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Abstract

We use boundary triples to find a parametrization of all self-adjoint extensions
of the magnetic Schrodinger operator, in a quasi-convex domain 2 with compact
boundary, and magnetic potentials with components in W (Q). This gives also a new
characterization of all self-adjoint extensions of the Laplacian in nonregular domains.
Then we discuss gauge transformations for such self-adjoint extensions and generalize
a characterization of the gauge equivalence of the Dirichlet magnetic operator for the
Dirichlet Laplacian; the relation to the Aharonov-Bohm effect, including irregular
solenoids, is also discussed. In particular, in case of (bounded) quasi-convex domains
it is shown that if some extension is unitarily equivalent (through the multiplication
by a smooth unit function) to a realization with zero magnetic potential, then the
same occurs for all self-adjoint realizations.
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1 Introduction

Let the 1-form A = >, A;dx; be a magnetic potential in a subset of R [7].
The Schrodinger expression

n o 2
A . 2 _ ; .
H” = (—zV —|-A) = Z (—’LaTj + AJ>

J=1

(in appropriate units) is the starting point of the description of the behavior of a
quantum nonrelativistic particle in 2 C R™ under the influence of the magnetic field
B = dA; in the two and three dimensional cases, A may be identified with a vector
field and B = rot A (with just one component, i.e., a function, in two dimensions). To-
gether with the Laplacian H? = —A, which corresponds to a zero magnetic potential,
its self-adjoint realizations are among the most prominent operators in Mathematics
and Physics. The self-adjointness is a requirement for the operator to describe an
energy observable in Quantum Mechanics.

Usually it is not a trivial step to classify all self-adjoint extensions of a given
symmetric differential operator, especially in domains with boundary irregularities;
even without mentioning that both deficiency indices are infinite in this situation.
One of the main purpose of this work is to describe all self-adjoint extensions of H*
in a quasi-convex [9] open set Q@ C R™ n > 2, with compact boundary 02, A a
vector field with components in W (Q), and initial operator domain C§°(Q) (see
Theorem 5.4); by now it is enough to mention that the class of quasi-convex domains
contains all convex domains and all domains of class C%", for » > 1/2. Another
purpose is to apply this parametrization to study some properties of all such self-
adjoint extensions under gauge transformations (Theorems 5.10 and 5.14). The first
goal is achieved by following ideas of [9], where the authors deal with the Laplacian,
but here such ideas are supplemented with the construction of boundary triples. By
restricting ourselves to suitable bounded magnetic potentials, we were able to keep
the hypothesis of quasi-convexity, and additionally of considering unbounded 2 with
compact boundaries.



Particularly attractive is the case in which €2 is not simply connected and the
magnetic field is zero in €2, but A # 0. This opens the possibility for the Aharonov-
Bohm effect [2, 17, 13], and our results give the first description of all of its self-adjoint
extensions as well, and for irregular solenoids (see [1, 6] for the case Q2 = R?\ {0}).
In [13] there is an interesting characterization of the absence of this effect for the
Dirichlet extension, that is, when the Dirichlet extension is unitarily equivalent to
the case with A = 0 (i.e., the Dirichlet Laplacian); by using gauge transformations,
we have then a version of this result in all self-adjoint extensions, but for bounded
and connected (although irregular) regions. By Theorem 5.14, one concludes that if
one extension of H4 is gauge unitarily equivalent to an extension of the Laplacian,
then the same occurs for all self-adjoint realizations, and this is independent of the
spectral type of each realization. This seems to be the first proof of such physically
expected phenomenon, and here for (bounded regions) and irregular quasi-convex
domains.

The characterization of all self-adjoint extensions in the magnetic case, in quasi-
convex domains, has some differences with respect to the Laplacian case originally
discussed in [9]; besides the presence of the magnetic potential A in many estimates,
the main differences are related to the Neumann trace map, which influences an inte-
gration by parts formula, and the introduction of the space Nfl/ 2 (092) (Definition 4.6)
used in the extension of the modified Neumann trace to the domain of the maximal
operator. It is interesting to note that, differently from [9], we use boundary triples
so that our parametrizaltion of all self-adjoint extensions is in terms of unitary op-
erators on the space Nz (92), and the set of such unitary operators is independent
of the magnetic potential A (see Theorem 5.4). We think this is a more transparent
construction, particularly we use (bounded) unitary operators on boundary spaces;
moreover, we have a natural bijection among such extensions for different magnetic
potentials (see Remark 5.5), and this discussion is not restricted to bounded 2 (al-
though its boundary is supposed to be compact). Complementary to [9, 3], for the
case A = 0 we have got a new parametrization of all self-adjoint extensions of the
Laplacian in (possibly unbounded) quasi-convex domains.

In [12], there is, in particular, a characterization of all self-adjoint extensions of
minimal symmetric elliptic differential operators of even-order in L2(2), for smooth
(see also [18] for a general parametrization that reduces to results in [12] ). For an
interesting discussion about the motivations for considering quasi-convex domains,
the differences from the approach of [12] and its relations to the Laplacian, see the
Introduction of [9], which is our primary reference for the discussion of extensions.
Here we just mention some points. For smooth 2, the domains of the Dirichlet and
Neumann Laplacians are subspaces of H?((2), whereas for Lipschitz Q the domain
of the Dirichlet Laplacian is a subspace of H %(Q), and this can not be improved in
general (one needs an additional effort to get similar results for some quasi-convex
domains). For Lipschitz domains the range of the combined Dirichlet and Neumann
traces, defined on H?(2), is not a Cartesian product of boundary Sobolev spaces (see
Theorem 4.1). By using the concept of almost boundary triples, in [3] the authors
have found a parametrization of the family of all self-adjoint extensions of the min-
imal Laplacian in Lipschitz domains. Although more general than the quasi-convex



domain case, the cost for the larger generality is a more abstract construction, and
so more difficult to work with in applications; for instance, as already mentioned, the
domain of the Dirichlet and Neumann Laplace operators are not contained in H? (),
and this regularity is fundamental in some explicit calculations in the quasi-convex
case.

The concept of quasi-convexity is a balance that has permitted a characterization
of all self-adjoint extensions of the Laplacian, including the magnetic one, which is
not too abstract; hence we restrict ourselves to the quasi-convex case in this work.

In Chapter 2 we recall some basics facts about Sobolev spaces in Lipschitz domains
and Dirichlet trace on Sobolev spaces; many notations are introduced. In Chapter 3
we will introduce the maximal and minimal magnetic operators and show how they
are related to each other, and then state some integration by parts formulas related
to H*, as well as some density results that will be important in the rest of this work.
In Chapter 4 we will extend the magnetic Dirichlet and Neumann trace operators to
the domain of the maximal operator; the range of these operators are the important
spaces N1/2(9Q) and Ni/ 2(89), respectively. We also briefly review the concept
of quasi-convex domains and present one regularity result about the domain of the
Dirichlet extension; this is a slight generalization of a regularity result obtained
in [9]. In Chapter 5 we briefly review the concept of boundary triples and use it to
obtain a parametrization of the family of all self-adjoint extensions of H4 in a quasi-
convex domain; then we use this parametrization to set some results about gauge
equivalence of self-adjoint extensions corresponding to the two operators HA, HE,
where A and B are two gauge equivalent magnetic potentials and have components
in W._(Q). Applications to the Aharonov-Bohm setting also appear in this section.

Acknowledgments: CRAO thanks the partial support by CNPq (Brazilian agency,
under contract 303503/2018-1), and WM was supported by CAPES (Brazilian agency).

2 Basics of Sobolev spaces on Lipschitz do-
mains

In this section we recall some basics facts and notations about Sobolev spaces
necessary for this work, including the notions of Dirichlet and magnetic Neumann
trace operators. For more details, definitions and proofs see, for example, [15].

2.1 Sobolev spaces and Lipschitz domains

An open set Q of R, with n > 2, is said to be a Lipschitz domain if there exists an
open cover {O; }o<i<k, of its boundary 0, such that for i € {1,...,k}, O; N is equal
to the part of O; below the graph of a Lipschitz function ¢; : R*~! — R (considered,
possibly, in a coordinate system obtained by a rigid motion). In a similar way we
can define a domain of class C'", the only difference is that the functions ; are
supposed of class Cb",



Given an open set Q of R” and s € R, we denote by H*(2) the corresponding
Sobolev space [15]. For the same open set we can introduce the space

H§(Q) = {ue H*(R")|supp (uv) CQ}, seR,

which is equipped with the norm induced by H*(R"™). We also introduce the following
spaces,

H*(Q)=CP(Q) in H*(Q)

and

H3(Q) ={ue HQ)|u="Ugq with Ue€H;Q)}.
It is possible to prove that, for any open set €2, we have!
(H5(Q)*=H %) with seR (1)

and

(H*(Q))* = H;*(Q) with s €R. 2)

More precisely, we are identifying an element v € H~*(€2) with the anti-linear func-
tional f,, in H{(2) given by

fue) = [ wvdra,

where v = Ulg , U € H™*(R") and v € H{(€2). A similar identification is made

in (2).
It is also possible to prove that, if €2 is a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary,
we have
- ~ o 1 1
H*(Q) = Hj(Q) for §> -5, seR\ 5+N , NeN,
and

(H*(Q))" = H-(Q) with — % <s< %

For a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary it is possible to define the follow-
ing Sobolev spaces over the boundary 0f2,

H?(09) with —1<s<I;
again see [15] for the definitions, and the following holds,
(H*(0Q))* = H™5(89) with —1<s<1,

Recall that for a Lipschitz domain §2 it is possible to define, in almost all points of
the boundary d€2, a unit normal vector field v = (v, ..., v,) pointing outward to 2.

