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DISCRETE SPECTRUM OF INTERACTIONS
CONCENTRATED NEAR CONICAL SURFACES

THOMAS OURMIERES-BONAFOS AND KONSTANTIN PANKRASHKIN

ABSTRACT. We study the spectrum of two kinds of operators involving a conical geometry: the
Dirichlet Laplacian in conical layers and Schrdédinger operators with attractive dé-interactions
supported by infinite cones. Under the assumption that the cones have smooth cross-sections,
we prove that such operators have infinitely many eigenvalues accumulating below the threshold
of the essential spectrum and we express the accumulation rate in terms of the eigenvalues of an
auxiliary one-dimensional operator with a curvature-induced potential.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem setting and main results. The study of Laplace-type operators in infinite regions
attract a lot of attention due to their importance in quantum physics. A particular attention is
paid to geometrically induced spectral properties with an important focus on the existence of
eigenvalues. Such properties were studied for specific systems such as locally deformed tubes [8]
11}, 15} 18] and more recently, layers [5 [9], for which it is known that suitably localized deformations
of straight tubes and layers may only produce finitely many eigenvalues. The situation changes for
“long-range” deformations even in very simple geometries: as found in [I6], the Dirichlet Laplacian
in a circular conical layer has an infinite discrete spectrum accumulating to the threshold of the
essential spectrum. The result was then improved in [6] by calculating the precise accumulation rate
and similar effects were found for Schrodinger operators with §-interactions supported by circular
cones in [2, 22]. The previous papers used in an essential way the presence of the rotational
symmetry and the aim of the present work is to extend the study to conical layers and conical
surfaces with arbitrary smooth cross-sections. We will show that the associated operators always
have an infinite discrete spectrum and compute the accumulation rate of these eigenvalues in terms
of a one-dimensional operator acting on the cross-section.

Let us introduce the mathematical framework. By a conical surface in R? we mean a Lipschitz
hypersurface S C R? invariant under the dilations, i.e. AS = S for all A > 0. A conical surface S
is uniquely determined by its cross-section v := S NS?, where S? is the unit sphere in R? centered
at the origin. If v is a C* smooth loop, we say that S has a smooth cross-section.

Pick a conical surface S with a smooth cross-section «y for the rest of the paper. We are interested
in the spectral properties of two Laplace-type operators associated with S. The first one, denoted
Ags.q, d > 0, is the Dirichlet Laplacian in the unbounded domain

Agq:={z € R : dist(z, 5) < 3 d}

called the conical layer of width d around S. The operator Ag 4 is rigorously defined as the unique
self-adjoint operator in L?(Ag 4) generated by the quadratic form

Fagq(u) = /// |Vu|?dz, u€ HY(As.q),
As,a

and it can be interpreted as a model of a quantum particle confined in a layer with a hard-wall
boundary. The second one, denoted Bg q, is the self-adjoint operator in L?(R?) generated by the

quadratic form
bs,a(u) = /// |Vu|*da — a// lul*do, ue H'(R®),
R3 S

where o > 0 is a constant and o is the two-dimensional Hausdorff measure on S. Informally,
the operator Bg, acts as the distributional Laplacian on R3 \ S on the functions u satisfying
[Ou] + cu = 0 on S, where [Qu] is the jump of the normal derivative, and it can be interpreted as
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a Schrodinger operator with an attractive d-potential of strength « keeping a particle in a vicinity
of the surface S, see e.g. [, [12 Chapter 10] and the review [10] for a detailed discussion.

One easily sees that, due to the invariance of S with respect to the dilations, the role of the
parameters d > 0 and a > 0 in the above definitions is quite limited, as one has the unitary
equivalences Ag g~ d 2Ag; and Bs,, ~ a?Bg 1. Hence, in what follows we set

As:=Ag1, as:=asy, As:=Agi, bs:=bs1, Bs:=DBgs:

and study the normalized operators Ags and Bg.

As already mentioned above, it seems that the case of conical geometries was first considered in
the paper [16] for the operator Ag. For the particular case when S is a circular cone it was shown
that Ag has infinitely many eigenvalues below the essential spectrum. The accumulation rate of
the eigenvalues was then computed in [6]. As for the operator Bg, it was first considered in [2], in
which it was shown that if S is a circular cone, then one has an infinite discrete spectrum. The
accumulation rate was then calculated in [22]. The paper [4] studied general conical surfaces and an
expression for the bottom of the essential spectrum of Bg was obtained. The paper [13] contains
first results on the discrete spectrum of the operator Bg for conical surfaces S with arbitrary
smooth cross-sections, and the authors showed that there is at least one eigenvalue below the
essential spectrum. They also posed an open question on whether or not the discrete spectrum is
always infinite. In the present paper, in particular, we give an affirmative answer to this question.
Remark that the papers [3], 20, 23] studied similar questions for Robin Laplacians or Aharonov-
Bohm operators on conical domains, and the eigenvalue behavior appears to be quite different.

If the cross-section v is a great circle (i.e. a circle of maximal radius 1), then the surface S
is a plane and both As and Bg admit a separation of variables: one has o(Ag) = [72?, +00) and
o(Bs) = [-1,+00). Therefore, in what follows we assume that

~v is not a great circle (i.e. S is not a plane). (1.1)

Denote by £ > 0 the length of v and set T = R/¢Z. Furthermore, choose an arc-length parametriza-
tion of 7, i.e. an injective C* function I' : T — R3 such that I'(T) = v and |I'| = 1 and set

n:=TxT".
Recall that the geodesic curvature k(s) of v at a point I'(s) is defined through
n'(s) = k(s)I'(s), ie k= (xTI")-T
and the assumption (1)) takes the form

Kk # 0. (1.2)
An important role will be played by the curvature-induced Schrédinger operator in L?(T),
d? K2
o= o 1M 1.3
o ds? 4 (1.3)

defined on H?(T). The operator Kg has compact resolvent, hence, its spectrum is a sequence
of eigenvalues A\;(Kg), j € N, enumerated in the non-decreasing order and with multiplicities
taken into account, such that lim; ,1., A\;j(Ks) = +oo. In particular, the following quantity is

well-defined: )
ks = o S /h(Ks). (1.4)

JEN:N;(Ks)<0
The following assertion is almost obvious:

Proposition 1. Under Assumption (L)) one has ks > 0.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that A (Ks) < 0. By the min-max principle one has

(1,Ks1) pam) 1,
< WSR2
M(Ks) < (1, 1) 2T M/ﬁr,€ as,

and the right-hand side is strictly negative due to (L2)). O

The main results of the paper are presented in the following two theorems. For a self-adjoint
operator T, let o(T') and oess(T") denote its spectrum and essential spectrum, respectively. If T' is
semibounded from below and F < inf 04s5(7), then Ng(T') denotes the number of eigenvalues of
T in (—o0, E), and the map E + Ng(T) is called the eigenvalue counting function of 7T



Theorem 2 (Dirichlet Laplacian in a conical layer). There holds
Oess(Ag) = [1%, +00), (1.5)
N2 p(As) =ks|InE|+o(InE) as E — 0. (1.6)
In particular, the operator As has infinitely many eigenvalues in (—oo, ?).

