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Abstract

We consider the operators of boundary problems

DA,Φ,Bu =

{

DA,Φu on Ω
Bu∂Ω on ∂Ω

(1)

in unbounded domains Ω ⊂ R3 where DA,Φ is a 3−D Dirac operator

DA,Φ = [α·(i∇+A) + α0m+ ΦI4] (2)

=
3

∑

j=1

αj(i∂xj + Aj)α0m+ ΦI4

defined on the distributions u = (u1, u2, u3, u4) ∈ H1(Ω,C4), where
α0, α1, α2, α3 are the Dirac matrices, A ∈ L∞(Ω,R3) and Φ ∈ L∞(R3)
are the magnetic and electrostatic potentials, m ∈ R is the mass of the
particlle. Let C4

∋ u = (u1,u2) ∈ C2
⊕C2. We assume that the operator

B of the boundary condition is

Bu∂Ω = b1u
1

∂Ω + b2u
2

∂Ω (3)

where bj , j = 1, 2 are 2 × 2 matrices, uj
∂Ω ∈ H1/2(∂Ω,C2), j = 1, 2 are

restrictions of distributions uj
∈ H1(Ω,C2) on ∂Ω. Class of the boundary

condition (3) in particular case contains the boundary conditions of MIT
bag model and its generalizations which discribe the confinment of the
quarks to the domain Ω.

We give conditions of self-adjointnes of unbounded operators DA,Φ,B

associated with boundary problem (1) and to give a description of the
essential spectra of DA,Φ,B for some unbounded domains applying the
limit operators method.
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1 Introduction and notations

Massive relativistic particles of spin- 12 such as electrons and quarks are described
by the Dirac operator which is the base of relativistic quantum mechanics (see
for instance [18],[32]). The boundary problems for 3−D Dirac operators arise
in relativistic quantum mechanics for the descriptions of the particles confined
in domains in R3. One important model of the confinment of particles is the
three-dimensional MIT bag model suggested in the 1970s by physicists (see for
instance [16],[17],[21]). In the dimension two, the Dirac operators with special
boundary conditions similar to the MIT bag model are used in the description
of graphene [8], [9], see also [31].

The rigorous mathematical investigation of the MIT bag model as a bound-
ary value problem for the 3D− Dirac operator in domain Ω ⊂ R3 with the
special boundary conditions has been started in the papers [4],[5],[23] where the
authors apply to the study of self-adjointness of the MIT bag model the modern
techniques of extension theory of symmetric operators. We note also the very
recent paper [10] devoted to the spectral theory of boundary value problems for
3D-Dirac operator with the MIT bag model boundary conditions and some of
its generalizations. The approach of this paper is based on abstract boundary
triple techniques from extension theory of symmetric operators and a thorough
study of certain classes of (boundary) integral operators, that appear in a Krein
type resolvent formula. In this paper the authors study also the relations be-
tween the 3D−Dirac operators with singular δ−shell interactions and the MIT
bag model.

It should be noted that there is an extensive literature devoted to the Fred-
holm theory and index of boundary problems for multi-dimensional Dirac type
operators in bounded domains (see for instance [11], [12], [14], [15], [19] and
references cited there).

We consider in the paper operators of boundary value problems for the
3D−Dirac operators with variable magnetic and electrostatic potentials, con-
taining in a particular case the operators of MIT bag models and some of its
generalizations. Our study the spectral properties of mentioned operators is
based on the investigation of the parameter-dependent boundary problems for
the Dirac operators and the limit operators method.

We consider the operators of boundary problems

DA,Φ,B =

{
DA,Φu on Ω
Bu∂Ω on ∂Ω

(4)

in domains Ω ⊂ R3 with C2−uniformly regular boundary ∂Ω (the definition of
uniformly regular manifold see in [3]) where DA,Φ is a 3−D Dirac operator

DA,Φ = [α·(i∇+A) + α0m+ ΦI4] (5)

=
3∑

j=1

αj(i∂xj
+Aj)α0m+ΦI4
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defined on the distributions u = (u1, u2, u3, u4) ∈ H1(Ω,C4) = H1(Ω) ⊗ C4

where H1(Ω) is the Sobolev space on Ω of order 1. We denote by α0, α1, α2, α3

the Dirac matrices satisfying the relations

αiαj + αjαi = 2δijI4, i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,

In is the n × n unit matrix, A = (A1, A2, A3) ∈ L∞(R3,C3) is a magnetic
potential, Φ ∈ L∞(R3) is an electrostatic potential, m ∈ R is the mass of the
particle. We use the system of coordinates for which the Planck constant h = 1,
the light speed c = 1, and the charge of the particle e = 1.

We introduce the boundary operators of the form

(Bu) (x′) = b1(x
′)u1

∂Ω(x
′) + b2(x

′)u2
∂Ω(x

′),x′ ∈ ∂Ω (6)

where u =

(
u1

u2

)
∈ C4,uj ∈ C2, j = 1, 2, uj

∂Ω ∈ H1/2(∂Ω,C2) is the trace

of uj ∈ H1(Ω,C2) on ∂Ω, and bj= (bklj )2k,l=1, l = 1, 2 are 2 × 2 matrices with

elements bklj belonging to the space Cb(∂Ω) of bounded continuous functions on
∂Ω.

The class of boundary conditions (6) contains, in particular case, the bound-
ary condition of the MIT bag model (see for instance [4], [5], [16], [17], [21]),

(I4 + iα0(α · ν))u∂Ω = 0 (7)

where ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3) is the unit outward normal vector to ∂Ω. One can see
that the rank of the matrix I4+ iα0(α · ν) is 2, and the boundary condition (7)
is equivalent to the condition

u1 + (iσ · ν)u(2) = 0, σ · ν = σ1ν1 + σ2ν2 + σ3ν3 (8)

having the form (6) where σ1, σ2, σ3 are the 2× 2 Pauli matrices. Moreover, the
boundary condition

θ (I4 + iα0(α · ν))u∂Ω = (I4 + iα0(α · ν))α0u∂Ω (9)

introduced in the paper [10] are equivalent to the condition

(θ − 1)u1 + (θ + 1)i(σ · ν)u2 = 0

of form (6).
We associate with boundary value problem (4) a bounded operator

DA,Φ,Bu(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ Ω

Bu∂Ω(x
′) = b1(x

′)u1
∂Ω(x

′) + b2(x
′)u2

∂Ω(x
′) = 0,x′ ∈ ∂Ω

(10)
acting from H1(Ω,C4) into L2(Ω,C4). We also associate with the operator
DA,Φ,B the unbounded in L2(Ω,C4) operator DA,Φ,B generated by the 3D−
Dirac operator DA,Φ with the domain

H1
B
(Ω,C4) =

{
u ∈ H1(Ω,C4) : Bu∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω

}
. (11)
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The paper has two principal aims: 1) to obtain conditions for the operator
DA,Φ,B to be a self-adjoint operator in L2(Ω,C4) for bounded and unbounded
domains Ω, and 2) to study the essential spectrum of DA,Φ,B for unbounded
domains Ω.

