction tuples and associated Calkin triples 21

6 M-boundary tuples and abstract Maxwell operators 24 6.1 M-boundary tuples: properties and connections with reduction tuples . . . . . 24 6.2 Extensions of symmetric operators in terms of m-boundary tuples . . . . . . . 25 6.3 M-dissipative boundary conditions for abstract Maxwell operators . . . . . . . 28

7 Abstract impedance-type boundary conditions 29 7.1 Boundary conditions with impedance-type operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 7.2 Leontovich-type boundary conditions in abstract settings . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

8 Applications to m-dissipative Maxwell operators 32

9 Discussion: K/F-extensions, randomization, and fat fractals 34

1 Introduction

The evolution of the electromagnetic field in a domain Ω Ă R^3 is governed by Maxwell’s equations �e_t “ ∇ ^ h, �h_t “ ´∇ ^ e,

where the electric field e “ ept, xq and the magnetic field h “ hpt, xq are C^3 -valued functions. The 3 ^ 3-matrix-functions � “ �pxq and � “ �pxq are the magnetic permeability and electric permittivity, respectively, which we suppose to be time-independent. Assuming that ept, xq “ e^{´iκt}Epxq, hpt, xq “ e^{´iκt}Hpxq, the vector fields E and H satisfy the time-harmonic Maxwell equations κ�E “ i∇ ^ H, κ�H “ ´i∇ ^ E.

These equations can be understood as an eigenvalue problem for the Maxwell operator tE, Hu Ñ ti�^{´1}∇ ^ H, ´i�^{´1}∇ ^ Eu.

The primary goal of this work is to determine all boundary conditions imposed on the boundary BΩ of Ω which make this operator m-dissipative. The second goals is to minimize the assumptions on the regularity and topology of BΩ and on the regularity of specific coefficients in boundary conditions and in Maxwell’s equations. We apply our results to various classes of impedance, Leontovich, and mixed boundary conditions.

In particular, the only our assumption on Ω is that it is a Lipschitz domain, i.e., Ω is an nonempty open connected bounded set with a Lipschitz continuous boundary BΩ [39] (in particular, BΩ may consist of finitely many connected components, which are not necessarily simply-connected). The constitutive tensor-fields �pxq and �pxq are represented by arbitrary uniformly positive definite and essentially bounded 3 ^ 3-matrix-functions.

To achieve the above aims, we modify various tools of the operator extension theory and introduce abstract versions of Maxwell operators. With the use of the theory of differential operators on Lipschitz manifolds and corresponding Hodge decompositions, the abstract results written in terms of generalized boundary tuples are translated then to the results on concrete boundary conditions.

M-dissipative boundary conditions naturally appear in the theory of linear evolution equations because they ensure well-posedness and uniform stability. More precisely, an operator

T in a Hilbert space X is m-dissipative exactly when p´iqT is a generator of strongly continuous semigroup of contractions [40]. This provides an elegant semigroup approach to dynamic Maxwell equations and to modeling of leaky optical cavities. Note that we use the Physics conventions [25] that put the numerical range of a dissipative operator into the closed lower complex half-plane C_´, and that in the PDE theory a related result is well-known in a more general context of Banach spaces under the name of the Lumer-Phillips theorem.

While a general description m-dissipative boundary conditions for Maxwell systems has not been available even in the case of smooth BΩ, some classes of selfadjoint and m-dissipative boundary conditions for the time-harmonic Maxwell equations are well known, for example, the condition n^E “ 0 which, roughly speaking, models the boundary as a perfect conductor. Here n is the exterior normal vector field of Ω along BΩ. This boundary condition leads to a self-adjoint operator [9, 39, 5]. (Rigorously, n^E “ 0 have to be supplemented by n¨p�Hq “ 0 to obtain the perfect conductor condition).

Another physical relevant example is the Leontovich boundary condition [35, 29, 47] n^E “ zpxqπ_JpHq where the impedance coefficient z is a complex valued function on BΩ with nonnegative real part and π_JpHq “ n ^ pH ^ nq is the tangential component of the magnetic field H on BΩ. Kapitonov [29] showed how to assign naturally an m-dissipative Maxwell operator to this condition as long as BΩ is smooth and z P C^1pBΩq. On the other hand Lagnese and Leugering [34, Lemma 7.2.2.1] using the density result of Belgacem et al. [8] proved that as long as z P L^8pBΩ, Rq is strictly positive on BΩ, the condition n ^ E “ zpxqπ_JpHq produces an m-dissipative operator (formally, BΩ in [34] is piecewise smooth, but actually the proof can be easily adapted to Lipschitz domains). The case of constant impedance z ” α ą 0 is sometimes referred to as the transparent or absorbing boundary condition since it is an approximation of the Silver-Müller radiation condition.

Of particular interest are mixed boundary conditions that in the context of this paper always understood as the mix of the conservative condition n ^ E “ 0 on a part rBΩs_p of the boundary with an absorbing or Leontovich boundary condition on the rest rBΩs_a “ BΩzrBΩs_p (in other papers, the same name is often used also for other types of mixed conditions).

If Kapitonov’s regularity assumptions [29] are not fulfilled, the question of m-dissipativity of mixed boundary conditions and well-posedness of associated Maxwell systems become substantially more difficult [39, 5]. Certain results are obtained under the assumptions that the impedance coefficient on rBΩs_a is uniformly strictly positive and bounded and, additionally, Ω and rBΩs_a are ‘good enough’ (in particular, the boundary of rBΩs_a is piecewise smooth) and have no certain undesirable interplays with possible “pathologies” of BΩ (see the discussion in the recent monograph [5, Section 5.1.2]). As a particular applications of our general results we show how to approach the m-dissipativity for arbitrary measurable subsets rBΩs_a of the Lipschitz manifold BΩ and arbitrary measurable nonnegative zp¨q, see Section 9.

Our interest is motivated by contemporary studies in radiophysics, photonics, and optical engineering that involve singular structures (like fractal antennas [36]) or modeling of leaky optical cavities [39, 37], which is needed, in particular, for the rigorous formulation for Maxwell systems of nonselfadjoint eigenvalue optimization problems [15, 30, 3, 37, 23]. In photonics context, leaky cavities are surrounded by a medium with an uncertain structure, e.g., due to uncertain coupling or random fabrication errors [37]. The latter rises a natural question of an accurate randomization of dissipative boundary conditions (see Section 9).

Additional conditions of type n ¨ p�Hq “ 0 are closely connected with the ‘divergence-free’ conditions divp�pxqEpxqq “ 0, divp�pxqHpxqq “ 0, and corresponding Weyl decompositions, which in the m-dissipative case are treated briefly by Remark 2.2 (cf. the selfadjoint case in

[9]). However, the condition n ¨ p�Hq “ 0 on BΩ (or on a part of BΩ) remains outside the scope of the paper.

With the ‘divergence-free’ conditions the Maxwell system becomes elliptic, which makes it possible, in the case where BΩ and the coefficients are smooth enough, to apply the theory of boundary value problems for elliptic equations [22]. However, photonics and optical engineering applications, as well as numerical methods, often involve polyhedral domains and discontinuous coefficients, which makes the use of the elliptic theory difficult.

Notation and terminology. If a linear space rX is a subset of a linear space X, we say that rX is a subspace of X. If a subspace rH of a Hilbert space H is closed in H and we want to emphasize this, we say that rH is a closed or Hilbert subspace of H; in this case, H a rH is the orthogonal complement of rH in H. The orthogonal sum of Hilbert spaces H_{1,2}, is denoted by H_1 ‘ H_2. A norm } ¨ }_{rH} on a linear space rH is called Hilbertian if there is an inner product p¨|‹q_{rH} defined on rH ^ rH such that } ¨ }^2_{rH} “ p¨|¨q_{rH}.

Let X_j , j “ 1, . . . , 4, be linear spaces. An operator A : dom A Ď X_1 Ñ X_2 from X_1 to X_2 is understood as a linear mapping defined on a subspace dom A Ď X_1 (dom A is called the domain of A) and having the range ran A “ tAf : f P dom Au in X_2. If dom A “ X_1 and we want to emphasize this, we write A : X_1 Ñ X_2. A restriction B “ A ↾_{rH} of an operator A to rH Ď dom A is an operator B : rH Ď X_3 Ñ X_4 defined by Bf “ Af, f P rH, where rH “ dom B is a subspace of X_3 (and so dom B Ď X_1 X X_3) and the image ran B is a subspace of X_4 (and so ran B Ď X_2 X X_4). If X_3 “ X_1 and X_4 “ X_2, we do not specify explicitly the spaces X_{3,4}; in this case an extension of B is an operator A such that B is a restriction of A (so A is simultaneously an extension and a restriction of itself). An extension rA of a symmetric densely defined operator A is called admissible if Gr A Ď Gr rA Ď Gr A^˚. By ker A :“ tf P dom A : Af “ 0u, we denote the kernel of T .

Operators A from a Hilbers space X_1 to a Hilbert space X_2 are sometimes identified with their graphs Gr A :“ ttf, Afu : f P dom Au Ă X_1 ‘ X_2. While such identification allows one to consider an operator as a particular case of a linear relation from X_1 to X_2, we avoid the use of this operator theory identification since it is not standard for the PDE theory. A linear relation Θ from X_1 to X_2 is a subspace of the orthogonal sum X_1 ‘ X_2 (for related basic definitions see [6, 17, 18, 27] and Section 6.2).

A nonnegative symmetric operator A in H is called positive if ker A “ 0, and is called uniformly positive if A ě cI_H for a certain constant c ą 0, where ě is the standard partial ordering of nonnegative symmetric operators and I_Hf “ f, f P H.

2 Main results and methods of the paper

2.1 Main results on m-dissipative Maxwell operators

Let T : dom T Ď X Ñ X be an operator in a Hilbert space X. The following definitions fix our particular choice of basic conventions.

Definition 2.1 (cf. [31, 25]). An operator T is called dissipative if ImpT f|fq_X ď 0 for all f P dom T . A dissipative operator is maximal dissipative if it is not a proper restriction of another dissipative operator. An operator T is called m-dissipative if C_` :“ tλ P C : Im λ ą 0u is a subset of its resolvent set and }pT ´ λI_Xq^{´1}} ď pIm λq^{´1} for all λ P C_` . An operator T is called accretive or m-accretive if p´iqT is dissipative or, resp., m-dissipative. A closeable operator T is essentially m-dissipative (essentially m-accretive) if its closure T is m-dissipative (resp., m-accretive).

Definition 2.2 (cf. [40, 25, 31]). An operator T : dom T Ď X Ñ X is called contractive in X if }T h}_X ď }h}_X for all h P dom T (contractive operators are not necessarily closed or densely defined). A contractive operator K in X is said to be a contraction on X if dom K “ X.

We always assume that Ω is a Lipschitz domain in R^3 , i.e., Ω is an open nonempty bounded connected set with the boundary BΩ satisfying Lipschitz regularity condition [39]. The outward unit vector npxq normal to BΩ at x is defined for almost all (a.a.) x P BΩ (w.r.t. the surface measure of BΩ). The resulting measurable and essentially bounded R^3 -vector field np¨q belongs to the space L^8pBΩ, R^3 q.

By L^2 pΩq “ L^2pΩ, C^3 q we denote the Hilbert space of complex 3-D vector fields in Ω equipped with the standard sesquilinear inner product pu|vq_L2 “ ş Ω u ¨ v “ ş Ωpupxq|vpxqq_C 3 .

The space H pcurl, Ωq :“ tu P L^2 pΩq : ∇ ^ u P L^2 pΩqu, where ∇ ^ u is understood in the distribution sense, is the domain (of definition) of the operator curl : u ÞÑ ∇ ^ u acting in L^2 pΩq. The space H pcurl, Ωq and other vector spaces built as domains of operators are assumed to be equipped with the graph norms.

The space H_0 pcurl, Ωq is the closure in H pcurl, Ωq of the space C^8_0 pΩ; C^3 q of compactly supported in Ω smooth C^3 -vector-fields. The operator curl_0 is defined as the closure in L^2 pΩq of the densely defined restriction curl ↾_C8_{0 pΩ;C} 3_q. So curl “ curl_0^˚ and curl_0 “ curl^˚ are closed operators, and curl_0 additionally is symmetric. In particular, H pcurl, Ωq and H_0 pcurl, Ωq “ dom curl_0 are Hilbert spaces.

Let us consider the material tensor fields � (dielectric permittivity), � (magnetic permeability), and an abstract tensor field � that are given by essentially bounded matrix-valued functions �p¨q, �p¨q, �p¨q P L^8pΩ, R^{3^3}_{sym} q, where R^{3^3}_{sym} is the Banach space of 3 ^ 3 real-valued symmetric matrices (the choice of a norm in R^{3^3}_{sym} is not important). We always assume that there exists a constant c ą 0 such that �pxq ě cI, �pxq ě cI, and �pxq ě cI for a.a. x P Ω.

The ‘weighted’ Hilbert space L^2_{�,�} “ L^2_{�,�} pΩq coincides with the orthogonal sum L^2 pΩq ‘ L^2 pΩq as a linear space, but is equipped with the energy norm }¨}_L2_{�,�} defined by }tE, Hu}^2_{L2�,�} “ p�E|Eq^2_{L2 pΩq} ` p�H|Hq^2_{L2 pΩq}. In L^2_{�,�} pΩq, we consider the symmetric Maxwell operator M ^ E H ˙ “ ^ 0 i�^{´1} curl_0 ´i�^{´1} curl_0 0 ˙^ E H ˙ , tE, Hu P dom M “ H_0 pcurl, Ωq^2, (2.1)

where H_0 pcurl, Ωq^2 “ H_0 pcurl, Ωq ^ H_0 pcurl, Ωq. This closed symmetric densely defined operator corresponds to a transparent nonhomogeneous (generally, anisotropic) medium [5].

The adjoint in L^2_{�,�} pΩq operator M^˚ has the same differential expression as M, but the wider domain, dom M^˚ “ H pcurl, Ωq^2, which is maximal natural in L^2_{�,�} pΩq for its differential expression. Let H_0 be a linear space. Consider operators G_j : dom G_j Ď dom M^˚ Ñ H_0, j “ 0, 1, and an ’abstract boundary condition’ G_0f ` G_1f “ 0.

The Maxwell operator ĂM defined by the condition G_0f ` G_1f “ 0 is the restriction of the operator M^˚ to the set dom ĂM :“ tf P dom G_0 X dom G_1 : G_0f ` G_1f “ 0u. One of the main results of this paper, the description of all boundary conditions defining m-dissipative Maxwell operators, is given by Theorem 2.1.

The formulation of this result uses the following objects and notions. The space

L^2_t “ L^2_t pBΩq “ tv P L^2pBΩ, C^3 q : n ¨ v “ 0 a.e.u is the L^2-space of the tangential vector fields on the Lipschitz manifold BΩ. The spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q “ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}, BΩq and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q “ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}, BΩq will be called the trace spaces of H pcurl, Ωq. They consist of tangential vector-fields on BΩ (generally, of negative order of regularity) and can be defined via the surface scalar curl-operator curl_{BΩ} and the surface divergence div_{BΩ} (see [10, 11, 38, 5] and also Section 3.1). The spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q are dual to each other w.r.t. the pivot space L^2_t pBΩq in the generalized ‘mixed-order norm’ sense. We call this generalized duality m-order duality, see the explanations in Section 2.2 and 3.2. The space H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q is the image of H pcurl, Ωq under the tangential component projection trace π_Jpuq “ ´n ^ pn ^ u↾_{BΩ}q and

the norm |u|_π :“ }π^{´1}_J u}_{H pcurl,Ωq{H 0 pcurl,Ωq} makes H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q a Hilbert space;

similarly, the space H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q is the image of H pcurl, Ωq under the the tangential trace γ_Jpuq “ ´n ^ u↾_{BΩ} (roughly speaking, H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q “ “n^” H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}qq and

the norm |u|_γ :“ }γ^{´1}_J u}_{H pcurl,Ωq{H 0 pcurl,Ωq} makes H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q a Hilbert space.

These facts and the equivalence of norms | ¨ |_{πpγq} to the original graph norms of the trace spaces follow from the results of Buffa et al. [10] and Mitrea [38], see (3.1) in Section 3.1. The L^2_t -pairing-adjoint operator V^# is understood in the sense of Section 3.2. Recall that I_L2_t is the identity operator in L^2_t pBΩq.

Theorem 2.1. Let V be a certain fixed linear homeomorphism from L^2_t pBΩq to H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and let V^# be its L^2_t pBΩq-pairing-adjoint. Then the two following statements are equivalent:

(i) An extension xM of M is an m-dissipative operator in L^2_{�,�} pΩq.

(ii) There exist a contraction K on L^2_t pBΩq such that xM is the Maxwell operator defined by the boundary condition pI_L2_t ` KqV^{´1}π_JH ` pI_L2_t ´ KqV^#γ_JE “ 0.

This equivalence establishes a 1-to-1 correspondence between m-dissipative extensions xM of M and contractions K on L^2_t pBΩq. Moreover, xM is selfadjoint if and only if the corresponding contraction K is a unitary operator.

Theorem 2.1 is particular case of more general Theorem 6.7 (see Section 8). To make the description of Theorem 2.1 concrete, let us give here an explicit example of a linear homeomorphism V : L^2_t pBΩq Ñ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q. Its construction is based on the Hodge decompositions of L^2_t pBΩq and of the trace spaces of H pcurl, Ωq.

The space L^2_t pBΩq admits the orthogonal (Hodge) decomposition [45, formula (4.6)]

L^2_t pBΩq “ grad_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq ‘ K_1 pBΩq ‘ curl_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq, (2.2)

where K_1 “ K_1 pBΩq :“ tv P L^2_t pBΩq : 0 “ div_{BΩ} v “ curl_{BΩ} vu is the cohomology space of BΩ, grad_{BΩ} is the tangential gradient, and curl_{BΩ} is the surface vector curl-operator. The space K_1 pBΩq consists of harmonic tangential vector fields and is finite-dimensional. (Its dimensionality dim K_1 pBΩq is equal to the 1st Betti number b_1pBΩq of BΩ and is related to the number of cuts necessary to make BΩ simply connected.)

