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ATTRACTIVE CONICAL SURFACES CREATE INFINITELY
MANY BOUND STATES

SEBASTIAN EGGER, JOACHIM KERNER, AND KONSTANTIN PANKRASHKIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study spectral properties of a three-
dimensional Schrédinger operator —A + V' with a potential V' given,
modulo rapidly decaying terms, by a function of the distance of € R®
to an infinite conical hypersurface with a smooth cross-section. As a
main result we show that there are infinitely many discrete eigenval-
ues accumulating at the bottom of the essential spectrum which itself
is identified as the ground-state energy of a certain one-dimensional op-
erator. Most importantly, based on a result of Kirsch and Simon we
are able to establish the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalue counting
function using an explicit spectral-geometric quantity associated with
the cross-section. This shows a universal character of some previous
results on conical layers and d-potentials created by conical surfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and previous works. In this paper we introduce a new
class of long-range potentials V' leading to infinitely many eigenvalues below
the bottom of the essential spectrum for the Schrodinger operator —A 4 V.
In addition, we estimate the accumulation rate of the eigenvalues at the
bottom of the essential spectrum in terms of a certain geometric quantity.
Our work is motivated by several previous papers by various authors which
appeared during the last decades and which studied particular classes of
interactions, and we show that the spectral effects observed are of a generic
nature and hold in a much more general setting. In order to proceed with a
more detailed discussion, let us introduce some objects.

By a conical surface S C R? we mean a Lipschitz surface invariant under
the dilations, i.e. AS = S for any A > 0. A conical surface S is uniquely
determined by its cross-section ¥ given by ¥ := S N S?, where S? is the
unit sphere centered at the origin in R3, and S is recovered from ¥ by
S := R,¥. By ds : R® = R, we denote the distance function to S, i.e.
“dg(x) := the distance from z to S”. In the present paper we deal with
the Schrodinger operator H = —A 4+ V, where the potential V' writes as
V(z) = v(ds(z)) + w(z) with v being a one-dimensional potential and w
being small in a suitable sense. We show that, under suitable assumptions
on S, v and w, the essential spectrum of H covers a half-axis [gg,+00),
where g only depends on v, while the discrete eigenvalues form an infinite
sequence converging to g with a rate controlled by the geometry of S.

It seems that the above spectral effect was first considered by Exner and
Tater for conical layers [ET]. Namely, for a > 0 consider the domain €, :=
{x € R3:ds(x) < a}, which is called the conical layer of width 2a around

S, and let A be the Dirichlet Laplacian in ,. With a slight abuse of
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interpretation, the operator A corresponds to the above operator H with a
hard-wall potential v (setting w = 0),

o() = {O, |z| < a,

+oo, |z| > a.

While some first results for the rotationally invariant case (i.e. when X is
a circle) were already obtained in [ET, IDOBR], we prefer to cite directly
the result obtained in [OBP] for general smooth cross-sections : the es-
sential spectrum of A is [5,—#00) and the discrete spectrum is infinite
provided that S is not a plane (i.e. that X is not a great circle of the unit
sphere). Moreover, if N)\(A) denotes the number of discrete eigenvalues of
A in (—o0, A), then one has the asymptotics

(1.1) NéiE(A):ks|logE| as E — 0T,

where kg > 0 is some geometric constant given in (I3]) below. The above
result belongs to a large family of works on bound states in curved structures,
see. e.g. [DEK| EK| ES, LR].

Another class of potential in the literature corresponds to the above op-
erator H with v := —ad with o > 0 and § being the Dirac §-function, which
is an eminent model for so-called zero-range interactions [AGHH] [Ex]. More
precisely, let B be the self-adjoint operator in R3 defined by the bilinear
form

gl = [ IVePdr—a [ s pe @)

with ds being the surface measure on S. Some preliminary results on the
rotationally invariant case appeared in [BELL [LOBJ, and the final result of
[OBP] states that if ¥ is a smooth loop different from a great circle, then
the essential spectrum of B is [—%,—l—oo), while the discrete spectrum is
infinite and the asymptotics

(1.2) N .2

4

_p(B) = ks|log E| as E — 0,

holds with the same constant kg > 0 as in (I.I). Hence, the apparently
different operators A and B, which correspond to very different potentials
v, share the same asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalue counting function.
(Some related results on conical domains and J-potentials can also be found
e.g. in [BPPl [ELL [OBPP].) Hence, the principal objective of the present
work is to show that the above spectral picture is rather universal and holds
for a large class of one-dimensional potentials v.

1.2. Main result. Let us now pass to precise formulations. To keep the
notation as simple as possible, we will work with real-valued Hilbert spaces.
A self-adjoint and semi-bounded operator will be denoted with capital let-
ters, e.g. A, and we denote by D(A) its domain. By the corresponding small
letters we denote its associated bilinear form, e.g. a, and by D(a) we mean
the domain of the associated bilinear form (which may be referred to as the
form domain of A). The bilinear form itself will be denoted as al-, -] (by al]
the form), the spectrum, the discrete spectrum, and the essential spectrum

of A will be denoted by o(A), 54(A) and oess(A), respectively. Also, Ny (A)
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denotes the usual eigenvalue counting function, counting all the eigenvalues
smaller or equal to A € R with multiplicities.

