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DIAMAGNETISM VERSUS ROBIN CONDITION AND CONCENTRATION
OF GROUND STATES

AYMAN KACHMAR

ABsTRACT. We estimate the ground state energy for the magnetic Laplacian with a Robin
condition. In a special asymptotic limit, we find that the magnetic field does not contribute to
the two-term expansion of the ground state energy, thereby proving that the Robin condition
weakens diamagnetism. We discuss a semi-classical version of the operator and prove that the
ground states concentrate near the boundary points of maximal curvature.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is motivated by two different questions. The first question concerns the analysis of
the ground state energy and the concentration of the ground states for the magnetic Laplacian
with a Robin condition and a semi-classical parameter, and is a continuation of the work in
[9, 10]. The second question is around the influence of the Robin condition on diamagnetism.
We will find that these two questions are intimately related and we will get satisfactory answers
for both. Besides the concentration of the ground states near the points of maximal curvature, we
will identify the optimal strength of the Robin condition/magnetic field such that diamagnetism
occurs to leading order of the energy.

The results in this paper are valid in an open set  C R%2. We will assume that the boundary
I' = 09 of Q is C? smooth, compact and consists of a finite number of connected components.
Our assumptions allow for £ to be an interior or exterior domain, and the smoothness of the
boundary ensures the existence of a normal vector every where on the boundary. We will denote
by v the unit outward normal vector (field) of OS2

1.1. Concentration of ground states. Let us introduce the semi-classical magnetic Laplacian
that we will study. Consider the magnetic potential:

R? = ($1,$2) — A0($1,$2) = (—$2,0) . (111)
This magnetic potential generates the constant magnetic field:
B:=curlAg=1. (1.1.2)

We are interested in the same magnetic Laplacian studied in [I0] which involves four parameters,
the strength of the magnetic field b > 0, the semi-classical parameter h > 0, two parameters
v € R\ {0} and a € R that will serve in defining the boundary condition. The operator is

L3 o =—(hV —ibAg)* in L*(Q), (1.1.3)
with a boundary condition of the third type (Robin condition)
v-(hV —iAp)u+h%yu =0 on 0. (1.1.4)

This operator can be defined via Friedrich’s Theorem and the closed semi-bounded quadratic
form,

Qpa(w) = [[(AV — ibAo)uH%z(Q) + h1+a7/89|u(ﬂ:)|2dx. (1.1.5)
This quadratic form is defined in the ‘magnetic’ Sobolev space
Hpy 10, () ={ue L*Q) : (V—ih 'bAg) € L*(Q)}. (1.1.6)
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The parameters o and ~ serve in controlling the ‘strength’ of the boundary condition in (LIH]).
As we shall see, the sign of v and the values of a have a strong influence on the spectrum of the
magnetic Laplacian in (LT3]). Notice that v = 0 corresponds to the extensively studied magnetic
Laplacian with Neumann condition (cf. [52]), while b = 0 corresponds to the Laplacian without
a magnetic field. That justifies the assumption v # 0 and b > 0.

The ground state energy (lowest eigenvalue) of the operator in (LIL3]) is:

Qha(w)

. Cnpolt) (1.1.7)
uetty (@0} [[ull72

//Jl(ha ba «, ’7) =

We will study the asymptotic limit where the semi-classical parameter h tends to 04, while the
parameters b, o and ~ are assumed fixed. In this regime, we can reduce to the case b = 1 simply
by observing that, for all b > 0,

p1(hyb, o, y) = b2 (b_lh;b = 1,a,b_1+°‘7) , (1.1.8)

and that as long as we assume b fixed, b='h — 0 when h — 0.

The results in [10] distinguish between two situations. The first one corresponds to a > 1/2
and is fairly understood: A two term asymptotic expansion of the ground state energy in (L7
is established; the ground state energy is in the discrete spectrum (cf. [§]); and the ground states
are localized near the boundary points where the curvature is maximal.

The second situation corresponds to o < % and is less understood. Here the sign of v will
play a dominant role. The contribution in this paper will clarify the situation when ~ < 0. For

~v > 0, the ground state energy satisfies
p1(h;b,a,y) = bh+ho(1) (b — 04).

For v < 0, the behavior of the ground state energy is completely different and displayed as
follows,

pi(hib,a,y) = =¥°B** + B**o(1)  (h —0,).

Note that this asymptotic expansion does not involve the strength of the magnetic field b. Again,
the ground state energy is an eigenvalue, as long as the semi-classical parameter h is sufficiently
small (cf. [§]). In [I0], it is proved that the ground states concentrate near the boundary (when
a < % and 7y < 0). The natural question is then weather one can refine the concentration near
some special boundary points, e.g. points of maximal curvature. We will give an affirmative
answer to this question in Theorem [[.T] below.

Since the boundary is assumed smooth, there exists a geometric constant ¢y € (0,1) such
that, if dist(x,0Q) < tg, then we may assign a unique point p(z) € 9 such that dist(z,p(z)) =
dist(x,0€). The function (-) denotes the curvature along the boundary.

In the statement of Theorem [T, £may is the maximum of the curvature along the boundary,

C _ %hl—Qa ,
v

n € N is the smallest positive integer satisfying

1-20 1
252 (1.1.9)

1

and e, (¢) is the quantity that we will introduce in (Z235]) below. As ¢ — 04, e,(¢) behaves like
2¢? (cf. Remark 26)).

Now we are ready to state:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that b > 0, a < % and v < 0.
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(1) As h — 04, the ground state energy in (LIT) satisfies
—2h2Y 4 e, (OV2R%Y 4 Yhimaxh' T + W1 t%(1) if L <a< 2

3 27
pa(h;b, o, y) = _72h2/3 + (ﬁlﬁ + 'Y’fmaX)h4/3 + h4/30(1) if a = % )
21,2a 14+a 1+ : 1
—72h?® + YEmaxh'T® + h1T%0(1) if < 3.

(2) There exist constants p € (0,3), n* € (0,3), C > 0 and hy > 0 such that, for all
h € (0,hg), every ground state uy, of (LLT) satisfies

*_ 1

1
N~ p—5
/ Jup,¢|* de < Cexp | —h>TT | / lupc|? dz < Cexp | —h20=a] | |
and Qint

where .
Qe = {2 € Q : dist(z,09Q) > h20-21} and

Qond = {2 € Q\ Qint © Fmax — £(p(x)) > h2<1n—a> }.

Notice that the asymptotic expansions for uy(h;b, o, 7y) are compatible in the cases o = % and

a < % Formally, we get the expansion for a < % by taking v — —oo in the case o = +

3
Theorem [Tl adds two improvements to the results in [10] by

e establishing a two-term expansion for the ground state energy;

e refining the concentration of the ground states near the points of maximal curvature.

Remark 1.2. The magnetic field is assumed constant in Theorem [Tl but the methods in the
this paper should allow for dealing with non-constant C'' magnetic fields.