1) Our approach to self-adjointness of operators DA,Φ,B is based on the
study of invertibility of the parameter-dependent boundary problems

DA,Φ,B(iµ) = DA,Φ,B − iµI4, µ ∈ R

for large value |µ| of the parameter µ ∈ R. We introduce the local parameter-
dependent Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions for the operatorDA,Φ,B(iµ) and prove
the following result.

• Let: (i) ∂Ω be a C2−uniformly regular surface, (ii) the parameter-dependent
Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions for DA,Φ,B(iµ) be satisfied uniformly on
∂Ω, (iii) the unbounded operator DA,Φ,B with domain H1

B
(Ω,C4) be a

symmetric operator in L2(Ω,C4). Then DA,Φ,B is a self-adjoint operator
in L2(Ω,C4).

In distinction from the above cited papers [10], [4], [5], [23] where the bound-
ary problems have been consider for domains with compact C2-boundary our ap-
proach allows to prove self-adjointness of wide class of boundary value problems
for 3D−Dirac operators in domains with bounded and unbounded boundary, in
particular case, for the operators of the MIT bag models and their generaliza-
tions.

2) We study also the Fredholm property of operators DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C3) →
L2(Ω,C3) and the essential spectrum of associated unbounded operatorsDA,Φ,B

in unbounded domains in R3 with C2−uniformly regular boundary applying the
limit operators method [28],[29],[30]. We consider the following cases:

• (a) Ω is the exterior of a bounded domain, that is Ω = R3�Ω′ where Ω′

is a bounded domain with a C2−boundary ∂Ω.

• (b) Ω is an unbounded domain with C2− boundary which has a conic
exit at infinity, that is Ω coincides with a conic set outside a ball BR ={
x ∈ R3 : |x| < R

}
, R > 0.

Following to the papers [29],[30] we define a family Lim(DA,Φ,B) of limit
operators Dh

A,Φ,B for DA,Φ,B and obtain the following result.

• Let the standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions for DA,Φ,B are satisfied
uniformly on ∂Ω. Then the essential spectrum spessDA,Φ,B is defined by
the formula

spessDA,Φ,B =
⋃

Dh
A,Φ,B

⊂Lim(DA,Φ,B)

spDh
A,Φ,B (12)

where Dh
A,Φ,B are the unbounded operators associated with Dh

A,Φ,B.
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Note that in the case (a) the limit operators Dh
A,Φ,B are the Dirac operators

on R3, and for the case (b), the limit operators are operators of boundary value
problems for the half-spaces. Under some additional assumptions the spectra of
limit operators can be obtained in an explicit form, that is formula (12) gives
the complete description of spessDA,Φ,B.

Let Ω = R3�Ω′ be an exterior of the bounded domain Ω′ with C2-boundary
∂Ω. We assume that the potentials A and Φ are real-valued and slowly oscil-
lating at infinity (see Definition 18) then the essential spectrum of the operator
MA,Φ,M of MIT bag model defined by the Dirac operator DA,Φ with domain

domMA,Φ,M =
{
u ∈ H1(Ω,C4) : Mu = u1

∂Ω + (iσ · ν)u
(2)
∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω

}

is given as

spessMA,Φ,M = (−∞,M sup
Φ − |m|]

⋃
[M inf

Φ + |m| ,+∞) (13)

where
M sup

Φ = lim sup
x→∞

Φ(x),M inf
Φ = lim inf

x→∞
Φ(x). (14)

Thus spessMA,Φ,M is independent of the slowly oscillating magnetic potential
A, and if M sup

Φ −M inf
Φ < 2 |m|

spdisMA,Φ,M ⊂ (M sup
Φ − |m| ,M inf

Φ + |m|)

and if M sup
Φ −M inf

Φ ≥ 2 |m| then

spMA,Φ,M = spessMA,Φ,M = (−∞,+∞). (15)

If Ω is a domain with a conic exit to infinity and the potentials A and Φ are
real-valued and slowly oscillating at infinity, then: if m > 0 then the essential
spectrum of MA,Φ,M is given by formulas (13),(14), and if m ≤ 0 then the
spMA,Φ,M = spessDA,Φ,B = (−∞,+∞).

Note that the approach based on the investigation of parameter-dependentt
operators and the limit operators has been applied earlier for the investigation
of the δ−interaction problems for Schrödinger operators in papers [25],[26],[27].

1.1 Notations

• If X,Y are Banach spaces then we denote by B(X,Y ) the Banach space
of bounded linear operators acting from X into Y , and by K(X,Y ) its
subspace of compact operators. In the case X = Y we write shortly
B(X),K(X).

• An operator A ∈ B(X,Y ) is called a Fredholm operator if

kerA = {x ∈ X : Ax = 0} and cokerA=Y/ ImA

are finite dimensional spaces.
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• Let A be a closed unbounded operator in a Hilbert spaceH with a dense in
H domain domA. Then A is called a Fredholm operator if A : domA → H
is a Fredholm operator as a bounded operator where domA is equipped
by the graph norm

‖u‖domA =
(
‖u‖

2
H + ‖Au‖

2
H

)1/2

(see for instance [13]).

• The essential spectrum spessA of an unbounded operator A is a set of
λ ∈ C such that A − λI is not a Fredholm operator as the unbounded
operator, and the discrete spectrum spdisA of A is the set of isolated
eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. It is well known that if A is a self-adjoint
operator then spdisA=spA�spessA.

• We denote by L2(Ω,Cd), L2(∂Ω,Cd) the Hilbert spaces of d−dimensional
vector-functions u(x) = (u1(x), ..., ud(x)), x ∈ Ω or x ∈ ∂Ω with the scalar
products

〈u,v〉L2(Ω,Cd) =

∫

Ω

u(x) · v(x)dx,

〈ϕ,ψ〉L2(∂Ω,Cd) =

∫

∂Ω

ϕ(x′) · ψ(x′)dx′

where h · g =
∑d

j=1 hj ḡj .