Let us start with geometric objects. Throughout the paper, we assume
that S is a conical surface whose cross-section ¥ is a C*-smooth loop on
the unit sphere. To avoid dealing with degenerate cases we assume that
>l is a not a great circle, i.e. that S is not simply a plane. We denote
by ¢ the length of ¥, by T = R/{Z the circle of length ¢ and take an
arbitrary arc-length parametrization I of ¥, i.e. a C* map I' : T — R? with
I'(T) = ¥ and |I| = 1. This implies the normal vector n := I' x I'" and
the geodesic curvature k = (I' x I ,T")ps. The essential object which will
turn out to dictate the asymptotics of the eigenvalue counting function near
the threshold to the essential spectrum is a one-dimensional Schrodinger
operator involving in its potential part the geodesic curvature. Specifically,
we introduce the geometrically induced Schrédinger operator Kg on L?(T)
through

(Ksp)(s) = —¢"(s) — ——~
D(Ks) := HX(T) .
Then Kg is self-adjoint, semibounded from below with compact resolvent.

Let A\;j(Kg) denote its j-th eigenvalue (being enumerated in increasing order
and counting multiplicities) then the following quantity is defined,

(1.3) ks = % Y /(K

JEN: \;(Kg)<0

and kg > 0 under the above assumptions on S, as discussed in [OBP].
Furthermore, let v : R — R be a one-dimensional potential with the

following properties:
(i) v € LL .(R), v(z) = v(—z) and max{—v,0} € L*(R) ,
(ii) The one-dimensional operator @ := —dd—;g + v in L?(R) defined
through its form

ale] = / (/2 + vll?) e

D(q) := {gp € H'(R) : / v|el? de < —|—oo} ,
R
is such that inf 0(Q) = ¢¢ is an isolated eigenvalue,
(iii) there holds

(1.4) g0 < liminfu(z) 1= v .

T—00

It is widely known that the above assumptions are satisfied if, for example,
liminf,, oo v(z) = +o0 or if v € LY(R) N L>°(R) with [, vdz < 0.
Now, let V € L] (R3) with max{—V, 0} € L°>(R?) such that the function

w:z— V(z)—v(ds(z))
satisfies

(1.5) w(z) = o(|z|™2) as |z| — +oo.
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Finally, consider the Schodinger operator H = —A + V realized via its
associated quadratic form h,

hle] =/ (IVel* + Vig?) da,
(1.6) R?
D(h) = {p € H'(R?) : /11@3 V]p|* dz < oo} .

Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. The essential spectrum of H is [eg,00) and the discrete
spectrum is infinite. In particular, Ney—p(H) ~ kg|In E| as E — 0T.

In fact, after a few additional preparations, the proof of Theorem [
appears to be very similar to the one given in [OBP] for §-potentials. It
is our main observation that the necessary technical ingredients, which are
collected in the next section (Section [2), are still available under the above
assumptions on the potentials v and V. The proof of [OBP] is then adapted
to our setting in Sections Bl and [, and it is based on suitable changes of
variables, domain decoupling and a repeated use of the min-max principle.

We remark that the assumptions on both v on V could certainly be
relaxed, in particular, by replacing the semiboundedness from below by
some weaker integrability-type conditions. This would require an addi-
tional rather technical discussion of semiboundedness issues for () and H,
which we preferred to avoid in the present text. We further remark that the
smoothness of the cross-section ¥ is of importance for the whole construc-
tion: in fact, even in the simplest Fichera model of a conical layer with a
non-smooth cross-section, the discrete spectrum becomes at most finite as

observed in [DOBL].

2. SOME PREPARATIONS ON ONE-DIMENSIONAL OPERATORS

Let us collect some important technical ingredients for the proof of the
main result.

The analysis of the eigenvalue counting function will use the following
statement from [KS]; note that (x)4 := max{z,0}.

Proposition 2.1. Let 9 € R and V : [xg,00) — R be continuous with
c := limg 00 22V (x) € R. Then the operator h = & Vi L?(xg,0)

T da?
with any self-adjoint boundary condition at xo satisfies

N_E(h):iﬂ_ (c—%)_F]lnE\—i—o(\lnE\) as E— 0.

Furthermore, we will need a number of facts on the truncated version
of the above one-dimensional operator (). To this aim, introduce two one-
dimensional Schrodinger operators Hy, p/y defined on L?(—L, L) via their
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associated quadratic forms

L
hr.p/N[f] = (IF'1? + v|f]?) d=,
-L

D(hy.p) = {f € HY(~L,L): /||<L vfdz < oo},
Dlhy.y) = {f e H'(~L,L) /| » vf2dae < oo} .

Both operators, Hy p and Hp, n, have purely discrete spectrum and we
denote the n-th eigenvalue as A, (Hp, p) and \,(Hp n), respectively; here
n € N and we count the eigenvalues according to multiplicities. In what
follows we will collect some estimates for the eigenvalues A\, (H p/n) as L
becomes large. The estimates are not surprizing and just correspond to
what is expected, but we are not aware of a suitable general presentation in
the literature.