Theorem 3 (J-interaction on a conical surface). There holds

Oess(Bg) = [— i, +oo), (1.7)
N_i_E(BS):k5|lnE|+o(lnE) as £ — 07, (1.8)
In particular, the operator Bg has infinitely many eigenvalues in (— 0, 7%)'

Example 4. If S is a circular cone of opening angle 26, 6 € (0, 7 ), then the cross-section is a circle
of geodesic radius 6 having the length ¢ = 27 sin § and the constant geodesic curvature k = cot 6.
One easily computes

K? cot? 6 472 k%2 4 —cos?0
1(Ks) 4 7 ksl =T -7 1sno
1 cot 0
kg = —/—\ —
57 o 1(Ks) 47
Therefore, for this particular case, the result of Theorem 2] coincides with Theorem 1.4 in [6], while

Theorem B] is exactly Theorem 1.4 in [22].
One can use the above computation to improve the result of Proposition [ as follows:

Theorem 5. For a conical surface S with a smooth cross-section of length ¢ < 27 there holds

Viam2 — 2
ks > ————,
4l

and the equality holds iff S is a circular cone.

Proof. Let v be the cross-section of S and A be the area of the spherical domain enclosed by -~y
such that the vector n = I' x IV points to its exterior. The classical isoperimetric inequality for
spherical domains, see [24], reads as £2 > A(4w — A) or, equivalently, (27 — A)? > 472 — (2. Due
to the Gauss-Bonnet theorem one has
/ kds =2m — A,
T

and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

47r2—€2§(27T—A)2: /mds /1ds / 2ds—ﬂ/ Kk2ds

)
/KQdSZu.
T /

As previously, by the min-max principle we have

<1,K:51>L2(']1~) _ —i//{2ds < _471‘2 — /2
(1,12 40 )¢ .

As already seen in Example @] for circular cones one has the equality in ([L9). Assume now that
S is not a circular cone, then x is non-constant and the test function 1 is not an eigenfunction of
Ks, hence, the inequality in (L9) is strict, and

V4 __ P2
k/’5>—\/—)\1 ICS E ]

Remark 6. The result of Theorem [l can be viewed as a kind of isoperimetric inequality: among
the conical surfaces with smooth cross-sections of fixed length [ < 27, the circular cones give the
highest rate for the accumulation of discrete eigenvalues to the bottom of the essential spectrum
for both As and Bg. Remark that the first eigenvalue of Bg is also maximized by the circular
cones, see [13].

thus

M (Ks) < (1.9)



Remark 7. Contrary to the case of circular cones, the sum in the definition of kg can contain
an arbitrary large number of summands. Namely, let £ > 0 and m € N. For small € > 0 one
can construct a smooth loop . on S? having the length ¢ and the following property: there exists
I': T — R3, an arc-length parametrization of 7., such that the finite pieces F((% — &, % + E)),
J = 1...,m, coincide with circular arcs of geodesic radius £ and of length 2¢. It follows that
k(s) = cote for s € (% — &, % + 5), j = 1,...,m. Furthermore, one can choose m functions
p; € CX(T), j=1,...,m, independent of ¢, such that
jl ¢ 4¢ 14 il il
sl ks, el =lhorse (L —e D te) gl =1,

then for u = Y™, apj, a = (a1,..., ) € C™\ {(0,...,0)}, one has

(w Ksu) oy Lo 10l (19512 20) = ks 13cr))

H“H%mr) llal|Em
Sl PlslTem  ecot?e ecot?e
SR e SOy Ol
Cm

By the min-max principle it follows that \,,(Ks) < C — ecot?c/2 < 0 as ¢ is sufficiently small,
and then there are at least m summands in (L4]). The example also shows that, at a fixed length
of the cross-section, there is no finite upper bound for kg.

Remark 8. It would be interesting to understand whether the results can be extended to the case
of a conical surface S whose cross-section v is an open smooth arc. As will be seen from the proofs,
a literal adaptation of our approach only gives a two-sided estimate,

E2|InE|+o(lnE) < Ng <k¥|InE|+o(lnE), E—0T,
with NV standing for either Nr2_p(As) or N_1_g(Bs) and

D/N 1 / D/N
ks/ ~on Z *)\j(’Cs/ ),

jeN:x; (KE/V)<0

where IC{;/ N given by the same differential expression (IL3]) but acts on the functions satisfying
Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions at the endpoints of 7. By analogy with the recent works
on Schrodinger operators with strong d-interactions [7) [I4] we conjecture that the asymptotics of
Theorems 2] and B still hold with k% instead of ks.

Both Theorem 2 and Theorem [ are proved by estimating the quadratic forms ag and bg
using curvilinear coordinates in adapted tubular neighborhoods of S. After suitable cut-offs, we
reduce the problem to the study of some one-dimensional models for which the asymptotics of
the eigenvalue counting function is known (see Proposition [I] below). The proof of Theorem [2] is
given in Section 2 while the proof of Theorem [3]is presented in Section [ (the lower bound) and
Section [ (the upper bound and the essential spectrum).

1.2. Preliminaries. Let us list some conventions used throughout the text. We denote N =
{1,2,3,...} and Ny = NU{0}. For the geodesic curvature « defined on T one sets

oo 1= [[Klloos Koo = IR lloos Ko = 16" lco-

Let E € R. If T is a self-adjoint operator, then we denote by dom T its domain and by Ng(T)
the dimension of the range of its spectral projector on (—oo, E). If T is lower semibounded and
E < inf 0ess(T), then Ng(T) is exactly the number of eigenvalues of T' (counting the multiplicities)
in (—oo, F), otherwise one has Ng(T) = +oo. Remark that Ng(T1 @ T2) = Ne(T1) + Ne(Ts)
for any two self-adjoint operators T} and T» and any E € R. By A\;(T), j € N, we denote the
j-th eigenvalue of T" when enumerated in the non-decreasing order and counted according to the
multiplicities. We recall that the function E +— Ng(T) is usually referred to as the eigenvalue
counting function for 7.