Let us denote by K_0 “ K_0 pBΩq the space of locally constant scalar functions on BΩ. Then

K_0 “ ker grad_{BΩ} “ ker curl_{BΩ} and dim K_0 P N is the 0-th Betti number b_0pBΩq of BΩ

(i.e., dim K_0 is the number of connected components of BΩ). One can consider grad_{BΩ} and curl_{BΩ} as operators defined on the Hilbert factor-spaces H^s_{BΩ} :“ H^spBΩq{K_0 where H^spBΩq are standard Hilbertian Sobolev spaces on BΩ of regularity s P r1{2, 1s. In particular, grad_{BΩ} and curl_{BΩ} map H^1_{BΩ} homeomorphically to the closed subspaces grad_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq and curl_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq of L^2_t pBΩq. We denote by

Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} : grad_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq Ñ H^1_{BΩ} and Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} : curl_{BΩ} H^1pBΩq Ñ H^1_{BΩ}

the corresponding inverse homeomorphisms, and by Δ_{BΩ} the selfadjoint Laplace-Beltrami operator in the factor-space L^2pBΩq{K_0 (see Section 4).

Theorem 2.2. There exists a homeomorphism U_π : H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ L^2_t pBΩq such that its inverse has the form

U^{´1}_π “ grad_{BΩ} Δ^{1{4}_{BΩ} Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} 9`I_{K 1} 9` curl_{BΩ} Δ^{´1{4}_{BΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} .

Moreover, the L^2_t -pairing adjoint U^#_π to U_π is a homeomorphism from L^2_t pBΩq to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q of the form

U^#_π “ grad_{BΩ} Δ^{´1{4}_{BΩ} Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} 9`I_{K 1} 9` curl_{BΩ} Δ^{1{4}_{BΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} .

(Here and below the decompositions of operators defined in L^2_t pBΩq are given w.r.t. the Hodge decomposition (2.2) of L^2_t pBΩq and the direct Hodge decompositions of the corresponding trace spaces, see [10, 11] and Section 4 for details.)

This theorem follows from Corollary 4.4 and Remark 4.2. Theorem 2.2 is applied to the boundary condition in Theorem 2.1 by taking V^{´1} “ U_π and V^# “ pU^#_π q^{´1}.

Let us consider boundary conditions of another form Zπ_JH ` γ_JE “ 0 with an operator Z : dom Z Ď H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q. Conditions of this class are called in [5, Sections 1.6.1 and 8.3.3] generalized impedance boundary conditions (see [24, 47] for other generalizations of impedance and Leontovich boundary conditions).

In the next result a characterization of all m-dissipative generalized impedance boundary conditions is given. We use

the L^2_t -duality pairing x¨|‹y_L2_t of the spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q

constructed on the base of the inner product p¨|‹q_L2_{t pBΩq} of the pivot space L^2_t pBΩq, see Remark 3.3 and Corollary 4.2. We say that an operator Z : dom Z Ď H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q is accretive if RexZu|uy_L2_t ě 0 for u P dom Z, and is maximal accretive if it has no proper accretive extensions. The following result is a particular case of Corollary 7.2.

Corollary 2.3. The Maxwell operator defined by Zπ_JH ` γ_JE “ 0 is m-dissipative if and only if Z : dom Z Ď H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q is closed and maximal accretive.

Remark 2.1. It is easy to see that (unlike Theorem 2.1) Corollary 2.3 does not cover all m-dissipative boundary conditions for Maxwell operators. This can be corrected, roughly speaking, by the replacement of operators Z with maximal accretive linear relations from H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, see Theorem 8.1.

We use Corollary 2.3 and the abstract descriptions of Remark 2.1 for the study of Leontovich boundary conditions. The functional space H_{imp} pcurl, Ωq usually associated [39, 34] with various surface impedance boundary conditions is defined by

H_{imp} pcurl, Ωq “ tu P H pcurl, Ωq : γ_Ju P L^2_t pBΩqu “ tu P H pcurl, Ωq : π_Ju P L^2_t pBΩqu. (2.3)

Consider the restrictions π_{J,2}pγ_{J,2}q : H_{imp} pcurl, Ωq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq of the tangential-component trace and the tangential trace, i.e., π_{J,2} :“ π_J ↾_{H imp pcurl,Ωq}, and γ_{J,2} :“ γ_J ↾_{H imp pcurl,Ωq} .

Let z : BΩ Ñ iC_´ be a measurable function (w.r.t. the surface measure of BΩ), where C_˘ “ tz P C : ˘ Im z ě 0u and iC_´ “ tz P C : Re z ě 0u. Then we say (cf. [35, 29]) that

zpxqπ_{J,2}Hpxq ` γ_{J,2}Epxq “ 0 a.e. is a Leontovich-type boundary condition (2.4) and that the Maxwell operator defined by (2.4) is a Leontovich-type operator L_z. (2.5)

The function zp¨q is called the impedance coefficient. (In the mathematical literature, (2.4) with positive z is often called impedance boundary condition [39, 5].)

Conditions of the type (2.4) up to our knowledge were independently introduced and studied in Radiophysics publications of Shchukin and Leontovich, see [35, 47]. It was important in Leontovich’s settings that the impedance coefficient zp¨q is allowed to be complex-valued. A detailed physical explanation can be found, e.g., in the monograph of Landau, Lifshitz, and Pitaevskii [35, Section 87], where additionally a purely imaginary constant impedance coefficient z ” α P iR_´ was connected with a superconductivity approximation.

Leontovich-type operators are always dissipative (which is seen directly by integration by parts), but not necessarily m-dissipative (see Proposition 8.3).

We obtain from Corollary 2.3 the following characterization of m-dissipativity for boundary conditions slightly more general than (2.4). Let S_γ : dom S_γ Ă L^2_t pBΩq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq be the restriction of the operator U^{´1}_π to dom S_γ :“ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q X L^2_t pBΩq. It is possible to show that S_γ is a selfadjoint operator in L^2_t pBΩq and that it can be written explicitly w.r.t. the Hodge decomposition of L^2_t pBΩq as

S_γ “ grad_{BΩ} ´ Δ^{1{4}_{BΩ} ↾_{dom Δ}3{4_{BΩ} ¯ Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} ‘ I_{K 1} ‘ curl_{BΩ} Δ^{´1{4}_{BΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} , (2.6)

see (7.4) and Section 4. Let m_z be the operator of multiplication on zp¨q in L^2_t pBΩq, i.e.,

m_z : up¨q ÞÑ zp¨qup¨q, dom m_z :“ tu P L^2_t pBΩq : zp¨qup¨q P L^2_t pBΩqu.

Theorem 2.4. (i) Let pZ be an operator in L^2_t pBΩq. Then the Maxwell operator defined by pZπ_{J,2}H ` γ_{J,2}E “ 0 is m-dissipative if and only if the operator S_γ pZS_γ in L^2_t pBΩq is m-accretive. In particular, the Leontovich-type operator L_z is m-dissipative if and only if S_γ m_z S_γ is m-accretive.

(ii) If zpxq ě 0 a.e. on BΩ, then L_z is m-dissipative if and only if S_γ m_z S_γ is selfadjoint .

This theorem is a particular case of Theorem 7.5.

Example 2.5. Assume that there exist constants c_1, c_2 P p0, `8q and α_1, α_2 P r´π{2, π{2s such that 0 ă c_1 ď |zpxq| ď c_2 and ´π{2 ď α_1 ď arg zpxq ď α_2 ă α_1 ` π a.e. on BΩ. Then the operator L_z is m-dissipative (this follows from Corollary 7.7). The case α_1 “ α_2 “ ´π{2 corresponds to superconducting materials on the boundary BΩ [35, Section 87].

The case where the set rBΩs_p :“ tx P BΩ : zpxq “ 0u is of positive surface measure is connected with mixed boundary conditions in the sense that one mixes the condition n^E “ 0 on rBΩs_p (which is essentially a conservative perfect conductor condition) and the Leontovich condition (2.4) on rBΩs_a “ BΩzrBΩs_p (where zpxq ‰ 0). In Proposition 8.3, we show that the Leontovich-type operator itself is not m-dissipative whenever rBΩs_p contains an open subset of the manifold BΩ. In the case when BΩ is smooth and z P C^1pBΩq, [29] provides a certain extension of L_z to an m-dissipative Maxwell operator. From the point of view of wellposedness of dynamical and time-harmonic Maxwell systems, mixed boundary conditions were considered in [39, 5] for polyhedral domains Ω and rBΩs_p with piecewise smooth boundaries (see the discussion in [5, Sections 1.6.1 and 5.1.2] and also Section 9).

If zp¨q and/or the boundary of the set rBΩs_p are not good enough (see Example 9.1 with a fat fractal set rBΩs_a and Example 9.2 with randomized mixed boundary conditions), a question of m-dissipative extensions of L_z is involved. Let us note that electromagnetic properties of fractal structures is a question of interest in contemporary applied Physics (e.g. [36]), and that randomized Leontovich-type conditions of Example 9.2 is a natural approach for modeling of the leakage of EM-energy into an uncertain surrounding medium R^3 zΩ (cf. [37, 23]).

We use Theorem 2.1 to describe of all m-dissipative extensions in L^2_{�,�} pΩq of an arbitrary Leontovich-type operator L_z. The Cayley transform K_z of the dissipative in L^2_t pBΩq operator p´iqS_γ m_z S_γ is defined by K_z :“ p´iS_γ m_z S_γ ` iI_L2_t qp´iS_γ m_z S_γ ´ iI_L2_t q^{´1}. Note that K_z is a contractive operator in L^2_t pBΩq (its domain is not necessarily whole L^2_t pBΩq).

Theorem 2.6. Let z : BΩ Ñ iC_´ be measurable. Then xM is an m-dissipative extension of the Leontovich-type operator L_z if and only if xM is a Maxwell operator defined by

pI_L2_t ` KqU_ππ_JH ` pI_L2_t ´ KqpU^#_π q^{´1}γ_JE “ 0 (2.7)

with a certain contraction K on L^2_t pBΩq such that K is an extension of K_z.

This theorem is a particular case of Theorem 7.3.

If L_z is essentially m-dissipative, then its closure L_z is the only m-dissipative extension. Example 2.7. Let Δ^{BΩ}_t be the selfadjoint Laplace-de Rham operator in L^2_t pBΩq (see Section 4). Then the Maxwell operator associated with the boundary condition p´ Δ^{BΩ}_t qπ_{J,2}H` γ_{J,2}E “ 0 is essentially m-dissipative. This statement is valid actually for boundary conditions fp´ Δ^{BΩ}_t qπ_{J,2}H ` γ_{J,2}E “ 0 with an arbitrary Borel function f : r0, `8q Ñ iC_´ taken of the operator p´ Δ^{BΩ}_t q in the standard sense of [2] (see Corollary 8.2).

Theorem 7.5 implies that L_z is essentially m-dissipative if and only if the boundary operator S_γ m_z S_γ is essentially m-accretive. If z is ‘too singular’ it is difficult to check essential m-dissipativity of L_z and p´iqS_γ m_z S_γ . Even if z is nonnegative, the selfadjoint operators S_γ and m_z do not generally commute and their product may have very peculiar properties. In such cases, it makes sense to consider specific types of m-dissipative extension of L_z.

In particular, we introduce in Section 9 for arbitrary nonnegative impedance coefficients z special F-extensions L_{z,F} and K-extensions L_{z,K} of Leontovich-type operators L_z built with the help of the Friedrichs extension rS_γ m_z S_γ s_F and the Krein-von Neumann extension rS_γ m_z S_γ s_K of the boundary operator S_γ m_z S_γ . The corresponding m-dissipative Maxwell operators L_{z,FpKq} are defined by the boundary condition (2.7) with K equal, roughly speaking, to the Cayley transform of p´iqrS_γ m_z S_γ s_{FpKq}. However, this procedure works so directly only if the operator S_γ m_z S_γ is densely defined. Otherwise, rS_γ m_z S_γ s_F and, possibly, rS_γ m_z S_γ s_K are not operators, but selfadjoint linear relations in L^2_t pBΩq (it is difficult to exclude this possibility if z has no good regularity properties, in particular, in Examples 9.1 and 9.2).

The rigorous construction of F- and K- extensions L_{z,FpKq} is given in Section 9, where we discuss also other approaches. Note that F- and K- extensions cannot be considered as direct analogues of Friedrichs and Krein-von Neumann extensions and that Maxwell operators are, generally, not sectorial.

Remark 2.2. The classical Maxwell system includes two (weighted) divergence-free equations

divp�pxqEpxqq “ 0 and divp�pxqHpxqq “ 0 a.e. in Ω, (2.8)

which can be taken into account for an arbitrary m-dissipative extension xM of M by means of orthogonal decomposition of the operator xM. Since Leontovich-type operators require a decomposition somewhat different from the decomposition that [9] used for perfect conductor conditions, we consider this procedure in detail. Let �p¨q be equal to either �p¨q, or �p¨q, and consider the ‘weighted’ Hilbert space L^2_� pΩq :“ pL^2 pΩq, } ¨ }_L2_� q with }u}^2_{L2�} “ p�u, uq_L2_{pΩq}. Let us consider the closed subspaces of L^2_� pΩq of gradient and ’weighted’ solenoidal vector fields

G :“ tu P L^2 pΩq : u “ grad φ, φ P H^1_{loc}pΩqu, S^� :“ tu P L^2 pΩq : divp�uq “ 0u.

The space G^�_0 is defined as the closure of grad C^8_0 pΩq in pG , }¨}_L2_� q. The orthogonal decomposition [9] L^2_� pΩq “ S^� ‘G^�_0 is a weighted generalization of one of the versions of the Helmholtz- Weyl decomposition. Then L^2_{�,�} pΩq “ S^{�,�} ‘ G^{�,�}_0 with G^{�,�}_0 :“ ttE, Hu : E P G^�_0 , H P G^�_0 u and S^{�,�} :“ ttE, Hu : E P S^�, H P S^�u. Recall that, if X “ X_1 ‘ X_2, where X_1 and X_2 are reducing subspaces of an operator T [2], one says that the decomposition X “ X_1 ‘ X_2 reduces T and writes T “ T

X_1 ‘ T

X_2 , where the part T_j “ T

X_j of T in X_j is the restriction T ↾_{Xj Xdom T} perceived as an operator in X_j . Let ĂM be an arbitrary dissipative extension of M. Then the Maxwell operators ĂM, M, and M^˚ are reduced by L^2_{�,�} pΩq “ S^{�,�} ‘ G^{�,�}_0 to

ĂM “ ĂM_{S�,�} ‘ 0, M “ M_{S�,�} ‘ 0, and M^˚ “ pM_{S�,�}q^˚ ‘ 0, respectively; (2.9)

if ĂM is m-dissipative, then its part ĂM

S_{�,�} is an m-dissipative operator in S^{�,�}. (2.10)

Since, by definition, S^� coincides with H pdiv �0, Ωq “ tu P L^2 pΩq : divp�uq “ 0u as a linear space, we see that in the case of (2.10) the operator ĂM

S^{�,�} is an m-dissipative operator

corresponding to the Maxwell system equipped with the divergence-free conditions (2.8).

The proof of (2.9)-(2.10) follows from G^{�,�}_0 Ď ker M. Indeed, since M is a densely defined symmetric operator, one sees that G^{�,�}_0 and ker M are reducing subspaces for M and M^˚. This implies for M and M^˚ the decompositions (2.9). Since ĂM is a dissipative extension of M, one has from [33] that Gr M Ă Gr ĂM Ă Gr M^˚. This and the decomposition for M^˚ imply ĂM “ ĂM

S^{�,�} ‘ 0. If ĂM is m-dissipative, one sees from Definition 2.1 that ĂM

S^{�,�} is so.

2.2 Boundary tuples and operator-theoretic tools of the paper The PDE nature of the problem of finding of all m-dissipative boundary conditions for Maxwell operators can be separated from its operator theoretic features in several steps.

In the 1st step (see Sections 3.2 and 4), we put the duality of the trace spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q w.r.t. the pivot space L^2_t pBΩq into the abstract framework of [42, Appendix to IX.4, Example 3], where a generalization of the notion of rigged Hilbert space is considered from the interpolation point of view.

We call this generalized type of duality mixed-order norm duality (in short, m-order duality) to distinguish it from the standard duality of rigged Hilbert spaces. A standard rigged Hilbert space with the continuous imbeddings H_` ãÑ H ãÑ H_´ involves the Hilbert spaces H_˘, which are called the spaces with positive- and negative-order norms, see e.g. [21]. It is clear from the Hodge decompositions (4.2)-(4.4) obtained in [13, 10, 11] that H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q are not ordered by such imbeddings, since, roughly speaking, one part of each of the trace spaces has a norm of positive order, while the other part a norm of negative order. That is why we denote a pair of abstract Hilbert spaces connected by a mixed-order norm duality by H_{´,`} and H_{`,´} and call them mixed-order spaces (in short, m-order spaces, see Section 3.2). By rH_{¯,˘} :“ H_{¯,˘} X H, their intersections with the pivot space H are denoted.

We define the H-pairing as the duality pairing x¨|‹y_H of the spaces H_{¯,˘} that is constructed, roughly speaking, as an extension of the inner product p¨|‹q_H of H (see Proposition 3.2). We systematically use H-pairing adjoint operators T^#, see (3.9) and Theorems 2.1–2.2.

In Section 3.2, m-order spaces and their duality is considered from the extrapolation point of view. This process produces various auxiliary operators, which are used through the rest of the paper as technical tools. The most important of these auxiliary operators are the homeomorphisms U_π and U^#_π of Theorem 2.2 and their abstract versions U_{H´,`ÑH} and U_{HÑH`,´} , see Proposition 3.2 and Corollary 4.4.

In Section 4, we construct Riesz bases in the trace spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q and introduce in these spaces associated Hilbertian norms }¨}_π and }¨}_γ , which are equivalent to the norms | ¨ |_π and | ¨ |_γ of Section 2.1, but make the homeomorphisms U_π and U^#_π unitary operators and make the Hodge decompositions orthogonal.