• We denote byHs(Rn,Cd) the Sobolev space of distributions u ∈ D′(Rn,Cd) =
D′(Rn)⊗ Cd such that

‖u‖Hs(Rn,Cd) =

(∫

Rn

(1 + |ξ|
2
)s ‖û(ξ)‖

2
Cd dξ

)1/2

<∞, s ∈ R

where û is the Fourier transform of u in the sense of distributions. If Ω is
a domain in Rd then Hs(Ω,Cd) is the space of restrictions of distributions
u ∈ Hs(Rn,Cd) on Ω with the norm

‖u‖Hs(Ω,Cd) = inf
lu∈Hs(Rn,Cd)

‖lu‖Hs(Rn,Cd)

where lu is an extension of u on Rd. If s > 1/2 then the distributions in
Hs(Ω,Cd) have the traces on ∂Ω, and we denote by Hs−1/2(∂Ω,Cd) the
Sobolev space on ∂Ω consisting of these traces.

• We denote Cb(Rn) the C∗− algebra of bounded continuous functions on
Rn, Ck

b (R
n), k ∈ N is a sub-algebra of Cb(Rn) consisting of k−times differ-

entiable functions u such that ∂αu ∈ Cb(Rn) for every multiindex α : |α| ≤
k. If Ω is an unbounded domain in Rn, then Cb(Ω), C

k
b (Ω), Cb(∂Ω), C

k
b (∂Ω)

are algebras consisting of the restrictions of functions in Cb(Rn), Ck
b (R

n)
on Ω, ∂Ω,respectively.
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• We say that a domain Ω ⊂ Rn has a C2−uniformly regular boundary ∂Ω
if ∂Ω is a C2− hypersurface, and: (i) for fixed r > 0 and for every point
x0 ∈ ∂Ω there exists a ball Br(x0) =

{
x ∈ R3 : |x− x0| < r

}
and the

homeomorphism ϕx0 : Br(x0) → B1(0) such that

ϕx0 (Br(x0) ∩Ω) = B1(0) ∩ Rn
+,R

n
+ = {y ∈ Rn : yn > 0} ,

ϕx0 (Br(x0) ∩ ∂Ω) = B1(0) ∩ Rn−1,Rn−1 = {y ∈ Rn : yn = 0} ;

(ii) if ϕi
x0
, i = 1, ..., n are the coordinate functions of the mappings ϕx0

then
sup

x0∈∂Ω
sup

|α|≤2,x∈Br(x0)

∣∣∂αxϕi
x0
(x)

∣∣ <∞, i = 1, ..., n.

• Note if Ω is a bounded domain with C2−boundary ∂Ω, then ∂Ω is the
uniformly regular surface.

1.2 Free Dirac operators

We denote by

D = α · i∇+ α0m =

3∑

j=1

αjDxj
+ α0m,Dxj

= i∂xj

the free Dirac operator (see for instance [32]) where αj , j = 0, 1, 2, 3 are the 4×4
Dirac matrices

α0 =

(
I2 0
0 −I2

)
, αj =

(
0 σj
σj 0

)
, j = 1, 2, 3, (16)

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(17)

are the 2× 2 Pauli matrices satisfying the relations

σjσk + σkσj = 2δjkI2, j, k = 1, 2, 3. (18)

Relations (18) yield that

αjαk+αkαj = 2δjkI4; j, k = 0, 1, 2, 3 (19)

where In is the n× n unit matrix. Equality (19) implies that

(α · i∇)
2
= −∆I4

where ∆ = ∂2x1
+ ∂2x2

+ ∂2x3
is the 3D−Laplacian. Moreover,

D2 =
(
−∆+m2

)
I4.

It is well-known that the unbounded in L2(R3,C4) operator D generated by the
free Dirac operator D with domain H1(R3,C4) is self-adjoint and

spD = spessD = (−∞,− |m|]
⋃

[|m| ,+∞)

(see for instance [32]).
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2 Parameter-dependent boundary problems for

3−D Dirac operators

2.1 Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions

We consider the parameter-dependent operator of boundary value problem

DA,Φ,B(iµ) u =

{
(DA,Φ − iµI4)u = DA,Φ(iµ)u = f on Ω, µ ∈ R,

Bu = b1u
1
∂Ω + b2u

2
∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω

, (20)

where Ω ⊂ R3 is a domain with C2−uniformly regular boundary, and

A ∈ L∞(Ω,C4),Φ ∈ L∞(Ω), bk =
(
bijk

)2

i,j=1
, bijk ∈ Cb(∂Ω), k = 1, 2, (21)

u = (u1,u2) ∈ H1(Ω,C4) = H1(Ω,C2) ⊕H1(Ω,C2),uj
∂Ω ∈ H1/2(∂Ω,C2) are

boundary values of the vector-functions uj on ∂Ω, j = 1, 2. We study the in-
vertibility of the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4), µ ∈ R for large
values of |µ| . We follows the well-known paper [1] where the authors consider
the invertibility of general parameter-dependent boundary value problems in
smooth bounded domains.

We construct the locally inverse operators at every fixed point x ∈ Ω̄ and
then we obtain the globally inverse operator for large values of |µ| by gluing
together the locally inverse operators by means of a countable partition of unity
of finite multiplicity.

We need the Sobolev spaces Hs
µ(R

3,C4) of distributions u ∈ Hs(R3,C4)
with the norm depending on the parameter µ ∈ R

‖u‖‖u‖Hs
µ(Rn,C4)

=

(∫

R3

(1 + |ξ|
2
+ µ2)s |û(ξ)|

2
dξ

)1/2

<∞, s ≥ 0, µ ∈ R

where û(ξ) =
∫
Rn e

ix·ξu(x)dx is the Fourier transform. We denote by Hs
µ(Ω,C

4)
the space of the restrictions on the domain Ω the distributions u ∈ Hs

µ(R
3,C4)

with the norm
‖u‖Hs

µ(Ω,C4) = inf
lu∈Hs

µ(R
3,C4)

‖lu‖Hs
µ(R

3,C4)

where lu is the extension of u ∈ Hs
µ(Ω,C

4) on R3. Note that

‖u‖Hs
µΩ,C4) ≤ (1 + µ2)−

(r−s)
2 ‖u‖Hr

µ(Ω,C4) , r ≥ s, µ ∈ R (22)

and the trace operator γ∂Ω is bounded from H1
µ(Ω,C

4) into H
1/2
µ (∂Ω,C4) if

∂Ω is a Cl−surface, l > s. We consider the operator DA,Φ,B as acting from
H1

µ(Ω,C
4) into L2(Ω,C4).