If a self-adjoint operator T is generated by a closed lower semibounded quadratic form ¢ defined
on the domain dom¢, then by definition Ng(t) := Ng(T) and \;(t) := X\;(T), j € N. For two
quadratic forms t; and tg, their direct sum t; @ 3 is the quadratic form (t1 @ t2)(u1,us) :=
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t1(u1) + t2(ug) defined for (uy,us) € dom(t; @ t3) := domt; x domte. If Ty and Ty are the
operators associated with ¢; and to, then the operator associated with ¢ @ to is T1 & T5. The
form inequality ¢; > t2 means that domt; C domts and ¢ (u) > to(u) for all uw € domt;. By the
min-max principle, the form inequality implies the reverse inequality for the eigenvalue counting
functions, Ng(t1) < Ng(t2), for all E € R.

For further references, let us recall the well-known Sobolev inequality, see e.g. [2I Lemma 8],

2
’u(O)’2 < a||u’||2L2(0 bt —HUH%Z(O pfor0<a<bandue H(0,0). (1.10)
; a .
For L > 0, consider the following two quadratic forms in L?(—L, L):

2
qr,p/n(w) = W' ||32_p ) — [u(0)|", domgrp=Hs(~L,L), domgyn=H'(-L,L),

which are closed and semibounded from below. Hence, they generate self-adjoint operators Qr p
and Qp n in L?(—L,L). One easily checks that Qr,p/N acts as minus the second derivative in
(—L,0)U(0, L) on the functions u satisfying u(0~) = w(0") =: u(0) and v/(0") —u/(07) = —u(0) at
the origin and the Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions at the endpoints. The understanding
of the first two eigenvalues of Q1 p,/n will be important for our purposes. The next proposition is
proven in [I7, Propositions 2.4 and 2.5]:

Proposition 9. There exist Ly > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for L > Ly one has

—1—Cgte™ O < \(Qrn) £ -1 < M(Qrp) < -1+ Cytem Ok, (1.11)
A (Qr,p/n) > 0. (1.12)

Further, we recall a result about another family of one-dimensional Schrodinger operators, which
is a suitable reformulation of Theorem 1 in [19]:

Proposition 10. Let zg € R and V : [xg, +00) — R be continuous with ¢ := lim,_, 1 o 2?V (z) € R,
then the Schridinger operator Q = —d?/daz? — V in L?(xq,+00) with any self-adjoint boundary
condition at x = x( satisfies

1 1
N_g(Q) = 5\ (c— Z)+ |InE|+o(InE) as E — 0%,

where ()4 := max(x,0) is the positive part of x.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM

2.1. Cutting out the vertex. It is a classical result of differential geometry that one can find
Ry > 0 such that for all R > Ry the map

®: Mg := (R,400) x T x (—3%,3) 3 (r,s,t) = r['(s) + tn(s) € R® (2.1)

is injective, with dist (®(r, s,t),S) = |t|. For R > Ry, we denote Q2 := ®(IIg) and consider the
quadratic forms ap p/n(u) = ||VUH%2(QR) defined on

domagp = Hy(Qr), domagy = {u € H'(Qr) :u=0o0n 00pN aAS}.
Lemma 11. There exists Cr > 0 such that for all E > 0 there holds
Nrz_plar.p) < Np2_p(As) < Cr + Ny2_glarn).

Proof. Denote Ug := Ag \ Qr. We have the form inequality ap ®arNn < as < ar,p, where
af(u) = [Vull72,) with domaj, = {ue H'(Ugr) : u=0on OUr N OAg}. Consequently,

Nez_plarp) < Np2_g(As) < Ne2_g(ag) + Naz_plag,n), E>0.

As Ug is bounded Lipschtiz, the domain dom a’, is compactly embedded into L?(Ug). Hence, the
associated operator has compact resolvent, and the result holds for Cr := N2(ay) < +oc. O
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2.2. Reformulation in tubular coordinates. Before going any further, we reformulate the
problem using the tubular coordinates (r, s,t) introduced in (Z.1J).

Lemma 12. The quadratic forms ap p/n are unitarily equivalent to the respective quadratic forms

br,p/n in L? (g, (r 4 tr)dr dsdt) defined by

br,p/N(u /// ( r+tk) (|0,ul® + |0ul?) + —|0 u|2)drdsdt

dombp n = {u € Hl, (Ig) N L*(Ig, (r + tx)drdsdt) : bg,n(u) < oo,
u(-,i%) =0 on (R,+00) X ']T},
dombp p = {u € dombr N :u(R,)=0onT x (— %, %)}

Proof. There holds 0,® =T, 9,® = (r + ts)I’, ;® = n, and the associated metric tensor G
writes as

1 0 0
G = (8p<1) . akq))p,ke{r,s,t} = 8 (7" —I—Ot,k;)Q g)

Set g = Vdet G = r + tx and consider the unitary transform U,

U:L*(Qg) — L*(Ig,gdrdsdt), Uv=wvod.
For w € domag p/n we set u(r,s,t) = (Uw)(r,s,t) = w(@(r,s,t)), then u € dombg p/n. Per-
forming the change of variables, we get the quadratic forms on L?(Ilg, (r + tk)dr ds dt):

ar,p/N(Uw) /// Ny kOpudru gdrdsdt = br,p/N (),
r D, kE{T s t}

which gives the result. O

The next formulation of the problem allows to understand it on a L2-space with the flat metric.

Lemma 13. The quadratic forms bg p/n from Lemmall2 are unitarily equivalent to the quadratic
forms cp p/n on L*(Ilg) defined as:

2
2 4 s K H+1 4 2
— ///HRQM )(|s| L) + fo

5 (m) ) 5l (R, s, )
+(2(r+m) T4 (r + tr) )'“' drd“"dt*/, /TQ(Rthn) dsdt,

NI)—' [N

domep Ny = {’U € HﬂOC(HR)ﬂLQ(HR) sepn(v) < oo, v(,x5) =0 on (R,400) X 'H‘},

2
2, 2 K +1 59 2
o) = [[[ (100 + s (07 = ) + o

"

tk 5 (m) 9
* (2(T+tli)3 4 (r+tn)4)|v| )drdsdt,

domcp,p = {v €domcgy :v(R,-) =0 onTx (— %,%)}

Proof. Consider the unitary transform V,
Vi L*(Tlg, (r + tk)drdsdt) — L*(Ilg), (Vu)(r,s,t) = u(r,s,t)\/r + tr(s).