In the 2nd step, the integration by parts for the sesquilinear form pM^˚u|vq_L2_{�,�} associated with the Maxwell operator M^˚ is placed into abstract settings. An abstract approach to the description of boundary value conditions for elliptic partial differential operators (PDOs) traces its origin to works of Calkin, M. Krein, Birman, Vishik, and Grubb (see the monographs [21, 22, 41, 18, 6]). It is one of the points of the present paper that Calkin’s reduction operators (see [12, 27] and Section 3.1) are especially well suited for writing of an abstract version for Leontovich-type operators, see Section 7.2 and Corollary 5.4. (Note that we unite a Calkin reduction operator G, its target space H, and an associated rotation W into a triple pG, H, W q and call it a Calkin triple.)

For a general description of boundary conditions for PDOs and, in particular, for Maxwell operators, the use of Calkin’s reduction operators based on natural trace maps is difficult because they usually are not surjective onto their target spaces [12, 27]. A general description of m-dissipative/selfadjoint boundary conditions require other operator-theoretic notions involving surjective boundary maps. A powerful and well-developed abstract tool of such type is the notion of boundary triple (or boundary value space), which was introduced by Talyush, Kochubei, and Bruk for an operator A^˚ adjoint to a densely defined symmetric operator A with equal deficiency indices [32, 21] (see also the review [17] and the monographs [41, 18, 6]). Namely, pH, pΓ_0, pΓ_1q is called a boundary triple for A^˚ if an auxiliary Hilbert space H and the maps pΓ_j : dom A^˚ Ñ H, j “ 0, 1, are such that

pΓ : f ÞÑ tpΓ_0f, pΓ_1fu is a surjective linear operator from dom A^˚ onto H ‘ H

and pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|A^˚gq_X “ ppΓ_1f|pΓ_0gq_H ´ ppΓ_0f|pΓ_1gq_H for all f, g P dom A^˚. (2.11)

As soon as a boundary triple is constructed for a differential operator, this leads to a description of all selfadjoint/m-dissipative extensions via the result of Kochubei [32]. The substantial difficulty of this abstract approach is that boundary triples are often not well adjusted to natural trace maps of the PDO. We refer to [22, 1] and references therein for the review on general linear boundary value problems for even-order PDOs in domains with smooth boundaries BΩ and the use of the techniques of differential and pseudo-differential boundary operators. Substantial efforts aimed on the connection of the PDE and operatortheoretic approaches led to a number of modifications of the notion of boundary triple, see [17, Definition 6.1 and Proposition 6.3], [4], [16, Sections 7.4 and 7.6], [41, Sections 1.2.9 and 3.4], [7, Section 2], and references therein. Up to our understanding, these generalizations of boundary triples are not well suited for the particular case of Maxwell operators.

We introduce one more modification of the notion of boundary triple, which uses mixedorder duality and is natural from the point of view of the integration by parts for pM^˚u|vq_L2_{�,�} .

Definition 2.3. Let A be a closed densely defined symmetric operator in a certain Hilbert space X. Let H_{¯,˘} be m-order Hilbert spaces dual to each other w.r.t. a pivot Hilbert space H in the sense of Section 3.2. We shall say that pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q is a mixed-order boundary tuple (in short, m-boundary tuple) for the operator A^˚ if the following conditions hold: (M1) the map Γ : f ÞÑ tΓ_0f, Γ_1fu is a surjective linear operator from dom A^˚ onto H_{´,`}‘H_{`,´}; (M2) pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|A^˚gq_X “ xΓ_1f|Γ_0gy_H ´ xΓ_0f|Γ_1gy_H for all f, g P dom A^˚.

Remark 2.3. A more complete notation for m-boundary tuples is pH_{´,`}, H, H_{`,´}, G, W q because H_{`,´} also participates in the definition. However, we skip H_{`,´} since its m-order duality to H_{´,`} w.r.t. H defines it essentially uniquely (uniquely up to the identification of sequences pu_kq^8_{k“1} Ă rH_{`,´} fundamental w.r.t. } ¨ }_{H`,´} , see Section 3.2).

Remark 2.4. A notion of m-boundary tuple is generalization a of the notion of boundary triple. Indeed, with every boundary triple pH, pΓ_0, pΓ_1q, one can associate a ´trivial´ m-boundary tuple pH, H, pΓ_0, pΓ_1q employing the trivial duality pH_{¯,˘}, } ¨ }_{H¯,˘} q “ pH, } ¨ }_Hq. On the other hand, every m-boundary tuple can be regularized to produce a boundary triple, see Proposition 6.2. These regularizations are equivalent to a choice of a particular pair of biorthogonal Riesz bases in H_{¯,˘}. Roughly speaking, m-boundary tuple can be seen as a ‘coordinate-free’ replacement of regularized boundary triples.

We show (see Theorem 8.1) that pH^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, π^h_J, iγ^e_Jq with π^h_JtE, Hu :“ π_JH and γ^e_JtE, Hu :“ γ_JE is an m-boundary tuple for the Maxwell operator M^˚. This mboundary tuple occurs to be especially convenient for the study of the generalized impedance boundary conditions of [5, Section 1.6.1]. In particular, Corollary 2.3 follows from Theorem 8.1.

It occurs that Leontovich-type boundary conditions (2.4) are written in terms of two mutually dual Calkin’s reduction operators for the operator curl, namely, in terms of π_{J,2} and γ_{J,2}. For the study of associated Leontovich-Maxwell operators, we introduce in Section 6

an abstract ‘S-weighted’ Maxwell operators Mψ :“ S^{´1} ^ 0 iA ´iA 0 ˙ , where A is an abstract densely defined symmetric operator, and introduce in Section 5 the notion of a reduction tuple for A^˚. A reduction tuple is, roughly speaking, a surjective completion of Calkin’s triple. We construct in Proposition 6.1 an m-boundary tuple for an abstract Maxwell operator M^˚ using two mutually dual reduction tuples for A^˚. In Section 7.2, this lead to to an abstract version of Leontovich-type boundary conditions and to complete characterizations of the corresponding m-dissipative and essentially m-dissipative cases in Theorems 2.4 and 7.5.

With minor modifications our description of m-dissipative boundary conditions for abstract Maxwell operators (Theorem 6.7) is applicable to other types of wave equations. In this connection, let us note that abstract Maxwell operator M and its adjoint M^˚ are closely related to abstract Dirac-type operators considered in [19].

3 Trace spaces for H pcurl, Ωq and Calkin’s triples

In this section we collect and adapt to our needs the facts concerning trace spaces for the space H pcurl, Ωq and the notions connected with Calkin’s reduction operator. The Lipschitz boundary BΩ of Ω is a 2-D closed surface with bi-Lipschitz ‘differentiable-type’ structure [5]. We use for s ą 0 the standard Hilbertian Sobolev spaces H^s pΩq “ W^{s,2}pΩ, C^3 q and H^s_0 pΩq “ W^{s,2}_0 pΩ, C^3 q, where H^s_0 pΩq is the closure in H^s pΩq of the subspace C^8_0 pΩ, C^3 q of smooth compactly supported in Ω vector-fields. The space of generalized vector-fields H^{´s} pΩq is dual to H^s_0 pΩq w.r.t. the pivot space L^2 pΩq “ L^2pΩ, C^3 q. The analogous spaces of scalar C -valued functions are denoted for s ą 0 by H^spΩq “ W^{s,2}pΩ; C q and H^s_0 pΩq “ W^{s,2}_0 pΩ; C q.

3.1 Integration by parts for curl and Calkin’s reduction operator

The continuous imbedding H^1 pΩq ãÑ H pcurl, Ωq is dense (for this and the other basic facts listed below we refer to [13, 10, 39, 38, 5]). The (vector) trace γpuq “ u ↾_{BΩ}, the tangential trace γ_Jpuq “ ´n ^ u ↾_{BΩ}, and the tangential component trace π_Jpuq “ ´n ^ pn ^ u ↾_{BΩ}q first defined for C^8pΩ; C^3 q-fields on the closure Ω of Ω have unique extensions as continuous operators

γ : H^1 pΩq Ñ H^{1{2} pBΩq, γ_J : H pcurl, Ωq Ñ H^{´1{2} pBΩq, π_J : H pcurl, Ωq Ñ H^{´1{2} pBΩq,

where we use the complex Hilbertian Sobolev spaces H^s pBΩq “ W^{s,2}pBΩ, C^3 q, s P p0, 1s, of vector-fields, and their dual spaces of generalized vector-fields H^{´s} pBΩq. The duality is taken w.r.t. the pivot space L^2 pBΩq. Analogously, H^spBΩq “ W^{s,2}pBΩ; C q, s P p0, 1s, are Sobolev spaces of scalar functions on BΩ, and H^{´s}pBΩq “ W^{´s,2}pBΩ; C q are their dual spaces w.r.t. L^2pBΩq. The scalar trace γ_0pfq “ f ↾_{BΩ} is a continuous operator from H^1pΩq to H^{1{2}pBΩq.

For the boundary spaces H^spBΩq and H^s pBΩq with s ą 0 and so for their duals, there exist many mutually equivalent Hilbertian norms generated by various Lipschitz local coordinates. Through the paper, we assume that a certain choice of this family of norms is fixed in a consistent way.

Consider the bounded selfadjoint operator up¨q ÞÑ i np¨q^up¨q in L^2 pBΩq. The square of this operator is the orthogonal projection P_L2_t onto L^2_t pBΩq. The closed subspace L^2_t pBΩq Ă L^2 pBΩq is invariant for the operator up¨q ÞÑ np¨q ^ up¨q. We denote the restriction of this operator to L^2_t pBΩq by n_^. So the operator n_^ : L^2_t pBΩq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq defined by n_^u “ n ^ u is a unitary in the Hilbert space L^2_t pBΩq and pn_^q^˚ “ ´n_^.

Following [10, 38] (with minor adjustments to the notation of [39, 5]), let us consider alternative descriptions of the trace spaces π_JH pcurl, Ωq :“ tπ_Jpuq : u P H pcurl, Ωqu and γ_JH pcurl, Ωq :“ tγ_Jpuq : u P H pcurl, Ωqu.

The space H^{3{2}pBΩq :“ γ_0H^2pΩq is a Hilbert space with the norm

}f}_H3{2_{pBΩq} :“ inft}g}_H2_{pΩq} : f “ γ_0pgq, g P H^2pΩqu,

and the space H^{´3{2}pBΩq is the dual of H^{3{2}pBΩq w.r.t. L^2pBΩq. Equipping the sets V_γ :“ γ_JH^1 pΩq and V_π :“ π_JH^1 pΩq with the norms }v}_{VγpVπq} :“ inft}u}_H 1_{pΩq} : u P H^1 pΩq, γ_Jpuq “ v (resp., π_Jpuq “ v) u, one obtains Hilbert spaces. Since H^{1{2} pBΩq is dense in L^2 pBΩq and n_^V_π “ V_γ , the spaces V_γ and V_π are densely and continuously embedded in L^2_t pBΩq. Let V^1_{πpγq} be the dual Hilbert space to V_{πpγq} w.r.t. L^2_t pBΩq. Note that the spaces V_π and V_γ are generally different [10] (but in the particular case of smooth BΩ they both can be naturally identified to the space of tangential vector fields of order 1/2).

Remark 3.1. The (sesquilinear) duality pairings_{H˘} x¨|‹y_{H¯} of the rigged Hilbert space H_` ãÑ H ãÑ H_´ will be denoted x¨|‹y_H independently of a choice of mutually dual spaces H_˘, e.g., the pairing of H^{˘3{2}pBΩq with H^{¯3{2}pBΩq is denoted by x¨|‹y_L2_{pBΩq}, the pairing between V_{πpγq} and V^1_{πpγq} by x¨|‹y_L2_t . Note that xf|gy_H equals to the scalar product pf|gq_H if f, g P H.

The tangential gradient grad_{BΩ} and the operator curl_{BΩ} of surface vector-curl can be defined [13, 10, 38] as continuous linear operators from H^{1{2}pBΩq to V^1_γ and from H^{1{2}pBΩq to V^1_π , respectively, by grad_{BΩ} u “ π_Jpgrad Uq and curl_{BΩ} u “ γ_Jpgrad Uq, where U P H^1pΩq is arbitrary and u “ U ↾_{BΩ}. The restrictions of these operators to H^1pBΩq can be written in local coordinates in the same way [10] as it is done for the case of smooth BΩ [13, 39] (the difference with the smooth case is that matrix-function representations of the metric in local coordinates and corresponding inverses have only L^8-regularity). Besides, grad_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{pBΩq} and curl_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{pBΩq} f “ ´n ^ grad_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{pBΩq} f are continuous operators from H^1pBΩq to L^2_t pBΩq. Moreover, the norm p}f}^2_{L2pBΩq} ` } grad f}^2_{L2t} q^{1{2} is equivalent to }f}_H1_{pBΩq}. The restriction grad_{BΩ} ↾_H3{2_{pBΩq} (restriction curl_{BΩ} ↾_H3{2_{pBΩq}) can [10] and will be considered as a continuous operator from H^{3{2}pBΩq to V_π (resp., to V_γ ).

The surface divergence div_{BΩ} : V^1_π Ñ H^{´3{2}pBΩq and the surface scalar curl-operator curl_{BΩ} : V^1_γ Ñ H^{´3{2}pBΩq are continuous operators defined by variational formulae

xdiv_{BΩ} u|fy_L2_{pBΩq} “ ´ xu| grad_{BΩ} fy_L2_t and xcurl_{BΩ} u|fy_L2_{pBΩq} “ xu| curl_{BΩ} fy_L2_t

valid for all f P H^{3{2}pBΩq (with the notation of #-adjoint operators of Section 3.2, one can write div_{BΩ} :“ ´pgrad_{BΩ} ↾_H3{2_{pBΩq}q^# and curl_{BΩ} :“ pcurl_{BΩ} ↾_H3{2_{pBΩq}q^#).

One can define the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ^{BΩ} as the unique continuous operator from H^1pBΩq to H^{´1}pBΩq satisfying x´Δ^{BΩ}f|gy_L2_{pBΩq} “ xgrad_{BΩ} f| grad_{BΩ} gy for all g P H^1pBΩq Then the finite-dimensional space of locally constant functions K_0 is the null space of Δ^{BΩ}. Moreover, Δ^{BΩ} has a compact resolvent as an operator in H^{´1}pBΩq with the domain H^1pBΩq since H^1pBΩq ãÑãÑ H^{´1}pBΩq, where ãÑãÑ denotes a compact imbedding.

The paper [10] defines the spaces H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q :“ tv P V^1_π : div_{BΩ} v P H^{´1{2}pBΩqu and H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q :“ tv P V^1_γ : curl_{BΩ} v P H^{´1{2}pBΩqu as Hilbert spaces with the graph norms.

The following result says that H^{´1{2} pdivpcurlq_{BΩ}q are the trace spaces for H pcurl, Ωq:

γ_J and π_J are continuous surjective operators from H pcurl, Ωq

onto H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, respectively (cf. Section 2.1). (3.1)

This result is well known for smooth boundaries BΩ [13]. It was obtained by Buffa, Costabel, and Sheen [10] for Lipschitz domains Ω (under an additional restriction that BΩ is connected) from a preceding representation theorem of Tartar. The result of Mitrea [38, Theorem 3.6] gives the proof of the case γ_J for a general Lipschitz domain. The case π_J of (3.1) for a general Lipschitz domain follows easily from the case γ_J proved in [38].

We consider the restrictions π_{J,2} :“ π_J ↾_{H imp pcurl,Ωq} and γ_{J,2} :“ γ_J ↾_{H imp pcurl,Ωq} as operators from H pcurl, Ωq to L^2_t pBΩq, see (2.3). Since the trace π_J (the trace γ_J) is bounded from H pcurl, Ωq to V^1_{γpπq} , one sees from the continuous imbedding L^2_t pBΩq ãÑ V^1_{γpπq} that π_{J,2} (resp., γ_{J,2}) is closed as an operator to L^2_t pBΩq. The domain H_{imp} pcurl, Ωq of these two operators equipped with any of the two graph norms (which are equal to each other) becomes a Hilbert space. It follows from [8] that H^1 pΩq ãÑ H_{imp} pcurl, Ωq densely.

The integration by parts for the operator curl [13, 10, 39] is given by the following formula

pcurl u|vq_L2_{pΩq} ´ pu| curl vq_L2_{pΩq} “ xπ_Jpuq|γ_Jpvqy_L2_t “ xγ_Jpvq|π_Jpuy_L2_t , (3.2)

for u P H^1 pΩq, v P H pcurl, Ωq, where x¨|‹y_L2_t is understood as a pairing of V_π with V^1_π in the first case and as a pairing of V^1_γ with V_γ in the second.

This gives the following description [13] of dom curl_0:

H_0 pcurl, Ωq “ tu P H pcurl, Ωq : π_Jpuq “ 0u “ tu P H pcurl, Ωq : γ_Jpuq “ 0u.

Combining this with (3.1), one sees that the Hilbertian norms

|u|_π :“ }π^{´1}_J u}_{H pcurl,Ωq{H 0 pcurl,Ωq} and |v|_γ :“ }γ^{´1}_J v}_{H pcurl,Ωq{H 0 pcurl,Ωq} (3.3)

are equivalent to the original graph norms of the spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, respectively.

We will employ systematically the natural identifications between the Hilbert factor-space H pcurl, Ωq{H_0 pcurl, Ωq and the graph factor-space Gr curl { Gr curl_0. The operators

π^{´1}_J : H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ H pcurl, Ωq{H_0 pcurl, Ωq and γ^{´1}_J : H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q Ñ H pcurl, Ωq{H_0 pcurl, Ωq are homeomorphisms.

Consequently, the sesquilinear forms [10, 38]_πx¨|‹y_γ : H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q ^ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q Ñ C and γx¨|‹y_π : H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q ^ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ C defined by

πxu|vy_γ :“ pcurl π^{´1}_J u|γ^{´1}_J vq_L2_{pΩq} ´ pπ^{´1}_J u| curl γ^{´1}_J vq_L2_{pΩq}, γxu|vy_π :“ ´pcurl γ^{´1}_J u|π^{´1}_J vq_L2_{pΩq} ` pγ^{´1}_J u| curl π^{´1}_J vq_L2_{pΩq}

are bounded. Then the following integration by parts holds automatically

pcurl u|vq_L2_{pΩq} ´ pu| curl vq_L2_{pΩq} “_π xπ_Jpuq|γ_Jpvqy_γ “ ´_γxγ_Jpuq|π_Jpvqy_π (3.4)

for all u, v P H pcurl, Ωq. Comparing (3.2) with (3.4) one sees that_{πpγq}xu|vy_{γpπq} “ pu|vq_L2_t for all u P V_{πpγq} , v P V_{γpπq} . Since H^1 pΩq ãÑ H pcurl, Ωq densely [13], one sees that V_π ãÑ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q densely and V_γ ãÑ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q densely. This proves the following statement (which, in the case of a connected BΩ of topological genus 0, is contained implicitly in [10]).