Tn this work the notation X* will be always used to denote the adjoint space of X, that is , the space
of continuous antilinear functionals of X.



Let, then, Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary; for each function g of
class C! in a neighborhood of 9§ we consider

5. = VilOkg)loa — vk(9ig)lon-
Tjk
Given a function f € L'(99), consider the functional 8—f given by

af 1 1
cge C (0N — d" " w
a’Tng g ( ) o0 f@T;”

where d"~!w is the surface measure on 9 (it is well defined by Rademacher Theo-

rem). It is possible to show that for s € [0, 1] the operator % maps H?(09) into
25

H*~1(09) continuously. Furthermore, in [8] one finds the proofs of the following

lemmas:

Lemma 2.1. Let Q) be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then for s € [0, 1]
we have

H*(09) = {f € L2(6§2,d"*1w)‘ a‘i—f € H 1 o0),1 < jk < n}
i,k

and

| f zsoy=I f ll2@a.an-1w) + Z H

]k.l ]7

HHS 1) -

With those concepts in mind, we can introduce,

Vian : HL(0Q) — L2, (09Q,d" W),

tan

vtan—<zykak1 Z kakn>

where,

LY (09,d" W) = {f=(fi, fa)l fi € L2(0Q,d" w), i =1,...,n,
v-f=0 w-as.in 89}.
We will also make use of the following notation, the duality pairing between H*(2)
and (H*(2))*,
(-,)s : H*(Q) x H*(Q)* — C.
Let W2 (Q) denote the usual Sobolev space with ¢ € N, that is, the set of the
restrictions u = G|q of G € W (R") equipped with the norm
s = G G e o
It is known that u € Wéo(]R") if, and only if, there is K > 0, that depends on wu,
such that u is a bounded locally K-Lipschitz function, in particular it follows that,
if w € WL (Q), then u is the restriction of a bounded locally K-Lipschitz function
defined on R".

Remark 2.2. Note that if f € W (), then the operator of multiplication by f,
My, maps H?(2) into itself, moreover, M¢|gaq) : H4(2) — H9(Q2) is bounded. This
result can be seen as particular case of Theorem 3.2 of [16].
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2.2 Dirichlet and magnetic Neumann trace operators

Let 2 be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, then the Dirichlet trace
operator
W CQ) = 09, Adu=ulsn

has the following extensions

(3)
(4)

furthermore vp : H*(Q2) — HS_%(BQ), + < s < 3, has a bounded right inverse, in
particular it is onto. In most of this work we will be concerned about the following
operators related to the bounded vector field A with components in W (),

1 3
o o HYQ) — H2(9Q), 5<5<3
)

N

vp ¢ H2(Q) — H'709Q), Veec (0,1

Va:=V+iA and H* = (-iV 4 A)% (5)

Remark 2.3. For u € L2(Q) we can define H4u as a distribution acting on C§°(Q)
by (HAu, ) = (@, HAgp)Lz(Q) , for ¢ € C3°(22). To see that this definition makes
sense, note that the following holds in the sense of the distributions

HA% = —Au—2A-Vu+ (JA? —idivA)u,

where the term A - Vu is well defined as a distribution; indeed, since A; € W2 (),
i = 1,..,n and Vu € (H YQ))", it follows that A - Vu € H-Y(Q), so it is a
distribution. Note that if u € L2(Q) and H4u € L(Q), for ¢ € CF(Q) we have

(H, ¢)12(0) = (HAu,B) = (u, HA9)12(q) -

We introduce the magnetic Neumann trace operator

1 3
Ya = v -V HTHQ) = L2(8Q), 3 <s<3; (6)

of course, if A = 0, then this is the usual Neumann trace operator and simply denoted
by N.

3 Minimal and maximal operators; integration
by parts formula

In this section we describe the initial, maximal and minimal operators associated
with the formal operator H4 = (—iV + A)?; then we set some integration by parts
identities related to these operators in Lipschitz domains.



3.1 Initial, minimal and maximal operators
Let 2 be an open set of R™; we define the initial operator H()A by
Dom (H') = C°(Q) and  Hi'u := Hu,

which is symmetric and densely defined, and so it is closable and its closure is de-
noted by HZ. | the so-called minimal (magnetic) operator. The mazimal (magnetic)

in’

operator HA, is given by
Dom Hi, = {u € L2(Q)| H'u e LX(Q)}, Hp,, = Hu.

The proof of Lemma 3.1, for the Laplace operator, is due to Prof. J. Behrndt
(private communication); however, the magnetic potentials introduce additional dif-
ficulties.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then

(HG)" = (Hil)" = )

m max*

If Q) is also bounded, then
Dom HZ

min

= HZ(Q).

Proof. We first show that (H—(‘;‘)* = HJ Pick

max

f € Dom (Hg")*, then f € L2(Q) and there exists g € L2(£2) such that,

or, equivalently, (Hg')* = HA

max*

(g, Wri2() = (f H )20y, Yu € CF(Q).

So, by Remark 2.3, we have HAf = g € L?(Q) in the sense of distributions; hence

fe€DomHA, and HAf = g = (H§")*f, and so (H{')* C Hj,.. On the other hand,
for f € Dom HA, , we have

(HAf7 u)LQ(Q) - (f7 HAU)LQ(Q)7 Vu € 080(9)7

C (Hg")*; hence (Hl)* = Hil,,.

and it follows immediately that HA
Now assume that 2 is bounded. Note that the norm

1/2
- 1la = (I B2y + IHAC)22y) "

is equivalent to the norm of H2(Q) over H2(Q). Indeed, since A € WL (Q), it is
clear that [Julla < Cllullg2(q) for u € Hg(Q) with an appropriate C' > 0. On the

other hand, since H* = —A + L, where L is the linear operator of order 1 given by
Lu= —2iA-Vu+ (JA? —idivA)u, it follows that, for u € HZ(12),

1AW 2@ < IHA(u)llrz@) + ILullizg)
IHA(w)l12(0) + Collullz () + C1lVull2 (- (7)



Now, for u € HZ(f2), we have

IVulliz)y = [(—Au,u)p20)]"?
1/2 1/2
< 1 Aullhig, llullih,
€2 1
< 5”Au”L2(9)+@HUHL2(Q)7 (8)

for all € > 0. So, by inequalities (7) and (8), we have

1 A Co+ C1/(2€ )
||Au||L2(Q) < WHH (U)HL2(Q) + 1—2/2HU||L2(Q 9)

By Poincaré’s Inequality, the norm of H2(Q) is equivalent, in H3(Q), to

N 1/2
(I PBay + D 10°C)aey) (10)

|a|=2
for all f € HZ(), we have,

2

YN0 flay = D (0%F0% e = Y (905,00 f )12
|a|=2 |or|=2 1,j=1
2

= Y (@0 Nz = 10fEaq)

ij=1
where in the last equality we have performed a integration by parts, so, we get
2 2 1/2
lull 2 = (lullfzo) + 1Aul 2" (11)

for all u € HZ(). Therefore, by (9) and (11) we obtain [l g2y < C'l|lul|a for all
ue H§(Q), and so || - [[a = || - | g2() in Hg(2). From these facts, we obtain

DomHA _ DOHIH—OA — Do HA” Ila — Do HA” ||H2(Q) CSO(Q)””HQ(Q) — HS(Q) )

min

O

Now we discuss a first version of an integration by parts formula associated with
the operator HA.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, u € H?(Q) and
ve HYQ); if
P a(u,v) = (Vau, Vav)rz oy,
then
D 4(u,v) = (H,v)12(0) + (Wt 7DV)12(90) - (12)



Proof. 1t is enough to consider u,v € C§° (Q) since the general case follows by a
density argument. Note that,

H% = —Au—2iA-Vu+ (|[A? —idivA)u

on the other hand,

2alwv) = /anx (Vu-Vu+iVu- Av —iA-uVv + |A|2ﬂv)

(Vu, Vo) 20 —1—1/ d"z (Vu - Av — A -uVv) —i—/d"m\APﬂv
Q

—(Au,v)12(0) + (WU, IDV)L2(50)

)

)

+ i Qd"ﬂ:(Vu Av — A-uVv) + /d"az|A|2ﬂv
)

—(Au,v)12(0) + (WU, YDV) L2 (00)

+ Qi/d"va-A—i—i/d”xvﬂdivA
Q Q

— z/ d"_lwﬂvA-u—i—/d"x]A\zﬂv
[%9]

= (H,v)12(0) + (W% D0)12(00) -
where in the fourth equality we have used that
UA-Vv=—vVu-A—vudivA + div(vTA)

and the Theorem 3.34 of [15], which is a version of the divergence theorem for Lips-
chitz Domains. O

The next lemma will be important to obtain some generalization of this integra-
tion by parts formula. It is a particular case of Theorem 6.9 in [16]. A result in this
direction appears in [11], where the author considers the case s = 1, H4 = A (i.e.,
A = 0) and © bounded; in [5], using an approach similar to [11], the authors have
generalized to the case s < 2.