Let j € {D,N}, u € dombg; and v := Vu, then u = (r + tk)"2v. By definition, one has
v € domcpg ; and

1 1 1

aT 2 — ar 2 - 2 — 9,

[0rul r+tf<a| ol + 4(r+tf<a)3|v| 2(r +tk)? (| | )
1 (tr')? tr'

as 2_ _ - as 2 vy 2 763 2

05l T+tli| vl 4(r+tn)3|v| 2(r + tk)? (1),
1 K2 K

o) = o) + ———— v — ————=,(|v]?).

[Oru] r+tf<a| ™+ 4(r+tf<a)3|v| 2(r +tr)? t(|v| )



An integration by parts gives

. /*°° L (op)ar = ESOE /*°° L jo2ar
rn 2(r+tk) 2(R + tk) n 2(r+tk)? ’

K K k)2 )
7/ m O (vl")ds = /]I‘ (Q(Tt-i- tr)s g(r(:— tli)4) [ol"ds,

1

3 K 5 2 K2 5
S dt=— [ " pPat
[; 2(r+tf<a)at(|v| ) [ 2(r+tm)2|v| ’

1
2 2

and the substitution into the expression of by ; gives the sought equality bg ;j(u) = cgr;(Vu). O

2.3. Bounds for the quadratic forms. Thanks to Lemmas [IT], and [[3] in order to prove
Theorem it is sufficient to find suitable bounds for the quadratic forms cg p/n-

Lemma 14. There exist two constants Br p,ny > 0 such that crp < frp and frN < cr N,
where the quadratic forms fr p/n are deﬁned on dom fr p/ny = domcg p/n by

2
fRD ///HR <|at’l)|2 + |a U|2 ( ) (|aS |2 Zl|v|2) + (71B127D)3|U|2)d7"d5dt
K241 Br.N
fRN /// ('atUP + |a ’U|2 ( ) (|65U|2 — T|U|2) _ W|U|2)d7“dsdt

Proof. For v € domcg,p we have

1
cr,p(v /// (|(’)tv| + [0,v]? + 5 105 v]?
IIr ( 2 )
12

1
. E |v|2) drdsdt. (2.2)
T2

An easy computation yields
1 1 _ 21K (2.3)
N s R S S |

which, combined with ([22]), gives

2
cr,p(v /// <|<9tv|2 |0,v]? + ( =) (|aS 2 K Zl|v|2)+wp|’0|2>d7’dsdt,

") K2, +1 2rkoco n Kl
wpl(r) = :
’ LR A -5

The function r — (r — ro0)®wp(r) is continuous on [R,400) and has a finite limit as r — +oc.
Hence, there exists Br.p > 0 such wp(r) < Bg p(r — %Iioo)_3 for all r» € [R,+00), which gives

cr,0 < [RD-
Now let v € dom cg,n, then

1 K241
can(®) > [ (10wk + o0 + ol -
2

P 5 (Iil )2 2>
- == +— |v]* |dr ds dt.
(4(7‘—7’0)3 16 (r — 5=)* )

Taking into account ([Z3]), it rewrites

241
cr,N (v /// (|5tv| + [0, v|2 ( = (|8 | K Z— |v|2) _wN|U|2)deSdt,

2 koo (K2, 4+ 1) K 5 (k)2

o0

K K + K +_7fio¢
%P0+ 5P A7 160-5)

wy(r) =

As the function 7 — (r+ 1koo)3wn (r) is continuous on [R, +00) and has a finite limit as r — +o0,
there exists Br,y > 0 such that wy(r) < Brn(r + 1ke) ™ for all r € [R, +00). This concludes
the proof. 0
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Set pp := R— %=, py = R+ %=, and Il p/v = (pp/n,+00) x T X (=3, 1), and consider the
following quadratic forms in L*(Tlg, p/n):

B
gr.N (v /// <|8tv|2 +100 + —(|a vf? - “—| |2) - %W)dpds dt,
Mg~ P

domgp Ny = {v € LQ(HR N) i Opu,p” 194, 0pv € L? (IIg,N), v(-,il) =0 on (py,+00) X ’H‘},

+1 B
gr,p(v ///n <|8tv|2 + 10, v|2 + —(|8 v|2 K2 L, |2) T ;21:) |U|2>dpdsdt
R,D

domggr p = {v € LQ(HR,D) : 8pv,p_ dsv,0pv € L? (IIg,p), v(-,i%) =0on (pp,+o0) x T,

v(pp,) =0on Tx (-4, 4)}.

The quadratic forms gr p/ny are unitarily equivalent to fr p,/n as they simply correspond to the
change of variables p = r F %52, and the preceding constructions can be summarized as follows:

Lemma 15. For any R > Ry there exists Cr > 0 such that
Nz2_g(9r,p) < Nx2_p(As) < Cr +Nz2_g(gr.N) for all E > 0.

2.4. Families of one-dimensional operators. We remark that the operators G p/n associated
with the forms gr p/n admit a separation of variables. Indeed, one has the representations

LQ(HD/N)ZLQ(pD/N7+OO)®L2(TX(7%7%))5 LQ(TX( 252)) L2(T)®L2(7§5§)

and the operator G p,n commutes with the operators 1® (Ks® 1) and 1® (1 ® P) with P being
the Dirichlet Laplacian in L2(75, 5) Both g and P have discrete spectra, and their eigenvalues
are A\, (Ks) and A\, (P) = 7?n?, m,n € N. The decomposition with respect to the associated
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions shows that the operator G p,n is unitarily equivalent to the
direct sum

Grow =~ B (CFpn+mn%).

m,neN
where G[R }3 N is the one-dimensional operator acting on the Hilbert space L2(pp /N, +00) and

generated by the quadratic form g[m] defined as

R,D/N
m An(Ks) =1  Crop/n
bty = [ (e (T CRom g,
PD/N P P
where Cr,p = Br,p and Cr,y = —Bpg n, on the domains

(m] [m]

dong,D:Hé(pDa'i_oo), dOngﬁN:Hl(pN’_i_oo)-
As the constant R can be chosen arbitrarily large, we assume from now on that

M (Ks) — % CRr,p/N
2 + 3
p p

> —372 for all p > PD/N-
Hence, for all m € N and n > 2 we have G[m] p/N T m2n? > 712, and for any E > 0 there holds
Nr2_g(Grp/N) Z Nr2_p G[g}:)/;v +7°n?) = ZN— Gg}:)/zv)
m,neN meN
As A\, (Kg) tends to 400 as m goes to +0o, one can find M € N such that
m(’CS) - i BR,D/N
2 + P

> 0 for m > M + 1, therefore

A
Am(Kg) > 0 and >0 for all p > pp/n and m > M + 1.