Let D(µ) = α·i∇ − iµI4 be the main part of the parameter-dependent
operator DA,Φ(iµ) = DA,Φ − iµI4. Since

(α · ξ + iµI4) (α · ξ − iµI4) =
(
|ξ|

2
+ µ2

)
I4

8



the operatorDA,Φ−iµI4 is the uniformly elliptic operator with parameter µ ∈ R
(see for instance [1],[2]).

For a point x0 ∈ ∂Ω we fix the local system of orthogonal coordinates y =
(y1, y2, y3) where the y′ = (y1, y2) belongs to the tangent plane to ∂Ω at the
point x0 and the axis y3 = z is directed along the inward normal vector νx0 to
∂Ω at the point x0, and we associate with the point x0 ∈ ∂Ω the family of 1−D
boundary value problems on the half-line R+ = {z ∈ R : z > 0}

D̂Bx0
(ξ′, µ)ψ(z) (23)

=

{ (
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d
dz − iµI4

)
ψ(z), z ∈ R+,α

′ · ξ′ = α1ξ1 + α2ξ2
Bx0ψ(0) = b1(x0)ψ

1(+0) + b2(x0)ψ
2(+0) = 0

acting from H1(R+,C4) into L2(R+,C4),where ψj(+0) = limz→+0 ψ
j(z), j =

1, 2.
We are looking for the exponentially decreasing solutions of the equation

D̂Bx0
(ξ′, µ)ψ = 0 on R+. (24)

Note that
(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
+ iµI4

)(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
− iµI4

)
=

(∣∣ξ′
∣∣2 + µ2 −

d2

dz2

)
I4.

(25)
Hence the equation

(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
− iµI4

)
ψ(z) = 0 (26)

has the exponentially decreasing solutions on R+ of the form

ψ(z) = h
(
ξ′, µ

)
e−ρz , ρ =

√∣∣ξ′
∣∣2 + µ2 > 0, z > 0, (ξ′, µ) ∈ R3 (27)

where the vector h = h
(
ξ′, µ

)
∈ C4 satisfies the equation

(
α′ · ξ′ − iα3ρ− iµI4

)
h = 0. (28)

The general solution of equation (28) has the form

h
(
ξ′, µ

)
= Θ

(
ξ′, µ

)
f (29)

where f ∈ C4 is an arbitrary vector, and

Θ
(
ξ′, µ

)
= α′ · ξ′ + iρα3 + iµI4 =

(
iµI2 Λ(ξ′, µ)

Λ(ξ′, µ) iµI2

)
,

Λ = Λ(ξ′, µ) = σ′ · ξ′ − iρσ3 =

(
−iρ ς̄
ς iρ

)
, ς = ξ1 + iξ2, (30)

σ′ · ξ′ = σ1ξ1 + σ2ξ2.

9



We set

e1 =

(
1
0

)
, e2 =

(
0
1

)
,0 =

(
0
0

)
,

and

h1 = h1(ξ
′, µ) = Θ(ξ′, µ)

(
e1
0

)
=

(
iµe1

Λ(ξ′, µ)e1

)
,

h2 = h2(ξ
′, µ) = Θ(ξ′, µ)

(
0
e2

)
=

(
Λ(ξ′, µ)e2
iµe2

)
(31)

where

Λ(ξ′, µ)e1 =

(
−iρ
ς

)
,Λ(ξ′, µ)e2 =

(
ς̄
iρ

)
.

The vectors h1(ξ
′, µ),h2(ξ

′, µ) are orthogonal and satisfy equation (28). Hence
{
h1(ξ

′, µ)e−ρz,h2(ξ
′, µ)e−ρz

}

is a fundamental system of solutions of equation (26) in L2(R+,C4). Then every
solution u ∈ L2(R+,C4) of equation (26) on R+ is of the form

ψ(z) = C1h1e
−ρz + C2h2e

−ρz, ρ > 0 (32)

where C1, C2 ∈ C. Substituting ψ in the boundary condition

b1(x0)ψ
1(+0) + b(x0)ψ

2(+0) = 0

we obtain a system of linear equations
(
b1(x0)h

1
1 + b2(x0)h

2
1

)
C1 + (b1(x0)h

1
2 + b2(x0)h

2
2)C2 = 0 (33)

with respect to C1, C2. Let L(x0, ξ
′, µ) = (b1(x0, ξ

′, µ), b2(x0, ξ
′, µ)) be the ma-

trix with columns

b1(x0, ξ
′, µ) = b1(x0)h

1
1

(
ξ′, µ

)
+ b2(x0)h

2
1

(
ξ′, µ

)
, (34)

b2(x0, ξ
′, µ) = b1(x0)h

1
2

(
ξ′, µ

)
+ b2(x0)h

2
2

(
ξ′, µ

)
.

System (33) has the trivial solution if and only if

detL(x0, ξ
′, µ) 6= 0

Definition 1 (i) We say that the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) satisfies the local parameter-
dependent Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition at x0 ∈ ∂Ω if

detL(x0, ξ
′, µ) 6= 0 for every

(
ξ′, µ

)
:
∣∣ξ′

∣∣2 + µ2 = 1. (35)

(ii) We say that the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) satisfies the uniform parameter-dependent
Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition if

inf
x∈∂Ω,µ2+|ξ′|2=1

∣∣detL(x, ξ′, µ)
∣∣ > 0. (36)

Note that if the boundary ∂Ω is a compact set and the local parameter-
dependent Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (35) is satisfied at every point x ∈ ∂Ω,
then the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (36) holds.
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2.2 Standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition

We introduce the standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition for the operatorDA,Φ,B

for domains Ω ⊂ R3 with a C2-boundary. As above for a fix point x0 ∈ ∂Ω
we introduce the local system of coordinates y = (y1, y2, y3) where the axis
y1, y2 ∈ Tx0 the tangent plane to ∂Ω at the point x0 and the axis y3 = z is
directed along the outward normal vector ν to ∂Ω at the point x0.