For a self-adjoint semibounded from below operator A in a Hilbert space
H with associated bilinear form a we define the quantitites

. alp, ]
(2.1) wi(A) = inf sup , JEN,
J W,;CDla] pew; o0 1011,

where W; denotes a j-dimensional subspace. The sequence p; is non-
decreasing in j and has a number of other properties. It is elementary
to see that for two operators A and B with the above properties one has

(2.2) pi(A® B) > min {11;(A), 1 (B)}.

The well-known min-max principle states the following: if /1;(A) < inf oegs(A),
then y;(A) is the jth eigenvalue of A.

Proposition 2.2. For sufficiently large L > 0 we have \i(Hr n) < €p.

Proof. Let Hy, y be the operator on L2(|z| > L) associated with the qua-
dratic form

hilp) == /L<| § ((¢')? + vp?) da,

D(hs) = {¢ € H'(j2| > L) : hr[p,¢] < o0}
The min-max principle then implies that
(2.3) g0 =info(Q) > info(Hry ® Hrn).

On the other hand, infa(HL,N@I;'L,N) = min {)q(HL,N), infa(ﬁL,N)}, and
due to the assumption (4] one has infa(fNIL,N) > ¢q for sufficiently large
L. It follows from (2.3)) that g > A\ (H, n) for large L. O
Proposition 2.3. For any j € N there holds

. . . > M . .
tm inf j(Hz, /) 2 min {45(Q), v}

Proof. First remark that both Hy p,n are with compact resolvents, hence,
Ni(Hp,p/n) = pi(Hp, p/n) for any j € N.
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As each function from the form domain of Hy p extends by zero to a
function from the form domain of @, which preserves the L?-norm, the min-
max principle implies

(24) )‘j(HL,D) = Mj(HL,D) > ,uj(Q) for allj eN, L>0.

Now, consider the case of Hy n. We pick a pair of smooth functions
X1, X2 € C>®(—1,1) such that xi(z) = 1 for |z|] < 1/3, x2(x) = 1 for
|z| > 2/3 and x2 + x5 = 1. We set XjL(x) = x; (%), and a straightforward
calculation shows that

&
hinle] >he,p[xt'e] + hen Do) = T5lleli i) -

for some constant ¢ > 0. Now, introduce the self-adjoint operator H; on
L*(Q), Q := (=L,—L/3) U (L/3,+L), being associated with the quadratic
form

hle] = /Q (IVel? + v(@)|pf?) da

Dlhy) :={p € HY(Q): hple] < oo} .

We can then define the injective map

J : Dlhr,N] = Dlhorss pl @ Dlhi],  Jo = (xT'e, X5 0),

which is also isometric with respect to L?-norms. Employing J, the min-max
principle implies that
c

pi(Hpn) > pj(Hars,p @ Hp) - 73

Using (2.2) and then (Z4]) we obtain
pi(Hp, n) > min {Mj(H2L/3,D)aM1(ﬁL)} -

> min {pj(Q), 1 (Hr)} —

c
ﬁ7
c
L?
We have ,ul(}NIL) > infyeqv(x), hence, liminfy 4 ,ul(}NIL) > Ve and
liminf \;(Hp n) = lLir_r)lirgcf)uj(HL,N) > min { 14;(Q), Voo } - O

L—+o00

Corollary 2.4. There are § > 0 and Lo > 0 such that \a(Hp, p/n) > €0+ 9
for all L > Ly

Proof. As the first eigenvalue of @) is simple, one has p2(Q) > £¢. In addition,
one has vy > g9 by assumption (iii) on v, and the result follows from
Proposition 2.3] O

Now we provide a uniform Agmon-type estimate for ¢, n, where ¢ v is
the (unique, normalized) real-valued ground state for Hy, n.

Proposition 2.5 (Uniform Agmon-type estimate). For any 6 € (0,1) there
erists R > 0 and C > 0 such that

L
/ e2€¢(m)goL,N(x)2 dx < C, / 62(9@(:”)300(3:)2 de < C,
—L R
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hold for all L > R > 0, where
0, r< R,

O(x) := ||
AV — &0 dt R< |£C| .

Proof. During the proof we simply write ¢ instead of ¢, .

Take a sufficiently large R > 0 such that v(z) > g for a.e. x > R. Then
® € L®(-L,L) and |®'| < L7~ (z>r}y VU — €0, Where 14 stands for the
indicator function of the set A C R.

Let us first show that for any 1 > 0 one has ¢"®¢ € D(hy, ). We have
e € L®°(—L, L), so e"®p € L?(—L, L), and

L L
/ v(e"™p)?dr < oo due to / vp?dz < 0o.
—L —L

Furthermore, (e"®¢) = n®e"®p + €"¢’. The second summand is in
L*(—=L,L) due to ¢ € HY(—L, L), while the first term is finite due to

L
/ (®'e"®p)? daw < ¥1°r / (v—e0)p’dz <00, Cf = ||®| peo(—1,1)-
—L R<|z|<L
This implies that e"®p € HY(—L,+L).