It follows that G R D /N 2

Nr2_g(Grp/N) = Z N—E(G[I?]D/N)'



The asymptotics of each summand on the right-hand side is described by Proposition [0,
1

2

and we arrive at ([L0) using Lemma

N_p(GR ) = (= Am(Ks)), |mE|+o(nE), E— 07,

2.5. Essential spectrum. It remains to show Eq. (LT for the essential spectrum. Remark first
that the asymptotics (L) shows already that infoess(As) = 72 thus, it is sufficient to show
that [r2,+00) C 0(Ag). Remark that, by the above changes of variables, for a smooth function
¢ € dom Ag vanishing in Ag \ ®(IIg) one has Agp =0in Ag \ ®(IIz) and

2% 9 1 0 0?
VUAse = [ o a(ﬁﬂ@%) “or
tr” 5 (tr')? K2 +1 )
+ (2(r +tr)3  A(r+tr)t A(r+tk)? )} VUp in g (24)

Choose a C* function x : R — R with x = 0 on (—00,0) and x =1 on (1,4+0c0) and let k& > 0.
For N > R, define pn € dom Ag by

on =0o0n Ag\ ®(My), (VUpn)(r,s,t) =e* cos(nt)x(N — r)x(2N —7) for (r,s,t) € I,
then using (2.4) one easily shows that

(A = ) ew]an) . [VUAsen — (72 + EVU RN || 12y 0
11m = 11m =0,
N—+oo ||(10NHL2(AS) N —+o00 HVU(JDNHLZ(HR)

which means 72 + k% € 0(Ag). As k > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [} LOWER BOUND

The aim of this section is to obtain the lower bound

N—l—E(BS)
liminf —*—— > kq. Nl
iminf — g 2 ks (3-1)

3.1. Change of variables. The construction of the tubular coordinates will be done in a slightly
different form, in order to allow a greater freedom in the choice of parameters. Let Ry > 0, then
one can find dy € (0, x}) such that for all § € (0,80) and R > Ry, the map

A:Vps = (R,400) x T x (=0R,0R) > (r,s,t) — rI'(s) + tn(s) (3.2)

is injective. From now on, we pick Ry and §y satisfying the above conditions. For R > Ry and
d € (0,80) we denote Qg s := A(Vgs), Srs := SNQr,s and consider the associated quadratic form

in L2(QR,5),
br,s(u /// |Vu| dz — // |u| do, dombps= (QR 5)-
QRr,s SR,s

As bg s can be viewed as a restriction of bs, we have N_i_E(bR,a) < N—i—E(BS) for £ > 0. Now
we are concerned with a lower bound for the eigenvalue counting function for bg s under a suitable
choice of R and ¢.

Proceeding as in Lemma [[2 and in Lemma [[3] we rewrite the problem using the tubular coor-
dinates (r, s,t) introduced in (2] and see that the quadratic form bg s is unitarily equivalent to
the quadratic form cg s on L?(Vg 5) defined as

e ///VMQMP( (00 = ) + 0P

+( KT 5 (s i )|v|2 drdsdtf// v(r, s,0)2dr ds,
2(r +tk)3 (T+t) o
domecp,s = {U € LQ(VR,(;) : Oy, 11040, Opv € L? (Vr,s), v=0on GVR,(;}.




For v € domcg,s we have:

1 s KZ+1, 1 9 1 K241, 5
T o ; - < _
(Tthii)?(lasvl 4 o) < (T—éRnoo)Qmsvl (r+0Rk)? 4 vl
_ 1 o KI41 1 1 K241,
~ (r—0RKs)? (10501 = 4 [vf) + ((r —0Rko)? (T—F(SRFLOO)Q) 4 [l
Remark that
1 1 B 451 Rk oo
(r —0Rkoo)?  (r+0Rkso)? (1 — 0Rkoo)2(r + 0 Rkoo)?
< 45 Rk oo < 40 Rk oo 4RK oo 0
T (r = 0RKwo)?(r + 0Rkoo) ~ (r —0RkKx)? =~ R — dRkoo (r — 6 RKo)?
4Kso )
<
T 1= 00koo (T — dRKoo)?
and
ts" 5 (tx')? < tr" < SREL
2(r+tk)®  4(r+tr)* ~ 2(r+tk)® ~ 2(r — Rikoo)?
REK! 1 Kl )

0 >

< < .
T 2R(1 — dko) (r — RéKoo)? ~ 2(1 — Sokoo) (1 — ROKoo)?

Therefore, there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of (R, ), such that cgs < frs with

frs(v /// 0,0]? + 0,0]* + - )(|6v|2 L||)drdsdt

- / / lv(r, 5,0)[?drds, dom fgrs=domcg,s.
>R JseT

Using the change of variable
17— 0Rk
P= R(1 - dkuo)

one sees that the quadratic form fg s is unitarily equivalent to the quadratic form gg s,

e ///M(|a| T e S

Co +°°
+m(|a ’U|2 %hﬂ ))deSdt // p,s O | dpds,

with Up,5 := (1,+00) x T x (—6R,4R) and
domgprs = {v € L*(Urs) : 0,0, pt0sv, 0w € L*(Urs), v=0on 8Z4R75}.

By construction we have

10

N_%_E(Bs) > N_i_E(gRyg), E>0. (3.3)

3.2. Family of one-dimensional operators. We remark that the operators Gr s associated

with the form gr s admit a separation of variables. First one uses the identification

L*Up,s) ~ L*(1,+00) ® L*(T x (—6R,6R)), L*(T x (—6R,6R)) ~ L*(T) ® L*(—0R,5R),

and then remarks that Gr s commutes with the operators 1 ® (Kg® 1) and 1® (1 ® Qrs.p), with
Q@ rs,p defined in Subsection[[L2 Both Kg and @ rs,p have discrete spectra, and the operator Gg s

is unitarily equivalent to the direct sum

1 m
GR,(SQ @ (m G%7g+An(QR6,D)),

m,neN
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where G%n(]; is the one-dimensional operator acting on the Hilbert space L?(1,+00) associated with

the following quadratic form g[ ml,

1-C6
[m] oo, AmlKs) = — 2 [m) 1
ol i= [ (WP 4 T i) dp. domly] = B} (1, %)
1
Hence, one can estimate the eigenvalue counting function as follows:
- 1 [m]
(G ——5 G An , D
. : - R6 m,neN <R2(1 o 5”00)2 s Qs )>

M
1 [l
- mz:;N*%E (W Grst )‘1(QR6,D))

M;
1 [m]
= Z N_i—E—M(QRs,D) (R2(1 5/100)2 GR,&)’ E >0, (3‘4)
m=1

where

1—
Mjs = max {m eN: A\, (Ks) — 406 < O}.