1.2. Diamagnetism. Here we will discuss the question of diamagnetism. We will find that
imposing a Robin condition may slow diamagnetism (and even neglect this effect). Let 8 € R,
H >0 and £A(H) be the self-adjoint operator in L?(9),

LP(H) = —(V —iHA)? (1.2.1)
with domain
D(LP(H)) ={u € Hya,(Q) : (V—iHAp)? € L*(Q) and v+ (V — iHAq)u + fu = 0 on 9}
Here the magnetic Sobolev space H}{AO(Q) is introduced in (LLG). Note that, for H = 0, £°(0)

is the Robin Laplacian, while for H > 0, £°(H) is the magnetic Laplacian with a (magnetic)
Robin condition. Let o(L%(H)) be the spectrum of the operator £°(H). We introduce the
ground state energy,

fin(B; H) = inf o (LP(H)). (1.2.2)
The diamagnetic inequality yields, for all 8 € R and H > 0,
fir(B; H) — jn(8;0) > 0. (1.2.3)

In physical terms, this inequality refers to diamagnetism. It simply says that introducing a
magnetic field increases the ground state energy. We will see that, when f — —oo, diamag-
netism is weak in the sense that the difference fi1(5; H) — f11(53;0) is small. This property is
a unique feature for the Robin condition as it fails for the Neumann and Dirichelt conditions.
On the contrary, in simply connected domains, a Neumann boundary condition induces strong
diamagnetism (cf. [2]).

The asymptotic analysis of the spectrum of the Robin Laplacian is studied in many papers,
cf. [T [7, 6, 12, 13} [14]. In particular, as § — —oo, the ground state energy satisfies,

/11(5; O) = _52 +Bﬁmax+/80(1)- (124)
We will write an asymptotic expansion for the magnetic ground state energy fi1(3; H) valid when
b8 — —oo and H — oo simultaneously. This is the content of Theorem below. In particular,
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we will get a fair knowledge about the difference in ([L2.3) which measures the strength of
diamagnetism.

The statement of Theorem [[3] requires a real-valued function ©(-) introduced in [I0]. For
v € R, define the ground state energy

|7 (WP +1 - 9uP) de 2 luco)?
O(v) = inf inf ,
=8 | e [l

(1.2.5)

where
B'(Ry) = {u € L*(Ry) : o, (t - &u e L*(Ry)}.
In [I0], it is proved that ©(-) is smooth, increasing and ©(y) > —v?2 for all v < 0.
Now we are ready to state:
Theorem 1.3. Let a € R\ {1}, 0 < ¢1 < ¢z and fy < 0. Suppose that

B< By and c|B|Ts < H <cplfTa.
1) If a > L, the ground state energy satisfies, as f — —o0,
2
f1(8; H) = ©(0)H + Ho(1).
where ©g € (0,1) is a universal constant.
2) If a« = L, the ground state energy satisfies, as B — —oo,
2
fn(B; H) = HOo(BH /%) + Ho(1).
3) If £ < o< i, the ground state energy satisfies, as f — —o0,
3 2

1&1(5; H) = _52 + en(Hﬁi2)/82 + BKmax + /80(1) )
where n is the smallest positive integer satisfying (LI9) and e, (-) is introduced in (Z23]).
4) If a = L, the ground state energy satisfies, as 3 — —o0,
3
HZB—S
4
5) If a < L, the ground state energy satisfies, as 3 — —oo,
3
i (B; H) = =02 + Kmaxf3 + Bo(1) .

Theorem suggests that, in the limit § — —oo, diamagnetism occurs to leading order when
the strength of the magnetic field satisfies H ~ 57 and o > 2.

In the situation where H ~ (7 and o < 2, diamagnetism occurs as a correction term and
will compete with the correction term coming from the curvature of the boundary. According to
Theorem [L.3}

o If % < 0 < 2, then diamagnetism occurs in the second correction term while the influence
of the curvature occurs in the third correction term ;

o [fo = %, both diamagnetism and curvature corrections appear in the second correction
term ;

o If 0 < %, dia-magnetism is weak and its contribution is negligible compared to the

contribution of the curvature correction term (compare with (L24])).

(B H) = =B+ ( + ﬁmax> B+ PBo(1).

Through this paper, the following notation will be used. C' denotes a constant independent
from the semi-classical parameter h. O(h*) is a quantity satisfying that, for all N € N, there
exist two constants hg € (0,1) and Cy > 0 such that, for all h € (0, hg), |O(h>)| < C,hY.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section ] we analyze three auxiliary differential operators
useful to prove Theorem [Tl The proof of Theorem [Tl occupies all of Section Finally, in
Section M, we explain how to get the result in Theorem [[3] from the existing results on the
semi-classical magnetic Laplacian with a Robin condition, in particular those in Theorem [[L11
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2. ANALYSIS OF AUXILIARY OPERATORS

2.1. 1D Laplacian on the half line. Here we introduce a simple 1D operator that will play a
fundamental role in the next sections. This operator arises naturally in the analysis of the Robin
Laplacian without magnetic field (cf. [12] [7]). The operator is
a2 .,
Hoo := —o3 in L*(Ry) (2.1.1)
with domain

{ue H*Ry) : o/(0) = —u(0)}. (2.1.2)

The spectrum of this operator is {—1} U [0,00), and —1 is a simple eigenvalue with the L2
normalized eigenfunction

uo(1) = V2 exp(—7). (2.1.3)

2.2. Harmonic oscillator on the half-line. The key element in the proof of Theorem B.1] is
the analysis of the harmonic oscillator

d2
Hharm(gaf) = _F + (Ct — 5)2 in LQ(R+), (2.2.1)

with domain
D (Hparm(C,6)) = {u € H'(Ry) : thue L*(Ry), k€ {1,2}, «/(0) = —u(0)}.

Here ( > 0 and £ € R are two parameters. Let us denote by (A, (Hparm(¢,€))) the increasing
sequence of the eigenvalues of Hypam (¢, €) counting multiplicities. We will study the aymptotic
behavior of the eigenvalue

A1 (/Hharm(ga 5)) = inf <0-(/Hharm(ga 5))) ) (222)

as ¢ — 0.
By comparison with the operator in (ZI1.1]), we get:

Lemma 2.1. For all ¢ > 0 and £ € R, it holds,
)‘1 (%harm(gaé)) > —1 and >\2(7_[harm(<a£)) >0.
The lower bound in Lemma [Z1] can be improved as follows:

Lemma 2.2. There ezists a universal constant Ag > 0 such that, if 0 < ¢ < 1 and [£] > Ao,
then

M (Hiaom(G,€)) > —1 4 567

Proof. Let u be an L? normalized ground state of the operator Hharm (¢, §). Let us write,
A?—larm,:w'2+ — &ul?) dr — |u(0)?
P06 = [ (1 4 1(cm = ul?) ar = fu(o)
== ([T wrar - 1wR) ¢ ([T (P41 - o ar - o)
0 0

We know that the lowest eigenvalue of the operator in (ZI11]) is —1. Let u(A) be the eigenvalue

of the operator
2

dr?
with the boundary condition u/(0) = —u(0).
Now, it results from the min-max principle that

M (Hparm(€,€)) > —(1 = %) + Cu(¢TY)

+ (T - A)2 in LZ(R-F) )
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When |¢~1¢] is sufficiently large, we get u(¢71€) > %, which is a result of the following two facts
proved in [10],
lim p(A)=o00 and lim p(4)=1.
A——00 A—o0

We will prove that:

Theorem 2.3. Let n € N. There exist C' > 0, a collection of vectors

. n
{Mj = (15,05 25+ s j2541) € R2]+1}j:1’

and a collection of vector functions,

2j+11"
{uj = (uj1,uj2, s ujoi41) € (S(Ry))™ }jzla

such that, if 0 < ¢ <1 and || < 1, then

||(7'[harm(g,£) — )\n)wn\|L2(R+) S C<<—2n+2 + £2n+2> ,

where

n 2
25—
Wy, = Uug + § ZC J pfpuj,p+17

7j=1p=0
ug 18 the eigenfunction in (ZIL3), and

n 27

Moo= =143 > pipaC¥PEr.