In a next step we compute

L
hr N[t o] = / <(6<I>’eeq>ap + egq><p’)2 + v(ee¢<p)2) dx
—L

L L
:92/ (@' )2 209 de—i—/ ((629¢¢)/¢/+v629¢¢¢)dx.
—L L

Taking advantage of the representation theorem for quadratic forms, the
second term on the right-hand side rewrites as

L
/ . ((629%)’@’ + emww) do = hyn[e2%¢, 4]

L
= (0, HLN@)12(1,1) = AI(HL,N)/ e*?pda
L

which then yields

L
hL,N[GM)sD] :/ (92((1)/)2 +)\1(HL,N)) 20P 2d$
—L

Using Proposition (2.2)) we conclude that for large L we have
L

(2.5) hr N[’ g/ (0%(2)? + o) P da .
-L

Now, let us pick a § > 0. Recall that by Proposition 2.3] we may assume
R sufficiently large to have

(2.6) M(HgN) > €0 — 6.
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The min-max principle applied to hr n gives, with the help of (2Z6l),

/}; <((e€q’cp)')2 + v(eeq’w)?) dz
> M (HgN) /R

R
209 2dx>(50—5)/ 202 4y
-R

—-R
Therefore,

= ([, (oo

2(50_5)/ o200 2dx+/ ve?® 2 4y,
—-R R<|z|<L
By combining (2.5) with (2.7)) we arrive at
L
/ (92((1)/)2 i 60>629<1>sz de
~L

R
> (g0 — 6)/ 2% dx —i—/ ve??®p? d.
—-R R<|z|<L

As @ =0 in (—R, R) by construction, the last inequality transforms into

R

5/ 2% dr > / (v—e0— 92((1)/)2)626@802 dz.

—-R R<|z|<L

Using ‘cb" < g1 i0/>R) VU — €0 We arrive at

R
5/ ©?dx > (1 - 6?) / (v — e0)e???p? du.

—-R R<|z|<L

(2.7)

We may fix § > 0 sufficiently small to have vs, — ¢ > 26(1 —62)~1, then for
large (but then fixed) R one has (1—62)(v(z) —gg) > é for a.e. R < |z] < L
and it follows from the preceding inequality that

R
/ ©*dx > / e dx .
-R R<|z|<L
Consequently,

L R
/ 29‘1’ de _ / 29‘13 de + / 29‘13 2d1’
—L -R R<|z|<L

R R
:/ gozdﬂ:—i—/ e20® 2dx<2/ o*dz. O
-R R<|z|<L -R

Corollary 2.6. For everyn >0 and 0 < 0 < 1 there exist B> 0 and b >0
such that

oL nllz2(r—neiei<r) < Be o vl

as L is sufficiently large.
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Proof. Starting with the definition of ® in Proposition 2.5 we see that ®(x) >
d(Jz| — R) for some 6 > 0 and |z| > R. Proposition [2.5] then yields

-0 0
LNl 2 —n<joi<r) < le "€ Por N 12 —n<iai<r)

—05(L— 0%
< e PED P2 0L Wil 2 -n<iol<r)

—66(L— 0P
< e n)”e ‘PLJV”L?(—L,L)
< Ce " or vl (-r.)- O
The next result controls the convergence of the eigenvalues A\ (Hp, n) to
€0-

Proposition 2.7. With some A >0 and a > 0 one has
(2.8) Eo — Ae_aL S )\1(HL7N) S €0-
holds for large L.

Proof. The upper bound is already shown in Proposition To prove the
lower bound, let us take x € C*°(0 < |z| < 1) with x(z) = 1 for 0 < |z| < %,
x(z) =0 for 2 < |z| <1 and |x(z)| < 1 for all 0 < z < 1. We introduce
&, € C®°(—L,L) via

1, lz] <L -1,
2.9 T) = -
2.9) f1.0(2) {X(m—L+1), L-1<lz|<L.
We also define £ 1, := 1 — &;,1, and set
&L

XL =
VASHARESN)

Note that HX; 1 |loo is uniformly bounded for large enough L, j = 1,2, and

supp(Xy. +X5.1) C [L— 2, L— 1]. With this and Corollary 26 we conclude
that there are two constants C7,Cy > 0 such that

(2.10) j=1,2.

hi nlern] = hon[xi,0en.n] + ho N[x2,00L,N]
- /LL [((x1.2)")? + ((x2.L))?] 7 v da
= hr nIX1,09L.N] + ho N[X2,L9L,N]
s 002 (G ) vt

> hr nDxnern] + b xe pen ) — Coe” lor nllZapoy -

Since (x1,0¢r,n)(z) =0 for |z| > L — % we conclude that x1,.¢r N € D(q)
and

hinIxieern] = dlxacern] 2 collxanernlze ) -
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Using (I4), one can choose L sufficiently large to have v > & for |z| > L—32.
Since supp (x2¢1,5) C [L — 1, L] there holds

L
hrN[X2L9LN] Z/ ) v (xo,pr,n)? da
-1

3

L
> 60/L (eLern)?de = eollxeLornllza ) -

3

Therefore, for large enough L we have
MHN)lerv 72 r,1) = br[erN]
> eollx1,20r,Nll72(—p,1) + colxe,ror vz p)
- C2G_CIL||§0L,NHL2(7L,L)

= (20 — Coe™ M) lor N 7211y -

Proposition 2.8. There exist A > 0 and a > 0 such that
(211) g0 < A\ (HL,D) <egy+ AeiaL.
holds for large L.