The above constructions are valid for all R > Ry. Now, assuming that £ > 0 is sufficiently small,
we choose R = Rs(FE) := K;|In E| with K5 > 0 to be chosen later and set

us(B) = (3 + B + M (Qry(mysp) ) R (B (1 = d10c)*
Thanks to Proposition[@] for £ small enough we have:
‘% 4 /\1(QR5(E)6,D)’ < 05167C0K55|IUE| _ CalECOK(;J.
Consequently, for K large enough one has
ts(E) = (1 — 6koo)?KZ|In E*E + o(E|In E?) — 07 for E — 0.
With the help of [B.4]) we get

Ms
[m]
Ny 5(Grse).8) 2 D Nops(m)( Gy )
m=1
and Proposition [T0 gives
[m]
N_1/1-p(G L N G
lim inf 1/4 B( R(;(E),zi) > lim us(E)( R(;(E),6)
E—0+ |In E| L= B0t |In E|
[m] [m]
_ My lim N—ua(E)(GRJ(E),a) . |1HM5(E)‘ _ % im N—MJ(E)(GRJ(E),S)
— B0+ | In s (E)| |In E| = B0t | In s (E)|
Ms
0(5 .
57 2 (ko —400),
Due to [B.3]) we arrive at
N1 p(Bs) 1 X
i in A= Bs) 1 ( ~1 )
T 2 5 Z% Ks)=5C0),

As the inequality is true for any § € (0,d0) and the right-hand side tends to ks as 6 — 0", we

arrive at (3I)).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3} UPPER BOUND

In this section we are going to show the inequality

i N_1_g(Bs)
imsup —2————
E—0+ |lnE|
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4.1. Change of variables. Contrary to the preceding cases, we will work on a neighborhood of
S which suitable expands at infinity. Namely, for R > 0 and § > 0 we denote

Prs:={(rt) eR*: r >R, te (—or,6r)} ={(r,t) ER*:r >rRrs(t)}, rrs(t) == max( |§|),
VR,s = Prs X T,
then there exist Rg > 0 and &y € (0, x3!) such that for all § € (0,dp) and all R > Ry the map
A:Vrs — R A(r,s,t) =r[(s) +tn(s),

is injective. We set Qg s := A(Vrs) and define the following quadratic form in L?(Qp s):

ar,s(u /// |Vu| dx—// lu|?do, domapgs = (QR5)
QRr.s SNQr.s

Lemma 16. Let R > Ry and § € (0,0¢), then there exists Crs > 0 such that
N_1_p(Bs) < Crs +N_1_glars), E>0.
Proof. Consider the domains Ugrs1 = B(R.) \ Qrs and Ugso := R*\ B(R.)UQRgs, where

B(R.) is the ball centered at the origin of radius R, > R chosen sufficiently large in such a way
that the two sets have a Lipschitz boundary and that SNUgse = (. Introduce the quadratic

forms
ars1(u /// |Vu| dz — // |u| do, domagsi = Hl(UR@l),
URgl SﬁURSl
ar,s,2(u /// |Vu| dz, domagso = Hl(UR#;’Q).
Ur,s,2

Due to the form inequality bg > ar,s ® ar.s1 @ ar,s2 one has
N_ 1 _plbs) < ./V;,, slars) +N,i,E(a31571) +N7ifE(aR75,2)a E>0.

As ap,s,2 is non-negative, one has N_1_pg(agr,s2) = 0 for E > 0. As Ug,,1 is bounded Lipschitz,
the domain of H'(Ug,s,1) is compactly embedded in L?*(Ug,s,1) and

Nf%fE(aR,&l) < /\/Li(apb,(;’l) =:Cgs <00, E>0. g
Introducing the unitary transfrom
U:L*(Qprs) — L*(Vrs, (r+tk)drdsdt), Uu:=uoA,

and proceeding literally as in Lemma [[2] one shows that the quadratic form bg s := agso (U™1)
in L?(Vg,s, (r + ts)dr dsdt) is

brs(u /// (r+tn)(|8 ul?® + |Opul? )+—|8 u|2)drdtds
VR,s
—+oo
—// lu(r, s,0)|%r drds
TJR

with dombp s = {u e L? (VRﬁg, (r +tk)drds dt) : Opu, T 10u, Oyu € L? (VR7§, (r +tk)drds dt) }
Further, using the unitary transform

V : L*(Vrs, (r +te)drdsdt) — L*(Vres), (Vu)(r,s,t) = /1 + ts(s) u(r, s, t),

and a straightforward computation, almost identical to the one in Lemma [I3] one shows that bg s
is unitarily equivalent to the following quadratic form cp.s,
1
+ v 2) ) drdsdt

¢ o] + |0y + Mk

ol ///v(| 100+ G (0 -
H 7§ (tﬂ) 9 //+oo )

///v r+m 4<r+m>4)|“| drdsde— [ [ Jo(r,s,0)dr ds

// |v TR, (t |2d dt+//+oo lv(r,s, —or)> |v(r,s,5r)|2)drds
TxR 2 T“R(s +tl<a r—Oork T+ 20Tk ’

domecp,s = {U eL? (Vr,s) : GTU, r~ 1950, dv € L? (VR,(;)}.
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In what follows we choose R > Ry and ¢ € (0, %50), then in view of Lemma [I6 and of the unitary
equivalence we have

N—i—E(BS) < CR,2s +N_%_E(CR,25), E>0. (4.2)

In order to continue we need a suitable lower bound for cg 5. First we remark that proceeding in
the same spirit as in Subsection [BI] one can find a constant A > 0 such that for all (R,d) there
holds