Proposition 3.1 (cf. [10]). The sesquilinear form_πx¨|‹y_γ is a unique bounded extension to H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q^H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q of the restriction p¨|‹q_L2_t ↾_{Vπ^Vγ} (an analogous statement is valid for the sesquilinear form p´1q_γ x¨|‹y_π).

In Section 5, we extend the simplified notation x¨|‹y_L2_t of Remark 3.1 to the both pairings γx¨|‹y_π and_πx¨|‹y_γ of the tangential trace spaces (for the justification see Remark 3.3).

Let A be a symmetric closed densely defined operator in an abstract Hilbert space X.

Definition 3.1 ([12]). Assume that an auxiliary Hilbert space H, a closed operator G^1 : dom G^1 Ď Gr A^˚ Ñ H, and a unitary operator W : H Ñ H satisfy the following conditions: (C1) dom G^1 is dense in the Hilbert space Gr A^˚ (equipped with the graph norm } ¨ }_{Gr A}˚ ), (C2) the validity of

pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, g^1q_X “ pG^1tf, A^˚fu|hq_H @tf, A^˚fu P dom G^1

for a certain tg, g^1, hu P X ^ X ^ H is equivalent to tg, g^1u P dom G^1 and h “ W G^1tg, g^1u.

Then G^1 is called a reduction operator for A^˚, H is its target space, W is called a rotation.

This is an equivalent reformulation of the original Calkin definition [12] of reduction operator. We refer to [27, 18] for the contemporary point of view on this theory. Remark 3.2. Following [12], one can associate with G^1 the operator Gf :“ G^1tf, A^˚fu defined on the set of all f P dom A^˚ such that tf, A^˚fu P dom G^1. This leads to a shorter notation, which we will systematically use for various operators with roles similar to that of G^1 in (C2). In this notation the operator G : dom G Ď dom A^˚ Ñ H is closed and densely defined in the Hilbert space dom A^˚ equipped with the graph norm } ¨ }_{dom A}˚ . Condition (C2) takes the following form: the validity of pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|g^1q_X “ pGf|hq_H @f P dom G for a certain tg, g^1, hu P X ^ X ^ H is equivalent to g P dom G, g^1 “ A^˚g, and h “ W Gg.

Taking into account the aforementioned identification of G^1 and G, each of the triples pH, G, W q and pH, G^1, W q we will be called a Calkin triple for A^˚.

The definition of a Calkin triple pH, G, W q implies [12] the following version of ‘abstract integration by parts’ pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|A^˚gq_X “ pGf|W Ggq_H for all f, g P dom G, and in turn, the following properties: ran G is dense in H, dom A “ ker G Ď dom G, W^˚ “ ´W “ W^{´1}, and the fact that pH, UW G, UW U^{´1}q is a Calkin triple for every unitary operator U in H.

We will say that the Calkin triples pH, G, W q and pH, iW G, W q are dual to each other. Section 7.2 shows that Leontovich-type boundary conditions are written in terms of two mutually dual Calkin triples constructed in Corollary 5.4 for the operator curl.

3.2 Mixed-norm duality and #-adjoint operators

In this subsection we give an abstract version of the duality connecting the trace spaces H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q and H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q (see also Corollary 4.2). (Under additional assumptions that BΩ is C^{1,1}-boundary [13, Proposition 2.3] or that BΩ is a connected Lipschitz boundary of topological genus 0 [10], the duality of these trace spaces was described in a specific way via the Hodge decompositions. For arbitrary Lipschitz boundary and in more general manifold settings, another approach was taken by M. Mitrea [38], namely, an analogue of the space H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q was essentially defined as the space of linear functionals pH^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}qq^1.)

Let H_j , j “ 1, 2, be Hilbert spaces. A sesquilinear form ap¨, ‹q defined on H_1 ^ H_2 is said to be a perfect pairing of H_1 with H_2 if the following conditions are fulfilled: (i) for each h_1 P H_1zt0u there exists h_2 P H_2 such that aph_1, h_2q ‰ 0, (ii) }h_2}_{H2} “ supt|aph_1, h_2q| : }h_1}_{H1} ď 1u. Note that conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the existence of a unitary operator U : H_2 Ñ H_1 such that aph_1, h_2q “ ph_1|Uh_2q_{H1} . If ap¨, ‹q is a perfect pairing of H_1 with H_2, then aph_1, h_2q “ ph_2|U^{´1}h_1q_{H2} is a perfect pairing of H_2 with H_1, which is called an adjoint pairing to ap¨, ‹q.

Let H be an abstract pivot Hilbert space. Through this subsection we assume that:

H_{´,`} is a Hilbert space such that rH_{´,`} :“ H X H_{´,`} is dense in both H and H_{´,`}, (3.5) and the (quadratic) form a_{´,`}rhs :“ ph|hq_{H´,`} , h P rH_{´,`}, is closed in H (3.6)

(see [31] for the basic facts concerning sesquilinear and quadratic forms).

Definition 3.2. If (3.5)-(3.6) are satisfied, we say that H_{´,`} is a Hilbert space with a mixedorder norm (in short, an m-order space) associated with the pivot space H.

Let us consider the linear subspace rH_{`,´} Ď H consisting of all h P H such that

}h}_{H`,´} ă `8, where }h}_{H`,´} :“ supt|pg|hq_H| : g P rH_{´,`}, }g}_{H´,`} ď 1u, (3.7) and define the dual space pH_{`,´}, } ¨ }_{H`,´} q to H_{´,`} w.r.t. H as the completion of the normed space prH_{`,´}, } ¨ }_{H`,´} q. (3.8)

The next proposition proves that the dual space H_{`,´} is an m-order space associated with H and that the dual to H_{`,´} is the original m-order space H_{´,`}.

Proposition 3.2. (i) There exist a unique positive selfadjoint operator S_{´,`} in H such that rH_{¯,˘} “ dom S^{˘1}_{´,`} “ ran S^{¯1}_{´,`} and }S^{˘1}_{´,`}h}_H “ }h}_{H¯,˘} for all h P rH_{¯,˘}. In particular, pH_{`,´}, } ¨ }_{H`,´} q is a Hilbert space.

(ii) The inner product p¨|‹q_H of H restricted to rH_{´,`} ^ rH_{`,´} has a unique extension to a bounded sesquilinear form_{H´,`} x¨|‹y_{H`,´} on H_{´,`} ^ H_{`,´}. The form_{H´,`} x¨|‹y_{H`,´} is a perfect pairing of H_{´,`} with H_{`,´}.

(iii) The quadratic form a_{`,´}r¨s :“ } ¨ }^2_{H`,´} defined on rH_{`,´} is closed in H and the associated sesquilinear form a_{`,´}p¨|‹q is an inner product in rH_{`,´}. The m-order space dual to H_{`,´} w.r.t. H can be identified with H_{´,`} (in the sense of the spaces of fundamental sequences in prH_{´,`}, } ¨ }_{H´,`} q). The associated perfect pairing_{H`,´} x¨|‹y_{H´,`} is adjoint to_{H´,`} x¨|‹y_{H`,´} . (iv) There exist a unique unitary operator U_{HÑH¯,˘} from H to H_{¯,˘} such that U_{HÑH¯,˘} f “ S^{¯1}_{´,`}f for all f P rH_{˘,¯}. The inverse unitary operator U_{H¯,˘ÑH} :“ U^{´1}_{HÑH¯,˘} satisfies U_{H¯,˘ÑH}f “ S^{˘1}_{´,`} f for all f P rH_{¯,˘}. The operator U_{H¯,˘ÑH˘,¯} :“ U_{HÑH˘,¯} U_{H¯,˘ÑH} is a unitary operator from H_{¯,˘} to H_{˘,¯}.

Proof. First, we apply the second representation theorem of the theory of Friedrichs’ extensions [31, Theorem VI.2.23] to the closed positive form a_{´,`}r¨s “ p¨|¨q_{H´,`} in H. This produces a positive selfadjoint operator S_{´,`} : dom S_{´,`} Ď H Ñ H such that rH_{´,`} “ dom S_{´,`} and pS^2_{´,`}f|fq_H “ pf|fq_{H´,`} for f P dom S^2_{´,`}. Applying then the spectral decomposition theorem [2] to S_{´,`} one obtains all the desired statements (cf. [42, Appendix to IX.4, Example 3]).

Remark 3.3. When this does not lead to a confusion, we use the notation x¨|‹y_H for each of the pairings_{H¯,˘} x¨|‹y_{H˘,¯} constructed in the above statements (ii)-(iii) as well as for the inner product p¨|‹q_H. So the map x¨|‹y_H : pH_{´,`} ^ H_{`,´}q Y pH_{`,´} ^ H_{´,`}q Y H^2 Ñ C , which will be called H-pairing, has the sesquilinear property.

Proposition 3.2 justifies the following definition.

Definition 3.3. Two m-order spaces H_{´,`} and H_{`,´} associated with a pivot Hilbert space H are called m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H if }h}_{H˘,¯} “ sup_{gPrH¯,˘zt0u}^{|pg|hqH|}_{}g}H¯,˘} ,

where rH_{¯,˘} “ H X H_{¯,˘}. In this case, we also say that the norms } ¨ }_{H´,`} and } ¨ }_{H`,´} are dual to each other w.r.t. H.

The definition of duality of norms is justified by the following simple observation. Assume that two spaces H_{¯,˘} are m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H. Let } ¨ }^1_{H´,`} be a Hilbertian norm in H_{´,`} equivalent to the original norm } ¨ }_{H´,`} . Then pH_{´,`}, } ¨ }^1_{H´,`} q is an m-order space associated with H. Moreover, there exists a unique Hilbertian norm } ¨ }^1_{H`,´} in H_{`,´} equivalent to } ¨ }_{H`,´} such that the two spaces pH_{¯,˘}, } ¨ }^1_{H¯,˘} q are m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H.

In the particular case, where H_{´,`} “ rH_{´,`} (and so H_{´,`} is continuously imbedded into H), the imbeddings H_{´,`} ãÑ H ãÑ H_{`,´} form the standard rigged Hilbert space. Formally, we do not exclude such a case H_{´,`} ãÑ H from our abstract considerations, and so the standard rigged Hilbert space is a particular case of Definition 3.3. However, we are interested primarily in the situation where H_{´,`} -ãÑ H and H_{`,´} -ãÑ H, which arises for the trace spaces of H pcurl, BΩq (see Corollary 4.2).

Let two Hilbert spaces X_{¯,˘} (two Hilbert spaces Y_{¯,˘}) be m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. a pivot space X (resp., w.r.t. a pivot space Y). Let T : dom T Ď X_{´,`} Ñ Y_{`,´} be a densely defined in X_{´,`} operator. Then there exists a unique operator T^# : dom T^# Ď Y_{´,`} Ñ X_{`,´} defined by the equivalence (the notation of Remark 3.3 is used)

g P dom T^# and g^1 “ T^#g if and only if tg, g^1u P Y_{´,`} ^ X_{`,´} satisfies xT f|gy_Y “ xf|g^1y_X for all f P dom T. (3.9)

Note that, if T is closable, then pT^#q^# is the closure T of T .

We use T^# in several different situations where the two triples of spaces pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q and pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q are connected with each other. Namely, we use T^# in the following cases:

(A1) pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q “ pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q “ pH_{´,`}, H, H_{`,´}q;

(A2) pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q “ pH, H, Hq and pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q “ pH_{`,´}, H, H_{´,`}q;

(A3) pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q “ pH_{´,`}, H, H_{`,´}q and pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q “ pH, H, Hq;

(A4) pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q “ pH_{´,`}, H, H_{`,´}q and pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q “ pH_{`,´}, H, H_{´,`}q.

In the cases (A1)-(A4), T^# is called H-pairing-adjoint operator to T . In the case (A1), an operator T is called H-pairing-selfadjoint if T “ T^#. (In the ‘trivial’ case pX_{´,`}, X, X_{`,´}q “ pH, H, Hq “ pY_{´,`}, Y, Y_{`,´}q, one has T^# “ T^˚.)

The H-pairing-adjoint operator T^# is invariant under a replacement of the norms of H_{¯,˘} with a pair of equivalent mutually dual norms } ¨ }^1_{H¯,˘} . In the case (A1), T^# is an operator from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´} (similarly to T ), while the standard adjoint operator T^˚ acts conversely from H_{`,´} to H_{´,`}.

4 Riesz bases in trace spaces of H pcurl, Ωq

Recall that Δ^{BΩ} : H^1pBΩq Ñ H^{´1}pBΩq is the continuous Laplace-Beltrami operator with a compact resolvent and that ker Δ^{BΩ} “ K_0 is a finite-dimensional space.

Let us introduce the Hilbert factor-spaces H^0_{BΩ} :“ L^2pBΩq{K_0 and H^s_{BΩ} :“ H^spBΩq{K_0 , s P p0, 1s, and the Hilbert spaces H^{´s}_{BΩ} as the duals to H^s_{BΩ} w.r.t. the pivot space H^0_{BΩ}.

The operator Δ^{BΩ} can be considered as a homeomorphism from H^1_{BΩ} to H^{´1}_{BΩ} . Indeed, it is easy to see from its definition that Δ^{BΩ} is an L^2pBΩq-paring selfadjoint operator, i.e., Δ^{BΩ} “ pΔ^{BΩ}q^# in the sense of (3.9) . Hence, K_0 K Δ^{BΩ}H^1pBΩq.

The quadratic form pf|fq_1 “ } grad_{BΩ} f}_L2_t , f P domp¨|¨q_1 :“ H^1_{BΩ}, is closed in H^0_{BΩ}. It defines a unique nonpositive selfadjoint operator Δ_{BΩ} in H^0_{BΩ} by the requirements that H^1_{BΩ} “ domp´Δ_{BΩ}q^{1{2} and p´Δ_{BΩ}f|fq_H0_{BΩ} “ pf|fq_1 for all f P dom Δ_{BΩ} (this follows, e.g., from the Friedrichs representation theorem and its refinement [31, Theorems VI.2.1 and VI.2.23]).

It is obvious that Δ_{BΩ} is invertible and Δ_{BΩ} “ Δ^{BΩ} ↾_{dom ΔBΩ} . Consequently, Δ_{BΩ} has a compact resolvent and a purely discrete spectrum σpΔ^{BΩ}q. Thus, there exists

an orthonormal basis tu_ku^8_{k“1} in H^0_{BΩ} such that ´Δ_{BΩ}u_k “ λ^2_ku_k and σpΔ_{BΩ}q “ t´λ^2_ku^8_{k“1}, where λ_k ą 0, k P N. (4.1)

Consider the scale H^s_{ΔBΩ} , s P R, of Hilbert spaces associated with Δ_{BΩ}, i.e., we define | ¨ |_s : H^0_{BΩ} Ñ r0, `8s by |f|^2_s :“ ř_8

k“1 λ^{2s}_k |pf|u_kq_H0_{BΩ} |^2 and define Hilbert spaces pH^s_{ΔBΩ} , | ¨ |_sq by H^s_{ΔBΩ} :“ tf P H^0_{BΩ} : |f|_s ă 8u for s ě 0, and Hilbert spaces H^{´s}_{ΔBΩ} as the completions of H^0_{BΩ} w.r.t. | ¨ |_{´s} for s ą 0.

For s P r´1, 1s, it follows from [20] that H^s_{ΔBΩ} can be identified with H^s_{BΩ} up to equivalence of the norms. The orthogonal Hodge decomposition (2.2) of L^2_t pBΩq can be written as

L^2_t pBΩq “ grad_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} ‘ K_1 pBΩq ‘ curl_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} , (4.2)

where K_1 pBΩq is a space of dimension b_1pBΩq ă 8. The Hodge decompositions of the trace spaces of H pcurl, Ωq [11] can be written as the following direct sums

H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q “ grad_{BΩ} H^{1{2}_{ΔBΩ} 9`K_1 pBΩq 9` curl_{BΩ} H^{3{2}_{ΔBΩ} , (4.3)

H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q “ grad_{BΩ} H^{3{2}_{ΔBΩ} 9`K_1 pBΩq 9` curl_{BΩ} H^{1{2}_{ΔBΩ} , (4.4)

where gradpcurlq_{BΩ}H^{1{2}_{ΔBΩ} and gradpcurlq_{BΩ}H^{3{2}_{ΔBΩ} are closed subspaces of the corresponding Hilbert spaces (see also [10] for the detailed treatment of the case b_1pBΩq “ 0, b_0pBΩq “ 1).

Taking into account | ¨ |^2_1 “ p¨|¨q_1, one sees that the restrictions

Grad_{BΩ} :“ grad_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{ΔBΩ} and Curl_{BΩ} :“ curl_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{ΔBΩ} (4.5)

are isometric operators from H^1_{ΔBΩ} to L^2_t pBΩq. The L^2_t pBΩq-pairing adjoints Grad^#_{BΩ} “ ´ div_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t and Curl^#_{BΩ} “ curl_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t are continuous operators from L^2_t pBΩq to H^{´1}_{ΔBΩ} , see Section 3.1 for the definitions of divpcurlq_{BΩ}. We consider in L^2_t pBΩq the operator

Δ^{BΩ}_t :“ Grad_{BΩ} pdiv_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t q ´ Curl_{BΩ} pcurl_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t q.

Theorem 4.1 shows that Δ^{BΩ}_t is an analogue of the Laplace-de Rham operator, cf. [13].