Lemma 3.3. Let Q_C R™ be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then,
for 0 < s <2, CF(Q) is dense in H*(A,Q) = {u € H*(Q)| Hu € L?(Q)}, when
equipped with the norm || - |as = || - [ =) + IHA () 12(0)-

Proof. This result is a consequence of the fact that A € (WL (Q))" and a direct
application of Theorem 6.9 of [16]. O

By Lemma 3.3 we can further extend the operator v4 defined in (6) in the fol-
lowing way:

T HY(A,Q) = H™2(09),
where, for u € H(A, ), we have that y4u € H_%(OQ) is defined as

(g, 78u)1 = @ 4(u,G) — (I(H ), G)1, g€ H2(9Q), (13)

1
2

10



where G € H'(Q) is such that ypG = g and Gy <c ||gHH%(8Q) and [ : L2(Q) —

H~Y(Q) is the natural inclusion. To see that this definition makes sense, it is enough
to show that it does not depend on the particular choice of G that satisfies the above
condition. By linearity, this is equivalent to: if G € H'(f2) is such that ypG = 0,
then @ 4(u, G) — (I(H4u),G)1 = 0; however this follows from the fact that this holds
true if u € C3°(Q) since C°(Q) is dense in H(A4, Q).

3.2 Magnetic Dirichlet and Neumann realizations

In what follows we introduce the Dirichlet H{)‘ and the Neumann Hf\? magnetic
self-adjoint realizations, two operators that will play a fundamental role ahead.

Lemma 3.4. Let € be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then there exist
real numbers ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 such that, for all u € H' (),

|@au,u)| > cllullfp gy = C Il q)- (14)
Proof. We have
Dp(u,u) = HVUHiQ(Q)—|—2/Qd"_1ﬂ:1mﬂA-Vu—!—/ﬂdn_lx|A|2|u|2
> HVuHiz(Q)—i-/Qd”1x|A|2|u|2—2/ﬂd"1x|ImﬂA-Vu|
> (1= OVl + (1= ) [ e |APlP

1 _
> (1= )Vl ~ 0= DA o) [ o lul
in the second inequality we have used that
— 11 2, 2 2
Imuz A - Vu| < 5(—2\UA\ + €| Vul >,
€

and from this the statement the lemma follows. O

Consider the operators H‘S, Hf\? given by
Dom Hf\ = {u e HY(Q)| HA € L2(Q), 7pu =0in H%(aQ)} . Hiw:= HA
and
Dom H{ = {u e HY(Q)| HA € L2(Q), 58u = 0 in H—%(ag)} . Hiw:= HA.

Proposition 3.5. If Q is a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, then the op-
erators HS and Hf\? are self-adjoint.

11



Proof. Consider first the operator HS. Let ® 4 p be the following sesquilinear form,
® 4 plu,v) = ®a(u,v), Dom®sp = Hy(Q);
by (14) one can conclude that ® 4 p is closed and so the operator ]:IS defined by
Dom Hfy = {ue HY(Q)] Fw, € L2(Q) so that ® 4 p(v,u) = (v, wu)12(q), YV € H&(Q)} ,
}NI‘SU = Wy,

is self-adjoint. To conclude the proof we show that H A — ]:IS.
Let v € Dom H{}, then since C(Q) C HA(2) we have

/ d"zuw, = Py p(u,v) = / d"z HAuv, Yue C®(Q),
Q Q

where the last equality follows by (12~). Thus, w, = H* in the sense of distributions,
in particular H4v € L2(Q), and so H{} C HE.
Now, let v € Dom H3; by taking w, := H4v € L?(Q) and using (13) we have

/d”xﬂwv:/dnxﬂHAv:CDA,D(u,v)
Q Q

for all u € HA(Q), and so Hfj C Hf, which concludes the proof that Hj} is self-
adjoint.
Now we address Hf\?. Let ® 4 n be the following sesquilinear form

P4 n(u,v) = Pa(u,v), Dom®yn=H(Q).

By using equation (14), and the fact that @ AN Is nonnegative (so bounded from
below), we conclude that ®4 v is closed and so Hf\?, given by

Dom H{{ = {ue HY(Q)| Jw, € L*(Q) so that ® 4 x(v,u) = (v, wu)12(0), YV € Hl(Q)},
Hiu = w,,

is self-adjoint. To conclude we show that H 4 — ]:Iﬁ
Let v € Dom Hg, then since C(Q) ¢ H(£), we have

/ d"zTw, = o n(u,v) = / d"z HAuw
Q Q
for all u € C3°(Q), where the last equality follows by (12). Thus, we have w, = H4v
in the sense of distributions, in particular H4v € L2(Q). Furthermore, by (13) we
have, for all u € H'(2),
Pan(u,v) = (u, HAU)L2(Q) + (pu, 'YNU>%

- (u7 wU)LQ(Q) + <fYDu7;?NU>%
= (I)A,N(U, ’U) + <5/Du’ rVNU>%
and so ynv = 0 since yp : H(Q) — H%(Q) is onto. Hence H{ C H{.

On the other hand, if v € Dom f{f\? then, analogously to the case of the opera-
tor H{)‘, one can show that v € Dom HZ, and so Hf\? = Hlf}, that is, the operator HIG‘
is self-adjoint. O

12



Corollary 3.6. Let €2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain, then HS 18 an operator with
discrete spectrum.

Proof. Indeed, by the Theorem of Lax-Milgram and equation (14), we can prove
that the problem below has a unique solution u € H}(Q2) and we have lull gy <
C'|| fllr2q) for some C” > 0,

(H*+Cwu = f, fel*Q),
wu = 0,

where C'is the constant in the inequality (14). So, (Hf + C)~': L2(Q) — H(Q) is
continuous and since the inclusion Hg(Q) — L2(2) is compact if 2 is bounded, the
operator (H} +C)~!: L2(Q) — L2(Q) is compact, thus, H} is discrete. O

4 Dirichlet and Neumann traces over the max-
imal domain

We review some facts on traces discussed in [9] and present some generalizations
to the situation with magnetic potential. At the end we recall the concept of quasi-
convex domain and we will introduce the concept of magnetic Neumann trace; this
will be an important step for the construction of boundary triples for the maximal
magnetic operator.

4.1 Basic facts

Theorem 4.1. Let Q2 be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, and denote by v
the unit vector field normal to its boundary OS). Let

F = {(g0,01) € H (00)+1L2(09,d" 'w) | Viango + g1v € H2(dQ)"}
be equipped with the norm

I((g0-91)llo0 = Noollrscony + 91 iz oty + [¥eango + 91003 .-
Then, the operator

Yo HX(Q) = F, ~ou:= (ypu, Wu),

1s well defined, linear, bounded and has right inverse that is bounded. Furthermore,
the kernel of o is HZ(S2).

Proof. This is an easy adaptation of the proof for bounded domains presented in [9].
Fix an open ball B, of radius r > 0 such that 9Q C B, and a function ¢ € C§°(R")
such that ¢(x) = 1, for all x € B, 5, and p(z) = 0, for all z € R\ Bs, ;. Denote
by 74, L = Q or QN B,, the application v, with domain H%(Q) or H2(Q2 N B,),

respectively. Note that, for all u € C°(Q) one has 75 (u) = vgl "Br(ou). Hence

195" (w)llo = 175" (ew)lla@ns,) < Clleulluz@ns,) < C lullpz) -
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Since C(9) is dense in H?(12), from this inequality it follows that 72, with domain
C5°(Q), can be extended continuously, and in a unique way, to an application from
H2(Q) to F. To see that this extension has a bounded right inverse, it is enough to
note that if ¢ is an inverse of 'ygmB ", then E o ¢ is the required inverse of 4§, where
FE is a continuous extension operator from H2?(QN B,) to H2(£2). The last statement
of the theorem is an easy consequence of the above construction and the bounded
case discussed in [9]. O

Definition 4.2 ([9]). Let © be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. The
space N %(89) is defined by
NZ(99) = {g e L2900, d" W) | gy € HE(AQ), 1 <i < n}

and equipped with the norm

2 1/2
91l oy = Z Il 3 ) (15)

The norm (15) is clearly obtained from the inner product

(1,9) 3 o —Zuzu ) 1) oy (16)

where (u,v)H 1 is an inner product in the Hilbert space H %(OQ) This space

2 (09)
is a reflexive Banach space that can be continuously embedded in L2(9£2,d" w).

Moreover, if Q is bounded and 92 € C1" with r > 1/2, we have N%((?Q) = H%((?Q)
with equivalent norms; see Lemma 6.2 of [9].
The following result is a direct consequence of Lemma 6.3 of [9].

Lemma 4.3. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, then
40 H2(Q) N HHQ) — N2 (9Q)
1s well defined, linear, bounded, onto and has a bounded right inverse, moreover its

kernel is H3(S2).