Proof. The lower bound is an immediate consequence of the min-max prin-
ciple. For the upper bound we use the same functions x; 1 as in the proof
of Proposition 271 Applying Corollary we estimate, with some B > 0
and b > 0,

hr nler.N] = hon[x1,00L,N]) + hrN[X2,00L,N]
[ [0d b e de
L—§<‘Z“<L—§

> hr,plx1,LeL,Nn] + hon[x2.LeL,N] — Be_bLHQDL,NH%Q(fL,L)
By the min-max principle we have
hr.plxi,0ern,n] > )\1(HL7D)HXLL‘PLJVH%?(—L,L)'

Furthermore, as supp x2,r.¢r,n C (L —1, L), using the assumption (iii) on v
we obtain

henlxerern) 2 inf v(@)lxier ey = sollxieer itz py-
2| >L-1 ! !

Alltogether the preceding estimates give
MHALNeL N2 p 1) = hrnlern]
> M(Hrp)lIx1,00r,nI72( 1.0y +eollxe,corn iz p )

—b
— Be LHSDL,NH%%*L,L)a
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which results in

MHL)Ix1,eer N2 r )
< (M(Hrn) +Be ) lor iz pn — collxerernlar )
and then

H(PL,NH%Q(_L,L) ”XQ,L‘PLJVH%Q(_L,L)

M(Hrp) < (M(Hp n)+Be F —€0
( ) IxvoernlZepny  Ixucernllia gy

With some ¢ > 0 we have A\ (Hp n) = g9 + O(e~ L) by Proposition 7] and

Ixveernliacpy = (L+0€ N lervlizp
Ix2,or872(_r, 1) = O™ Iller w211y

by Corollary 2.6l which gives the sought estimate. O

3. PrRoOOF OoF THEOREM [[.1} LOWER BOUND

With the preparation from the preceding section, the proofs for both up-
per and lower bounds follow the same steps as in [OBP], Sec. 3|. Nevertheless
we recall the general scheme.

In a first step we note that a classical result of differential geometry allows
us to find Ry, dp > 0, & € (0, x3}), such that, for all R > Ry and 6 € (0, dp),
31) ®:Mps:= (R, +00) x T x (—6R, +0R) — R3,

' (rys,t) — rT(s) + tn(s)

is injective such that dg(®(r,s,t)) = |t|. On the open set Qp := ®(IIp ) we
define the quadratic form, for some cg > 0 suitably large,

arplo] = /Q (Vo + Vigl?) de,
R

D(arp) = {p € Hy(Qr): V|V]p € L*(Qr)}.

By an operator bracketing argument one concludes that Ny —g(Arp) <
N, eo—E (H )
Let € > 0, then by (L5 we can choose R large enough to estimate

V(z) <v(ds(z)) +

(3.2)

£
|z

Hence the form ag p is bounded from above by the form bg p,

brlel = [ (196 + (o(ds(e) + 55 )leF) da.

D (brp) :={p € H}(QR) : /|vodsle € L*(QmR)},

and then N _g(Br,p) < Nzy—E(Ag,p), which then implies V;y_g(Brp) <
N, co—F (H )

In a next step one employs the diffeomorphism ® in ([BI) and the associ-
ated unitary map

U: L*(Qg) = L*(Igs), Up := Vdet &'y o ®.

for x € Qg.

(3.3)
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A standard computation (change of variables) shows that the form cp g,

cr,slU¢] :==br,p[¢], is given by

(3.4) )

1 K41

c D= ool + ——— S
R,5[(p] /HR75’ 90‘ (T—Ft/{)Q ( 4

tr” 5 (tk')?

€ 2 2
t —_ — = dr dsdt
+ <v( )+ r2 +t2> el + (2(7“4—75/4)3 4(r+m)4> ol dr dsdt,

D(crs) 1= {p € L*(Llps) : Orp, 1 105, Orp, V/[v(t)|p € L* (TR ),
p=0o0n 8HR,5}.

As a result, Noy—g(Crs) < Neo—p(H).

Then, in addition, one introduces Ilg 5 := (1,4+00) X T x (=dR,+JR) and
a coordinate transformation
EI\) : HR,(g — ﬁR#;,
(3.5) r— 0RKso
t) — t = —\.
(T7S7 ) (p787 )7 p R(l—(sl{/oo)

Notice that p > 1 by the choice of §y in the beginning of Section Bl Then
rewriting the form cp s in the new coordinates and applying simple upper

Bl — W) T orpl?

bounds by controlling k() through their sup-norms (the computations of
[OBPl Sec. 3] apply almost literally here) we show that N;,—g(Grs) <
Nzo—E(CRrys), where G s is the operator in Lz(ﬁRﬁ) generated by the qua-
dratic form gg s,

1
= [ 10+ oD)le + g0l
onalel = [ 106 vl + g gyl
1 s K2H1-C(6+e), o
Lof? — dpdsdt,
el (] O 02) apas