Starting from the orthonormal basis tu_ku^8_{k“1} of eigenfunctions of Δ_{BΩ} in H^0_{BΩ}, we put v_{´j} :“ λ^{´1}_j grad_{BΩ} u_j , v_j :“ λ^{´1}_j curl_{BΩ} u_j , j P N, (4.6) λ_{´j} :“ λ^{´1}_j for j P N and w^{¯,˘}_j :“ λ^{˘1{2}_j v_j for j P Zzt0u, (4.7) and fix an arbitrary orthonormal basis tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} in pK_1 pBΩq, } ¨ }_L2_t q. (4.8)

Theorem 4.1. (i) tv_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} is an orthonormal basis in L^2_t pBΩq. (ii) tw^{´,`}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} is a Riesz basis in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q. (iii) tw^{`,´}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1 pBΩq}_{j“1} is a Riesz basis in H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q.

(iv) The operator Δ^{BΩ}_t is selfadjoint in L^2_t pBΩq, and tv_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} is a complete system of its eigenvectors. Namely, Δ^{BΩ}_t v_j “ ´λ^2_{|j|}v_j , j P Zzt0u, and ker Δ^{BΩ}_t “ K_1 pBΩq. (v) The operator U_L2_{t ÑH} ´1{2_{pcurlBΩq} :“ grad_{BΩ} Δ^{1{4}_{BΩ} Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} 9`I_{K 1} 9` curl_{BΩ} Δ^{´1{4}_{BΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} (operator U_L2_{t pBΩqÑH} ´1{2_{pdivBΩq} :“ grad_{BΩ} Δ^{´1{4}_{BΩ} Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} 9`I_{K 1} 9` curl_{BΩ} Δ^{1{4}_{BΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ}) is a homeomorphism from L^2_t pBΩq to H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q (to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, respectively). Proof. We prove first (iv) and obtain (i) as a by-product. Then (v) will follow from the Hodge decompositions (4.3)-(4.4) and yield immediately (ii) and (iii).

Let us prove (iv). Since Grad^#_{BΩ} “ ´ div_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t and Curl^#_{BΩ} “ curl_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t , one sees that

kerpdiv_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t q “ K_1 pBΩq ‘ curl_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} and kerpcurl_{BΩ} ↾_L2_t q “ grad_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} ‘ K_1 pBΩq. This implies 0 “ curl_{BΩ} grad_{BΩ} “ div_{BΩ} curl_{BΩ} and, due to (4.5), implies dom Δ^{BΩ}_t “ tv P L^2_t pBΩq : div_{BΩ} v P H^1_{ΔBΩ} , curl_{BΩ} v P H^1_{ΔBΩ} u (recall that dompA ` Bq :“ dompAq X dompBq).

Hence Δ^{BΩ}_t “ Grad_{BΩ} Δ_{BΩ} ↾_H3_{ΔBΩ} Grad^{´1}_{BΩ} ‘ 0_{K 1} ‘ Curl_{BΩ} Δ_{BΩ} ↾_H3_{ΔBΩ} Curl^{´1}_{BΩ} . Now statement (iv) follows from the following facts: (a) the operators Grad^{˘1}_{BΩ} (operators Curl^{˘1}_{BΩ} ) can be seen as unitary transformations between H^1_{ΔBΩ} and grad_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} (resp., curl_{BΩ} H^1_{ΔBΩ} ), (b) the selfadjoint in H^1_{ΔBΩ} operator Δ_{BΩ} ↾_H3_{ΔBΩ} has the orthonormal in H^1_{ΔBΩ} basis of eigenfunctions tλ^{´1}_j u_j u_{jPN} . This completes the proof of (iv) and of the theorem. Corollary 4.2. (i) There exists in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q (in H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q) a unique Hilbertian norm } ¨ }_{πpγq} that is equivalent to the norm | ¨ |_{πpγq} of (3.3) and satisfy

}u}^2_π “ ř jPZzt0u λ ´1 j |pu|v_j q_L2_t |^2` ř_{b1pBΩq} j“1 |pu|v_{0,j} q_L2_t |^2, u P L^2_t X H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, ´ resp., }u}^2_γ “ ř jPZzt0u λj |pu|vj qL^2_t | 2` ř_{b1pBΩq}

j“1 |pu|v_{0,j} q_L2_t |^2, u P L^2_t X H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q ¯ . (ii) The spaces H_{´,`} “ ` H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, } ¨ }_π ˘ and H_{`,´} “ ` H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, } ¨ }_γ ˘ are m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H “ L^2_t pBΩq (see Definition 3.3).

(iii) tw^{¯,˘}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1 pBΩq}_{j“1} is an orthonormal basis in the space H_{¯,˘} of statement (ii).

(iv) The systems of vectors tw^{´,`}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} and tw^{`,´}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} are bi-orthogonal w.r.t. the L^2_t pΩq-pairing.

Proof. Since tw^{¯,˘}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} are Riesz bases by Theorem 4.1, there is a unique Hilbertian norm }¨}_π in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q (resp., }¨}_γ in H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q) that is equivalent to |¨|_{πpγq} and makes the corresponding basis orthonormal. It follows from (4.6)-(4.8) and Theorem 4.1 that tw^{´,`}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j}u^{b1 pBΩq}_{j“1} and tw^{`,´}_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1 pBΩq}_{j“1} are bi-orthogonal w.r.t. p¨, ‹q_L2_t . This and (4.7) imply the statements (i) and (iii). It is easy to see from formulae of statement (i) that the conditions of m-order duality in Definition 3.3 are satisfied in statement (ii). This also justifies the replacement of the inner product p¨|‹q_L2_t with the pairing x¨|‹y_L2_t in the aforementioned bi-orthogonality statement, proving in this way statement (iv).

Remark 4.1. Corollary 4.2 (iii) implies that (4.3) and (4.4) are orthogonal w.r.t. } ¨ }_π and, resp., } ¨ }_γ . Corollary 4.2 (ii) and [42, Appendix to IX.4, Example 3] yield that L^2_t pBΩq “ rH^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}qs_{1{2} up to equivalence of the norms, where r¨, ‹s_θ denotes the complex interpolation of Hilbert spaces (in the sense described in [42]).

Lemma 4.3. Let H_{¯,˘} be a pair of m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H (see Section 3.2). Let U_{H¯,˘ÑH}, U_{HÑH˘,¯} , and U_{H´,`ÑH`,´} be the unitary operators defined in Proposition 3.2. Then U^#_{H¯,˘ÑH} “ U_{HÑH˘,¯} and U_{H´,`ÑH`,´} “ U^#_{H´,`ÑH`,´} . Moreover, T^# “ U_{H´,`ÑH`,´} T^˚U_{H´,`ÑH`,´} for densely defined operators T : dom T Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´}.

Proof. Let S_{´,`} : rH_{´,`} Ď H Ñ H be the injective selfadjoint operator defined in Proposition 3.2. Recall that rH_{¯,˘} “ H X H_{¯,˘} and S^{˘1}_{´,`} “ U_{H¯,˘ÑH} ↾_{rH¯,˘} “ U_{HÑH˘,¯} ↾_{rH¯,˘} . So the obvious for h_{¯,˘} P rH_{¯,˘} equality ph_{´,`}|h_{`,´}q_H “ xU_{H´,`ÑH}h_{´,`}|U_{H`,´ÑH}h_{`,´}y_H and (3.9) imply the desired statements.

Corollary 4.4. Let H_{¯,˘} and H be as in Corollary 4.2 (ii). Then

U_{HÑH´,`} “ U_L2_{t ÑH} ´1{2_{pcurlBΩq} and U_{HÑH`,´} “ U_L2_{t pBΩqÑH} ´1{2_{pdivBΩq} (cf. Theorem 4.1).

Proof. The choice of the norm } ¨ }_{H´,`} “ } ¨ }_π, implies that S_{´,`} : rH_{´,`} Ď H Ñ H is diagonal w.r.t. the basis tv_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} , S_{´,`}v_j “ λ^{´1{2}_j v_j for j ‰ 0 and S_{´,`}v_{0,j} “ v_{0,j} for j “ 1, . . . , b_1pBΩq. So the unique extension U_{HÑH`,´} of S_{´,`} to a unitary operator from H to H_{`,´} takes the form of U_L2_{t ÑH} ´1{2_{pcurlBΩq}. The proof for U_{HÑH´,`} is analogous.

Remark 4.2. Since U^{´1}_{H´,`ÑH} “ U_{HÑH´,`} by definition, and U^#_{H´,`ÑH} “ U_{HÑH`,´} by Lemma 4.3, one sees that Corollary 4.4 proves Theorem 2.2 with U_π “ U^{´1}_{L2t ÑH ´1{2 pcurlBΩq}.

5 Reduction tuples and associated Calkin triples

Let A be a symmetric closed densely defined operator in a Hilbert space X, and let X^2 “ X‘X. We consider the graph Gr A^˚ “ ttf, A^˚fu P X^2 : f P dom A^˚u of the adjoint operator A^˚ and the domain dom A^˚ of A^˚ as Hilbert spaces equipped with the graph norm and use systematically the identification of the normed spaces pGr A, } ¨ }_{Gr A}q and pdom A, } ¨ }_{dom A}q.

Definition 5.1. Let H_{¯,˘} be m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H and let rH_{¯,˘} :“ H_{¯,˘} X H (see Section 3.2). We say that pH_{´,`}, H, G^1, W q is a reduction tuple for A^˚ if the following conditions hold:

(R1) G^1 : Gr A^˚ Ñ H_{´,`} is a surjective operator, (R2) W is a linear homeomorphism from H_{´,`} onto H_{`,´}, (R3) pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, A^˚gq_X “ xG^1tf, A^˚fu|W G^1tg, A^˚guy_H for all f, g P dom A^˚. Remark 5.1. Similar to Remark 3.2, we will use the shortened notations pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q with G instead of G^1, where the operator Gf :“ G^1tf, A^˚fu acts from from dom A^˚ to H_{´,`}. So

(R3) takes the shorter form pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, A^˚gq_X “ xGf|W Ggy_H, f, g P dom A^˚. (5.1)

Definition 5.2. A reduction tuple pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q will be called unitary if it satisfies the following conditions:

(U1) W : H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} is a unitary operator, (U2) W maps rH_{´,`} onto rH_{`,´} and }W h}_H “ }h}_H for all h P rH_{´,`}.

Remark 5.2. For every operator adjoint to a certain symmetric operator, there exists a unitary reduction tuple. A trivial example can be obtained from the example of the surjective Calkin reduction operator G^1 in [12, Theorem 2.8], which obviously produces a unitary reduction tuple pH, H, G^1, W q.

Definition 5.3. We say that a reduction tuple pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q and a Calkin triple pH, rG, ĂW q for A^˚ are associated with each other if Gf “ rGf for all f P dom rG, W h “ ĂW h for all h P rH_{´,`}, and W^{´1}h “ ĂW^{´1}h for all h P rH_{`,´}.

Proposition 5.1. Let pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q be a reduction tuple for A^˚. Then: (i) The operator G^1 : Gr A^˚ Ñ H_{´,`} is closed and bounded.

(ii) The tuple pH_{`,´}, H, cW G, ´W^{´1}q is a reduction tuple for A^˚ for every c P tz P C : |z| “ 1u. The reduction tuple pH_{`,´}, H, iW G, ´W^{´1}q will be called dual to pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q. (iii) Gr A “ ker G^1, dom A “ ker G, and W^# “ ´W .

Proof. (i) can be obtained from (5.1) by standard arguments based on the surjectivity of G^1 and W (cf. the case of boundary triple in [18, Lemma 7.2]). (ii)-(iii) The skew-symmetry of the form rf|gs_A˚ “ pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, A^˚gq_X and (5.1) imply

xcW Gf|p´W^{´1}qcW Ggy_H “ ´xW Gf|Ggy_H “ xGf|W Ggy_H

for f, g P dom A^˚. This gives W^# “ ´W and (5.1) for the tuple t “ pH_{`,´}, H, cW G, ´W^{´1}q. Now (R1) and (R2) for t and ker G “ dom A are obvious.

Corollary 5.2. Let pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q be a unitary reduction tuple for A^˚. Let rG :“ G ↾_{dom rG} with dom rG :“ tf P dom A^˚ : Gf P Hu. Then there exists a unique unitary operator ĂW : H Ñ H such that ĂW h “ W h for all h P rH_{´,`} and pH, rG, ĂW q is a Calkin triple for A˚. Besides, pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q and pH, rG, ĂW q are associated in the sense of Definition 5.3.

Proof. Condition (U2) of Definition 5.3 implies that one can consider W_0 :“ W ↾_{rH´,`} as a bounded densely defined operator from H to H. Moreover, its continuous extension ĂW : H Ñ H to H is isometric and has the image ĂW H Ě rH_{`,´}. Since rH_{`,´} is dense in H, the operator ĂW is unitary. Clearly, ĂW is a unique unitary operator in H such that ĂW h “ W h for h P rH_{´,`}. We prove in several steps that conditions (C1)-(C2) of Definition 3.1 hold for pH, rG, ĂW q.

Step 1. We shall prove (C1) which says that dom rG is dense in pdom A^˚, } ¨ }_{dom A}˚ q. By definition, dom rG “ tf P dom A^˚ : Gf P rH_{´,`}u, and so ran rG “ rH_{´,`}. By property (R1) of pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q and by Proposition 5.1 (iii), we see that dom A “ ker G “ ker rG and that G maps dom A^˚ a dom A bijectively and continuously onto H_{´,`}. Since rH_{´,`} is dense both in H_{´,`} and in H, the set tf P dom A^˚ a dom A : Gf P rH_{´,`}u is dense in dom A^˚ a dom A and is contained in dom rG. On the other hand, dom rG contains dom A “ ker rG. This implies (C1) for the triple pH, rG, ĂW q.

Step 2. The implication ð of (C2) takes the form pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|A^˚gq_X “ p rGf|ĂW rGgq_H, f, g P dom rΓ, and follows immediately from (R3).

Step 3. Let us prove the implication ñ of (C2), i.e., we assume pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, g^1q_X “ p rGf|hq_H for all f P dom rG, and have to prove that g P dom rG, g^1 “ A^˚g, and h “ ĂW rGg. For arbitrary f P dom A, we have rGf “ 0, and in turn, pAf|gq_X “ pf, g^1q_X, which implies tg, g^1u P Gr A^˚. Now it follows from (R3) that pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf, g^1q_X “ xGf|W Ggy_H for all f P dom A^˚. So xh^1|W Ggy_H “ ph^1|hq_H for all h^1 P ran rG. It follows from Step 1 that ran rG “ rH_{´,`}, and so }h}_{H`,´} ă 8 (see (3.7) for the definition of } ¨ }_{H`,´} ). Thus, h P rH_{`,´} and h “ W Gg. By (U2), Gg “ W^{´1}h P rH_{´,`}, and so, g P dom rG and ĂW rGg “ W Gg “ h. This completes the proof of (C2).

The fact that the tuples pH_{´,`}, H, pG, xW q and pH, G, W q are associated is now obvious.

In the rest of the section, we fix in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q (in H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q) the norm } ¨ }_{πpγq} defined by Corollary 4.2. By Corollary 4.2 (ii),

H_{´,`} “ ´ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, } ¨ }_π ¯ and H_{`,´} “ ´ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, } ¨ }_γ ¯

are m-order spaces dual to each other w.r.t. H “ L^2_t pBΩq, see Definition 3.3.

Let us define the linear homeomorphism n^{πÑγ}_^ :“ ´γ_Jπ^{´1}_J from H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q onto H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q and put n^{γÑπ}_^ :“ ´pn^{πÑγ}_^ q^{´1}. Note that n^{πpγqÑγpπq} ^ u “ n_^u if u P L^2_t pBΩq X H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q (if u P L^2_t pBΩq X H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q). (5.2)

Lemma 5.3. With the choice of norms as in Corollary 4.2 (ii), n^{πÑγ}_^ and n^{γÑπ}_^ are unitary operators.

Proof. It follows from curl_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{pBΩq}“ ´n_^ grad_{BΩ} ↾_H1_{pBΩq} and (4.3)-(4.4) that the operators n^{πpγqÑγpπq} ^ coincide on K_1 pΩq with the unitary operator n_^ : L^2_t pBΩq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq. Corollary 4.2 (iii) and n^{πÑγ}_^ w^{´,`}_j “ ´w^{`,´}_{´j} , j P Zzt0u, complete the proof.

Corollary 5.4. (i) In the settings of Corollary 4.2 (ii), the tuples

pH^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, π_J, ´n^{πÑγ}_^ q and pH^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, iγ_J, ´n^{γÑπ}_^ q

are unitary reduction tuples for curl dual to each other in the sense of Proposition 5.1 (ii).

(ii) pL^2_t pBΩq, π_{J,2}, ´n_^q and pL^2_t pBΩq, iγ_{J,2}, ´n_^q are mutually dual Calkin triples for curl. They are associated with the respective reduction tuples of statement (i).

Proof. (i) The conditions of Definition 5.1 follow from the definitions of n^{πpγqÑγpπq}_^ and (3.1)– (3.2). The conditions of Definition 5.2 follow from (5.2) and the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Statement (ii) follows from (i) and Corollary 5.2.

The connection between these unitary reduction tuples and Calkin triples will be crucial for the rigorous handling of Leontovich-type boundary conditions, see Section 7.2.

6 M-boundary tuples and abstract Maxwell operators

The aim of this section is the description of all m-dissipative extensions of an ´abstract version´ of the Maxwell operator M using m-boundary tuples of Definition 2.3. We introduce ´abstract Maxwell operators´ in the following way. Let A be a closed densely defined symmetric operator in a Hilbert space X. Let S be a bounded uniformly positive selfadjoint operator in X^2 “ X ‘ X (so S^{´1} is also bounded). One can define on X^2 ^ X^2 another inner product p¨|‹q_X2,S :“ pS ¨ |‹q_X2 , which generates an equivalent norm } ¨ }_X2,S . This defines the ‘weighted’ Hilbert space X^{2,S} :“ pX^2, } ¨ }_X2,S q. As an abstract symmetric Maxwell operator, we consider in X^{2,S} the ‘S-weighted’ operator

Mψ :“ S^{´1} ^ 0 iA ´iA 0 ˙^ ψ_1 ψ_2 ˙ , ψ “ ^ ψ_1 ψ_2 ˙ P dom M “ pdom Aq^2, (6.1)

which is obviously symmetric, closed, and has the adjoint M^˚ “ S^{´1}

´_{0 iA˚}

´iA^˚ 0 ¯ . If A “ curl_0, the operator M with a suitable S becomes the Maxwell operator M of (2.1).