7=1p=0
Furthermore,

1

1 = <M1,1 =3 H12 = —1p3 = 1) .

Proof.

Step 1: Construction of (p1,u1).

Here we construct u; = (M171,M172,,U,1,3) e R3 and u; = (u171,u1,2,u173) such that the conclu-
sion of Theorem is valid for n = 1.

Let us define

A= =14 p11C% + p1aC€+ pm3® and  wi(r) = ug(r) + Puri(7) + C€ura(T) + Eug 3(7).
For simplicity of the notation, we will write H = Hparm (¢, §). Notice that, since <—dd—T22 + 1) uy =
0,

2 2
(H — M\)wy = ¢? [(-d— + 1> ury + (72 — ,u1,1)uo} +¢¢ [(—% + 1) ur2 — (27 + M1,2)U0]

dr?

d2
+ &2 [<_F + 1) up 3+ (1— ,U1,3)U0} +Ri. (2.23)

The remainder Rj is
Ry =C*(7* — i a)uig + CE[(7? — pa)uie + (a2 — 27)u ]
+ ¢ = pr)urs + (12 — 27)ure + (1 — pag)urg) (2.2.4)
+ ¢ (1= p1g)urg + (p12 — 27)urg) + 1 — p3)urs .
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We choose the coefficients and the functions in (2:2.3]) so that all the terms on the left side vanish.
.. . . d2 . .

This is possible since the operator —== +1 can be inverted in the orthogonal complement of the

eigenfunction ug. That way we choose,

>0 1 d? -
,u,171 = /0 TQ‘UO(T)IQdT = 5, U171 = — ( dT + 1> {(T2 — /1,171)210}
00 5 d2 -1
pi2 = —A 2T|UQ(T)| dr = —1, Ui = < e ) + 1> {(2’7’ + MLl)uO}

) d2 -1
p1,3 = / |u0(7-)|2 dr =1, U3 = — <—F + 1> {(1 — ,uLg)UQ} .
0
-1
The operator (—% + 1) respects the Schwartz space S(Ry). The proof of this is standard
(cf. [3 Lemma A.5]). Now, since [{| < A(, we infer from (22.3) and [2.2.7)),

I(H = AM)wi|lp2w,) < C(CH+ €Y.

Step 2: The iteration process.
Suppose that we have constructed (u17)7_; and (u;)}7_; such that

(H - An)wn = Rn + fn,C,{a

R,, has the form
2n+2

= Z C2n+27p§pvn,p7

p=0
for a collection (v ;) of Schwartz functions that do not depend on ¢ and £, and the function
fn,c,e satisfies,

Hf"7C7§‘|L2(R+) < C(<2”+4 + £2n+4) ’

where C is a constant independent of ¢ and &.
We outline the construction of

2n+3 _
R and  Up41 = (Unt1,1, Un+1,2, " 5 Unt1,2n+3) »

Pl = (Bt 1,15 Mot 1,2, 5 ot 1,2n43) €
such that
(H - )\n-l—l)wn—l—l - Rn+1 + fn+1,(,£a

Ry 41 has the form
2n+4

n—l—l Z C2n+4 pé.pvn+1,p7
p=0
for a collection (vy41,) of Schwartz functions that do not depend on ¢ and &, and f,41.¢¢
satisfies,

| far1celliemy) < C(<2n+6 4 §2n+6) 7

where C' is a constant independent of ( and &.
We expand (H — A\j,41)wp41 and rearrange the terms in the form,

2n+2
(H — Apy1)Wnt1 = Z (2nt2-pep { (—— + 1> Un41,p+1 + Unyp — Mn+1,p+1uo}

2n+4 2n+6

+ > PPy Y TP

p=0 p=0
where the functions v, 1, and g,41, are expressed in terms of the functions u;, and the real
numbers fi; 4.
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All what we have to do now is to select the functions wu, 1,41 and the real numbers i, 41 p41

such that
2n+2

_ d?
PP == + 1) Ung1pr1 + Unp — Bns1ppitio p = 0.
dr?
p=0

To that end, we select 1,41 41 such that,

00
Hn+1,p+1 = / Un,p U0 dr,
0

so that
Unp — Mntlprito L ug in LQ(R+).
Finally, we define the function wu, 11 41 as follows,
2

—1
Un+1p+1 = — <—ﬁ + 1) (Un,p - Mn+1,p+1uo) .

As a consequence of Theorem 23] Lemma 2] and the spectral theorem, we get:

Corollary 2.4. Letn € Nand A > 0. If|§| < A(, then as { — 04, the eigenvalue A\ (Hparm (¢, €))
satisfies,
n 2j

Al(Hharm(C, 5)) =—14 Z Z :uj,p+1<2j7p£p + O(<2n+2)‘

j=1p=0

Definition 2.5. Let n € N and Ay be the universal constant in Lemma[Z2. For all ¢ € (0,1),
we define the following quantity

en(C) = inf{fn(¢,§) : [¢] < (max(Ag, 1)}, (2.2.5)
where
n 2n
FalGO) =D P (2.2.6)
7j=2p=0

and (pjpr1) are the constants in Theorem [Z3

Remark 2.6. Note that for n =1, f1(¢,§) = %Cz — €+ €2, and

1 1
min £1(¢,€) = f1(¢,5¢) = 7¢*.
Consequently, for all n € N, as ( — 0,
1
en(€) = 76+ O(CY)

2.3. A family of operators in a weighted space. Here we will study an operator that arises
in many papers concerned with the semi-classical magnetic Laplacian (cf. [5L[10]). Let h € (0, 1),

Ce(0,1),£€R, BER,§€(0,1/2), m>0,0€ (0,1), M >0 and |Blhz~° < 1.
Consider the Hilbert-space

Bt 1/2
L? ((0’ hié)addT) ;o a=1-— (5 + mha)h1/27_a H ’ ||L2 ((O,h—5),&d7—) = (/0 | ’ |2&d7> )
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and the self-adjoint operator

1 P
Hepen=—a 10.(ad;) + (1+h'/?Ag ;) <CT(1 - §ﬁh1/27) - 5)
d? 1 d

i (e €)%+ (B +mh?)h'/? (1 — (B +mh)h!/?7) — (2.3.1)
T+ RY2AG L (CT = €2 + BRYACrA(1+ B2 (- (Cr - €) + iﬁh”%#) :
in L? ((O, h*‘s),ddT). Here Ag; is a function of (5, 7) and satisfies, for all h € (0, 1),
|Ag | < M(B+1)T.
The domain of the operator H¢ g¢ p is
D(Hc,ﬁ,g,h) — {ue H2(0,h%) : «'(0) = —u(0) and wu(h~®)=0}. (2.3.2)

The operator H¢ g ¢ p is the Friedrichs extension in L? ((07 h*‘s); ddT) associated with the qua-
dratic form

qc.pne(u) =

h—9¢
/0 <|u'<f>|2 L1+ 2A,)

The operator H¢ e, is with compact resolvent. The strictly increasing sequence of the eigen-
values of H¢ g p, is denoted by (A (He g.e,n))nen.