The next result extends the definition of vp to the domain of H

max
Theorem 4.4. Let 2 be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then there

exists a unique extension Yp of Yp,

Ap : Dom Hi = {u € LA(Q)] Hu € LA(Q)} — (V2(99)", (17)

max

that is compatible with (3) in the following sense: for 3/2 > s > 1/2 and for all
u € H*(Q) with HAu € L2(Q), one has 4pu = ypu. Furthermore, the range of 4p is
dense in (N%(OQ))* and the following integration by parts formula holds,

(ﬁw,%um%(am = — (H w, u)12(0) — (w, Hu)12(q)) , (18)
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where w € H2(Q) N HY(Q) and u € L2(Q) with HAu € L2(Q), and

SRR, Nz(0Q) x (N2(9))* — C

represents the pairing between a vector and a linear functional on N %(89)

Liax, and define 4pu € (N% (092))* in the following way: take
g€ N%((?Q); by Lemma 4.3 there exists w € H?(Q) N H}(Q) such that 7 (w) = g
and [|wl|f2(q) < CHgHN%(BQ)' Define, then, 4pu € (N%((?Q))* through

Proof. Take u € Dom HA

(990U 3 9y = ((HAw, w12 () — (w, Hu)12(q)) -

To see that Apu is well defined by this relation, we need to show that the
above definition does not depend on the particular choice of w satisfying the above
conditions, which is equivalent to: if w € H2(Q) N H}(Q) satisfies v{(w) = 0,
then (HAw,u)Lz(Q) = (w,HAu)Lz(Q). Note that in this case, by the Lemma 4.3,
w € keryly = HZ(Q). If w € CP(Q) and u € CF(Q), this equality holds; the gen-
eral case follows from this since, C3°(f) is dense in HZ(Q) and C3°(Q) is dense in
Dom HJ, . Tt is clear that such 4p is continuous and does satisfy the required inte-
gration by parts formula. The uniqueness also follows from the fact that Cg° Q) is
dense in Dom HA, .

Now we show that this extension is compatible with (3). Pick v € H*(Q) with
H4 € 12(Q), 3/2 > s > 1/2, and consider u; € C¥(Q) such that u; — u in
HS(A,Q). Pick w € H2(Q) N HY(Q) and w; € CF(Q) such that w; — w in H(Q).
Fix then ¢ and consider the following vector field,

Gj:u_iVij EHI(Q), 7 EN;

by an easy calculation we have

diVGj = VAUZ‘VA’U)J‘ —u_iHij,
vowG = Al KW -
Thus,
(ui, H w)1 20y = lim (u;, Hwj)p2(0)
j—00
= lim {(—/ d"z diij> +<I>A(ui,wj)}
J]—00 [¢)
= lim (—/ d”flwmfyﬁwj—i-@/x(umwj))
= lim ((HAuz‘,wj)m(Q)+(’Y§u¢,’Yij)L2(Q) —/ 4" 'w vpu; ’Yﬁ‘wj)
J—00 o0
= (HAui,w)Lz(Q)—/ d"Lw o Aiw
oN
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where in the last equality we have used that ypw; — ypw = 0. Hence

(ui, Hw)12() = (H s, w)r2q) — / d" o Fpwm YW -
20

By taking ¢ — oo in the last equation we obtain

B pppm—— A A _NAL A
/BQ d"w Apuw = <(H u, w)re ) — (u, H w)L2(Q)> = <’YNw7’YDU>N%(aQ),
and since ¢ : H2(Q)NH(Q) — N2 (092) is onto, the above equation shows that ypu

and ypu coincide as antilinear functionals in N 7 (092), in other words ypu = Apu.
Finally, we only need to show that 4p has a dense range; to see this we show

that {ulpn | u € CF(Q)} is dense in (N%((?Q))* Take then ¥ in ((N%(BQ))*)* =

N%((?Q) < L?(9Q) that is zero over {ulso | u € C3°(Q)}; to conclude it is enough

to show that W is zero. By Lemma 4.3 there exists w € H?(2) N H}(Q) such that

Wﬁw =V, and so

=0, YueCPHQ).

A A~

By using this equation with (18) we obtain
(Hw, u)12(0) = (w, H u)12(q), Yue C®(Q);

on the other hand, by (12) we have

(HAU%U)L%Q) = (w, HAU)L2(Q) - ('YﬁwaDu)LQ(aQ)-

By these equations
(T, ypu)r200) = (Ww, U200 =0, Yu € CF(Q),

and since ypC5°(Q) is dense in L2(9Q) (this follows by Lemma 3.1 of [9] and Lemma
3.3), it then follows that ¥ = 0, and this proves the statement. O

As a simple consequence of this result we recover Corollary 6.5 of [9].

Corollary 4.5. Let 2 be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, then each of
the following inclusions is continuous and has dense range. More over, the pairing

between (N'/2(9Q))* and NY/2(9Q) is compatible with the inner product of L*().
NY2(0Q) — L2(09) — (NV2(5Q))*.

Proof. We will just sketch the proof. Denote the first inclusion by I; since N/ 2(00)
is a reflexive Banach space the second inclusion is nothing else than I'*, the dual of .
It is a fact about reflexive Banach spaces that an application [ is continuous if, and
only if, I* is continuous, and further, I is injective and has dense range if, and only
if, the same holds for I*. With this in mind, it is enough to prove the statement of
the corollary for one inclusion. The fact that I is continuous follows directly from
the definition of N/ 2(09). The compatibility of the pairing and the inner product
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follows from the fact that the second inclusion is the dual of the first one. To see

that the second inclusion has dense range, note that, by Lemma 3.3, C*>°(2) is dense
in Dom H4__, thus by the compatibility and density results of Theorem 4.4, the set

L = 'yD(COO(ﬁ)) = '?D(Coo(ﬁ)) is dense in (N1/2(8Q))*; since L C L2(8Q), the
statement follows. O

In what follows we introduce the space Ni/ 2(89), which is a generalization of
the space N %(89) introduced in Section 6 of [9]. In Section 5 we will use the space
NY2(0Q) to construct a boundary triple for H/, rather the space Ni/ 2 (092), how-

ever a similar construction can be done using the space Nf;/ ? (092); see the Remark 5.7.

Definition 4.6. Let ) be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Define the
space Ni/Q(BQ) by

NY200) = {ge H'(99) | Vitg € HF09)}, where
Vgng = (Vtan_i(V'A)V)g

(above, we have made the abuse of notation that consists of denoting yp A also by A),
and equip Nj/Q((?Q) with the norm

Lemma 4.7. Let Q) be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary, then Ni/z(aﬁ)
is a reflexive Banach space that can be continuously embedded in H'(92).

Proof. 1t is evident that the inclusion of Nf;/ 2(89) in H'(09) is continuous. To see

that this is a Banach space, take a Cauchy sequence {gy}nen in Nj/ 2(8(2). From
the last statement it follows that {g, }nen is Cauchy in H'(99), and so it converges
in this space to g. Thus, V{2, g, converges in L?(9Q) to Vi, g and since V2, g, is
also Cauchy in H 3 (09), it follows that this sequence converges to Vi, g in H 2 (092).
Therefore, g € Nj/Q((?Q) and {gn fnen converges to g in Njﬂ(@Q), S0, Nj/Q((?Q) is
a Banach space. The reflexivity property of Ni/ 2 (0Q) follows from the fact that W :
g — (g, VA,g) is an isometry between Nj/ 2(8(2) and a closed subspace of H!(99Q) x

(Hz(0Q))". O

The next lemma shows that if €2 is bounded with smooth boundary, then Nf;/ ? (092)

coincides with the ordinary space H 3(89); for the definition of the space H %(OQ)
see [15] (pages 98-99).

Lemma 4.8. Let Q) be a bounded domain of class C*" withr > 1/2, then Njﬁ(aQ) =
N2(9Q) = H2(09).

Proof. By Lemma 3.4 of [9],

M, :u e HYV2(0Q) — vu e (HY?(5Q))"

17



is well defined and bounded; thus,

| —i(v - A)vull g2 oa)n

C" \[(vp A)ull 172 5y

1V (AU (#1172 (a2

C" (AU 1 ()

C ull g2 o0

C |lull g1 (a0

for all w € HY(0Q) — HY?(99Q), where U € H'(Q) is such that ypU = u and
Ul 10y < Kllullgi/2e90)- That is, M_j,.ay, : HY(0Q) — (HY?(99Q))" is bounded.
Since Vit u = Vianu + M_;(.apu, it follows that Ni/z(aQ) = N%((?Q) and that
I Doy + 19 - U3 ooy = - Doy + I¥ean 13 gy the xest of the proof
follows easily by Lemma 6.8 of [9]. O

1M i Ay ull gr1/2 002y

IN

IN N CIA

The next lemma presents a relationship between the space Ni/ 2(89) and the
operator vp.

Lemma 4.9. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then
o {u € H(Q)| vdu = 0} — Ni/Q(BQ)

1s well defined, linear, onto and has a bounded right inverse; furthermore, its kernel

is H3(2).
Proof. Take u € H*(2) with y{gu = 0; then
wu = —i(v- A)ypu, (19)

and so
You = (Ypu, yNu) = (ypu, —i(v - A)ypu).
Therefore, by Theorem 4.1,

Vin(pt) = Vian(ypu) — i(v - A)v(ypu) = Vian(ypu) + (ywu)v € (H?(09))"
and

A
ypullysroq) = Ipullaee) + [1Vian (rpu)

= |lvull g en) + IVita(ypu) + (ynu)||

H(H%(aﬂ))n

(H? (90)

< wullareo) + Inwullieoo) + Hvén(’mu) + (’YNU)H(H%@Q))”
< Cllullg2) -

Thus, the operator is well defined and bounded. Now we show the existence of the

bounded right inverse. Let £ be the right inverse of 7o given by Theorem 4.1, and
consider the operator

1:NY2090) = {(g0,91) € H'(O)FL2(09, d" W) | Viango + g1v € H2 (09)"}
ig) = (g9,—i(v-A)g).
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The operator [ is bounded; in fact,

1)l = Mgl @) + 1| —iv - A)gllezo) + | Viagl
< C(lgllaron) + Vi

(H? (00)"
90t o0y

Therefore € o [ is also bounded and, for all u € {u € H?(Q)|v{u =0}, by equa-
tion (19),
o (Eol)(u) = (E(ypu, Wu)) = u

and
Wool(u) = wE(ypu,wu) —i(v- Ay (E(ypu, u))
= wu—i(v-A)ypu= Wﬁlu =0;
thus, £ ol is the continuous right inverse that we were looking for. O

The next result extends the magnetic Neumann trace to the domain of the max-
imal operator.