6.1 M-boundary tuples: properties and connections with reduction tuples

Reduction tuples (see Definition 5.1) and m-boundary tuples (see Definition 2.3) are connected by the following statement.

Proposition 6.1. Let two closed densely defined symmetric operators, A in X and M in X^{2,S} , be connected by (6.1). Let pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q be a reduction tuple for A^˚. Let

Γ_0ψ :“ Gψ_2 and Γ_1ψ :“ iW Gψ_1 for ψ “ tψ_1, ψ_2u P pdom A^˚q^2.

Then pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q is an m-boundary tuple for M^˚.

Proof. The verification of conditions (M1)-(M2) of Definition 2.3 is straightforward.

Let V be a linear homeomorphism from H to H_{´,`}. Then it is obvious from the definitions of Section 3.2 that V^# is a linear homeomorphism from H_{`,´} to H and

pV^#h_{`,´}|V^{´1}h_{´,`}q_H “ xh_{`,´}|h_{´,`}y_H for all h_{¯,˘} P H_{¯,˘}. (6.2)

Proposition 6.2. Let pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q be an m-boundary tuple for the adjoint A^˚ to a closed densely defined symmetric operator A. Let V be an arbitrary linear homeomorphism from H to H_{´,`}. Then pH, V^{´1}Γ_0, V^#Γ_1q is a boundary triple for A^˚ (see (2.11) for the definition).

Proof. The surjectivity of pΓ : dom A^˚ Ñ H^2, pΓ : f ÞÑ tV^{´1}Γ_0, V^#Γ_1u, follows from (M1) of Definition 2.3 and the surjectivity of V and V^#. Using (M2) of Definition 2.3 and (6.2) one gets pA^˚f|gq_X ´ pf|A^˚gq_X “ pV^#Γ_1f|V^{´1}Γ_0gq_H ´ pV^{´1}Γ_0f|V^#Γ_1gq_H.

In abstract settings, the unitary operator U_{HÑH´,`} defined in Proposition 3.2 provides a convenient choice of a homeomorphism V . In this case, U^#_{HÑH´,`} “ U_{H`,´ÑH} “ U^{´1}_{HÑH`,´} .

Proposition 6.2 allows one to translate known results about boundary triples (see e.g. [32, 21, 17, 18, 6]) to the language of m-boundary tuples, which, at least for Maxwell operators, are better adjusted to the trace maps. In particular, Proposition 6.2 and well-known results on boundary triples (e.g. [18, Section 7.1]) imply the following.

Proposition 6.3. A closed densely defined symmetric operator A has equal deficiency indices n_`pAq “ n_´pAq exactly when there exists an m-boundary tuple pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q for A^˚. If this is the case, then n_˘pAq “ dim H and the operators Γ_0 and Γ_1 are bounded.

6.2 Extensions of symmetric operators in terms of m-boundary tuples

Let A be a densely defined symmetric operator in X with equal deficiency indices. Let pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q be a certain m-boundary tuple for A^˚. So Γ : f ÞÑ tΓ_0f, Γ_1fu is a surjective bounded operator from pdom A^˚, } ¨ }_{dom A}˚ q onto H_{´,`} ‘ H_{`,´} (see Proposition 6.3).

A linear relation from a Hilbert space H_1 to a Hilbert space H_2 is by definition a linear subspace in H_1 ‘ H_2, e.g., a graph Gr B of an operator B : dom B Ď H_1 Ñ H_2 is a linear relation. Identifying operators with their graphs, one can consider operators as particular cases of linear relations, i.e., a linear relation Θ can be considered as an operator if and only if its multivalued part Θp0q :“ th_2 P H_2 : t0, h_2u P Θu is equal to t0, 0u. Then the notions of closed relation and closed operator are consistent (see [32, 17, 27, 18, 6] for the basics on linear relations). If Θ is a linear relation from H to H, Θ is said to be a linear relation in H.

Recall that an operator rA is called an admissible extension of A if Gr A Ď Gr rA Ď Gr A^˚. It follows from Definition 2.3 that Gr A “ ker Γ. Consequently, there exists 1–to–1 correspondence between: (i) the family of admissible extensions rA of A, (ii) the family of subspaces Grp rAq{ GrpAq of the factor space GrpA^˚q{ GrpAq, (iii) and the family of linear relations Θ “ ! tΓ_0u, Γ_1uu : u P Gr rA ) from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. Namely, for the correspondence (i) Ø (iii), the restriction A_Θ of A^˚ associated with a linear relation Θ is defined by

A_Θ :“ A^˚ ↾_{dom AΘ} , where dom A_Θ :“ Γ^{´1}Θ “ tu P dom A^˚ : tΓ_0u, Γ_1uu P Θu. (6.3)

Then GrpA_Θq{ GrpAq is the corresponding subspace of the factor space GrpA^˚q{ GrpAq.

Definition 6.1. Let Θ be a linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. (i) A numerical cone of Θ is defined by �pΘq :“ txh_1|h_0y_H : th_0, h_1u P Θu. (ii) A linear relation Θ is said to be symmetric, nonnegative, dissipative, or accretive if, resp., �pΘq Ď R, �pΘq Ď r0, `8q, �pΘq Ď C_´, or �pΘq Ď iC_´, where C_˘ :“ tz P C : ˘ Im z ě 0u. Besides, a linear relation Θ in each of these classes is called maximal if it cannot be extended to another linear relation of the same class.

(iii) The H-pairing-adjoint linear relation Θ^# consist of all tg, g^1u P H_{´,`} ‘ H_{`,´} such that xf^1|gy_H “ xf|g^1y_H for all tf, f^1u P Θ. (iv) Θ is called H-pairing-selfadjoint if Θ “ Θ^#.

(v) A linear operator T : dom T Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} is called symmetric, nonnegative, dissipative, or accretive if the linear relation Gr T is so.

These are mixed-order duality analogues of standard definitions, which are well-known in the case H_{¯,˘} “ H. In particular, (iii) is a generalization of the standard definition of the adjoint linear relation Θ^˚ in H. The names for the above classes of linear relations and operators are often interchanged, cf. [31, 34, 18]. We use the terminology of mathematical physics [25] which places numerical ranges of dissipative operator to C_´. Remark 6.1. Obviously, Gr A_{Θ1} Ď Gr A_{Θ2} if and only if Θ_1 Ď Θ_2. Note that Θ^# is a closed linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´} and that pΘ^#q^# is the closure Θ of Θ. The definitions of H-pairing-adjoint linear relations and operators are obviously consistent in the sense that GrpT^#q “ pGr T q^#, see Section 3.2. For the operator (6.3), pA_Θq^˚ “ A_Θ# and A_Θ “ A_Θ. It is clear that A_Θ is closed if and only if Θ is so.

Remark 6.2. A maximal dissipative linear relation is closed. A graph Gr T of a maximal dissipative operator T is not necessarily a maximal dissipative linear relation (see [40] for an example of nonclosed maximal dissipative operator T ). A densely defined operator T : dom T Ď X Ñ X is maximal dissipative (maximal accretive) if only if Gr T is so [40].

Corollary 6.4. Let an operator rA be a dissipative extension of A. Then: (i) there exists a dissipative linear relation Θ from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´} such that rA “ A_Θ, where A_Θ is defined by (6.3).

(ii) The operator A_Θ is m-dissipative if and only if the linear relation Θ is maximal dissipative.

Proof. (i) Let rA be a dissipative extension of A. Since every dissipative extension of A is admissible (see [33] or [18, Lemma 7.13]), one sees that rA has the form A_Θ. The dissipativity of Θ follows from the dissipativity of A_Θ and condition (M2) of Definition 2.3.

(ii) It is obvious from the definition of m-boundary tuple and Definition 6.1 that A_Θ is a maximal dissipative operator exactly when Θ is a maximal dissipative linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. By the result of Phillips [40], the densely defined operator A_Θ is maximal dissipative exactly when it is m-dissipative. This completes the proof of (ii).

Remark 6.3. (i) A_Θ “ pA_Θq^˚ if and only if Θ “ Θ^# (due to pA_Θq^˚ “ A_Θ# ).

(ii) It is easy to see from Definitions 2.3 and 6.1, Remark 6.2, and Corollary 6.4 that an operator A_Θ is (maximal) dissipative, symmetric, accretive, if and only if Θ is so as a linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}.

Let Ξ be a dissipative linear relation in H. Then it is easy to see that there exists a unique operator Cay_Ξ : dom Cay_Ξ Ď H Ñ H such that

dom Cay_Ξ “ th^1 ´ ih : th, h^1u P Ξu, Cay_Ξph^1 ´ ihq “ h^1 ` ih for all th, h^1u P Ξ. (6.4)

Indeed, the dissipativity of Ξ implies the following statement:

if f “ h^1_j ´ ih_j for th_j , h^1_j u P Ξ, j “ 1, 2, then h_1 “ h_2 and h^1 “ h^1_2. (6.5)

The operator Cay_Ξ is called the Cayley transform of Ξ, cf. [2, 18, 6]. It is easy to see that Cay_Ξ is a contractive operator in H for every dissipative Ξ [32, 33] (see also [18, 6]). If T is a dissipative operator in H, then the Cayley transform of T is defined as Cay_{Gr T} and one has Cay_{Gr T} “ pT ` iI_HqpT ´ iI_Hq^{´1}.

Let T be an arbitrary contractive operator in H. Then it is easy to see that

the linear relation Ξ “ ! tpT ´ I_Hqf, ipT ` I_Hqfu : f P dom T ) is dissipative

and that Ξ is the inverse Cayley transform of T in the sense Cay_Ξ “ T . (6.6)

Lemma 6.5. Let V be a linear homeomorphism from H onto H_{´,`}, let Θ be a linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. Let Θ_V “

`_{V ´1 0}

0 V^# ˘ Θ be the linear relation in H defined by Θ_V :“ ttV^{´1}h_{´,`}, V^#h_{`,´}u : th_{´,`}, h_{`,´}u P Θu. Then:

(i) pV^#q^{´1} “ pV^{´1}q^# (note that this is a homeomorphism from H onto H_{`,´}). (ii) Θ is H-pairing-selfadjoint, symmetric, nonnegative, dissipative, closed exactly when Θ_V in H is selfadjoint, symmetric, nonnegative, dissipative, closed, respectively. (iii) An operator T : dom T Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} is H-pairing-selfadjoint, nonnegative, dissipative, closed, closable exactly when the operator V^#T V in H is so. (iv) pΘ^#q_V “ pΘ_V q^˚ (v) Θ is symmetric if and only if Θ Ď Θ^#. (vi) The following three statements are equivalent:

(vi.a) Θ is maximal dissipative; (vi.b) Θ_V is maximal dissipative;

(vi.c) there exists a contraction K on H with the property that

Θ consists of th_{´,`}, h_{`,´}u such that pK ` I_HqV^{´1}h_{´,`} ` ipK ´ I_HqV^#h_{`,´} “ 0. (6.7)

(vii) If (vi.a)-(vi.c) hold true, then K “ Cay_{ΘV} . Besides, Θ is H-pairing-selfadjoint if and only if K is a unitary operator on H.

(viii) Assume that Θ is dissipative. Then Ψ is a maximal dissipative extension of Θ if and only if Ψ_V is an inverse Cayley transform of a contraction K on H satisfying Gr K Ě Gr Cay_{ΘV} .

Proof. The equalities xh_{´,`}|h_{`,´}y_H “ xh_{´,`}|pV^{´1}q^#V^#h_{`,´}y_H and pV^{´1}h_{´,`}|V^#h_{`,´}q_H “ xh_{´,`}|h_{`,´}y_H are valid for all h_{¯,˘} P H_{¯,˘}. They imply statements (i) and (ii). Statements (iii) and (iv) follow from (i) and (ii) combined with Definition 6.1 and Remark 6.1. Statement (v) follows from (ii), (iv), and the fact that Θ_V is symmetric if and only if Θ_V Ď pΘ_V q^˚. The equivalence (vi.a)ô(vi.b) follows from (iii). The equivalence (vi.b)ô(vi.c) is the first part of [32, Theorem 1] (the proof of [32, Theorem 1] can be found in [18]).

(vii) Let (vi.a)-(vi.c) be true. Then K is a contraction on H (in particular, dom K “ H). By (6.6), the inverse Cayley transform Ξ of K has the properties that Ξ is dissipative and that pK ` I_Hqh “ ´ipK ´ I_Hqh^1 for all th, h^1u P Ξ. This and (vi.c) implies Θ_V Ě Ξ. However, (6.5) and dom K “ H imply that Ξ is maximal dissipative. Thus, Ξ “ Θ_V and K “ Cay_{ΘV} .

(viii) It follows from (6.5) that two dissipative linear relations Ξ_1 and Ξ_2 in H satisfy Ξ_1 Ă Ξ_2 if and only if Gr Cay_{Ξ1} Ă Gr Cay_{Ξ2} . This, (ii), and (vii) imply (viii).

Corollary 6.6. Let A_Ψ be a dissipative extension of A. Then A_Θ is an m-dissipative extension of A_Ψ if and only if Θ consists of all th_{´,`}, h_{`,´}u P H_{´,`} ‘H_{`,´} satisfying (6.7) with a certain contraction K on H such that Gr K Ě Gr Cay_{ΨV} .

Proof. The statement follows from Remark 6.1, Corollary 6.4, and Lemma 6.5 (vi)-(viii).

Remark 6.4. An operator T : dom T Ď H Ñ H is m-dissipative (m-accretive) if and only if it is closed and maximal dissipative (resp., maximal accretive) [40, 31].

Remark 6.5. A densely defined operator T : dom T Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} is maximal dissipative (maximal accretive) if only if Gr T is so. This follows from Lemma 6.5 (ii)-(iii) and Remark 6.2 applied to V^#T V .

6.3 M-dissipative boundary conditions for abstract Maxwell operators

Let H_0, H_1, and H be Hilbert spaces. Operators T_j : dom T_j Ď H_j Ñ H, j “ 0, 1, and the condition

T_0f_0 ` T_1f_1 “ 0 (6.8)

define a linear relation kerpT_0 T_1q from H_0 to H_1 consisting of all tf_0, f_1u P H_0 ‘ H_1 such that f_j P dom T_j , j “ 0, 1, and (6.8) is fulfilled. Assume that A is a symmetric operator satisfying the settings of Section 6.2. Putting H_0 “ H_{´,`} and H_1 “ H_{`,´}, we see that a linear relation Θ “ kerpT_0 T_1q defined by (6.8) is associated with the admissible extension A_Θ of A. Using (6.3), one can rewrite the domain of A_Θ as the set of all f P dom A^˚ satisfying the condition T_0Γ_0f ` T_1Γ_1f “ 0. This motivates the following definition:

the operator A_Θ with Θ “ kerpT_0 T_1q is called the restriction of A^˚ defined by the condition T_0Γ_0f ` T_1Γ_1f “ 0. (6.9)

This gives an abstract analogue of boundary conditions (cf. [32] and [18, Chapter 6]).

Let a closed densely defined symmetric operator A in a Hilbert space X and a symmetric operator M

`_{ψ1}

ψ_2 ˘ “ S^{´1}

`_{0 iA}

´iA 0

˘`_{ψ1}

ψ_2 ˘ in the space X^{2,S} be connected by (6.1). Let pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q be an m-boundary tuple for M^˚ (e.g., the m-boundary tuple of Proposition 6.1). Let V be a certain fixed linear homeomorphism from H onto H_{´,`}.

Theorem 6.7. (i) An extension xM of M is an m-dissipative operator if and only if it is a restriction of M^˚ defined by an ‘abstract boundary condition’ of the form

pK ` I_HqV^{´1}Γ_0ψ_2 ` ipK ´ I_HqV^#Γ_1ψ_1 “ 0, (6.10)

where K : H Ñ H is a certain contraction on H.

(ii) Statement (i) establishes one-to-one correspondence between contractions K on H and mdissipative extensions xM of M. Besides, xM is selfadjoint if and only if K is unitary.

Proof. By Corollary 6.4, xM is m-dissipative if and only if xM “ M_Θ for a certain maximal dissipative linear relation Θ from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. By Lemma 6.5 (vi), such linear relations Θ have the form (6.7) with a certain contraction K on H. Moreover, this establishes 1-to- 1 correspondence between the family of maximal dissipative relations Θ and the family of contractions K on H. Combining (6.7), (6.3), and (6.9), we see that the extension xM is defined by (6.10). The correspondence between the case xM “ xM^˚ and unitary operators K follows from Remark 6.3 (i) and Lemma 6.5 (vii) .

7 Abstract impedance-type boundary conditions

For a linear relation Φ from H_1 to H_2, let us define

`_{1 0} 0 ¯i ˘ Φ :“ tth_1, ¯ih_2u : th_1, h_2u P Φu.

The domain of Φ is defined by dom Φ :“ th_1 P H_1 : th_1, h_2u P Φu, the inverse linear relation Φ^{´1} from H_2 to H_1 by Φ^{´1} :“ tth_2, h_1u : th_1, h_2u P Φu. Let Φph_1q :“ th_2 : th_1, h_2u P Φu. So Φp0q :“ th_2 : t0, h_2u P Φu is the multivalued part of Φ.

Using the abstract settings of Section 6, we consider a closed densely defined symmetric operator A in a Hilbert space X and an associated symmetric abstract Maxwell operator M defined in the ‘weighted’ Hilbert space X^{2,S} by Mψ :“ S^{´1}

`_{0 iA}

´iA 0

˘ `_{ψ1}

ψ_2 ˘ . 7.1 Boundary conditions with impedance-type operators

Let pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q be the m-boundary tuple for M^˚ associated by Proposition 6.1 with a reduction tuple pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q for A^˚ (recall that Γ_0ψ :“ Gψ_2 and Γ_1ψ :“ iW Gψ_1).