Let
ψ1(ξ

′, z) = h1(ξ
′)e−|ξ

′|z ,ψ2(ξ
′, z) = h2(ξ

′)e−|ξ
′|z, z > 0 (37)

where

h1(ξ
′) =

(
Λ(ξ′)e1

0

)
,h2(ξ

′) =

(
0

Λ(ξ′)e2

)
. (38)

We introduce the 2× 2 matrix

L(x0, ξ
′) = (b1(x0)Λ(ξ

′)e1, b2(x0)Λ(ξ
′)e2)

which coincides with the matrix L(x0, ξ
′, 0).

Definition 2 We say that the operator DA,Φ,B satisfies the local standard Lopatinsky-
Shapiro condition at the point x0 ∈ ∂Ω if

detL(x0, ξ
′) 6= 0 for all ξ′ ∈ S1 (39)

and the operator DA,Φ,B satisfies the standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions
uniformly if

inf
x0∈∂Ω,ξ′∈S1

|detL(x0, ξ
′)| > 0. (40)

2.3 Invertibility of DA,Φ,B(iµ) for large values of |µ|

Theorem 3 Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a domain with a C2−uniformly regular boundary
∂Ω, the magnetic potential A = (A1, A2, A3) ∈ L∞(Ω,C3), the electrostatic
potential Φ ∈ L∞(Ω), bj ∈ Cb(∂Ω)⊗B(C2), j = 1, 2, and the uniform parameter-
dependent Lopatinsky condition (36) for DA,Φ,B(iµ), µ ∈ R be satisfied. Then
there exists µ0 > 0 such that the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)
is invertible for every µ ∈ R : |µ| > µ0.

Proof. The idea of the proof is similar to given in the paper [1] (see also [2],
Sec.3). However, we consider the parameter-dependent boundary problems for
unbounded domains, and therefore we need an infinite partition of unity and
estimates associated with them.

Since the Dirac operatorDA,Φ(iµ) is the uniformly elliptic parameter-depending
operator on Ω̄, and the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (36) holds, and
∂Ω is a C2−uniformly regular surface, then there exists r > 0 and µ0 > 0 such
that for every point x0 ∈ Ω̄ there exist operators

Lx0(µ), Rx0(µ) ∈ B(L2(Ω,C4), H1
µ(Ω,C

4))

11



such that

sup
x0∈Ω̄,|µ|≥µ0

‖Lx0(µ)‖B(L2(Ω,C4),H1(Ω,C4)) = dL <∞, (41)

sup
x0∈Ω̄,|µ|≥µ0

‖Rx0(µ)‖B(L2(Ω,C4),H1(Ω,C4)) = dR <∞,

and for every function ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Br(x0))

Lx0(µ)DA,Φ,B,(iµ)ϕI = ϕI,

ϕDA,Φ,B,(iµ)Rx0(µ) = ϕI. (42)

We choose from the coverage
⋃

x0∈Ω̄

Br(x0) ⊃ Ω̄ a countable sub-coverage
⋃

j∈N

Br(xj) ⊃

Ω̄ of a finite multiplicity N ∈ N, and we construct the partition of unity

∑

j∈N

θj(x) = 1, x ∈ Ω̄ (43)

subordinated to the coverage
⋃

j∈N

Br(xj), with θj ∈ C∞
0 (Br(xj)), 0 ≤ θj(x) ≤ 1,

such that the sum
∑

j∈N
θj(x) contains for every x ∈ Ω̄ not more thanN nonzero

terms. Let ϕj ∈ C∞
0 (Br(xj), 0 ≤ ϕj(x) ≤ 1, and θjϕj = θj . We set

L(µ)f =
∑

j∈N

θjLxj
(µ)ϕjf, f ∈ C∞

0 (Ω̄,C4), (44)

R(µ)f =
∑

j∈N

ϕjRxj
(µ)θjf ,f ∈ C∞

0 (Ω̄,C4) (45)

where C∞
0 (Ω̄,C4) is the space of restrictions of functions in C∞

0 (R3,C4) on Ω̄.
Taking into account that the coverage {Br(xj)}j∈N

has the finite multiplicity
N we obtain the estimates

‖L(µ)f‖H1
µ(Ω,C4) ≤ C sup

j∈N

‖Lj(µ)‖ ‖f‖L2(Ω,C4) ≤ CdL ‖f‖L2(Ω,C4) , (46)

‖R(µ)f‖H1
µ(Ω,C4) ≤ C sup

j∈N

‖Rj(µ)‖ ‖f‖L2(Ω,C4) ≤ CdR ‖f‖L2(Ω,C4) (47)

for every |µ| ≥ µ0 > 0,f ∈ C∞
0 (Ω̄,C4) with the constant C > 0 indepen-

dent of f. Estimates (46), (47) yield that the operators L(µ), R(µ) are con-
tinued to bounded operators acting from L2(Ω,C4) into H1

µ(Ω,C
4)). Let ψj ∈

C∞
0 (Br(xj)), 0 ≤ ψj(x) ≤ 1 ϕjψj = ϕj , ψj ∈ C∞

0 (Br(xj)), 0 ≤ ψj(x) ≤ 1 be
such that ϕjψj = ϕj . Then

L(µ)DA,Φ,B(iµ) =
∑

j∈N

θjLxj
(µ)ϕjDA,Φ,B(iµ)ψjI = (48)

I + T1(µ),

12



where
T1(µ) =

∑

j∈N

θjLxj
(µ) [DA,Φ,B,(iµ), ϕjI]ψj ,

and
[DA,Φ,B(iµ), ϕjI] = DA,Φ,B(µ)ϕjI − ϕjDA,Φ,B(µ).

Applying estimate (22) we obtain that

‖[DA,Φ,B(iµ), ϕjI]‖B(H1
µ(Ω,C4),L2(Ω,C4)) ≤

C

|µ|
, |µ| ≥ µ0 (49)

with the constant C > 0 independent of j ∈ N. Again applying the finite
multiplicity of the coverage {Br(xj)}j∈N

we obtain from (46), (49) the estimate

‖T1(µ)‖B(H1(Ω,C4),H1(Ω,C4)) ≤
C

|µ|
sup
j∈N

∥∥Lxj
(µ)

∥∥ ≤
CdL
|µ|

, |µ| ≥ µ0. (50)

Hence there exists µ1 ≥ µ0 such that

sup
|µ|≥µ1

‖T1(µ)‖B(H1(Ω,C4),H1(Ω,C4)) < 1. (51)

Thus the operatorDA,Φ,B(iµ) has the left inverse operator L(µ) = (I + T1(µ))
−1
L(µ)

for every µ ∈ R : µ ≥ µ1. In the same way we prove that there exists a right
inverse operator R(µ) of DA,Φ,B,(iµ) for |µ| ≥ µ2 > µ1. Hence the operator
DA,Φ,B(iµ) : H1

µ(Ω,C
4) → L2(Ω,C4) is invertible for every |µ| ≥ µ2.