Theorem 4.10. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then there
exists one, and only one, extension 'Ayﬁ of 'yﬁ with

34 Dom Hijo = (N3 (09)", (20)
that is compatible with (6) in the following sense: for all s > 3/2 one has
Adu=~du, Yue H*(Q) so that Hu e LY(Q).

Furthermore, this extension has dense range and
WQU,WDWNg(m) = —<(w, HA)12(0) — (HAU),U)L?(Q)), (21)

for all u € Dom HA, and w € H*(Q) such that v{w = 0, where

max

() oz gag * (N3 (09) x N3*(00) » €

represents the natural pairing between a functional and a vector in Nj/ 2(39).

Proof. Take u € Dom HZ, and define 4¢u € (Ni/z(aﬁ))* in the following way:

max
consider g € Nj’;/z(asz), by Lemma 4.9 there exists w € H%(Q2) with vdw = 0 such
that ypw = g and [Jwl| g2y < C||9HN3/2(69)’ define then,
A

<’?1’3U7Q>Nj/2(39) = _<(w7 H )1 2() — (HAw7u)L2(Q)> :

Analogously to the proof of Lemma 4.4, one verifies that such ’Aylé is well defined,
unique and bounded.
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We will check now that this definition is coherent with (6). For s > 3/2, take
u € H*(Q) with HAu € L2(Q). Then, for all w € H?(Q) such that ygw = 0, by (12),
one can write
(HY'w,u)i20) = ®a(w,u) — (3w, )iz
= Py(w,u
On the other hand, by (13),

O a(u,w) = (Hu,w)r2(0) + (8, pw)12(0).
Thus, by the last two equations

(R u, Yow)rz) = (U, HAw)r2(0) — (Hu,w)i2(q) = (’AYK%U”YDMNg(aQ)

and this shows that 44, as defined above, is coherent with (6). B

To show that the range of 44 is dense, it is enough to check that g (CZ(Q)) is
dense in (N%((?Q))* Let U € ((Ni/Q(BQ))*)* = Ni/Q(BQ) be an antilinear functional
that is zero on Y& (C5°(€2)); we are going to show that W is equal to 0. Since ¥ €
Ni/z((?Q), there is w € H?(Q) with y{qw = 0 such that ypw = . Thus,

('Ayﬁu,'ypw>Ni/z(aﬂ) =0, YueCF9).
Hence, by equation (21), one concludes that
(u, H w)r2i) = (Hu,w)i2(), Vu € CF(Q).

On the other hand, by (12) one obtains, for all u € C§°(£2),
(Hw, w)12(0) = (7pw, %u)r2(0) — (W, w)r20) + (0, Hu)p2q)-

Using the fact that ’ylf}w = 0 and that ¥ = ypw, it is found that
/ A"z Uydu =0, Yue CF(Q).
Q

Therefore, to conclude that W is zero it is enough to show that v{d(C3°(Q)) is dense
in L2(0Q2). But this follows by Lemma 4.3, Corollary 4.5, and the fact that C°(Q)
is dense in H2(Q) N HL (). O

Corollary 4.11. Let ) be a Lipschitz domain with compact boundary. Then, we
have the following inclusions

N32(09) < L2(09) — N2 (99)*,

and both have dense ranges, further the pairing between Ni/Q(BQ) and (Ni/Q(aQ))*.

Proof. Denote by I the first inclusion and by J the second one. Clearly the first inclu-
sion is bounded since Nj/ 2(09) < HY(8Q) < L2(99), therefore the second inclusion
is also bounded since J = I'*. The image of J is dense by Theorem 4.10. The density
of the range of I follows by the injectivity of J. In fact, let f € L?(Q2) be such that
JANG(09))) = 0 then, JF(NY*(00)) = I (N} *(09)) = FUINF?(00) = 0
and so Jf = 0; since J is injective, it follows that f = 0 and this shows that I has
dense range as well. O
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4.2 Quasi-convex domains

Now we briefly recall the concept of quasi-convex domains; for more details see
the original source [9], in particular Section 8. Roughly, a quasi-convex domain is
a particular class of Lipschitz domain with compact boundary that, either is locally
of class C1" or its boundary has local convexity properties. In [9] the authors have
shown that, for this class of domains, the functions in Dom Ap and Dom A have
the H?(Q) regularity. For a general bounded Lipschitz domain, the functions in
Dom A p have only the regularity of Hg(Q), see Theorem B.2 in [14]. Using some
results stated in [9] about the regularity of the functions in Dom Ap, we will prove
that the functions in the domain of Hj have the regularity of H?(Q2) as well. This
result will be used to classify all self-adjoint extensions of HZ. .

Let © be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™; € is said to be of class M H;/ 2, which
we denote by 002 € M Hg/ 2, if for the functions ¢; in the definition of the Lipschitz

domain we have Vy; € (MH;/Q(R"_l))" and ||V¢||(MH1/2(R"*1))" < 0, where
5

MH;(R"1) = {f € LL.(R") | My € B(H=(R"))},

My is the operator of multiplication by f, and B(H %(R")) is the set of bounded

linear operators on H 2 (R™); furthermore,

1 gzt gy = I
Definition 4.12. A Lipschitz domain with compact boundary € in R™ is said to
be almost-convex if there is a family {Q,, },en of open sets of R™ with the following
properties:

i) 09, € C% and Q,, C Q, for all n € N.

i) Q, / Q as n — oo, in the following sense: Q, C Qpi1 for all n € N and
Uners 0 = €.

iii) there are a neighborhood U of 9 and a real function p,, of class C?, for each
n € N, defined in U such that p,, < 0in UNQ,, p, > 0in U\ Q, and p, = 0 in 9Q,,.
Furthermore, there exists C; € (1,00) such that

Ol < |Vpu(z)| < Cy, Vze€d, and VneN.

iv) there is Cy > 0 such that, for all n € N, all z € Q and all vector £ tangent to
09, in x, one has,
(Hesspn () &, &) = —Ca [¢f?,

where (-,-) denote the inner product of R™ and Hessp, = { O pn

is the
O0x;0x; }lgi,jgn

Hessian of py,.

Given the above considerations, we can now recall the definition of a quasi-convex
domain.
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Definition 4.13. A Lipschitz domain with compact boundary 2 in R™, with m > 2,
is said to be quasi-convex if there is § > 0 small enough such that, for x € 02, there
is a neighborhood €2, of x, open in €2, such that one of the following conditions is
satisfied:
i) Q is of class Z\IH;/2 if n > 3, and of class C1", for some r € (1/2,1) if n = 2;
ii) Q, is almost-convex.

The next result shows that, for a quasi-convex domain, the functions in Dom HS
and Dom Hf\?, the elements of the domain of the magnetic Dirichlet and Neumann
realizations, respectively, are in H?(f2); in fact, it is a consequence of Theorem 8.11
in [9] and additional arguments; the main difficulties is our extension to unbounded
domains and the presence of the magnetic potential (whose regularity assumptions
are important here).

Theorem 4.14. Let Q) be a quasi-convex domain with compact boundary. Then, both
Dom H{, Dom H{ ¢ H?(Q).

Proof. Assume first that (2 is bounded. In this case, the result for H l‘% follows directly
by Theorem 8.11 of [9] and the following observation: Since A € (WL (€))", one has
HA = —A + L with L : H'(Q) — L%(Q). Thus, if u € H(Q) then HAu € L2(Q) if,
and only if, Au € L2(Q) and the extensions of qp defined in Dom Hf} and Dom Ap
coincide, therefore, Dom HS = Dom Ap.

Under the assumption that €2 is bounded, we will prove the result for H ]‘é,. The
proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 8.11 of [9] (for the Laplacian). Take u €
Dom H{, by the definition of a (bounded) quasi-convex domain and a partition of
the unity argument, it is enough to show that, if {2, is as in the definition of quasi-
convex domain and w € C{°(R™) is such that 9Q N supp (w) C 9N N IR, then
v = (wu)lq, € H*(Q,). Since u € H'(Q), Au € L2(Q) (which follows by the same
argument from the paragraph above) we have that

Av = [(Aw)u + 2Vw - Vu + wAul|g, € LA(Q),

and v € H(€;). The conclusion of the proof in this case is divided into two cases.

Case I: Assume that Q, is of class C", r > 1/2, or that €, is of class NH(%/Q and
n > 3. In this case the result is a consequence of the following fact that was stated
in the proof of Theorem 8.11 of [9]: let be Q of class C1'" with 7 > 1/2 or Q of class

NH(%/2 and n > 3, if w € H'(Q) with
Aw e L2(Q), Aywe HY?(Q), (22)

then w € H?(Q). Following the proof, we have, already, v € H'(Q,) and Av €
L2(Q,), on the other hand,

%‘W\aﬂmaﬂ = v-yp(Vawu)|0Q, NoQ
= [ W)ANu +vp(w)An (W)|aa.no0
= [pWinW)|ao.noen € HY2(Q,)
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thus,

Anvloa,nen = Aavlea.nea — [iv - v (Awu)]|an,noo
= [p@)in(W)]lon.nee — v - b (Au)yp(W)]lsa.non € HY(Q)

since, vp(Au) € HY?(9Q N 99,) and by the fact that, under the hypothesis of
regularity of €2, assumed at the start of this case, the operator of multiplication
by the components of v maps HY/ 2(Q,) into itself in this case. Then, by the fact
mentioned above, it follows that v € H?(,) and this finish the proof in this case.