<g7(1 — %ﬁhl/%) _ f)u‘2> (1= (B+mh®)h27) dr—|u(0)[2 |

2.3.1. Harmonic oscillator on an interval. Here we study the operator in (23] for 8 =0, m =0
and Ag r = 0 which becomes the harmonic oscillator

d? . _
Heoenh ==z + (T~ €)% in L*((0,h7°%);dr), (2.3.3)

and with the boundary conditions u'(0) = —u(0) and u(h=%) = 0.

By comparison of the quadratic forms of the operators H¢ g ¢ and He e n, we get that the
spectrum of H¢ gep is localized near that of H¢ gen as h goes to 0. This gives us a rough
information about the spectrum of the operator H¢ g¢ 5 precisely stated in:

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < ¢; < ¢2, 0 < e < 1 and § € (0,1). There ezist two constants C > 0 and
ho € (0,1) such that, for all

h e (0,hy), c1h®<{<ch® and|B]+m <co,
it holds the following.
(1) Aa(Hepen) = ~ClBIRT.
(2) Ife=1, 6 <L and |¢| > (3ca +2)hi~0, then
M(Hepen) > —1+h372,
(3) Let Ay be the universal constant in Lemma[ZZA Ife < 1, 6 < 3 —2¢ and €] > Ao(, then

M(Hepen) = =1+
Proof.
Step 1.
There exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all u € H'((0,h7%)),

1_
q¢,8.,e(w) = q¢,=0,n,e(u)| < C|B[h2 ‘5<qO,h(U) + IIuH%Q((O,hfa);dT))

1
< [B|h2~° HUH%Q((OJL_‘S);dT) .

2 2
[0 0950 gtz — 12 07
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The min-max principle yields, for all n € N,

M(Hepen) — n(Heoen)| < C\B’h%_(S(P\n(Hc,O,g,h){ + 1) . (2.3.4)

Since the form domain of the operator Hpam(¢,§) contains that of the operator H¢ gep (cf.
(Z21)), then the min-max principle yields

)\n(HC,O,ﬁ,h) > )‘n(Hharm(C7§)) . (235)

In particular, for n = 2, Lemma [2.] gives us the statement in the first item of Lemma 2.7
Step 2.
We estimate the quadratic form for the operator H¢ ¢ 5, as follows, for all u € H'(0,h79),

h—9¢
1
qgmﬁm>z%; (I ()2 + (~202h3706 + )[uf?) dr — [u(0)]?.
The min-max principle and Lemma 2.1] yield,
1
M(Heoen) = =1+ (€] = 2e2h7T0)€].

We insert this into (Z34]). That way, for |{] > (3c2 +2)h%_6, we get the conclusion in the second
item of Lemma 271
Step 3.

Using (234) and 230 for n =1, we get,
1
M(Hepen) = M(Heoen) —Chz™0
Now, we assume that [{] > Ao, € < % and 6 < % — 2e¢. By applying Lemma we get, for h
sufficiently small, the statement in the third item in Lemma 27 O

2.3.2. Lower bound for the principal eigenvalue of the operator He¢ g¢ p. In the next two propo-
sitions, we determine refined lower bounds of the eigenvalue \i(H¢ g¢,n). The bound is valid as
h — 04 and is uniform with respect to the parameters £, ¢ and 3.

Proposition 2.8. Let 0 < ¢; < ¢2, 0 € (0,1), e € (0,1), § € (0,1 —2¢) and n € N be the
smallest positive integer such that

1
There exist constants C' > 0 and hg € (0,1) such that, for all

1
he(0,ho), eh<(<eh, €€R, |[fh° <

3 18] +m < 2,

it holds,
M(Hepen) > —1+en(C) = BnY? = Ch™
where
r = min (20 +2)e, 1 + 2,7 +0).
2 2

Proof. Let Ag be the universal constant in Lemma In light of the results in Remark 2.6] and
Lemma 2.7 the lower bound in Lemma 2.8 holds true for |£| > Ap¢. It remains to prove the
lower bound for |£] < AgC.

Consider the function
F(r) = X(7 h?) wy (7).
where wy,(7) is the function in Theorem 23] and x € C2°([0, 00)) satisfies

0<x<1in[0,00), x=1in[0,1/2) and x=0in[1/2,00).
Clearly, the function f is in the domain of the operator H¢ g¢ . It is easy to check that,

2 2
||f||L2((07h—p);(175h1/27)d7) -1 S CC .
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In light of Theorem 2.3l and the expression of H¢ g¢ pf in (Z3.), we may write,

{Hepen — (=14 falC,€) = BRY)} 2o eys1—pmir2eyary < OG22 4+ h2+2 4 pat)
< Ch".
(2.3.6)
By the spectral theorem, we deduce that there exists an eigenvalue A(H¢ gen) of He gen such
that

AHepen) = (=14 fu(C8))| S CR.
Now, Lemma 2.7 tells us that
M(Hepen) =AM Hepen) -
Finally, by definition of e, (¢) in (Z23]), we have f,,(¢, &) > en(C). O
1

Proposition 2.9. Let 0 < c; < cz, 0 € (0,1) and § € (0,g). There exist constants C' > 0 and
ho € (0,1) such that, for all

he©m), ant<C<ont, geR. <l plim<o.
it holds,
M(Hepen) = -1+ 342 — BRY? — ",
where

1
r:min(1—45,§+a).

Proof. The lower bound in Lemma 29 trivially holds when || > (3c2 + 2)h%_5 thanks to
Lemma [2.7] )

Now we handle the case where |£] < (3¢y 4+ 2)ha7°. Let w; be the function constructed in
Theorem 23] and choose x € C2°(]0,00)) such that

0<x<1lin[0,00), x=1in[0,1/2) and x=01in [1/2,00).
Consider the function
F(7) = x(7 h*) wa(7).
Clearly, the function f is in the domain of the operator H¢ g ¢ n and

2 2
19130 mya-pmasamany = 1| < CC

Inserting the estimates in Theorem 23]into the expression of H¢ g¢ pf in ([2.3.1)), and using that
¢=0O(hY*) and € = O(hif‘s), we may write,

[{He 5.6 — (=14 F1(C,€) = BRIz oy gnisanyany < C(C1+ €+ (P + €+ h7)h2 + )

< Ch".
(2.3.7)
Now, the spectral theorem and Lemma 2.7] yield
MHepen) = =1+ f1(C,6) — BRI + O(1).
1
Noticing that min f1(¢,6) = 162’ we finish the proof of Lemma O

1€1< (Beat2)h— 3
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3. ANALYSIS OF THE SEMI-CLASSICAL LAPLACIAN WITH A WEAK MAGNETIC FIELD

3.1. Semi-classical Laplacian with weak magnetic field. We will introduce a new semi-
classical magnetic Laplacian but with a Robin condition not involving the parameters a and ~.
These two parameters will be absorbed by a new (small) parameter (.

For h > 0 and ¢ > 0, we introduce the operator

Phc = —(hV —iCAg)? in L*(Q), (3.1.1)
whose domain is

D(Py¢) ={u€ Hi1cp) + —(hV —iCAg)® € L*(Q) and v - (hV — iAg)u = —h'/*u on 90} .

(3.1.2)
This operator is defined via the quadratic form
u s qpe(u) = / |(hV — iCAg)u|? dx — h3/2/ lul? ds(z) . (3.1.3)
Q Ly}
Let o(Pp,¢) be the spectrum of the operator P, .. We introduce the ground state energy,
A(h, Q) =info(Ppne). (3.1.4)

There is a relationship between the ground state energies in (LI7) and (BI4) displayed as
follows:

4 h2—2a h1—2a
) . (3.1.5)

. _ 7
Ml(ha b,a,’y) T p2—4a >‘1( '72 Y 72
Now Theorem [L.T] follows from:

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < ¢; < c2 and € > 0. Suppose that
0<h<1l and c¢1h® < <ch".