H +1+A6 2
CR725( ) fR6 ///VR iy <| U| +| t’U| (1 +25,€OO) ) rds

+oo +°°
- // lv(r,5,0)|*drds — = // lv(r, s, —267)|* + |v(r,s,25r)|2)dr ds
TJR R TJR

with dom fr s = domcp 25. We have

A teo
/// |0yv]?dr ds dt — —// (|v(7’,s,725r)|2+ |v(7’,s,257’)|2)d7’ds
VR, 26 R JrJr

+oo 26r A
= // (/ |0 (r, s, t)2dt — = (Jv(r, s, —207)|* + |U(T,S,25T)|2))drds
TJR R

—26r

= /// |0pv|2dr ds dt
VR,s
+oo —or A
+// / |0 (r, s,t)[2dt — —|v(r,s,725r)|2)drds
26T R
+o00 20r A
// / |0sv(r, 5, t)|*dt — E|v(r,s,25r)|2)dr ds

=0 + I+ Is.
Using Eq. (ILI0) with a = min(§, A=')R and b = §R we obtain

—+o0 —+o0
Iy > l—a / // |8tvrst|2dtdsdr——/ // |v|2dt ds dr
207 267
“+o0
> ——/ // |v|2dt ds dr.
26T

+oo 20r
Is > ——/ // |v|dt ds dr,
or

and by choosing R sufficiently large we obtain

2A 1
Li+13>—— /// lv[2drdsdt > —= /// lv*drdsdt, v € dom frs. (4.3)
aR Vr,25\VR.s 3 Vr,25\VR,s

Introduce the quadratic forms

2
24 2 KT H1+A45, o
gr,s(v ///vm <|<9 o> + |0 + (1+25 E (|8 v| ; o) ) dr dsdt

+oo
—// lv(r, 5,0)|*dr ds,
TJR

domgprs = {’U € LQ(VR,(;) 20w, T o4, O € LQ(VR,(;)},

2
2 24 p_ K1+ A4S o
Irs(v ///VR s |3 v]® + |0 + (1+26 E (|85 |* — 1 v ) drdsdt

- = // lo(r, s, —267)|% + |v(r,s,26r)|2)dr ds,
R JrJr

dom g 5 = {’U € L*(Vroas \ VRr.s) : Orv, 771050, Opv € L* (VR 25 \ VR,(;)}.

The same reasonning yields
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Due to the form inequality fr.2s > gr,s ® g}w one has
e(frs) SN_1_g(9rs) + N_1_g(9rs), E>0, (4.4)
and ([@3) gives

Iigo + 1 + A60
Groslv) > —(Ft =0

2
o+ 3) 10l v
By increasing the value of R one obtains N_1_p(gks) = 0 for £ > 0. Using (€2) we conclude
that for any § € (0, %") there exists R > Ry and a constant Br s > 0 such that

N—i—E(BS) < Bprs JrN_%_E(gR,&), E > 0. (4.5)

Therefore, it is sufficient to study the eigenvalue counting function for gr 5.

4.2. Reduction to two dimensional operators. Use the representation L?(Vg 5) ~ L*(Prs)®

L?(T), then the operator G s associated with gr s commutes with 1 ® Kg. As Kg has discrete
spectrum, it follows that Gg s ~ @HGN G[I?]S, where G[g]& are the self-adjoint operators in LQ(PR,(;)

associated with the quadratic forms
1+ A

. , , A (Ks) — 1 ) +00 )
o oyv|” + |0, + d dtf/ ,0)]“d
gRé( ) /PR,(S <| v| | tU| r2(1+25n )2 |U| ) r n |v(7" )| r

defined on dom 9%1,]5 = H'(Pg;s) and

N_1_p(9r.s) ZNl }gé) E > 0.
neN
By Proposition [@ one can increase again the value of R to have, with some Cy > 0,

1+ A
|a |2 + /\n(’CS) B 4 _ 1 _ Cfl —Coor | |2 dtd
gR 6 rU 72(1 + 26K00) 4 o € v T

Set

14+ A6
Ns :max{nEN:/\n(’CS) +4 SO}’

then by increasing the value of R once more we arrive at

14 A6
/\n(KS> -

r2(1 + 20K00)

—Cgle_CU‘STZO, r>R, n>Ns+1.

It follows that for all n > Ng + 1 one has G[g,]é > *i’ and then
./\/, 2(9R.5) ZN 1_g( G[glé) E>0. (4.6)

To study the case n < N5 we introduce a parameter L > 1, denote by m the integer part of /L,
and set

rpi=R4+=—, t,:=0rp, pe€{0,...,m}, 7Tpt1:= 400,
m
Q, = {(r, t) € R%2:re (rp,Tps1), t € (—tp,tp)} C Prs, pef{0,...,m},

Qi1 = Prs \ Up:o Q
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Introduce the following quadratic forms:

(Ks) — 1+ Aé
B o, Bvf? + Anths 42 Vardt— [ o 0)2d
| ’U| +| tv| (1+26:‘€ )2 |’U| T |’U(Ta )| T,

dom hgj};(v) = HY(,), pe{o,...,m},
14 AS

pln! // (|8 o2 + |0v]? + s - 4 |U|2)drdt
m+1 5 S r2(1 + 20Koo)? )
domhl' | 5= H' Q1)

then one has the form inequality gR]a > @m+1 p 5 implying

m+1

N_y-plo55) <3 oo V1o (h)). (4.7)
We remark first that
. M(Ks) — 1 +4A5 2
Poni1.5 v) > R2(1 + 205002 H’UHLZ(Qm+1)a

hence, we can increase the value of R to get

B 6(0) = =3[0l ) for all m€ {1, Ng},
thus giving
N_i_E(h[mn]JrL(;):0forn€{1,...,N5} and F > 0. (4.8)

Now assume that p € {0,...,m — 1}. There holds

Tp+1
hgj};(u)z//ﬂ (|8Tv|2+|6tv|2)drdt—/ [o(r, 0)[2dr — ey sllo]2a,

= ap,s(v) — fp,6||”|‘%2(np),
where a,, 5 is the quadratic form of the operator N, ®1+1®Q;, v with N, the Neumann Laplacian
in L?(rp,rp41), the operator Qq, v acting in L?(—t,,t,) and defined in Subsection [2] and
M(Ks) — $(1+ Ag)
72(1 + 0K oo )?

i =

Thus, for £ > 0 one has

27T212

Ny p (1) < Ny (187) < #{0.0) € Mo N Pfm < = 2(Qu ) |

L2 — 4

We increase the value of R sufficiently to have ey s < i, then one has ¢, s < % for every p €
{0,...,m — 1}. Furthermore, by Proposition @ we may additionally assume that R is chosen
sufficiently large to have the estimate A\;(Qy,,n) > 0 for j > 2 and the inequalities (ILII]). Then,
with the new value of R one has