Case II: 2, is almost-convex. This case is a easy consequence of an application
of the lemma 8.8 of [9] to the vector field (wV 4u)|q,, thus v € H?(Q,) also in this
case, and this finishes the proof of the theorem when €2 is bounded.

Consider now that 2 is unbounded. Let us start with the case of the operator
H4, take a ball B, of radius r > 0 such that 9Q C B, /3, and let @1, o2 be a partition
of the unity associated with {Q N B,,R" \m} Note that since 92 C B, /5, we
have R" \m C Q. Hence, for all u € DomHS1 in Q, u = pru + wau. Since ¢ €
C(B,), it follows directly that pju € H}(QN B,); on the other hand, H*(¢1u) =
o1 HA(u) + [HA, o1]u where [HA, ¢1], the commutator of H4 and the operator of
multiplication by ¢, is a differential operator of order 1 that maps H'(Q) in L%(Q).
Thus, since H4u € L2(Q) and u € H'(Q), it follows that H*(p1u) € L%(QN B,.) and
so p1u € Dom Hﬁl,l, where Dom H{)‘J is the Dirichlet operator associated with H#
in QN B,. Therefore, by the case of bounded 2, we find that ¢;u € H?(2N B,.). On
the other hand, we have H4(pou) = o HA(u) + [HA, o]u, and since @y as well as
its derivative of any order are bounded, it follows that H4(pou) € L*(R" \m), and
since pou € HO1 (R™ \m) we find that pou € Dom Ap o, where Ap o is the Dirichlet
operator associated with the Laplacian in R" \m But it is a known fact that the
domain of Ap 5 is contained in H?(R" \m), see for example Theorem 8.12 of [10].
Therefore u = p1u + pou € H?(S2), and this proves this case.

The case of the operator H jé, is carried by a similar argument, in fact, if © €
Dom Hf\? and ; ¢ = 1,2 are defined as above, by a similar argument it is easy to see
that ¢1u € Dom HN4,1 C H?(B,N) where Hf\?’l is the Neumann operator associated
with H4 in Q\ B, 2 , and pou € DomAp 2 C H2(Q\ B, )2), thus, u = p1u + pou €
H?(Q) and this finishes the proof. O

4.3 Regularized Neumann trace in quasi-convex domains

In the following we recall the concept of regularized Neumann trace map [9] with
suitable adaptions to the magnetic context; it will allow us to construct a boundary
triple for the operator HZ, .

In Subsection 4.2 we saw that, for quasi-convex domains, Dom H{} C H?(Q);
hence, Dom Hfy = H?*(Q) N H}(Q). We are ready to introduce the operator 74,

called the regularized magnetic Neumann trace, as follows.

Definition 4.15. Let Q be a quasi-convex domain and z € C\ o(H{}). The opera-
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tor Tl‘\? is defined by

4% . DomHA, - N2(69),

max

Tﬁ’zu = A (HY = 2) Y HL — 2)u, u e DomHA

max max*
Clearly, this operator is well defined and bounded.

Theorem 4.16. Let Q be a quasi-conver domain and z € C\ o(H{), then the
Az . .
operator Ty~ has the following properties:
i) T (H2(Q) N HY(Q)) = N2(09).
ii) Kermid* = H2(Q) + {u € L2(Q)| (H* — 2)u = 0}
Az~
”Z) (Hrﬁaxu’v)LQ(Q)_(ua Hrﬁaxv)LQ(Q) = _<TN7zu’7DfU>
for all u,v € Dom HA,..

Az -

Proof. i)Note that, for z € C\ o(Hj;), the operator (H* — z) : H*(Q) N HA(Q) —
L2(Q) is onto, so the result follows by Lemma 4.3.

ii) It is clear that H3(Q)+{u € L2(Q)| (H* — z)u = 0} C Ker 7477, The fact that
we have a direct sum follows from the invertibility of HS — z. Now, let u € Ker 7'1(14 ’Z,
and set w = (Hf —2) " (HA — 2)u. Then, w € H*(Q)N H(Q) and dw = Tf\?’zu =0,
thus, w € H2(Q), and u = (u — w) + w, with w € H*(Q) and v — w € L*(Q) with
(HA — 2)(u —w) = 0, so, KerTlfIl’Z C H3(Q) + {u e L2(Q)| (H* — z)u = 0}.

iii) Take u,v € {u € L2(Q)| H4u € L*(Q)} and put @ = (H{} — 2)" (H* — 2)u
and ¥ = (Hf} —2)"'(H* — Z)v; both elements are in H?*(Q) N H}(2). We have
(HA — 2)i = (H* — 2)u and (HA —%)o = (H* — Z)v, furthermore 73 = Tf\?’zu and

ﬁﬁf} = Tﬁ’zv, thus,

(HAu,v)Lz(Q) - (u, HA'U)LQ(Q) = ((H - 2)u,v)12(q) — (u, (HA — Z2)V)12(Q)

H* = 2)i,v)12(0) — (u, (H* = 2)0)12(q)

i, (H* = 2)o)120) — (u, (H* —2)

s3]

(
(

= (@, (H" =2)v)12(q) — (’71§‘ﬁ7’7DU>N%(aQ) = (u, (H* = 2)0)12(0)
( JL2(Q) — <T1\?’ZU7’?DU>N%(6Q)
(

~ _ Az
u—u, (HA = Z)v)L2(q) — (1% U,’YDU>N%(89)

= (TA’E’U Apu) 1 —(TA’Zu Apv) 1
N N2 (09) N N2 (09)’

where in the second equation we have employed (18), in the third we have used that
i = Tﬁ’zu and, in the fifth (18), (HA —2)(@—u) = 0 and Ap (i —u) = —Ap(u). O

Lemma 4.17. Let ) be a quasi-convex domain. Then the operator 4p, which sat-
isfies (17), is onto. More specifically, for any fized = € C\ o(H{}), there erists a

linear and bounded application (N%(BQ))* >0 — uy € L2(Q) such that Apuy = 0
and (HA — 2)ug = 0.
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Proof. Fix z € C\ o(H{). By the observation at the beginning of this section, we
can write

(HA —2)71: L3(Q) — HY(Q) N H(Q),

which is a bounded map. Thus, given 6 € (N% (0Q))*, using Lemma 4.3, the antilinear
functional

OVG(HY — 7)1 L2(Q) = C
is well defined and bounded. Then, by Riesz Theorem, there exists a unique g €

L%(Q) such that

04 (Hpy —2) "1 (f) = (f,0)12(0) (23)
and [|ag|lr2) = 0V (Hf - 2) a0y C’||9H(N2 (69))*" Furthermore, the
application § — g is linear. By setting f = (H* — Z)w, with w € H?(Q) N H(Q),
n (23), we have

B (w)) = (H = Zw, gz, Y € HX(Q) N H'(Q).

In particular, for w € C(Q), we have ((HA — Z)w, lg)12(0) = O(v(w)) = 6(0) =0,
so, (HA4 — 2)iip = 0 in the sense of distributions. Therefore, for w € H?(Q) N H} ()
we can write

0 (w) = ((H' = 2w, dig)r20) — (w, (H* = 2)iig)

= <’YNw ’YDue>N2(am

where in the second equation we have employed (18). Since 74} : H2(Q) N H} (Q) —
N%((?Q) is onto, we conclude that 4p(—ug) = 6. Thus, ug = —uy satisfies the
properties of the lemma, and this finishes the proof. ]

Lemma 4.18. Let Q be a quasi-convex domain. Take z € C\ o(H7), then, for all

FeL?(Q) andall g € (N% (0Q))*, the following boundary value problem has a unique
solution up:

(HA*=2u = f in Q,
u € L*Q),
Apu = g in 0.

Furthermore, there exists C(z) > 0 such that

lunlliz@) < CE{If Iz + 119l 53 o) -

In particular, if g =0 then up € H*(Q) N H(Q).
Proof. By Lemma 4.17, we can take v € L?(Q) such that H4v = 0, 4pv = ¢ and
vty < CHgH(N%(aQ))*. Define w = (Hf} — 2) 7' (f + zv) € H*(Q) N HL(Q), then

w2 < ClIf + 2vlli2@) < C'{IIfllLz@) + gl N;(am)*}-
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It is easy to see that u = v+w is a solution of the problem that satisfies the inequality
in the statement of the lemma. To see that the solution is unique we need to show
that, if u € L2(Q) satisfy (H* — 2)u = 0 and 4pu = 0, then u = 0. Fix f € L2(Q)
and let up = (Hp(Q) —2)71f € HX(Q) N HE(R), then,

(furze) = (HAH(Q) —2up,ulrz)

= (us, (Hp(Q) — 2)u)12(0) — <7£uf’%u>zv%(asz) =0

where the second equality follow from 18, thus, it follows that u = 0. O
The following corollary is an immediate consequence of the above two lemmas.

Corollary 4.19. Let Q be quasi-conver and z € C\ o(H{}). Then the operator
Ap : {u e LAQ)| (H = 2)u = 0} — (N7 (09))*
1$ a continuous isomorphism with a continuous inverse.