Consider an abstract boundary condition of the form

iZΓ_0ψ ` Γ_1ψ “ 0 (7.1)

with an accretive operator Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´}. Recall that, by definition, Z is accretive if RexZh|hy_H ě 0, h P H_{´,`} (we do not assume that the operator Z is closable or densely defined in H_{´,`}). According to (6.3), the operator M_{Grp´iZq} is a restriction of M^˚ defined by condition (7.1).

Definition 7.1. Accretive operators Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} (accretive linear relations Φ from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}) will be called impedance-type operators (resp., impedance-type relations) associated with the m-boundary tuple pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q.

If Z is an impedance-type operator, we say that condition (7.1) and the restriction M_{Grp´iZq} of M^˚ are generated by the impedance-type operator Z. If Φ is an impedancetype relation, we say that the restriction M^´_{1 00 ´i}^¯_Φ of M^˚ is generated by the impedance-type

relation Φ.

The class of conditions (7.1) generated by impedance-type operators includes the class of the generalized impedance boundary conditions of [5, Sections 1.6.1] and the class of Leontovich-type boundary conditions, see Sections 2.1 and 8.

In this subsection, we assume that ĂM “ M_{Grp´iZq} is a restriction of M^˚ generated by a certain impedance-type operator Z and that V is a certain linear homeomorphism from H to H_{´,`}. Note that Gr Z is an impedance-type relation, and that the linear relation Grp´iZq “

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ Gr Z is dissipative. So the operator ĂM is a dissipative (but not necessarily m-dissipative).

Lemma 7.1. Let Φ be a impedance-type relation, let Φ_V :“

`_{V ´1 0}

0 V^# ˘ Φ (see Lemma 6.5), and Θ :“

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ Φ. Then the following statements are equivalent: (i) M_Θ is m-dissipative, (ii) Θ is maximal dissipative, (iii) Φ is maximal accretive, (iv) Φ_V is maximal accretive, (v) Θ_V is maximal dissipative.

Proof. Lemma 6.5 (ii) and Corollary 6.4 give (i) ô (ii) ñ (iii) ñ (iv) ñ (v) ñ (ii).

Remark 7.1. If, in the settings of Lemma 7.1, Φ is additionally nonnegative, then each of the statements (i)-(v) is equivalent to each of the following statements: (vi) Φ_V “ pΦ_V q^˚, (vii) Φ “ Φ^#.

Indeed, (vi) ô (vii) by Lemma 6.5 (ii). The equivalence (iv) ô (vi) for nonnegative Φ_V is well known and can be obtained from the equivalence (iv) ô (v) and the consideration of the domain of the Cayley transform of

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ Φ_V “ Θ_V . Note that Θ_V is maximal dissipative if and only if dom Cay_{ΘV} “ H (see e.g. Lemma 6.5 (vi)-(vii)).

Corollary 7.2. Consider an arbitrary operator Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´}. Then the following statements are equivalent: (i) ĂM “ M_{Grp´iZq} is m-dissipative, (ii) Z is maximal accretive and closed, (iii) V^#ZV is m-accretive in H.

Proof. The corollary follows from Corollary 6.4, Lemma 7.1, and Remark 6.4.

Remark 7.2. For an arbitrary operator Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´}, the following statements are equivalent: (i) the operator M_{Grp´iZq} is essentially m-dissipative, (ii) the closure Gr Z is a maximal accretive linear relation from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}, (iii) GrpV^#ZV q is a maximal accretive linear relation in H. Indeed, let Θ “ Grp´iZq. Then, by Remark 6.1 and Corollary 6.4, M_{Grp´iZq} is essentially m-dissipative if and only if the closure Θ is maximal dissipative. Lemma 7.1 completes the proof of the desired equivalences.

If Gr Z ‰ pGr Zq^# or if it is difficult to check the condition Gr Z “ pGr Zq^# for a particular example, one can construct m-dissipative extensions of M_{Grp´iZq}.

Theorem 7.3. For an impedance-type operator Z, the following statements are equivalent: (i) An operator xM is an m-dissipative extension of ĂM “ M_{Grp´iZq}.

(ii) xM “ M_Θ, where Θ “

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ Φ for a certain maximal accretive extension Φ of Gr Z.

(iii) xM is the restriction of M^˚ defined by a condition pI_H `KqV^{´1}Γ_0ψ ´ipI_H ´KqV^#Γ_1ψ “ 0 with a certain contraction K on H such that K is an extension of the Cayley transform Cay_{Grp´iV} #_{ZV q} associated with the dissipative operator p´iqV^#ZV .

Proof. The equivalence (i) ô (ii) follows from Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 7.1. The equivalence (ii) ô (iii) follows from Lemmata 7.1 and 6.5 (viii).

According Definition 2.2, it is assumed in Theorem 7.3 (iii) that dom K “ H, while the contractive in H operator Cay_{Grp´iV} #_{ZV q} is not necessarily defined on the whole H. Actually dom Cay_{Grp´iV} #_{ZV q} “ H if and only if M_{Grp´iZq} is m-dissipative (see Corollary 7.2 (iii)).

7.2 Leontovich-type boundary conditions in abstract settings

The Leontovich-type boundary condition (2.4) is written in terms of Calkin’s triple pL^2_t pBΩq, π_{J,2}, ´n_^q, see Corollary 5.4. To apply the results of Section 7.1 to (2.4), we first provide a transition to the settings of associated reduction tuples and m-boundary tuples.

Let pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q be a unitary reduction tuple for A^˚ and pH, rG, ĂW q be the associated Calkin triple constructed in Corollary 5.2. Recall that this means that dom rG :“ tf P dom A^˚ : Gf P Hu and rGf “ Gf for all f P dom rG, where rG is understood as a densely defined operator from dom A^˚ to H. The unitary operator ĂW : H Ñ H is the closure in H of the restriction W ↾_{rH´,`} (recall that rH_{¯,˘} “ H_{¯,˘} X H).

Let us associate with the Calkin triple pH, rG, ĂW q the ‘restricted boundary maps’

rΓ_0ψ “ rGψ_2 and rΓ_1ψ “ iĂW rGψ_1, where rΓ_j, j “ 0, 1, are defined on all ψ “ tψ_1, ψ_2u P dom M^˚ such that ψ_{2´j} P dom rG. Taking the m-boundary tuple pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q associated by Proposition 6.1 with the aforementioned reduction tuple, we get Γ_0ψ “ Gψ_2, Γ_1ψ “ iW Gψ_1. So rΓ_j are restrictions of Γ_j, j “ 0, 1.

Through this subsection we assume that pZ is an accretive operator in H. An abstract version of a Leontovich-type boundary condition can be introduced as

i pZrΓ_0ψ ` rΓ_1ψ “ 0 (it can be rewritten as pZ rGψ_2 ` ĂW rGψ_1 “ 0). (7.2)

Definition 7.2. The abstract version M_{imp, pZ} of Leontovich-type operator associated with pZ is the restriction of M^˚ to dom M_{imp, pZ} :“ tψ P dom M^˚ Xdom rΓ_0 Xdom rΓ_1 : (7.2) is satisfiedu.

In the case of Calkin’s triple pL^2_t pBΩq, π_{J,2}, ´n_^q for curl and the multiplication operator pZ “ m_z, one sees that (7.2) becomes the Leontovich-type boundary condition (2.4).

Our aim now is to write (7.2) in the form iZΓ_0ψ ` Γ_1ψ “ 0 of Section 7.1 with a certain impedance-type operator Z. We define Z by

Zh “ pZh for all h belonging to dom Z :“ th P rH_{´,`} X dom pZ : pZh P rH_{`,´}u. (7.3)

Since pZ is accretive in H, we see that Z is accretive as an operator from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´}. So Z is an impedance-type operator in the sense of Definition 7.1. Recall that the operator M_{Grp´iZq} is the restriction of M^˚ defined by the condition iZΓ_0ψ ` Γ_1ψ “ 0.

Lemma 7.4. Condition (7.2) is equivalent to the condition iZΓ_0ψ ` Γ_1ψ “ 0 (i.e., M_{imp, pZ} “ M_{Grp´iZq}). In particular, M_{imp, pZ} is a dissipative extension of M.

Proof. The lemma follows from dom M_{imp, pZ} “ dom M_{Grp´iZq}. Indeed, the restrictions imposed in (7.2) by ψ_j P dom rG “ G^{´1} rH_{´,`}, j “ 1, 2, are imposed in ZGψ_2 ` W Gψ_1 “ 0 via the more narrow domain of Z, i.e., Gψ_2 P dom Z Ă rH_{´,`} and Gψ_1 P W^{´1} ran Z Ă W^{´1} rH_{`,´} “ rH_{´,`} (we use the facts that pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q is a unitary reduction tuple and, consequently, W^{´1} rH_{`,´} “ rH_{´,`}). Thus, M_{imp, pZ} “ M_{Grp´iZq} and this operator is dissipative (see Section 7.1).

It follows from Proposition 3.2 that there exists a unique positive selfadjoint operator S_{`,´} in H with dom S_{`,´} “ rH_{`,´} such that }h}_{H`,´} “ }S_{`,´}h}_H for all h P rH_{`,´}. Since U_{H`,´ÑH} “ U^#_{HÑH´,`} (by Lemma 4.3), the operator S_{`,´} satisfies

S_{`,´} “ S^{´1}_{´,`} “ U_{HÑH´,`} ↾_{rH`,´} “ U_{H`,´ÑH} ↾_{rH`,´} “ U^#_{HÑH´,`} ↾_{rH`,´} . (7.4)

Theorem 7.5 (criterion of m-dissipativity). Let pZ be an accretive operator in H. Then: (i) The operator M_{imp, pZ} is m-dissipative (is essentially m-dissipative) if and only if the operator S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} is m-accretive in H (resp., essentially m-accretive in H).

(ii) Assume additionally that pZ is nonnegative. Then M_{imp, pZ} is m-dissipative (is essentially m-dissipative) if and only if S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} is selfadjoint (resp., essentially selfadjoint) in H.

Theorem 7.5 follows immediately from Corollary 7.2 and Remarks 7.1–7.2 applied to the operator M_{imp, pZ} “ M_{Grp´iZq} with the use of the following lemma.

Lemma 7.6. S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} “ U_{H`,´ÑH}ZU_{HÑH´,`}

Proof. Since dom Z Ď rH_{´,`} and ran Z Ď rH_{`,´}, the mapping h ÞÑ Zh can be treated both as an operator from H_{´,`} to H_{`,´} and as an operator in H. In turn, U_{H`,´ÑH}ZU_{HÑH´,`} “ S_{`,´}ZS_{`,´}. Since Z is a restriction of pZ to the domain given by (7.3), the fact that S_{`,´} is a bijection from dom S_{`,´} “ rH_{`,´} onto rH_{´,`} (see Proposition 3.2) implies S_{`,´}ZS_{`,´} “ S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´}. This completes the proofs of Lemma 7.6 and Theorem 7.5.

Corollary 7.7. Assume that a bounded accretive operator pZ : H Ñ H and a constant C_1 ą 0 satisfy C_1}h}^2 ď |p pZh|hq_H| for all h P H. Then M_{imp, pZ} is m-dissipative.

Proof. Since S_{`,´} “ S^˚_{`,´} and pZ is accretive, S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} is also accretive. Due to Theorem 7.5, it is enough to prove that S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} `I_H is boundedly invertible in H, which can be done applying the Lax–Milgram theorem (e.g., [5]) to the form bpu, vq :“ p pZS_{`,´}u|S_{`,´}vq_H `pu|vq_H on the Hilbert space prH_{`,´}, } ¨ }_{rH`,´} q with }h}^2_{rH`,´} “ }S_{`,´}h}^2_H ` }h}^2_H.

8 Applications to m-dissipative Maxwell operators

Let M be the symmetric Maxwell operator in L^2_{�,�} pΩq defined by (2.1). Then the operator M^˚ “

´_{0 i�´1 curl}

´i�^{´1} curl 0 ¯ is defined on dom M^˚ “ pH pcurl, Ωqq^2.

Theorem 8.1. (i) Let us define π^h_JtE, Hu :“ π_JH and γ^e_JtE, Hu :“ γ_JE. Then

pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q “ pH^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, π^h_J, iγ^e_Jq is an m-boundary tuple for M^˚. (8.1)

(ii) In the settings of (i), an operator ĂM is an m-dissipative extension of the symmetric Maxwell operator M if and only if ĂM “ M_Θ for a certain maximal dissipative linear relation Θ from H_{´,`} “ H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q to H_{`,´} “ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q. (According to (6.3), this means that M_Θ :“ M^˚ ↾_{dom MΘ} with dom M_Θ :“ ttE, Hu P dom M^˚ : tπ_JH, iγ_JEu P Θu).

Proof. (i) follows from Corollary 5.4 and Proposition 6.1, (ii) from Corollary 6.4.

An equivalent representation of m-dissipative extensions ĂM in terms of boundary conditions is provided by Theorem 2.1, which is an immediate corollary of Theorem 6.7.

According to Section 7.1, an operator Z is called an impedance-type operator associated with the m-boundary tuple (8.1) if Z is an accretive operator from H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q. Then the boundary conditions (7.1) can be written as Zπ_JH ` γ_JE “ 0 and all the results of Section 7.1 are applicable to the Maxwell operator ĂM “ M_{Grp´iZq} defined by this boundary condition. In particular, Corollary 7.2 implies Corollary 2.3.

The Leontovich-type boundary conditions or, more generally, the boundary condition

pZπ_{J,2}H ` γ_{J,2}E “ 0, (8.2)

with an arbitrary accretive operator pZ : dom pZ Ď L^2_t pBΩq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq can be put in the above framework in the way shown by Section 7.2. This means that we choose the reduction tuple pH_{´,`}, H, G, W q “ pH^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q, L^2_t pBΩq, π_J, ´n^{πÑγ}_^ q for the operator curl and consider the associated Calkin triple pH, rG, ĂW q “ pL^2_t pBΩq, π_{J,2}, ´n_^q constructed in Section 5.

Proposition 6.1 connects them with the m-boundary tuple (8.1). Then the m-dissipativity and essential m-dissipativity of the Maxwell operator M_{imp, pZ} defined by (8.2) are characterized by Theorem 7.5. Theorem 7.5 contains Theorem 2.4 (i) as its particular case since S_{`,´} “ S_γ in the present settings. To get Theorem 2.4 (ii), one takes into account Remark 7.1.

As an application, let us consider the following special class of operators pZ.

Corollary 8.2. Assume that an accretive operator pZ : dom pZ Ď L^2_t pBΩq Ñ L^2_t pBΩq is diagonal w.r.t. the orthonormal basis tv_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} of Theorem 4.1 and has a maximal possible domain of definition. That is, there exist sequences tμ_j u_{jPZzt0u} Ă iC_´ and tμ_{0,j}u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} Ă iC_´ such that pZv_j “ μ_jv_j , pZv_{0,j} “ μ_{0,j}v_{0,j}, and

dom pZ “ ! u “ ř jPZzt0u αj vj` ř_{b1pBΩq}

j“1 α_{0,j}v_{0,j} : ř jPZzt0u |αj |

2 ă 8, ř jPZzt0u |μj αj | 2 ă 8 ) . Then the Maxwell operator M_{imp, pZ} defined by (8.2) is essentially m-dissipative.

Proof. We apply Theorem 7.5 in the settings described above. In particular, the selfadjoint in H operator S_{`,´} “ S_γ is diagonal w.r.t. the basis tv_j u_{jPZzt0u} Y tv_{0,j} u^{b1pBΩq}_{j“1} , see (2.6) and Theorem 4.1. Hence, the operator T “ S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´} “ S_γ pZS_γ is densely defined and its closure T is a normal operator. Since pZ and T are accretive, we see that T is m-accretive. Thus, Theorem 7.5 implies that M_{imp, pZ} is essentially m-dissipative.

This corollary and Theorem 4.1 imply the statement of Example 2.7. All m-dissipative extensions of the dissipative operator M_{imp, pZ} defined by (8.2) are described by Theorem 7.3 and Lemma 7.4. This and Theorem 2.2 prove Theorem 2.6.

Let us consider in more detail a particular case of Leontovich-type boundary condition with a nonnegative measurable function z : BΩ Ñ r0, `8q as the impedance coefficient, see (2.4). Recall that by L_z we denote the associated Leontovich-type operator, i.e., L_z is a restriction of the Maxwell operator M^˚ to the set of tE, Hu P dom M^˚ satisfying zpxqπ_{J,2}Hpxq` γ_{J,2}Epxq “ 0 a.e. on BΩ. By (6.3), there exists a linear relation Θ from H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q such that L_z “ M_Θ. It is easy to see that Θ “ Grp´irm_zq, where

rm_z :“ m_z ↾_{dom rmz} , dom rm_z :“ tu P H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q X dom m_z : zu P H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}qu,

i.e., rm_z : dom rm_z Ă H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q Ñ H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q is the restriction to dom rm_z of the selfadjoint in L^2_t pBΩq multiplication operator m_z : u ÞÑ zu. Since xrm_zu|uy_L2_t “ ş BΩ z}upxq}^2_{C 3} ě 0 for all u P dom rm_z, Definition 6.1 imply that rm_z is a nonnegative operator from H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q to H^{´1{2} pdiv_{BΩ}q, and so Grp´irm_zq is a dissipative linear relation. By Remark 6.3 (ii), we see that L_z “ M_{Grp´irmz q} “ M_{imp,mz} is dissipative.

It is known (see [34]) that L_z is an m-dissipative operator if the impedance coefficient zp¨q is non-degenerate (i.e., if z and 1{z are L^8-functions). Let us show that for a wide class of degenerate impedance coefficients L_z is not m-dissipative.

For an open set E in the Lipschitz manifold BΩ, we introduce the set H^1_{comp}pEq that consists of all H^1pBΩq-functions with the support compactly included in E. The function space H^s_0 pEq is defined for 0 ă s ď 1 as the closure of H^1_{comp}pEq in H^spBΩq.

Proposition 8.3. Let E be an open set in the Lipschitz manifold BΩ. Assume that zpxq “ 0 for a.a. x P E. Then the Leontovich-type operator L_z is not closed and is not m-dissipative.