Corollary 4 Let conditions of Theorem 3 be satisfied. Then there exists µ̃ > 0
such that the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) is invertible for
every µ ∈ R : |µ| ≥ µ̃.

Proof. For every fix µ ∈ R the norm in the space H1
µ(Ω,C

4) is equivalent to
the norm in the usual Sobolev spaces H1(Ω,C4) without parameter µ. It implies
the invertibility of the operator DA,Φ,B(iµ) : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) for every
µ : |µ| ≥ µ̃.

3 Self-adjointness of the unbounded operator

DA,Φ,B

Now we consider the self-adjointness in L2(R3,C4) the unbounded operators
DA,Φ,B associated with the operator DA,Φ,B defined by the Dirac operator

DA,Φ = α · (i∇+A) + α0m+ΦI4

where A ∈ L∞(Ω,C4), Φ ∈ L∞(Ω) with domain

H1
B(Ω,C4) =

{
u ∈ H1(Ω,C4) : Bu(x′) = b1(x

′)u1
∂Ω(x

′) + b2(x
′)u2

∂Ω(x
′) = 0,

x′ ∈ ∂Ω, bj ∈ Cb(∂Ω,B(R2)).

}
,

(52)
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Theorem 5 Let: (i) Ω ⊂ R3 be a domain with the C2-uniformly regular bound-
ary, (ii) the vector-valued potential A ∈ L∞(Ω,R4) and the electrostatic poten-
tial Φ ∈ L∞(Ω) be real-valued, (iii) the uniformly parameter-dependent Lopatinsky-
Shapiro condition

inf
x′∈∂Ω,|ξ′|2+µ2=1

∣∣detL(x′, ξ′, µ)
∣∣ > 0

hold; (iv) bj ∈ Cb(∂Ω)⊗ B(C2), j = 1, 2 and the operator DA,Φ,B is symmetric
in L2(Ω,C4). Then the operator DA,Φ,B is self-adjoint in L2(Ω,C4).

Proof. Corollary 4 yields that there exists |µ| large enough and a constant
C > 0 such that for every u ∈ H1

B
(Ω,C4)

‖u‖H1(Ω,C4) ≤ C
(
‖DA,Φu‖L2(Ω,C4) + |µ| ‖u‖L2(Ω,C4)

)
. (53)

It follows from a priori estimate (53) that the operator DA,Φ,B is closed. More-
over, Corollary 4 yields that the deficiency indices of DA,Φ,B are equal 0. Hence
(see for instance [13], page 100) the operator DA,Φ,B is self-adjoint.

Corollary 6 Let

H1
B
(Ω,C4) =

{
u ∈ H1(Ω,C4) : Bu(x′) = u1

∂Ω(x
′) + b(x′)u2

∂Ω(x
′) = 0, x′ ∈ ∂Ω

}

where bj ∈ Cb(∂Ω)⊗ B(C2),and

b∗ (σ·ν) + (σ·ν) b = 0 on ∂Ω (54)

where ν is the outward unit normal vector to ∂Ω. Then the operator DA,Φ,B is
symmetric. Hence, if conditions (i),(ii),(iii) of Theorem 5 hold then the operator
DA,Φ,B is self-adjoint in L2(Ω,C4).

Proof. Integrating by parts we obtain

〈DA,Φu,v〉L2(Ω,C4) − 〈u,DA,Φv〉L2(Ω,C4) = 〈(−iα · ν)u∂Ω,v∂Ω〉L2(∂Ω,C4) ,

u, v ∈ H1
B
(Ω,C4).

Taking into account (54) we obtain that

(α · ν)u∂Ω · v∂Ω = −i (σ · ν)u2
∂Ω · v1∂Ω − i (σ · ν)u1

∂Ω · v2∂Ω (55)

= (b∗i (σ · ν) + i (σ · ν) b)u1
∂Ω · v2∂Ω = 0.

Hence DA,Φ,B is a symmetric operator and by Theorem 5 DA,Φ,B is self-adjoint.
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3.0.1 Self-adjointness of generalized MIT bag model

We consider the operator of generalized MIT bag model

MA,Φ,Bu(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ Ω

Ma(x
′)u∂Ω(x

′) = u1
∂Ω(x

′) + ia(x′) (σ · ν)u2
∂Ω(x

′), x′ ∈ ∂Ω
(56)

where a ∈ Cb(∂Ω) is a real-value function. Note that if a = 1 we obtain the
boundary condition of the MIT bag model (see [4] ,[6], [7], [10]). Note that the
boundary condition given in the paper [10]

θ (I4 + iα0(α · ν))u∂Ω = (I4 + iα0(α · ν))α0u∂Ω (57)

with θ ∈ Cb(∂Ω) can be written as
{

(θ − 1)u1 + (θ + 1)i(σ · ν)u2 = 0
−(θ − 1)i(σ · ν)u1 + (θ + 1)u2 = 0

. (58)

The boundary condition (58) is equivalent to the condition Ma(x
′)u∂Ω(x

′) =
0, x′ ∈ ∂Ω where

a =
θ + 1

θ − 1
∈ Cb(∂Ω)

if
inf

x∈∂Ω
|θ(x) − 1| > 0. (59)

Note that the matrix b = ia (σ · ν) satisfies condition (54). Hence the un-
bounded operator MA,Φ,Ma

associated with MA,Φ,Ma
is symmetric.

We consider the uniform parameter-dependent Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition
for the operator DA,Φ,Ma

(iµ). Applying formulas (34) we obtain

L(x, ξ′, µ) = (h1
1 + iaσ3h

2
1,h

1
2 + iaσ3h

2
2)

= (iµe1 + iaσ3Λe1,Λe2 + iaσ3iµe2).

Formulas (30), (31) yield

detL(x, ξ′, µ) = det

(
iµ+ a(x)ρ
−ia(x)ζ

ς̄
iρ+ a(x)µ

)
=

= µρ(a2(x)− 1) + 2ia(x)ρ2, x ∈ ∂Ω. (60)

It implies that the parameter-dependent Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition is satis-
fied on ∂Ω uniformly if

inf
x∈∂Ω

|a(x)| > 0. (61)

Thus Theorem 5 yields the following result.