It holds the following.

(1) Ife < %, then as h — 04, the ground state energy in [BI4) satisfies
)\l(ha C) =—h+ en(()h - “maXhS/Q + h3/20(1) )

where e, () is introduced in [Z2ZD) and n € N is the smallest positive integer such that
(2n +2)e > 1.
(2) If e = %, then as h — 04, the ground state energy in BIA]) satisfies

1
M (h,¢) = —h+ Z@h — kmaxh®? + 1%?0(1) .
(3) Ife> i, then as h — 04, the ground state energy in B4 satisfies
A (h,¢) = —h — Kmaxh®? + h3/%0(1) .
(4) There exist constants p € (0,3), n* € (0,3), C > 0 and hy € (0,1) such that, for all
h € (0, hg), every ground state up, of A (h,() satisfies,

1 *_ 1 1 _ 1
lonclizon < Cop (<5074 L Junclisny < e (-5 )

where

Qe = {z € Q : dist(z,00) > h”} and
Qpng = {x € Q\ﬁim : Kmax — k(p(x)) > h"*}.
The proof of the items (1)-(3) in Theorem Bl follows from Proposition B.2land Proposition 3.0l

We will give explicit bounds to the remainder h%/20(1) in the form O(h") where r depends on ¢
and satisfies r > % More specifically, we find that

r = min(r,, r*),

where 7, and r* are introduced in (33.2) and (B.5.3]) respectively.
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The proof of the item (4) in Theorem B.T] follows from Theorems and

3.2. Boundary coordinates. We will perform various computations of trial functions sup-
ported in a tubular neighborhood of the boundary. To single out the influence of the boundary
curvature, we need a special coordinate system displaying the arc-length along the boundary and
the normal distance to the boundary. We will refer to such coordinates as boundary coordinates.
These are the same coordinates used in the semi-classical analysis of the magnetic Laplcian (cf.
I35 21).

The boundary coordinates are valid in every connected component of the boundary. For
simplicity, we will suppose that 0{2 has one connected component; if more than one connected
component exists, then we use the coordinates in each connected component independently. Let

R/(|OZ) 5 s — M(s) € OS2

be the arc-length parametrization of 92 and oriented counterclockwise. At the point M(s) € 052,
v(s) is the unit outward normal vector; the unit tangent vector T'(s) and the curvature k(s) are
defined as follows

T(s) = M'(s),
and
T'(s) = k(s) v(s).
The counterclockwise orientation of the parametrization is displayed as follows,
Vs e R/(|0OQZ), det(T(s),v(s)) =1.

The smoothness of the boundary yields the existence of a constant 3 > 0 such that, upon
defining
Vie = {x € Q : dist(z,00) < to},
the map
O R/(JOQZ) x (0,t9) > (s,t) = x = M(s) —tv(s) € V.
becomes a diffeomorphism. Let us note that, for x € V,, one can write
o~ H(xz) = (s(x),t(z)) € R/(|0Q|Z) x (0,0), (3.2.1)

where t(z) = dist(z,9Q) and s(x) € R/(]0Q|Z) is (uniquely) defined via the reation dist(x,92) =
o = M(s(2).

Now we express various integrals in the new coordinates (s,t¢). First, note that the Jacobian
determinant of the transformation ®~! is given by:

a(s,t) =1 —tk(s).

In the new coordinates, the components of the vector field Ay are given as follows,

Aa(s,1) = Ao 98 = (1~ tr(s) Ao(@(s, 1)) - M), .
Ao(s 1) = Ao 57 = Ao(®(s, 1)) - (s)
The new magnetic potential Ag = (A;, A3) satisfies,
[%(s,t) — %(s,t) ds A dt = curl Ag(® (s, t))dx A dy = (1 — tr(s))ds A dt.
For all u € L*(Vs), we assign the function @ defined in the new coordinates as follows
u(s,t) := u(P(s,t)). (3.2.3)

Consequently, for all u € H'(V},), we have, with & = u o @,
I

|(hV — iC Ag)u|?dz = / [(1 — tr(s))"2|(hds — iC AT + | (hO, —¢<22)a|2](1 — tr(s))dsdt ,
(3.2.4)

to
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/ lu|?dx :/|ﬂ(s,t)|2(1 — tr(s))dsdt, (3.2.5)
Vi

and

/ luf2de = / (s, = 0)[2 ds. (3.2.6)
Vtoﬂaﬂ

Finally, we recall a useful gauge transformation that we borrow from 5, 2]. Let xp € 992 and
Vs, be a neighborhood of g in Q. There exists a smooth function ¢,, in ®~1(V,,) such that, in
the boundary coordinates,

~ 12
A= Viopbe = (= t+5h(s),0). (3.2.7)

3.3. Upper bound for the principal eigenvalue. In the rest of this paper, we will use the
following notation. For all € > 0 and For all ¢ € (0, 1), define

en(C) if e < 1/4,
be(¢) =14 1(* ife=1/4, (3.3.1)
0 if e>1/4,

where n € N is the smallest positive integer satisfying (2n + 2)e > 3.

Proposition 3.2. Under the assumptions in Theorem [31], there exist two constants C > 0 and
ho € (0,1) such that, for all h € (0, hy), the ground state energy in (314 satisfies,

M (B, C) < —h 4 b(Oh — Fmaxh®? + Ch™
where

. 1 .
r*:{ 14+ min ((2n+2)e, 5 +¢) if e<1/4,

13/8 if e >1/4. (3.3.2)

Here b.(C) is as in (331).

Proof. The proof consists of constructing a trial function vy, (z) and computing its energy. This
trial function will be defined via the boundary coordinates (s,t¢) in [B2.1). Select z¢ € 99 such
that

K(5(20)) = Kmax
is equal to the maximal curvature. We may choose the coordinates (s,¢) in (B21]) such that
s(zg) = 0. Let V,, be a neighborhood of the point xq in ©, and ¢y = ¢,, be the function defined

in V;, and satisfying (3.2.7]).

The construction of the trial function v and the computation of its energy will be done for
the cases € < i, €= % and € > i independently.

The case € < %.

Let n € N be the largest positive integer such that (2n + 2)e > 1. Recall the definition of

2
(¢, €) in Z2Z4). Select &, = &,(C) such that
fn(C,&n) = en(C) = min{f(C,€) : [¢] < (max(Ap, 1)} and [§n] < (max(Ag,1).
The trial function vy, is defined using the (s, t)-coordinates and the relation in ([B:2.3]) as follows,

~ _1+te t S —i 1/2 ’Lgn
Up(s,t) =ch™ % x1 (ﬁ) X1 <W> e~ 90w, (B2 1) exp <W> . (3.3.3)

Several objects appear in the definition of vy,:
(1) x1 € C*(R) satisfies 0 < x <1in R, y; = 1in [-1/2,1/2] and suppx; C [-1,1];
@) c= Ixilz
(3) wy(7) in the function in Theorem 2.3;
(4) p=1+e.
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The upper bound in Proposition follows from the min-max principle and the following two
estimates:

‘thHLQ(Q) - 1‘ < Ch'/2, (3.3.4)
H (Poc+h—en(C) + Kmaxh®?)vn| 20y < 17, (3.3.5)

where r, = 1 + min ((Qn +2)e, 5 + %) is given in (B.32).
The estimate in ([B.3.4]) is easy to obtain in light of the expression of v, and the formula

in (B23). For the estimate in (Z3.1), notice that, after expressing the operator P in the
boundary coordinates (s,t), we get (compare with (3.2.4)))

(Lh,c +h—en(¢) + ’fmaxh3/2)uhHL2(adsdt) )

(Ph7< + h — en(C) + K’maxhs/2)vhHLQ(Q) =

where
a(s,t) =1—tk(s),
up(s,t) = ch™ 7 x1 (%) X1 <hj/2> wn (W21,
and
Ly = —hza_lat(aat) —a? (h@s — th(l — —;<;(s)))2

Note that,

Licup = ch™ 5 x4 (ﬁ) PLpcx (%) wn (W2 8) + Ry, (3.3.6)
where

PLy ¢ = —h%a"'0,(ady) + a—2<<t(1 — %K(s)) — hl/an)Q , (3.3.7)
and

Ry = ch=5x, (%) wn (/2 1) {h26§x1 (hf/2)]

+ 2ich™ lzexl <%> wy (W2 ) [<h1/2§n —(t(1— %m(s)))h@sﬂ X1 (#) . (3.3.8)

It is easy to check that

1R 12 (adsary < CCh2 T3 + Ch? € < Chats (3.3.9)

Now we perform the change of variable t = h'/27 and get (& = 1 — h'/?7k(s)),
2

hl/QTﬁ(s)) B §n> }

PLyc =h| —a'0.(ad,) + af2(gr(1 _
= hHCv’i(S)vgn,h )

where the operator He¢ .(s).¢,,n 15 introduced in 2.3.1) with 8 = (s), Ag, = h12(a2 - 1),
m=0and § =3 —p=2(3—2¢) < 3 —2e. Now, it is easy to prove that (compare with ([Z3.0)),

H (h_lPLM (=14 falC &) — K(s)hl/z))m (h%—pf) wn(T)‘ <Ch,

L2(adr)

where .
7 = min <(2n + 2)e, 3 + 26) .
Returning back to the ¢ variable then integrating with respect to the s variable, we get,

’(PLh,c — (= h+ (¢ ) — %(s)h1/2)>><1 (h™Pt) w, (hY/?1) < Chitr.

L2(adsdt)
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Now, we insert this and (33.9) into (B.3.6)) to get,

min | r,14+£
H (Lhe+h—en(C) + /<;(S)h3/2)uh|]L2(adet) <Ch < 2+2) =Ch",
To finish the proof, we notice that kpyax = #(0) and in the support of the function uy, we have

k(s) — k(0)] < Ch'/E.

The case ¢ = i.
Now the trial function vy, is defined using the (s, t)-coordinates and the relation in ([B.2.3) as

follows,

~ _ t s i l
Tn(s,t) =ch 5/16 Y1 <h7/16> X1 (W) e 1o W1(h1/2 t) exp <2h§/2> , (3.3.10)

where the constant ¢ and the function y; are as in (333]), and w; is the function defined in
Theorem
Performing a calculation similar to the one done for the case € < 1 (in particular, using (Z3.7)

for § = & and 8 = K(s)) we get,

lonllzae) — 1 < Cn2,

< Ch13/8 .

1
P, h— = 2 maxh3/2
H( he Hh= 7+ Jon £2(9)

The min-max principle now yields the desired upper bound for A;(h, ().

The case ¢ > i.

Here we simply take the same trial state for the case without a magnetic field but times a
phase (cf. [7, 12]). Precisely, we define vy as follows,

~ _ t s i
Un(s,t) = ch™/10 y, <W> X1 (W) e~ 90 ug (W2 1), (3.3.11)

where the constant ¢ and the function x; are as in [B3.3) and ug(7) = V2 exp(—7). BEasy
calculations similar to those done for € < 1 give us (cf. [7, 12])

‘thHLQ(Q) - 1‘ < Ch'/2,
H (Phg +h+ Kmaxhg/Q)vhHm(Q) < hi3/8.
The min-max principle now yields the upper bound for A;(h, (). O

3.4. Concentration of bound states near the boundary.

Theorem 3.3. Let 0 < ¢ < ¢z, € >0 and o < 1. There exist constants C > 0 and hg € (0,1)
such that, if h € (0, hg), ¢ € (c1h, c2h®) and up ¢ is a L?-normalized ground state of Py, ¢, then,
2a dist(z, 02
[ unc@)+ 070 = iCAo)un (o)) exp (%) dr < C.
Q

The proof of Theorem makes use of the result in:
Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions in Theorem [33, if 0 < p < L, w € HY(Q) and suppw C

2
{dist(z, 02) < 2hP}, then

h
/|(hV—z’§A0)w|2dx—h3/2/ \w|? da > ——/ lw|? da .
Q 89 2 Ja
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Proof. Let gp¢(-) be the quadratic form in (3.I13]). The diamagnetic inequality yields,
2
ancw) = [ [nVfol [ do— 192 [ Juf ds(a).
Q o0
In boundary coordinates, the inequality reads (cf. ([B.24])),
qn.c(w) > (1 — ChP) // | hVo |* dsdt — h3/2/|v(s,t =0)?ds,

where v = [wo®(s,t)| (cf. B23)). Applying the change of the variable t = h'/?7 and comparing
with the operator in (ZI11]), we get,

qhc(w) > —(1 - Chp)h)\l(%og)/ lv(s,t)|dsdt = —(1 — Chp)h/ |v(s,t)|dsdt .

Returning back to Cartesian coordinates, we get the inequality in Lemma [3.4] O

Proof of Theorem [Z.3. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 5.1 in [7]. Let ¢(z) = dist(x, 0Q)

and ®(x) = exp(o;ﬁ(;;) ). We perform an integration by parts to write the following identity,

aiy (un¢) = /Q ((AV = iCAQ) (@ un )] = B[V |upc[*) do — h*/ /aQ | un¢|* ds()

(3.4.1)
=M (h, Ol @ uncllizo) -
Consider a partition of unity of R
X% + X% =1,
such that x; = 1 in (—o0, 1), suppxi C (—00,2), x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 in R.
Define (2)
t(x )
wnle) = (1) e 12,
Associated with this partition of unity, we have the simple standard decomposition
2
G c(une) =Y afnc(ung) (3.4.2)
j=1
where (by Lemma [3.7])
qFhc(une) = /Q (I(hV =i A0) (x1,0 P unc)” = B[V (x1,0®)*|uncl?) da
—n? / X1 ® ¢ | ds(2) (34.3)
o0
h
> ——/ X1, @ upc)? do — Ch/ |® up ¢|*dz > —Ch,
2 Ja Q
and
P _ ~ 2 2 2 2
Gopc(Unc) = /Q (1(hV = iCA0) (x2,h P un,)|* = P2V (X210 ®) *|unc|®) da. (3.4.4)

The definition of ® and the fact |Vi(z)| = 1 a.e. together yield
190 Plunc do < a®h [ Pxan®uncP do+Ch | unc do.
Q Q Q

We insert this and BZ3) into BZAI), write A;(h,¢) < 2(—1 — a?) by Proposition and
rearrange the terms to obtain,

) 1
/Q <|(hV —iCA0) (Xon Punc)|® + 5(1 — a®)hlxa.n <I>uh,<|2> dx < Ch. (3.4.5)

This is enough to deduce the estimate in Theorem [3.3] O
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We record the following simple corollary of Theorem B3l