Dlgrs) == {p € L*(Tp,s) : 9pp, p~ " 0utp, Brp. /(b0 € L* (T ),
¢ =0 on BﬁR,g}.
with C' > 0 being some fixed constant. It follows
Ney-B(GRre) < Neo-p(H),
and hence it is sufficient to show that

Neo-E(GRs)
lim inf —%—" 222 > kg .
ot [wmE] =8
It is easy to see that Grs commutes with 1 ® (Kg ® 1) and 1 ® (1 ®
Hsgr p) and one identifies L?(Ilgs) ~ L?(1,+00) ® L*(T) ® L*(—0R,0R).
The decomposition with respect to the eigenbases of g and Hsg p implies
the unitary equivalence

1 m
GRs ~ GB (mGE&}; "‘)‘n(HéR,D)) )
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where \,(Hsg p) is the n-th eigenvalue of the operator Hsg p. Also, GE;”};

is the operator associated with the quadratic form

+00 ) Am(Ks) — 1-C(d+e)
alf) = /1 (\f!2+ Sp2 L |f12) dp,

D(ghy}) == Hy(1, +00).

Setting

Ms = max{m € N: \,,(Kg) —

1-C(0+¢)
*<0}

we estimate

1
Neg-8(Grs) = > Ney- E< R2(1 = on)? G+ An (HaRD)>

m,neN

Ms
1 [m]
> Z Neo—E <WGR’5 + >\1(H6R,D)>

1 m
= ZNeo E-X\i(Hsr,D) <R2(1—5/<L )2 Gk,é)

m=1

= Z N () (G,

m=1

where we denote

ps(E) = (E — o+ M (Hsr,p)) Rs(E)*(1 = 0rio)?.
Up to now, R > 0 was a fixed constant. It is now customary to make it
actually dependent on E such that R = Rs(F) := K;|In E| with K5 > 0,
some constant that will be specified shortly. By Proposition 2.8 we know
that
€0 = A (Hipy(y,p)| < Gt ORaTIEl ¢t pOosd,
Hence, choosing K5 > 0 large enough, we conclude that

1s(E) = (1 — 6kioo)?KZ|In E|?E 4 o(E|In E?) for E — 0T .

Applying Proposition 2] to each summand in the last term of ([B.6]) we
obtain

Ms _/\/’7 G[m}
hminf-/\/’eofE(GR,é) > lim us (B) (GR5)
E—0+ |In E| A= B0t |In E|
. N us(2) (C ) | 0 s ()|
= p—or | [Inps(E) |InE|
. N () (Gii)
L= p—ot | Inps(E)|
Ms
1 C
- m(Ks) — = (6
g 2 (i) - G +a)
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Now, the above inequality implies

M,
Neo—5( 1 C
lim inf Meo=20) o 1 - .
ot |mE| 27 Z ( (Ks) (+6)>+

Since both § and € can be chosen arbltrarlly small, the result follows.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.T: UPPER BOUND
In this section we aim to prove that

lim sup Ni‘gO*E(H)

<kg.
E—0t |lnE|

In order to do this we will work on a different neighborhood of S. More
explicitly, we introduce

Prs: = {(r,t) eR?’:r>R, te (—or, +5r)}

1tl

1)

We set Vs := Prs x T. Then, there exists Ry > 0 and dg € (0, kl) such
that the map

- {(r,t) ER?: 7> T’Rﬁ(t)} . Trs(t) ;= max (R,

A:Vps— R3,
A(r,s,t) = rI(s) + tn(s)
is injective for all § € (0,09) and R > Ry. On the domain Qp s := A(Vgys)

we then introduce the quadratic form

arslg) =/ﬂ (IVe]* + Vip|?) dz
R,§

(4.1)

Dlan) = {0 € H' (@) [ VIePds <o},

Qr,s
In order to show that ars can be used to obtain the upper bound for
the eigenvalue counting function one uses the standard operator bracket-
ing argument. Namely, choose R; > R in such a way that V(z) > ¢
for z ¢ B(0,R1) UQpgs. We then denote Qp := B(0,R;) \ Qrs and
O :=R?\ B(0, R1) UQpg,s and consider the quadratic form

e = [ (VP + VIgl?) da
QR sUQoUN,

Dlhns) = {p € H'(Qps UQU ) : / Vgl dz < oo},
QR’(SUﬂoUQl

which is an extension of the quadratic form for H. Then a standard appli-
cation of the minimax principle shows that N ,—g(H) < N —g(H) for any

E > 0. We further remark that H represents as the direct sum of three
operators acting in L?(Qr ), L*(Q), L*(Q1), H = Ars ® Ao @ Aj, hence,

Ney—e(H) = Ney—5(ARs) + Ney—r(Ao) + Ney—r(A1), E >0,

Due to the choice of R; one has A; > ¢g, hence the last summand is zero.
The operator A; has compact resolvent, hence, for any £ > 0 we have
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Neo—e(Ao) < N (Ap) < co. To summarize, for any R > Ry and § € (0, dp)
there is C' > 0 such that Vo —p(H) < Noy—p(Ars) + C.

In addition, if one takes any € > 0, then by (LB]) we can assume Ry large
enough to estimate

V(z) > v(ds(z)) — for z € Qps and R > Ry.