Theorem 7 Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a domain with C2−uniformly regular boundary,
Aj ∈ L∞(Ω),j = 1, 2, 3, Φ ∈ L∞(Ω), a ∈ Cb(∂Ω) be real-valued functions, and
condition (61) hold. Then the unbounded operator DA,Φ,Ma

(56) is self-adjoint
in L2(Ω,C4).
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Corollary 8 Theorem 7 yields that the operator DA,Φ,Ma
where a = 1+θ(x)

1−θ(x)

with Aj ∈ L∞(Ω),j = 1, 2, 3, Φ ∈ L∞(Ω), and

0 < inf
x∈∂Ω

|a(x)| ≤ sup
x∈∂Ω

|a(x)| <∞ (62)

is self-adjoint in L2(Ω,C3). In particular case a = 1 we obtain that the operator
of MIT bag model is self-adjoint.

Remark 9 Self-adjointness of operators of MIT bag models for domains with
bounded C2−boundaries ∂Ω ⊂ R3 has been studied in the recent papers [4], [5],
[23], [10] by means of the different approach.

4 Fredholm theory and the essential spectrum

4.1 Fredholmness of the operator DA,Φ,B for bounded do-

mains

Theorem 10 Let Ω be a bounded domain with C2-boundary, A ∈ C1(Ω̄,C3),Φ ∈
C1(Ω̄), bj ∈ C(∂Ω,B(C2)), j = 1, 2 and the local standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro
condition hold at every point x ∈ ∂Ω. Then the operator DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C3) →
L2(R3,C4) is Fredholm.

Proof. Since DA,Φ is the elliptic operator this theorem follows from the stan-
dard elliptic theory (see for instance [2], [11], [12],[22].)

Corollary 11 Let condition of Theorem 5 hold and the domain Ω is bounded
with C2−boundary. Then the operator DA,Φ,B is self-adjoint with the discrete
real spectrum.

4.2 Fredholmness of the operator DA,Φ,B for unbounded

domains

Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) be such that 0 ≤ χ(x) ≤ 1, χ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1, and χ(x) = 0

for |x| ≥ 2, and χR(x) = χ( x
R ), ψR(x) = 1− χR(x).

Definition 12 Let Ω ⊂ R3 be unbounded domain. (i) We say that the operator

DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)

is a locally Fredholm operator if for every R > 0 there exist operators LR,RR ∈
B(L2(Ω,C4), H1(Ω,C4)) such that such that

LRDA,Φ,BχRI = χRI + T ′
R, χRDA,Φ,BRR = χRI + T ′′

R (63)

where T ′
R ∈ K(H1(Ω,C4)), T ′′

R ∈ K(L2(Ω,C4)).
(ii) We say that the operator

DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)
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is locally invertible at infinity if there exists R > 0 and operators L′
R,R

′
R ∈

B(L2(Ω,C4), H1(Ω,C4)) such that

L′
RDA,Φ,BψRI = ψRI, ψRDA,Φ,BR′

R = ψRI. (64)

Proposition 13 [29]The operator

DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)

is Fredholm if and only if DA,Φ,B is locally Fredholm and locally invertible op-
erator at infinity.

We denote by R̃3 the compactification of R3 obtained by the joining to the
every ray lω =

{
x ∈ R3 : x = tω, t > 0, ω ∈ S2

}
the infinitely distant point ϑω.

The topology in R̃3 is introduced such that R̃3 becomes homeomorphic to the
unit closed ball B̄1(0). The fundamental system of neighborhoods of the point
ϑω0 is formed by the conical sets Uω0,R = ̥ω0 × (R,+∞) where R > 0 and
̥ω0 is a neighborhood of the point ω0 on the unit sphere S2. We define the cut-
off function ϕϑω0

of the infinitely distant point ϑω0 as ϕϑω0
= ϕω0(

x
|x|)ψR(x)

where ϕω0(ω) ∈ C∞
0 (̥ω0) and ϕω0(ω) = 1 in a neighborhood ̥′

ω0
such that

̥′
ω0

⊂ ̥ω0 .

If Ω ⊂ R3 is an unbounded domain we denote by Ω̃, ∂̃Ω the closure of Ω, ∂Ω

in R̃3, and by Ω∞, ∂Ω∞ the associated sets of the infinitely distant points.

Definition 14 We say that the operator DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) is
locally invertible at the infinitely distant point ϑω if there exists a neighborhood
Uϑω

of the point ϑω and the operators

Lϑω
,Rϑω

∈ B(L2(Ω,C4), H1(Ω,C4))

such that
Lϑω

DDA,Φ,B
ϕϑω

I = ϕϑω
I, ϕϑω

DDA,Φ,B
Rϑω

= ϕϑω
I, (65)

where ϕϑω
is the cut-off function of the infinitely distant point ϑω.

Proposition 15 ([29]) The operator DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) is a
Fredholm operator if and only if DA,Φ,B is a locally Fredholm operator and
DA,Φ,B is locally invertible at every infinitely distant point ϑω ∈ Ω∞ ∪ ∂Ω∞ .

4.2.1 Fredholm property and essential spectra in the exterior of
bounded domain

Let Ω ⊂ R3 be an unbounded domain with C2−boundary such that Ω′ = R3�Ω̄
is a bounded domain. We consider the Fredholm property of the operator

DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)

We assume as above that Aj ,Φ ∈ C1
b (Ω̄) and bj ∈ C1(∂Ω,B(C2)), j = 1, 2.
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Following to the book [28] and the paper [29] we describe the Fredholm
properties of DA,Φ,B in terms of limit operators.

We give definition of the limit operators. Let f ∈ C1
b (
̄) and a sequence

R3 ∋ gm → ϑω ∈ R3
∞. The family of functions {f(·+ gm)} is uniformly bounded

and equicontinuous on Ω. Then the Arcela-Ascoli Theorem yields that there
exists a subsequence hm of gm and a limit function fh ∈ Cb(Ω̄) such that

lim
m→∞

sup
x∈K

∣∣f(x+ hm)− fh(x)
∣∣ = 0 (66)

for every compact set K ⊂ Ω̄..
Let hm → ϑω be such sequence that

A(x+ hm) → Ah(x),Φ(x + hm) → Φh(x)

in the sense of the convergence defined by formula (66). The operator Dh
A,Φ =

DAh,Φh is called the limit operator defined by the sequence hm, and we denote
by Limϑω

DA,Φ the set of all limit operators defined by the sequences hm → ϑω.
We set

LimDA,Φ =
⋃

ϑω∈R3
∞

Limϑω
DA,Φ.