. m2m2i? 1
#{(ZJ) €No xN: 2 < 1 + €p,s — )\j(Qtp,N)}
m2m2]2 1
:#{ZENoi 72 S_Z+€p,6_)\1(Qtp,N)},
and
n m2m2? 1
Ny (h) < #{1eNo: B < =1 s = (Qun)
m2m21? 4 L _ VL
< #{z €ENo: —75— <ot Cite Cﬂtp} <1+ %\/61,,5 4+ Cyle=Cotr <1 +c’R,aT—
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with some ¢} 5 > 0 independent of L and n. Summing over all p € {0,...,m — 1} we get

N
=

) VL
p=0 7Z(hpv ) <m+cRa R +CR§\/_; R+L_

VL !
Sm‘f‘C/R’gf —l—clRﬁ,;m\/f/O Rt Lo

VL

:m+032,5—R +Crs o=

L
R\/_ (1 + ) < CIIIZ,J\/Za

where ¢, 5 > 0 is independent of L and n. Thus, it follows from (7)) that
N p(gh) SN 2 o) + b VI, E>o0. (4.9)

4.3. Reduction to one-dimensional operators. It remains to find a suitable upper bound for
the eigenvalue counting function of hEZ] s- The associated operator H, 7[:] s can be represented as

Hr[:,]zi = Wl[g]L,é ®@1+1®Q, N,

where Qy,, n acts in L?(—ty,, t,,) as defined in Subsection [[2] and Wz[z ]L 5 1s the one-dimensional
operator in L?(R + L, +o0) associated with the quadratic form

1+ A6

- A (Ks) —
wl™ (v) = /+ |v'|% + (ks) 4 |v]? ) dr domw!® = HY(R+ L, +00)
R,L,$ Rl 7“2(1 +26Hoo)2 ’ R,L,§ — ) )

and we get
Ny p(H) = #{(15) € N XN M(@u) + (WL, ) < 4 - B}

Due to the estimate
A (’C ) A(5
[n] S _ 1 S
Wk Ls() 2 ’R2(1+25 e

HU||L2(R+L +00)

and Proposition [9 one may increase the value of R to obtain W}[;?]L 5 = *i for all n as well as
Aj(Qr,..N) >0 for j > 2. Tt follows that

1
{teN a5 <=7 = B-X(Qim)} =0 or j>2, B>,

which yields
Ny p(H) =Ny 5 xi@on) Whips)s B >0,

With the help of the change of variable p = (R 4+ L)~ !'r, one sees that the quadratic form w%}’]L’ 5

is unitarily equivalent to the form (R + L)~? ["] in L2(1, +00), where

1+ A
[n] oo 2 An(Ks) - + 2 [n] 1
() = / mz™ = HY(1, +00).
Z§ (U) /1 ('Ul + (1 25,{ ) |’U| )dp’ do Zzi ( ’+ )

Now we set L = L(E) := K|In E| for some K > 0 to be chosen later on, then for the respective
value m = m(E) we have N—i—E(Hr[:,]a) = N,#(E)(z([;n]), E > 0, with

w(E) = (R+ K| E|)*(L + E+ M (Qsrix|me)N))
and thanks to Proposition [9 one can estimate

1 —1_—Co6(R+K|InE —1,—Co6R 2Cod K
)‘1(Q6(R+K|lnE|),N)+Z‘§CQ e~ COBHKIIE]) _ o=1p=CodR pCdk

Hence, by choosing a sufficiently large value of K we may assume that

w(E) = K*E|lnE|> + o(E|In E|*) as E — 0%
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and then use Proposition [0 to describe the asymptotics of N_ (g, (z([;n]) as E — 0. The substi-
tution into (£9) and then into (L) gives

N_1_g(9rs) 1 _plgns)
lim sup ————— = lim sup —2
E—0t | In E| ; E—0+ |In E|
Ns N_1_ h[] KInE Ns N 1 H[n]
< thsup 4 pks) + Nl s lim sup Y [ In E| _ lim sup ——3 5(Hps)
n=1 E—0F | In £ ot |InE]| * E—0+ |In E|

Ak N [ In pu(E
= lim sup ——————= TouBE) s ) 25 < Z lim sup —————= “(E)( ) - lim sup M

=1 E—0t |In EJ| — E—0t |1nu(E)‘ Eoot  |InE]
[n ])
=21 Mumles) \/ 4 — KooOKZ, —nIC).
lefgnfolip | Inpu(E)| 1+25,<;OO nz Koo0k3) (Ks) N
In view of (m) we get
N,;, z(Bs) 1 Ns
Y —2w(1+25%)nz\/ — oo = 0kZ.) = An(Ks) )

As the inequality is true for any § € (0, 18y) and the right-hand side converges to kg as § — 0,
we arrive at the sought upper-bound (@I).

4.4. Essential spectrum. In order to complete the proof of TheoremB]we need to show Eq. (IL7)
for the essential spectrum. Equality (L8]) shows that inf o(Bg) = , and it is sufficient to show
that [—1,+00) C o(Bg), which can be done in the same way as the respective construction for
Ag in Subsection Namely, one easily checks that for a function ¢ € dom Bg vanishing in
R3\ A(Vrs) one has Bgp =0 in R3\ A(Vg,s) and

& _ L0y L
or2  9s\(r +1tk)? 0s ot?
74 5 (tw)? K2+ 1
- = — VU 4.10
(2(r+tm)3 4 (r+tr)? 4(7°+tf<a)2) e (410)
in {(r,s,t) € Vrs:t# 0}. Pick a C* function y : R — R with y = 0 on (—00,0) and x = 1 on
(1, +00) and let k> 0. For N > R, define ¢y € dom Bg through ¢n = 0 in R\ A(Vg 5) and
(VUpn)(r,s.t) = " exp (= glt)x(r = N)X(2N = r)x(t + No)x(No — 1), (r,5,1) € Vs,
then a short computation with the help of (£I0) shows that

. [(Bs — (k* - %))(‘DNHL%R?*) . [VUBsen — (k* — i)VU‘PNHm(vR 5)
lim = lim — =0,
N—+o00 lonllL2(re) N—+o0 IVUoNL2(vr 5)

VUBgsyp = [

which means k% — 1 € 0(Ag). As k > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows.
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