£
|2

Hence, agsl¢] > aprslp], where the quadratic form ap s is defined by

sl = [ (196P + (o(dst)) - 55l ao

D(ars) = {p € H' (Qrs) : / vodsl|p|?dr < oo},

QRr,s

one concludes that for any R > Ry and 6 € (0,4¢) there is C' > 0 such that
Nao—E(H) < Neo—E(AR,(g) + C for any E > 0.

By applying the same coordinate transformations as for the upper bound, i.e.
first the passage to the tubular coordinates (r,s,t), and some simple lower
bounds (the computations of [OBP, Section 4.1] apply almost literally),
one sees that Ve, p(Aps) < Ney—p(Grs) with Ggs being the operator in
L*(Vpys)

nslel = [ (\aﬂoﬁ o)l + 8rl?
VR,s

\35@!2 _ K2+1+A(54e)

1Y g dsae
r2(1 + 20K )2 rasan

D(grs) = {<p € LZ(VR(;) : Oy, Oy, T 10,0, lv(t)|e € LQ(VR(;)},

_|_

and A > 0 is a suitable fixed constant. More precisely, there exist ¢ > 0
and R’ > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,¢') and R > R’ there exists C' > 0 with

Neop(H) < Ney_p(Gryg) + C for any E > 0.

The operator Gg s clearly commutes with 1 ® Kg where here one identifies
L*(Vrs) ~ L*(Prs) © L*(T), and

GRzS @G357

neN
where Ggg]s is the operator in L? (Pr,s) given by its quadratic form
1+ A(d+¢)
] (] . a0l 252)‘(,C)f2ddt
diilel = [ (r Vol? + oDl + 0r6f? + e of? ) drdt,

D(ggw)—{weHIPRg Vv <p€L (Prs)}-
Consequently,

N50 EGR5 ZNEO E R5 E>O

neN
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By Proposition 27 we can assume R large to have

+6r )\ (ICS) _ 14-A(6+e)
Tisle / / ('aM' - T2(1—|—25/§:) Hl(Hér,N))IsDIQ) dt dr

/ / <|6rsol2+< r2(1+25,<4) +e0—Cyle C05”)|¢|2> dt dr-.

We set

1+ 4
N:={neN: )MICQ—#gO},

which implies that, choosing R large enough,

An(Ksg) — %

— O le=C00r > R >N4+1.
r2(1 + 20k50) 0 ° =0 re i =

It follows that Ggg]é > gg for n > N + 1 and therefore

Neo—£E(9R5) ZNEOE E>0.

To treat the terms NgofE(Ggé) we introduce a parameter L > 1, denote by
m the integer part of V'L and write

L
Tp ::R—l—%, typ:=0rp, p€{0,....,m}, rpmi1 = +00,

Q, :={(rt) € R%: re (rpyTpt1) 5 t € (tpstpr1)} C Prs, p € {0,...,m},

Qi1 = Prs \ [ J Y.

p=0

We then introduce, for p € {0,...,m}, the quadratic forms
A (o) — LHA(+e)
(Ks) 4 lo? | drdt,

[n]r 1._
hpﬁ[cp] o /Qp r2(1 + 20K )

D) = {p € H'() : VIolD)lp € L*(9)}

and set

(!&«pﬁ + [0p? + v(t) | +

n An(Kg) — 1EALGTe)
h1[n]+1 slel = /ﬂ (\37»@!2 +o(t)]el® + 20T 5o 4) lp|? | drdt,
m+1 o

D, ) = {p € H' Qi)+ VIoDlp € L2(Qumin)}.
We have then

m+1 m+41

oz Qhn  Nab(OR9) < 3 Nepor Uy,
=0

Due to the assumption (7i7) on v we can assume that v(t) > 1 for (r,t) €

Qmi1, where €1 > g is fixed, which implies H [ lrl s(v) > g and

NEO_E(h[glLM)—O for ne{l,.,N} and E>0.
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We can now assume that p € {0,...,m —1}. The important thing is that we
can employ a separation of variables due to the definition of €2,. We set

M(Ks)— L1+ A6 +¢))
72(1 + dkoo)

6p75 =

and conclude that

Mo 2 [ (00l + 1000 + o(®lP) drde = £plel3ege,) -

P
The next goal is to show that only the term N,_g(h,, hl '5) dictates the leading

asymptotic behavior of N;,_ E(gln] s5)- For that, note that a separation of
variables yields the decomposition

H" =N, ®1+1® Hy, v,
where N, is the Neumann Laplacian on L?(rp,7p11). One gets
m2mn2]2
Iz < 50+5p,6_)\j(Htp,N)} .
Due to Corollary 4] we can choose R so large that \;j(H;, n) > €0 + €

for some € > 0 and j > 2. We now increase R such that ¢,5s < € for
p € {0,...,m — 1}. Therefore,

Ny (W) < Ney(AD) < #{(0.9) € Noxcv:

‘ 2.2)2

#{(57]) € No x N: 73 <eo+eps — )\j(Htp,N)}
m2r22

= #{leNos T H < eo ey — MHy, ) )

and the estimate of Proposition 2.7 for \;(H;, n) implies
m2m212
72

) < it 5 <y nit )

rl? —1_—Cot

g#{ZGNO:Tge,,,5+CO e~Cotr}

L o
§1—|——\/€p75+00 e~ Cotp

m

L

S1_{'0/}%6\/_’

bl 7"p

where ¢ 5 > 0 is a constant independent of n and L. Consequently,
Z Neo(H) < p oV,

where ¢, 5 > 0 is 1ndependent of n and L. Hence,

N60 E(G%}5)<Ne€0 E(H[])+CR6 L7 E>07
and it remains to find a suitable upper bound to Nzy_g(H," ] ) To do this
we again employ a separation of variables to write

m,s

Wil s®@1+10Hy, N,
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where W}%n }L s is the operator associated with the quadratic form

0 1+ A(5+¢)
[n] — n2 , An(Ks) — 4 2
wR,L,é[SD] T /}V{+L <|SD | + 7"2(1 + 25%}00)2 |SD| dT‘,

D(wly), ;) = H' (R + L, +00).

This leads to
Ne-p(HI) = #{(1,7) e Nx N: N(Hy, v) + N\(Wh ;) < eo— E}.
Due to the estimate

M (Ks) — W

[n] >
Wz = i T

WR'L.8

2
) ”<P”L2(R+L,+oo)

and Corollary 2.4] we can choose R so large that

Ne-(HI) = Nog i1, ) Wihhs) . E >0

iRl

Introducing the new variable p := (R + L)~ !r one sees that wl[g]L sl] is uni-

tarily equivalent to the quadratic form (R+L)*2zgn], defined on L?(1,+oo0),

" +00 M (Kg) — 1+A(0+¢)
Zfs][cp]:/l <!<P’!2+ (ks) —[p* | dp,

P?(1 + 20K )?

Now, for E > 0 we set L = L(FE) = K|In E| with some constant K > 0
chosen shortly and denote the corresponding m as m = m(FE). We set

w(E) = (R+ L(E))*(E — e0 + M (Hs(rs L(E)N)) »

and take into account that Nao—E(Hy[:}g) = ./\/,ﬂ(E)(Zg"]), E > 0. Due to
Proposition 2.7] we obtain

M (Hy(rermy)n) — 0] < Cplem @UEHE) — GrlemdCoRpIRCo

Hence, for a sufficiently large value of K > 0 we conclude that

wE)=K?E|lmnE*+o(E|InE|*), E—0".
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We finally use this to obtain

[n]
lim sup —2—="°2 Ney—(9rs) Z lim sup —————— Moo E(gR 5)

E—0+ |In E| — E—0t |In E|
N N _ h["] /7]{1 E
< Zlimsup CEm P R E( R’é) —i—Nc}'“limsup 7| n E|
=1 E—ot | In E| ? poot |InE|
N [n]
- th sup N )
1 E—0t |In E
N [n]
N z Inp(E
= Zlimsup 7“(19)( 5 ) -limsup| np(E)|
ne1 E—0% | In p(E))| B0t |InE|
L AN

= lim sup
nzl oot |Inp(E)|

Applying Proposition 2] to each summand we obtain

_g(H C _p(G _
lim sup Ney-5(H) < lim sup + Ney-8(Gra) _ lim sup Nzo—E(9R,s)
E—0+ |In E| E—0+ |In E| F—0+ |In E|

N
1 A(d+¢)
< - - E A 2 852 _
> 27'('(1 T 251%00) Z \/( 1 /food 5005 )\n(ICS)> )

+

Since § and € can be chosen arbitrarily small, we have the result.

5. ON THE ESSENTIAL SPECTRUM

In this section we finish the proof of Theorem [[L1] characterizing the es-
sential part of the spectrum of H. In a first step we observe that

inf Uess(H) = &0

is a direct consequence of the results from the previous sections.

In order to show that [gg,00) C 0ess(H) we construct a suitable Weyl
sequence (¢p)nen C D(H) in tubular coordinates. Let x : R — R be a
smooth function such that x(zr) = 0 for x € (—o0,0) and x(z) = 1 for

€ (1,00). Let ¢y be the ground state of the one-dimensional operator Q.
Using the map A from (1)) consider the unitary transform

V: L*(Qgrs) — L*(Vrs), Ve =VdetA poA.

Then a direct computation (change of variables) shows that if ¢ is supported
in Qg s, then

0? 0 1 0 0?
VHien = ‘w—ﬂma)—ﬁ

+o(t) +wo Alr,s,t) +w(r,s,t)| Ve,

with
" (tH’)Q I£2 +1

( 0 tk 5
w(r,s,t) = - -
T 2(r +tr)?  4(r+tr)t  A(r +tk)?
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For n > R we then define

(Vign)(r, 5, t) := o(t) cos(kr)x(r —n)x(2n — r)x(t + on)x(0n — ).

A direct calculation then shows that, for any k£ > 0,

(5.1)

lim
n—oo

” (H - (k?Q + 50)) (PnH%g(Ra) i H (VH - (kz + 50)) VSD”H%Q(VR 5)
= 1 2

n—oo

lnllZ 2 gy IVnll Tz 5)

:0’

which proves that k? +eg € o(H). Hence, [eg, +00) C o(H). As this set has
no isolated points, the claim follows.
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