Proof. We prove that ker rm_z is not closed in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q. Using the Hodge decompositions (4.2) and (4.3), one sees that ker rm_z contains grad_{BΩ} H^1_{comp}pEq. It follows from (4.3) that the closure of grad_{BΩ} H^1_{comp}pEq in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q is grad_{BΩ} H^{1{2}_0 pEq. Using (4.2) and H^{1{2}_0 pEqzH^1pBΩq ‰ H, we get ´ grad_{BΩ} H^{1{2}_0 pEq ¯ zL^2_t pBΩq ‰ H. The definition of rm_z gives ker rm_z Ă L^2_t pBΩq. Thus, ker rm_z is not closed in H^{´1{2} pcurl_{BΩ}q. Hence, the operator p´iqrm_z is not closed and so its graph Grp´irm_zq is not closed. The equality L_z “ M_{Grp´irmz q} and Remark 6.1 imply that L_z is not closed and is not m-dissipative.

In the next section, we consider specific m-dissipative extensions of Leontovich-type operators L_z with degenerate nonnegative impedance coefficients z.

9 Discussion: K/F-extensions, randomization, and fat fractals

Let us compare various approached to the study of the mix of the conservative condition n ^ E “ 0 on a part rBΩs_p of BΩ and a Leontovich condition on rBΩs_a “ BΩzrBΩs_p.

Kapitonov [29] extends the boundary mapping zpxqπ_J ↾_C1_{pΩq} Hpxq ` γ_J ↾_C1_{pΩq} Epxq defined originally on pC^1pΩqq^2 to a continuous mapping κ : pH pcurl, Ωqq^2 Ñ H^{´1{2} pBΩq and showed that the boundary condition κptE, Huq “ 0 is m-dissipative under the assumptions that BΩ is of C^8-regularity, zp¨q P C^1pBΩq, and Re zpxq ě 0 a.e. in BΩ.

The condition n ^ E “ 0 on x P rBΩs_p corresponding to zpxq “ 0 is combined often with the assumption 0 ă c_1 ď zpxq ď c_2 of the type of [34] but imposed only on rBΩs_a instead of whole BΩ. The well-posedness of Maxwell systems with such mixed boundary conditions was addressed for polyhedral domains Ω in [39, 5] (see also references therein) assuming that the impedance coefficient zp¨q and the part rBΩs_a of BΩ possess certain good enough properties, e.g., in [5, Sections 5.1.2 and 7] it is assumed that z is a positive constant on rBΩs_a and rBΩs_a has a piecewise smooth boundary and trivial topology.

Below we give several examples, where zp¨q, rBΩs_p, and rBΩs_a do not fit to the above assumptions, but we are able to associate with corresponding Leontovich-type boundary conditions specific m-dissipative Maxwell operators xM using Theorem 2.6 and special extensions of the boundary operator S_γ m_z S_γ (the m-dissipativity then immediately implies the wellposedness of the evolution Maxwell system B_tΨ “ ´i xMΨ).

Let χ_E be the indicator function of E, i.e. χ_Epxq “ 1 if x P E, and χ_Epxq “ 0 if x R E. For an R-valued function f, let rfpxqs_` :“ fpxqχ_{tx:fpxqą0u}pxq.

Example 9.1 (fat-fractal boundary impedance). Let F be a certain “fat fractal” set [46] on the boundary BΩ of the 3-D cube Ω “ r0, 1s^3, i.e., F Ă BΩ is a fractal-like structure having positive surface measure. Assume also that BΩzF has a nonempty interior as a subset of the manifold BΩ. For example, to be concrete, we can denote by F_0 Ă r0, 1s^2 the Wallis sieve [44] and assume that F is the union of 6 copies of F_0 placed to each of the facets of Ω “ r0, 1s^3. Then the Leontovich-type operator L_{χF} with the impedance coefficient zpxq “ χ_Fpxq, x P BΩ, is dissipative, but, by Proposition 8.3, is not m-dissipative.

Example 9.2 (randomized mixed boundary condition). Let p�, F, Pq be a probability space. We introduce on the Lipschitz manifold BΩ an R-valued random field f_ωpxq “ fpx, ωq with the property that f_ωp¨q P L^2pBΩq a K_0 almost surely (i.e., for a.a. ω P � w.r.t. the measure P) using the following construction. Recall that b_0 “ b_0pBΩq P N is the dimensionality of the space K_0 of locally constant functions, and let tv_{0,k}u^{b0}_{k“1} Y tv_ku^8_{k“1} be an orthonormal basis in L^2pBΩq composed of real-valued eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ^{BΩ} in such a way that Δ^{BΩ}v_{0,k} “ 0 for 1 ď k ď b_0 and Δ^{BΩ}v_k “ ´λ^2_kv_k for all λ_k, k P N, defined as in (4.1). Let tξ_ku_{jPN} be a sequence of independent centered random variables with finite variances Varpξ_j q satisfying 0 ă ř jPN Varpξ_j q ă 8. We construct a random field with desired properties taking f_ωpxq “ ř kPN ξ_jv_kpxq, where the series is a.s. strongly convergent in L^2pBΩq due to [28, Theorem 3.2]. For modeling of the leakage of energy to an uncertain outer medium R^3 zΩ, let us introduce the random impedance coefficient z_ω :“ rf_ωpxqs_`. Then a dissipative Leontovich-type operator L_{zω} is defined for a.a. ω P �. In the particular case of (nontrivial) cut-off fractional Gaussian fields f_ω on C^8-manifold BΩ [43] f_ωp¨q is a.s. smooth, an so the a.s. orthogonality to K_0 and Proposition 8.3 imply that L_{zω} is a.s. non-m-dissipative. Thus, an applied use of z_ω :“ rf_ωpxqs_` require a construction of m-dissipative extensions of L_{zω} .

We conjecture that L_{zω} is non-m-dissipative with positive probability for arbitrary Lipschitz domain Ω and arbitrary f_ω “ ř kPN ξ_jv_k with tξ_ku_{jPN} satisfying the above conditions.

Indeed, Theorem 2.4 shifts the difficulty of the question of m-dissipativity of L_{rfω s`} to the selfadjointness of nonnegative boundary operator S_γ m_z S_γ with z “ rf_ωs_`, which requires an additional study. However, since f_ωpxq has a.s. zero average on every connected component rBΩs_j of BΩ, the zero set of z_ωp¨q “ rf_ωp¨qs_` has a.s. positive measure on each rBΩs_j , and so is degenerate from points of view of the Lax–Milgram theorem and of Proposition 8.3. Therefore, it is difficult to expect that L_{rfωs`} is m-dissipative with positive probability.

Let us show how to apply our approach to the construction of m-dissipative Maxwell operators associated with the impedance conditions of Examples 9.1-9.2. For L_{χF} and for L_{rfωs`} , all m-dissipative extensions are theoretically described by Theorem 2.6. However, the applied modeling requires concrete m-dissipative operators. Operator theoretical results [31, 14] allow us to construct concrete m-dissipative Maxwell operators using either the Friedrichs extension rS_γ m_z S_γ s_F, or the Krein-von Neumann extension rS_γ m_z S_γ s_K of the nonegative boundary operator S_γ m_z S_γ in L^2_t pBΩq.

We consider here a rigorous procedure of the application of Friedrichs and Krein-von Neumann extensions to the abstract settings of Section 7.1. Let a dissipative extension ĂM of the abstract symmetric Maxwell operator M be defined via the condition iZΓ_0ψ ` Γ_1ψ “ 0 with a nonnegative impedance-type operator Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´}, i.e., ĂM “ M_{Grp´iZq}. Let V be a certain fixed linear homeomorphism from H to H_{´,`} (for Maxwell operators we use V “ U^{´1}_π ). Then V^#ZV is a nonnegative operator (possibly nondensely defined) in the pivot space H. Its graph Ψ :“ GrpV^#ZV q is a nonnegative linear relation in H. The class of selfadjoint nonnegative linear relations in H that are extensions of Ψ can be described as a closed interval w.r.t. the partial ordering associated with corresponding quadratic forms [17, 26, 6]. The Friedrichs extension rΨs_F and the Krein-von Neumann extension rΨs_K of Ψ [14] are the greatest and, resp., the smallest elements of this interval. So rΨs_{FpKq} are nonnegative selfadjoint linear relations in H. Then

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ rΨs_{FpKq} are m-dissipative linear relations in H containing Grp´iV^#ZV q, see Remark 7.1.

Definition 9.1. If xM is a restriction of M^˚ defined by the condition

pI_H ` KqV^{´1}Γ_0ψ ´ ipI_H ´ KqV^#Γ_1ψ “ 0 (9.1)

with the operator K equal to the Cayley transform of

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ rΨs_F (of

`_{1 0} 0 ´i ˘ rΨs_K), we shall say that xM is the F-extension of ĂM (resp., the K-extension of ĂM) associated with the mboundary tuple pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q.

The F- and K- extensions of ĂM are well-defined. Indeed, they can be written as M_Θ with `_{1 0} 0 i ˘ Θ “ ´_{V 0}

0 pV^#q^{´1} ¯ rΨs_{FpKq} and do not depend on the choice of V (they do depend on the choice the m-boundary tuple pH_{´,`}, H, Γ_0, Γ_1q). Theorem 7.3 shows that these F- and Kextensions are indeed extensions of ĂM and proves also the following.

Corollary 9.3. The F-extension and K-extension of ĂM are m-dissipative operators.

The F-extension and the K-extension coincide if and only if rΨs_F “ rΨs_K. This equality can be checked with the use of the generalized Krein uniqueness criterion [26, Theorem 4.14] which however reduces the question to the spectral analysis of the boundary operator V^#ZV .

For introduced in Section 7.2 abstract Leontovich-type operators M_{imp, pZ} with nonnegative pZ : dom pZ Ď H Ñ H, the F- and K-extensions can be constructed by application of the above procedure to the nonnegative impedance-type operator Z : dom Z Ď H_{´,`} Ñ H_{`,´} defined by (7.3). This means that we start from Friedrichs and Krein-von Neumann extensions of the operator S_{`,´} pZS_{`,´}, see Theorem 7.5. Thus, we can define the F-extension L_{z,F} and the K-extension L_{z,K} for arbitrary Leontovich-type operator L_z and, in particular, for the “fat-fractal” operator L_{χF} of Example 9.1. Since F- and K-extensions are m-dissipative, in this way we associate with an arbitrary measurable impedance coefficient z : BΩ Ñ iC_´ two concrete Maxwell contraction semigroups (possibly coinciding).

In the case of randomized impedance coefficient z_ω of Example 9.2, L_{zω,F} and L_{zω,K} are operator-valued functions on the probability space � taking a.s. m-dissipative values.

The above procedure can be generalized to the case of sectorial pZ by application of the results of [31] and [4].

Acknowledgments. IK is grateful to the VolkswagenStiftung project "From Modeling and Analysis to Approximation" for the financial support of his participation in the workshop “Analytical Modeling and Approximation Methods”, Humboldt-Universität Berlin, 4-8.03.2020.

[1] H. Abels, G. Grubb, I.G. Wood, Extension theory and Kreĭn-type resolvent formulas for nonsmooth boundary value problems, Journal of Functional Analysis 266(7) (2014) 4037–4100.

[2] N.I. Akhiezer, I.M. Glazman, Theory of linear operators in Hilbert space, Courier Corporation, 2013.

[3] S. Albeverio, I.M. Karabash, Resonance free regions and non-Hermitian spectral optimization for Schrödinger point interactions, Operators and Matrices 11 (2017), no.4, 1097–1117.

[4] Y. Arlinskii, Abstract boundary conditions for maximal sectorial extensions of sectorial operators, Mathematische Nachrichten 209(1) (2000) 5–36.

[5] F. Assous, P. Ciarlet, S. Labrunie, Mathematical foundations of computational electromagnetism, Springer, 2017.

[6] J. Behrndt, S. Hassi, H. de Snoo, Boundary value problems, Weyl functions, and differential operators, Springer Nature, 2020.

[7] J. Behrndt, T. Micheler, Elliptic differential operators on Lipschitz domains and abstract boundary value problems, Journal of Functional Analysis 267(10) (2014) 3657–3709.

[8] F.B. Belgacem, C. Bernardi, M. Costabel, M. Dauge, Un résultat de densité pour les équations de Maxwell, Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences Series I Mathematics 324(6) (1997) 731-736.

[9] M.S. Birman, M.Z. Solomyak, L^2-Theory of the Maxwell operator in arbitrary domains, Russian Mathematical Surveys 42(6) (1987) 75.

[10] A. Buffa, M. Costabel, D. Sheen, On traces for Hpcurl, Ωq in Lipschitz domains, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 276(2) (2002) 845-867.

[11] A. Buffa, R. Hiptmair, T. von Petersdorff, C. Schwab, Boundary element methods for Maxwell transmission problems in Lipschitz domains, Numerische Mathematik 95(3) (2003) 459-485.

[12] J.W. Calkin, Abstract symmetric boundary conditions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 45 (1939) 369- 442.

[13] M. Cessenat, Mathematical methods in electromagnetism: linear theory and applications, World Scientific Publishing, Singapore, 1996.

[14] E.A. Coddington, H. de Snoo, Positive selfadjoint extensions of positive symmetric subspaces, Mathematische Zeitschrift 159(3) (1978) 203-214.

[15] S. Cox, E. Zuazua, The rate at which energy decays in a damped string, Communications in Partial Differential Equations 19(1-2) (1994) 213-243.

[16] V.A. Derkach, S. Hassi, M.M. Malamud, H. de Snoo, Boundary triplets and Weyl functions.

Recent developments, in: S. Hassi, H. De Snoo, F. Szafraniec (Eds.), Operator Methods for Boundary Value Problems, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Series, Vol.404, Cambridge University Press., Cambridge, 2012, pp.161–220.

[17] V.A. Derkach, M.M. Malamud, The extension theory of Hermitian operators and the moment problem, Journal of mathematical sciences (N.Y.) 73(2) (1995) 141–242.

[18] V.A. Derkach, M.M. Malamud, Extension theory of symmetric operators and boundary value problems, Institute of Mathematics of NAS of Ukraine, 2017 (in Russian).

[19] F. Gesztesy, J.A. Goldstein, H. Holden, G., Teschl, Abstract wave equations and associated Dirac-type operators, Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata 191(4) (2012) 631-676.

[20] F. Gesztesy, I. Mitrea, D. Mitrea, M. Mitrea, On the nature of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on Lipschitz manifolds, Journal of Mathematical Sciences (N.Y.) 172(3) (2011) 279-346.

[21] V.I. Gorbachuk, M.L. Gorbachuk, Boundary value problems for operator differential equations, Kluwer Academic Publishers, 1991.

[22] G. Grubb, Distributions and operators, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 252, Springer, New York, 2009.

[23] M. Eller, I.M. Karabash, Euler–Lagrange equations for full topology optimization of the Q-factor in leaky cavities, to appear in the proceedings of the conference “Days on Diffraction 2021” (St.Petersburg, 31.05-4.06.2021).

[24] M. Eller, J. Lagnese, S. Nicaise, Decay rates for solutions of a Maxwell system with nonlinear boundary damping, Comput. Appl. Math. 21 (2002) 135-165.

[25] P. Exner, Open quantum systems and Feynman integrals, Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin, 2012.

[26] S. Hassi, M.M. Malamud, H. de Snoo, On Kreĭn’s extension theory of nonnegative operators, Mathematische Nachrichten 274(1) (2004) 40-73.

[27] S. Hassi, H.L. Wietsma, On Calkin’s abstract symmetric boundary conditions, in: S. Hassi, H.

De Snoo, F. Szafraniec (Eds.), Operator Methods for Boundary Value Problems, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Series, Vol.404, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012, pp. 3-34.

[28] J.P. Kahane, Some random series of functions, Cambridge University Press, 1993.

[29] B.V. Kapitonov, Stabilization and exact boundary controllability for Maxwell’s equations. SIAM journal on control and optimization 32(2) (1993) 408-420.

[30] I.M. Karabash, Optimization of quasi-normal eigenvalues for 1-D wave equations in inhomogeneous media; description of optimal structures, Asymptotic Analysis 81 (2013) 273-295.

[31] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators, Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. [32] A.N. Kochubei, Extensions of symmetric operators and symmetric binary relations, Mathematical Notes 17(1) (1975) 25-28.

[33] A.N. Kochubei, The extensions of a nondensely defined symmetric operator, Siberian Mathematical Journal 18(2) (1977) 225-229.

[34] J. Lagnese, G. Leugering, Domain decomposition methods in optimal control of partial differential equations, Birkhäuser-Verlag, Basel, 2004.

[35] L.D. Landau, E.M. Lifshitz, L.P. Pitaevskii, Electrodynamics of continuous media, Pergamon Press, Oxford, New York, 1984.

[36] Daotie Li, Jun-Fa Mao, Koch-like sided Sierpinski gasket multifractal dipole antenna, Progress in Electromagnetics Research 126 (2012) 399-427.

[37] M. Minkov, V. Savona, D. Gerace, Photonic crystal slab cavity simultaneously optimized for ultra-high Q/V and vertical radiation coupling, Appl. Phys. Lett. 111 (13) (2017) p.131104.

[38] M. Mitrea, Sharp Hodge decompositions, Maxwell’s equations, and vector Poisson problems on nonsmooth, three-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, Duke Mathematical Journal 125(3) (2004) 467-547.

[39] P. Monk, Finite element methods for Maxwell’s equations, Oxford University Press, 2003. [40] R.S. Phillips, Dissipative operators and hyperbolic systems of partial differential equations, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 90(2) (1959) 193-254.

[41] O. Post, Spectral analysis on graph-like spaces, Springer Science & Business Media, 2012. [42] M. Reed, B. Simon, Method of modern mathematical physics II: Fourier Analysis, Selfadjointness, Elsevier, 1975.

[43] A. Rivera, Expected number of nodal components for cut-off fractional Gaussian fields, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 99(3) (2019) 629-652.

[44] H. Rummler, Squaring the circle with holes, The American Mathematical Monthly, 100(9) (1993) 858-860.

[45] N. Teleman, The index of signature operators on Lipschitz manifolds. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS 58 (1983) 39-78.

[46] D.K. Umberger, J.D. Farmer, Fat fractals on the energy surface. Physical review letters, 55(7) (1985) p.661.

[47] S.V. Yuferev, N. Ida, Surface impedance boundary conditions: a comprehensive approach, CRC press, 2018.