Corollary 3.5. Let p € (0,3), € > 0 and 0 < ¢1 < co. There exists hg € (0,1) such that, for
all h € (0,hg) and ¢ € (c1h®, cah®), every L*-normalized ground state up ¢ of the operator Py
satisfies,

1
/ |un,¢|* de < exp <—01h’)*5> :
c1hr<dist(z,00)<cahP

3.5. Lower bound for the principal eigenvalue.

Proposition 3.6. Let € > 0 and 0 < ¢; < co. There exist constants C > 0, hg € (0,1) and
r* > 2 such that, for all h € (0,hg) and ( € (c1h,c2h®), the ground state energy in (B1A)
satisfies,

M7, Q) = =h 4 be(Qh — Kmaxh®? = CHT™

where be(C) is introduced in ([B31]).
For € > %, Proposition follows from:

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that € > %, Under the assumption in Proposition [34, for all u in the
form domain of the operator Py ¢,

ghc(u) > /Q Unc(@)[uf? de

where
Up () = —h — k(s(z))R?? — CRT/* if dist(z,00) < 2n1/%
RS0 if dist(z,99Q) > 2h1/8
and qp ¢(+) is the quadratic form in (B13).
Proof. This is a consequence of the diamagnetic inequality and [7, Thm. 5.2]. U

In the case € < %, Proposition B.Glis a consequence of Lemma 3.8 below (applied with w = up, ¢
and up ¢ a L? normalized ground state of the operator Py, ¢) and the variational min-max principle.
The constant r* in Proposition depends on €. It is introduced as follows. For all € > 0, let

1 : . 1
_ 5m1n(26,1—4e) ife< 7,
o {1/8 et (3.5.1)
3 —gmin (26,1 —4e) if e<1/4
p=14 7/16 if e=1/4, (3.5.2)
1/8 if e>1/4,
. min<1+(2n+2)e,%+26,%+a,26+4p+20—%,1—1—0—1—/),2—20) ife<d
g if6>%,
(3.5.3)

where n € N is the smallest positive integer satisfying (2n + 2)e > %
Note that 0 < p < %, 0 <o <1 and when € < %, the following three conditions are satisfied

26—|—4,0—|—20'—%>%,
2-20> 32, (3.5.4)
,0+O'>%.

Consequently, for all € > 0, the number r* satisfies

>3
r —.
2
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Lemma 3.8. Let M > 0, 0 < e < % and 0 < ¢1 < co. There exist two constants C > 0 and
ho € (0,1) such that, for all h € (0, hg) and ¢ € (c1h®, c2h), if w is a L? normalized function in
the form domain of the operator P, o and

i Q
exp (M) w <M, (3.5.5)
2he 12(9)
for some p < p' < %, then it holds the following:
incw) 2 [ Unc@lul dz = Co (35
Here
=R+ b(C) = K(s(x)RP? — CR™if dist(x,0Q) < 2Rk,
* Unc@) =1y if dist(z, 09) > 2h°;
e o, p and r* are introduced in B51), B52) and B53) respectwely,
o be(g‘ ) is introduced in ([B.3J)) ;

qn,c(+) is the quadratic form introduced in (B13).
Proof of Lemma[3.8.

The lengthy proof of Lemma [3.8is divided into four steps.

Step 1. Localization near the boundary.

Consider a partition of unity of R,

Xi+xs=1
with x; = 1 in (—o0, 1], suppx1 C (—o0, 2] and suppy2 C [1,00). For 5 € {1,2}, put,
dist(x, 0Q)

X5k () = X; (T) :

We have the decomposition

ahc(w) = qnc(X1.hw) + ahcOanw) = B2 Y || IVxgnlw Hi2(g) ;

j=1
where
an.c(X2,pw) = /Q PV (X2, w)[* dz > 0,
and by (B55),
22| 1954l ][}y < 272 exp Hh) — o).
Thus,

anc(w) = que(xinw) + O(h>). (3.5.7)
Step 2. Analysis near the boundary.
Let us cover the boundary dQ by a family of open disks (B(z;, h'/®)). Let (f;) € C=(d9Q) be
a partition of unity in 92 such that, for all j,

supp f; C B(z;,h7)N O, and |Vf;j|<Ch™7.
We extend f; in the tubular neighborhood {dist(x,0€2) < 2h”} of the boundary via the formula
fi(z) = fi(s(z)).
We decompose the boundary term in (3.5.7) as follows,
an.¢(xa,n w) thc Fixanw) = B2 Y 1V £ xnw]Fz 0
J

J ; (3.5.8)
> Z%,c fixinw) = Ch==7 || x1 pwll72()
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We will write a lower bound for each term gy ¢(fjx1,nw) as follows. First, let us denote by
rj = (s(x5)).
By smoothness of the scalar curvature and boundedness of the boundary, we know that
|k(s(z)) — k;| <mh® in B(z;,h7),
where

m = sup |(s(2))].
hiIstolY)

That way we get the following pointwise lower bound in every B(z;, h?),
1 1
|(hds — iCt(1 — §m(s)){5\2 > (1 — hY2)|(hds —iCt(1 — 575@)117\2 — 4CA B2 |2

Let ¢; = ¢, be the function satisfying [B.27) in B(zj,2h? + 2h”). Define the function

v; = fjfaﬁ@ e~ %i. We express the quadratic form qn,¢c(fix1,pw) in boundary coordinates and
then we use the aforementioned inequalities to write,

qnc(fixipw) >
// |hdw;|? 4+ (1= BY2)(1 — trj — CROt) 72| (hds — iCt(1 — %mj)wﬁ) (1 — kjt —mh7t)dsdt

/\v] 0)[2ds — C//C th20 3 2|0 [2(1 — kit — mh7t)dsdt .
(3.5.9)
Let
1

b=5—p B=ry Dg,=h [(1 — W2 (1 = (i + ChO)RM27) 2 = 1} . (3.5.10)

Note that, for ¢ € (0, h%_p) and T = b3t |Ag.| < C(|B] +1)7. Thus, we can apply the results
in Sec.

We return back to 35.9). Note that ¢ = O(h€) and in the support of v;, the term t* is of
order O(h*"). We apply the change of variable ¢ = h/27 then the Fourier transform with respect
to the variable s to obtain,

anc(fixipw) > // { (h glrelﬂfg A1(7'l<,5,g,h)> Ch2erirt20-3 } |fixipw)*(1 — kit —mhot) dsdt .

(3.5.11)
Step 3. Lower bound in the case € < i.
By the assumption on p and o, we find that

0<d ! < ! 2
= — — —2¢
2 P53
so that we can apply Proposition Let r* > % be the constant introduced in ([B5.3]) We infer

from (511,
an¢(fixinw) > // {—h + hen(C) — rihM? — Ch”*} | fixtpw]* (1 = tr; —mht)dsdt . (3.5.12)

Now, in ([5.II), we replace ; by x(s) + O(h?) and use that o + p > 1 to replace the term
1 —tk; —mht by 1 —tk(s) and get,

anc(fixi,pw) > // {—h + hen(C) — K(s)h/? — Chr*} |fixinw|?(1 — tk(s))dsdt.  (3.5.13)
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We insert (B513) into (B5.8) and obtain
anc(xipw) >y // {—h + hen(¢) — r(s)h!? — Ch”*} |fixanw]*(1 — tr(s)) dsdt — Ch?
J

— / {—h + hen(C) — r(s(x))h'/? — Ch”*} Ix1pw|? dz — Ch?.
Q

Using that |x1 ,w| < |w| and that —h + he, (¢) — k(s)hY/? — Ch™ < 0, we get further,

an.c (1 pw) = /

Q
Finally, we insert this into (B5.7) to get (B5.0).
Step 4. Lower bound in the case € =
The analysis here is similar to that in Step 3 and we will be rather succinct. Note that the
assumption on d and p ensure that 0 < § = % —p= % < % so that we can apply Proposition

and infer from 51T,

1 *
anc(fixinw) = // {—h +5Ch - wih*? — Ch" } | fixupwl® (1 = kit —mh7t) dsdt

{—h + hen(C) — K(s)h!/? — Ch“} w|? dz — Ch2.