Let © be a quasi-convex domain; due to the above results, we can introduce the
operator
1 3
M{x(2) « (N2(09))* — (N2(09Q))*

for z € C\ o(Hj}), defined by M§‘7N(z)f := —4{up, where up is the unique solution
of
(HA —2)u=0, uel?Q), Apu=f

This operator is clearly bounded and

Tf\?’zu = Adu + MS,N(Z)(’)/DU), Vu € DomHA

max*

5 Boundary triples, self-adjoint extensions of
HZ.  and gauge transformations

In this section, first we briefly review the concept of boundary triples [4]. Then
we construct a boundary triple for the operator Hr‘gax in the case of quasi-convex 2,
and so we obtain a parametrization of all self-adjoint extensions of Hrﬁin through

unitary operators on N %(39) For the case A = 0, this result gives us another
parametrization to the family of all self-adjoint extension of the minimal Laplacian
that is different from the one obtained in [9], where the parametrization is given in
terms of self-adjoint operators defined in closed subspaces of (N/2(9Q))*, and is
obtained via Theorem I1.2.1 of [12]. We think that our parametrization of the family
of all self-adjoint extensions of Hrﬁin is more direct and easier to apply.

In this section the space N 3 (09) is considered a Hilbert space equipped with the
inner product (-, ) and the associated norm will be denoted by || - HN%(BQ)'
will be selected in such way that it has

N3 (09)
Furthermore, the inner product (-,-) 1

N2 (89)
the following property: let F' be a measurable function such that |F(x)| = 1 a.s., then
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M, the operator of multiplication by F' in N2 (0Q), is unitary and (Mp)* = Mp-1;
an inner product of this kind can always be constructed in N 3 (09), see, for example,
Remark 6.14 in [9], where the authors assume that €2 is bounded, but (by the same
proof) the result holds true for unbounded domains with compact boundary. We
nofe that Theorem 5.4 does not depend of this particular choice of inner product in
Nz (02), however, Theorem 5.10 does use this particular kind of inner product (as
well as all results that follow from this theorem).

Denote by I the surjective isometry I : (N%(aﬁ))* — N2 (092) defined by

9 ybom = P19y gy ¥F EN2(09) and Vg e (N2(00)",

5.1 Boundary triples

Definition 5.1. Let A be a linear, densely defined and closed operator in a Hilbert
space H. A boundary triple for A is a triple (G,T'1,I'9), where G is a Hilbert space
and I'1, 'y : Dom A — G are linear operators such that:

i) (f,Ag) — (Af,g9) = (I'1f,T2g) — (L2 f,T'1g) for all f,g € Dom A.

ii) The operator (I'1,I'2) : Dom A — G x G is onto.

iii) The set Ker(I'1,T'2) is dense in H.

By Theorems 1.2 and 1.12 of [4], we have

Theorem 5.2. Let A be a linear, symmetric densely defined and closed operator in
a Hilbert space H and (G,T'1,T'2) a boundary triple for A*. Then, the application
that maps to each unitary operator U of G the operator Ay defined by

DomAy = {weDomA*|i(1+U)l'u=(1-U)lwu},
Apu = A*u, wu e Dom Ay,

sets a bijection between the set of unitary applications of G and the set of all self-
adjoint extensions of A.

5.2 Self-adjoint extensions of HZ. in quasi-convex do-
mains

The next theorem establishes that (N2 (02), 7§ * T'p), with z € R\ o(Hf}) and
I'p = I oA4p, is a boundary triple for the operator H 4« = (HZH*; this result will be

max
a tool for our description of the family of all self-adjoint extensions of H mm

Theorem 5.3. Let Q be a quasi-convex domain with compact boundary, a vector
field A with components in WL (Q) and z € R\ o(H{), then (N2 (02), 7§ * T'p) is
a boundary triple for HZ,

Proof. By item iii) of Theorem 4.16, for all u,v € Dom HA,_ we have

max

Az T i Az
(u Hmax )LQ(Q) - (Hr?lax )L2(Q) (TN7 u7PDv)N%(aQ) - (FDu7TN U) %(ag)
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and so item i) of Definition 5.1 is Satisﬁed
Item ii) of Definition 5.1 follows since TN *(Ker4p) = N2 (8Q) and I'p (Ker Tﬁ’z) =

N2 (092), where the first equation is a consequence of item 1) of Theorem 4.16, whereas
the second one is a consequence of item ii) of Theorem 4.16, together with the fact

that, by Lemma 4.18, 4p({u € L*(Q)| (Hj.y — 2)u=0}) = N2 (002))*.
Item iii) of Definition 5.1 is also satisfied since C3°(£2) is contained in Ker(TN I'p).
O

Next a direct consequence of Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 combined with Lemma 3.1.

Theorem 5.4. Let Q be a quasi-convex domain with compact boundary, a vector
field A with components in WL (Q) and z € R\ o(Hf). Then the application that

associates the operator HA’Z, defined by

DomHﬁ’z = {u € Dom HA | 2(1+U)7'N u—(1—U)fDu},
Hg’zu = HAu,

to the unitary transformation U on N%@Q) establishes a bijection between the set of

such unitary transformations and the set of all self-adjoint extensions of H', .

Remark 5.5. Fix, for instance, 2 = —1, since H[A) is nonnegative, —1 € R\O‘(HS), for
all admissible A. It is interesting to note that Theorem 5.4 gives a parametrization
of all self-adjoint extensions of H mm in terms of U, which is independent of the
magnetic potential A. ThlS establishes a natural bijection between the set of self-
adjoint extensions H é L of HA and those H2 ™! of HB. | for each pair of admissible

min U m1n ’

magnetic potentials A and B through H 5’71 «~— HP U

Remark 5.6. A particular situation is for unbounded connected quasi-convex 2 C
R? with 0 a simple closed curve, and A is such that there is no magnetic field in 2,
i.e., rot A = 0 there. This is a typical Aharonov-Bohm setting and, to the best of our
knowledge, Theorem 5.4 gives the first description of all self-adjoint extensions for
this case and, furthermore, also for irregular solenoids 9€2. An important question
in this context is to know when and which self-adjoint extensions H g’z are unitarily
equivalent to some realization with zero magnetic potential, that is, the presence of A
would be physically immaterial. We have something to say in the comments after
Theorem 5.14.

Remark 5.7. A boundary triple for H, can be constructed in such way that the

space N A/ (092) plays the role of N'/2(9€) and a regularization TS “ of 4p, analogous

max

to the operator TN , defined by

3
m®  : DomHZA, — N2(8Q),
Az, 4 A A A A
i = Ap(HY —2) N(Hia — 2)u, wu € Dom Hp,, and z€C\o(Hy),

plays the hole of TI’\? " in the construction of the boundary triple (from Theorem 5.3).
The construction is done in a very similar way to the previous one. The advantage
of the boundary triple using the space N/ 2(09) is that this space does not depend
explicitly on the magnetic potential A (Remark 5.5 makes use of this fact).
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5.3 Gauge equivalence

In what follows we introduce the concept of gauge equivalence of vector field in
(WL (Q))", with connected domain 2, and discuss how the self-adjoint extensions
of HA. | given by Theorem 5.4, behave under such gauge transformations. If A =
(Aq,...,A,) is a such vector field on Q C R™, n > 2, let wy denote the differential
1-form associated with A, that is, in Cartesian coordinates wa = > .- ; A;dx;. In
this subsection we suppose that €2 is open and connected.

Definition 5.8. Let  be a connected Lipschitz domain and A, B vector fields with
components in W' (Q). We say that A is (quantum) gauge equivalent to B if the
following conditions hold:

i) d(wp —wa) = 0.

ii) For each (smooth by parts) closed path v in €, there exists an integer n. such
that

/(wA — wR) = 2mN.
.

Let A, B be two gauge equivalent vector fields in €, fix zg € € and consider the
function F = FXB : 2 — C given by

F(z) := et b (wp—wa), (24)

where 7, is a path in £ connecting zo to x € §2; note that this function is well defined
by item ii) in the above definition and |F*}| = 1. We have:

Lemma 5.9. Let A, B € (WL (Q)))" be gauge equivalent vector fields in 2. Then,
VF® = i(B — A)F; moreover F* € W2 (Q) N HY(9).

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the first statement, since the rest is an easy consequence
of it. Fix xp € Q and an open ball, B;, C (), with center zp such that A — B
is K-Lipschitz in B,,, K > 0; the statement will be concluded if we show that
it holds in B,,. Note that for € B,,, we have F@(z) = F?(20)e”*®  where
o(x) = f[mmm] (wa —wp) and [z, z| is the line segment connecting = to z; we have
Vo(x) = (B — A)(x) for x € By, indeed, if (B — A)(x) = (f1(z), ..., fn(z))

n

1
Ooa) = o [ 13 filan+ to - a)) (o’ -
i=1

1 n
_ /0 af'[z filzo +t(x — 20)) (2" — z{)]dt

=1
1 n
- /O 5o+t — 20)) + 309 filawo + tx — o)) — )]t
=1
1 n
= /0 [fj(wo + tx = 20)) + > 0 fi(wo + t(x — wo)) t(a — af)]dt
=1
= ' d t t
= /0 E( fj(xo + t(x — x0))

= fj(x)’
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where the second equality is justified by an application of the dominated convergence
theorem to the limit of the definition of the differential, which can be applied because
the integrand is bounded since (B — A) is K-Lipschitz in By, ; the fourth equality
is a consequence of the fact that 0° fi= & f;, for i,5 = 1,...,n, and this proves the
above statement. O

From this lemma the following function is also well defined,
FO .= Ap F9 (25)
and for a unitary transformation U on N 2 (092), we define
Fy = (FO)~lupoe, (26)

Theorem 5.10. Let €2 be a quasi-convexr domain with compact boundary. Let A, B
be gauge equivalent vector fields in (WL (Q))". Then, with the same hypotheses and
notations of Theorem 5.4, the self-adjoint extension Hg’z of Hﬁ is unitarily equiv-

alent to H]L?UZ (extension of HB. ). More precisely,

in

A7 Q Q 87
HA(FOu) = FOHE A,
for all u € Dom H]EE;UZ = (F®)~'Dom H[‘}"Z or, equivalently, 1'—1'§’ZFQ = FQHJ,EUZ

Proof. First note that H5 = (F})~'H{ F* (by an abuse of notation, the multiplica-
tion operator by F* is also denoted by F**). Indeed, in the proof of Proposition 3.5
we have verified that H{)‘ is the self-adjoint operator associated with the form ® 4 p,
the statement then follows by ®p p(u,v) = ® 4 p(F%u, F), for all u,v € H3(Q).

Note now that Dom HA, = F®Dom HZ, and HA, (Fu) = FYHB, u. In fact,
it is clear that if u € C§°(Q), then HA  (F%u) = FOHE u. Fix u € Dom HE, . and
take a sequence {u;}jen in CF(Q) converging to u in Dom HZ, , with the graph
norm || - |3 = || - [12(0) + IHZ()lli2(), then, from what we said above,

1HA(FPuy) = FEHPull2 () = |HP (uj) = HP (u)]| = 0

as j — oo; in particular, {Fﬂuj }ien is a Cauchy sequence in the graph norm of H;ﬁax
and, therefore, convergent in this space. On the other hand, since (F' Qo H A(Fgui))
converges in L%(Q) x L2(Q) to (F%u, F*HP(u)), from the fact that H

fax 1s closed, it
follows that HA(F%u) = FCHP(u) € L2(Q). Thus F¥Dom HE,  c Dom HZ, . and
HA(Fu) = FRHB(u) € L2(Q) for all u € Dom HB, .. Exchanging the roles of A
and B in the above arguments, we see that the converse inclusion holds, and this
proves the statement.

Note now that, for u € C(9Q),

W) = AR - )

= I/-’)/DFQVB((HDB—Z)_l(HB u) —z
= v FONpVp((HE - 2) Y (HP (u) —
e FaQT£7z(u),

N =
SN—
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then, using the last observation and the fact that C§°(Q) is dense in Dom HZ, ., we
conclude that Tﬁ’Z(FQu) = FaQTﬁ’Z(u) for all w € Dom HP, . Note, also, that for

all w € Dom HZ _one has f’D(FQu) = FO9T pu. Indeed, it is easy to see that this

holds for u € C§°(€2), and the general case is a consequence of the fact that C§°(2)

is dense in Dom HJ, .

With these facts, to conclude the proof it is enough to show that
Dom H7” = (F)"'Dom H}}”,

or, equivalently, FDom H ]J‘?UZ = Dom H. g’z. Pick then u € Dom HJEI’JZ; it follows that
F®y € Dom HA,, and Tﬁ’z(FQu) = FaQTﬁ’Z(u), so that
i1+ U (FY) = (14 U)F% 5y
= FO%|(1+ Fo)|
= Fag(l — fU)f’Du
= 1-U)F®Tpu
= (1-U)'p(Fu),
and F®u € Dom H{}; then, F®Dom H]QU C Dom H{} Exchanging the roles of A

and B in the arguments, we obtain the converse inclusion, and this finishes the
proof. O

Next, a direct consequence of Theorem 5.10.

Corollary 5.11. Let A, B be vector fields, A,B € (WL (Q))" and satisfying B =
A+ VA with A € W2,(Q). Then, under the same hypotheses of Theorem 5.4, the
self-adjoint extension H{}’Z of Hr‘g 18 unitarily equivalent to the extension HP?

in (e=iAUeiN)
of HB.  with A = ypA. In fact,
A i i B
HU’Z(eZAu) = eZAH(e’_ZiAUeM)u,
for all u € Dom Hi’_ZQUeM) = ¢ **Dom Hﬁ’z.

Remark 5.12. One says that two magnetic potentials A and B are classical gauge
equivalent if for each = € € there is a smooth function A,, defined in a neighborhood
of z, so that B = A+ VA, holds in that neighborhood. This implies that A and B
generate the same magnetic field, but it does not guarantee that such A and B are
gauge equivalent in the sense of Definition 5.8. This distinction is at the heart of the
Aharonov-Bohm effect.

Theorem 5.13. Let Q be a bounded connected Lipschitz domain and a vector field A
with components in WL (Q). Recall that HY = —/\p (the Dirichlet Laplacian), and
let Ao and Aa o be the first (lowest) eigenvalues of —Ap and HS, respectively. Then,
the following statements are equivalent:

i) Ao =Aap.

ii) A is gauge equivalent to 0.

i11) HS s unitarily equivalent to —Ap.
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The proof of Theorem 5.13 is identical to the proof of Proposition 1.1 in [13], al-
though our statement is slightly different. The differences are: 1) Here €2 is supposed
to be a bounded Lipschitz domain, not necessarily with a smooth boundary. 2) Since
we suppose that Q is bounded, we do not need to add a scalar potential to H4,
that diverges at infinity, to ensure that the resulting Dirichlet extension has discrete
spectrum. 3) The potential A is in (WL, (Q))" and is not smooth, as (in principle)
assumed in [13]. The main ingredient in this proof is the following identity

o -ia-T2)

Uuo

2

A [eS)
e (H” = Xo)p, P)r2), Ve € C37(Q),

where ug(x) > 0, for all z € Q, is an eigenvector associated with the first eigenvalue
Ao of —Ap, which is not degenerate. This identity remains valid under the hypothesis
of Theorem 5.13. By applying Theorems 5.10 and 5.13, we will conclude:

Theorem 5.14. Let Q be a bounded connected and quasi-convexr domain, A €
(WL ()", Let \g and Aap be the first eigenvalue of —Ap and H{, respectively.
Fiz z € R\ o(H{}). Then the following statements are equivalent:

i) Ao = Aap-

i1) A is gauge equivalent to 0.

iii) Let F9 = FXO be given by (24). Then for all unitary applications U on

N%((?Q) one has, by using (26),
(FH'H F® = HY (27)
iv) There exist unitary applications U and V' on N %(39) such that
JHA T = 1O,
for some J : Q — C, J € W2,(Q), and with | T (z)| = 1 for all x € .

Proof. The equivalence of i) and ii) is a consequence of Theorem 5.13. By Theo-
rem 5.10, ii) implies iii), and the fact that iii) implies iv) is obvious. To see that iv)
implies ii), note that by Remark 2.2, the operator of multiplication by J maps Hg(€2)
into itself, since J € W2 (Q). By item iv), jleé"Zj = Hy’” and we have

HYu=HY u=J YHY* Ju= T HY: Ju,  Yue HAQ);  (28)

mim

therefore, 7 'HA 7 = HY since, by Lemma 3.1, Dom H” =~ = Dom H?. =

HZ(Q). Denote G = J ;50 G: Q — St C R?, and G maps HZ(Q) into itself and
relation (28) is equivalent to
~A(Gu) = GHAu, Yu e H3(Q);

in particular,

—(GAu+uNG+2VG -Vu) = G{—Au—2iA-Vu+ (|A? —idivA)u}, Yu e C(Q),
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thus,

u{AG — (JA]? —idivA)G} = Vu - (—=2VG — 2iGA), Yu € CF(Q),

in particular, it follows that % = —A, or, equivalently, w4 = —G*(%) (here G* is
the pullback operation). In particular, wy is closed, and for each closed path 7 in €,
we have
/wA:/—G*(k) :/ —% = 27mn
- . iz Gy 1z
for some n € Z, and ii) follows. O

By Theorem 5.14 iv), if just one extension of Hflin is unitarily equivalent (through
the multiplication by a function 7) to a realization with zero magnetic potential, then
the same occurs for all self-adjoint realizations of Hflin, that is, the unitarily equiv-
alences are always implemented by gauge transformations. And this is independent
of the spectral type of each realization. Although these remarks are physically ex-
pected, it seems there was no mathematical proof in the literature yet; and here for
(bounded) quasi-convex domains.

For the Aharonov-Bohm effect we need a multiply-connected domain  C R? and
rot A = 0 in Q (for simplicity we restrict the discussion to the plane); for instance,
a quasi-convex annulus (the inner and outer border given by simple closed curves;
the inner border represents the solenoid and the outer one could be a circle); then
Theorem 5.14 says that if A gives no contribution in case of some boundary condition,
or simply if the first Dirichlet eigenvalue coincides with that of the Laplacian (item i)

in the theorem), then A gives no contribution for all self-adjoint extensions of Hfl

m*
Remark 5.15. Assume that A is such that the conclusions of Theorem 5.14 ap-
ply, and consider the extensions parametrized by the unitariy operators U; = —1
(that is the Dirichlet extension, in fact) and Us = 1 on N2(02). In such cases,
by (27), H%;I = Hglz and H%[Z = Hg’; also carries the same respective boundary
conditions. But this direct correspondence (i.e., the same boundary conditions for
unitarily equivalent operators in items iii) and iv) of the theorem) is not expected
for all extensions; it is enough to pick a U # Fy.
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