=

1 (3.5.14)
> // {—h + Z§2h — Kk(s)h3/? — Ch”*} |fixinw]|?(1 — k(s)t) dsdt .

We insert this into (35.8) and B5.7) to get (B5.6) for e = . O

3.6. Concentration of ground states near the points of maximal curvature.

Theorem 3.9. Let 0 < ¢; < ¢z and € > 0. There exist constants p € (0,3), n* € (0,1), C >0
and hg € (0,1) such that, for all h € (0,hg), ¢ € (c1h, c2h) and up ¢ a normalized ground of the
operator P ¢,

/ lupc|* drz < Cexp (—h”*7i> .
{dist(z,02)<h }N{kmax—r(s(x))>h1" }

We will prove Theorem in the case 0 < € < i. The case € > i is a standard consequence
of the inequality in Lemma B (cf. |2, Thm. 8.3.4]).
An important ingredient in the proof of Theorem is:

Lemma 3.10. Let € > 0 and p be as in B52). Let p' € (p, ). There exist two constants C > 0
and hg € (0,1) such that, for all h € (0,hg) and u in the form domain of the operator P, ¢,

gh () > /Q Vi (@)lul? dz.

where
Vi () = —h/2 if dist(z, 082) > 2h* |
W= —h 4 b (Oh — k(s(z)R3/2 — Ch™ if dist(z, 9Q) < 2hP
and qp¢ is the quadratic form in (313).

Proof. Let [i be the ground state energy of the operator P, ¢ — Vj, . We will prove that g > 0.
The min-max principle and Theorem B.3] together yield

< ((Pr¢ = Vio)unc, ung)rz@) = Ai(h, €) = / Vacluncl? de < Ch™ .
Q
Let w be a L? normalized ground state of the operator Py, ¢ — Vi, . We will prove that,

o (55 ) w

2

<C, (3.6.1)
L2(Q)
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where t(z) = dist(z,0Q) and ®(x) = exp(tlif/) ). We perform an integration by parts to write the
following identity,

it unc) = [ (00 = iCAn) @) = Vilul = 1V BPlung ) do =2 [ o uf ds(a)
= AP w7z g -
(3.6.2)

Consider a partition of unity of R
Xt+x3=1,

such that x; =1 in (—o0,1), suppx1 C (—00,2), x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 in R.
Define
t(x)

X5.n(T) = X;j ( ¥ ) . jed{1,2}.

Associated with this partition of unity, we have the simple standard decomposition

e (w Z Gjopc(w (3.6.3)

where
~P o . 2 2 2 2 2
G c(w) = /Q ((hY — i Ao) (x1.0 B w)[2 — Viclin®uwl? — B2V (x1.0 @) wf?) da

_p32 / han®wds(z), (3.6.4)
of2
and
Gonc(w) = /Q (1(AV = iCA0) (x2,p @ w)I* = Vicx2n®wl? — B[V (x2,0®)[*|w]?) dz.  (3.6.5)
Lemma [3.4], the bound V} ¢ < 0 and the normalization of uj ¢ together yield

Gt c(une) > —Ch.

We insert this into ([B.6.3]), then we insert the obtained inequality into (3.4.1]), use the bounds
~Vhe 2 %h, fi < Ch"" and then rearrange the terms to obtain,

1 / jod *
/ <\(hV +iCA0) (X2.n Punc)* + h(z = Ch'=% — Ch™ Y xan @uMP) dr <Ch. (3.6.6)
Q
Using the inequality % —Ch=% —Cp > % then dividing by h, we get

1
/ (thLV —iCA0) (X2 Pw)[* + J X2 n ‘1>w|2> de < C.
Q

This is enough to deduce the estimate in (B.6.]).
Having proved ([B.6.1]), we may use the result in Lemma 3.8 and write,

hcw) 2 | Uncl)lul do = Ch.
Note that, by selecting C' > 0 sufficiently large, we may write
Upc(w) —Ch* > Vi o(z) in Q.
This finishes the proof of Lemma O
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Proof of Theorem [3.4. Define the function ¢(s) = Kmax — #(s). The function ¢ defines a C*
function in 9. The boundedness of 92 ensures the existence of a constants Cy > 0 such that
Vs €(0,100), [¢'(s)* < Cg(s).

Let o and p be as in (B5I) and (352). Choose x € C°(R) such that 0 < xy < 1in R, x =1
in [tg,to] and suppx C [—1,1]. Here tg < 1 is a geometric constant such that the boundary
coordinates (s,t) are valid in the tubular neighborhood {dist(x,9Q) < to} (cf. Sec. B2).

Define the function
o o (OX(H))0(5(2))
(.%') = €xXp h1/4 )

where t(z) = dist(x,09) and ¢ € (0,1). We will fix a choice for ¢ at a later point.
Let us write the following decomposition formula

M (b, €) Wun |72y + 1262 IV Puncl72q) = ane (Pun) -

where
P(x) = x(t(x))d(s(x)) -
Using Theorem B3] and the bound |¢'|> < C'¢, we may write,

VeI uncl}a0) < OB™) +2C / / 0(5)|[Wuy ¢ [*dsdt.
t<2tg

We use the upper bound for A (h, ¢) in Proposition3.2] the lower bound for g, ¢(+) in Lemma B.10
and the simple lower bound Vj, ¢ — A1(h,¢) > 1h in {t(z) > 20"}, we get,

// h3/2¢(5) _ 2Ch3/262¢(5) _ Chr*) |\I’uh’<|2d5dt S Chr* .
<2hr

We choose § = \/— and get

// < —Ch"~ ) \\Iluh C‘ dsdt < Ch™ .
t<2to

In particular, setting n = max(r —% %) we write
// tcon2e $)|Wuy, <| dsdt < C'.
o(s) >4Ch”
Selecting n* € (0,7) finishes the proof of Theorem O

4. ANALYSIS OF DIAMAGNETISM

Proof of Theorem [I.3l There exists a simple relationship between the eigenvalues in (LI1.7)
and ([2.2). This relationship is displayed as follows

i (B; H) = H?py(hs b, o, y)
where h=H~ ', b=1and v = BH 1t
The assumption in Theorem ensure that
e As 8 — —o0, the semi-classical parameter h — 0 ;
e The parameter v is uniformly bounded, i.e. v = O(1) as  — —oc.

The ground state energy pq(h;b,,~) is estimated in Theorem [[T] for o < % (more precisely,
this is a consequence of Theorem B.]). This yields the estimates announced for fi1(8; H) in
Theorem [L3] for a < %

For a > 3, the estimates in Theorem follow from the following result proved in [I0]
©(0)h + ho(1) if a > %,
pi(hin=1,a,7) =
O(y)h +ho(l) if a=1.
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