Theorem 16 Let A ∈ C1
b (Ω̄,C

3),Φ ∈ C1
b (Ω̄), bj ∈ C1

b (∂Ω), j = 1, 2; i, j = 1, 2,
and the local standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition hold at every point x ∈ ∂Ω.
Then

DA,Φ,B : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4)

is the Fredholm operator if and only if all limit operators Dh
A,Φ ∈ LimDA,Φ are

invertible from H1(Ω,C4) into L2(Ω,C4).

Proof. Since the boundary ∂Ω ⊂ R3 is a compact surface, the operator DA,Φ is
elliptic on Ω̄, and the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition holds at every point x ∈ ∂Ω
the operator DA,Φ,B is locally Fredholm. Hence by Proposition 13 DA,Φ,B is
a Fredholm operator if and only if DA,Φ,B is a locally invertible operator at
infinity. The operator DA,Φ,B coincides with the operator DA,Φ outside the
set Ω′. Applying the results of the paper [30] we obtain that DA,Φ is locally
invertible at infinity if and only if for every ϑω ∈ R3

∞ all limit operators Dh
A,Φ ∈

Limϑω
DA,Φ are invertible from H1(R3,C4) into L2(R3,C4).

Corollary 17 Let conditions of Theorem 16 hold. Then

spessDA,Φ,B =
⋃

Dh
A,Φ∈LimDA,Φ

spDAh,Φh . (67)

Definition 18 We say that a function a ∈ C1
b (R

3) is slowly oscillating at in-
finity and belongs to the class SO1(R3) if

lim
x→∞

∂xj
a(x) = 0, j = 1, 2, 3. (68)

If Ω ⊂ R3 is an unbounded domain we denote by SO1(Ω) the class of functions
being the restrictions on Ω of functions in SO1(R3).
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Note that if f ∈ SO1(R3) and there exists a limit function fh in the sense
of formula (66), then fh ∈ C (see for instance [28], p.228).

Let Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(Ω). Then the limit operators Dh
A,Φ are of the form

Dh
A,Φ = DAh,Φh = α · (i∇+Ah) + α0m+ΦhI4 (69)

where Ah ∈ C3,Φh ∈ C. In the case if Aj ,Φ are real-valued functions the
operator Dh

A,Φ is self-adjoint and

spDh
A,Φ =

(
−∞,Φh − |m|

]⋃ [
Φh + |m| ,+∞

)
. (70)

Hence formula (67) yields the following result.

Theorem 19 Let Ω be an exterior of a bounded domain with the C2−boundary
∂Ω, A ∈ SO1(Ω,R3),Φ ∈ SO1(Ω,R) and the local standard Lopatinsky-Shapiro
condition is satisfied at every point x ∈ ∂Ω. Then

spessDA,Φ,B = (−∞,M sup
Φ − |m|]

⋃
[M inf

Φ + |m| ,+∞) (71)

where
M sup

Φ = lim sup
x→∞

Φ(x),M inf
Φ = lim inf

x→∞
Φ(x). (72)

Corollary 20 Under conditions of Theorem 19

spdisDA,Φ,B ⊂ (M sup
Φ − |m| ,M inf

Φ + |m|)

if M sup
Φ −M inf

Φ < 2 |m| , and if M sup
Φ −M inf

Φ ≥ 2 |m| then

spDA,Φ,B = spessDA,Φ,B = (−∞,+∞).

4.3 Fredholm property and essential spectrum in domains

with a conical structure at infinity

Let Ω ⊂ R3 be an connected open domain with C2−boundary. We say that Ω
has a conic exit at infinity if

Ω ∩B′
R =

{
x ∈ R3 : x = tω, t > R, ω ∈ Σ

}

where B′
R =

{
x ∈ R3 : |x| > R

}
, Σ ⊂ S2 is an open set with C2-boundary ∂Σ.

We denote by Ω̃, ∂̃Ω the compactifications of Ω, ∂Ω in the topology of R̃3.
We consider the operator DA,Φ,B in domains with a conic exit at infinity with

potentials Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(
) and bj ∈ SO1(∂Ω,B(C2)) = SO1(∂Ω)⊗ B(C2), j =
1, 2.We define the limit operators of the operator DA,Φ,B similarly to how it was
done in the articles [29],[30].

• If ϑω /∈ ∂Ω∞ then the limit operators defined by the sequence hm → ϑω
are the Dirac operators DAh,Φh with the spectrum given by formula (70).
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• Let ϑω ∈ ∂Ω∞, lRω =
{
x ∈ R3 : x = tω, t > R

}
and Tϑω

be the tangent
plane to ∂Ω at the ray lRω and ν(ω) is the outgoing normal vector to ∂Ω
at the points of ray lRω . We denote by

R3
+,ϑω

=
{
y = (y′, y3) ∈ R3 : y′ ∈ Tϑω

y3 = tν(ω), t > 0
}

the half-space in R3 with the boundary Tϑω
. Following to the paper [29]

we obtain the limit operators of DA,Φ,B defined by the sequences hm → ϑω
as

Dh
A,Φ,Bu(x) =

{
DAh,Φhu(x), x ∈ R3

+,ϑω
,

Bhu(s ) = bh1u
1
Tϑω

(s) + bh2u
2
Tϑω

(s) = 0, s ∈ Tϑω

,

(73)

where

Ah ∈ C3,Φh ∈ C, bhj ∈ B(Tϑω
,B(C2)),

u ∈ H1(R3
+,ϑω

,C4),uj
Tϑω

= γTϑω
uj ∈ H1/2(Tϑω

,C2).

Theorem 21 Let: (i) ∂Ω be a C2−surface with a conic exit at infinity, (ii)
Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(
) and bj ∈ SO1(∂Ω,B(C2)) = SO1(∂Ω) ⊗ B(C2), (iii) the
Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition be satisfied at every point x ∈ ∂Ω. Then the op-
erator DA,Φ,B : H1(
,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) is a Fredholm operator if and only if
for every ϑω ∈ ∂Ω∞ all limit operators DAh,Φh,Bh ∈ Limϑω

DA,Φ,B defined by
formulas (69), (73) are invertible.

Proof. The operator DA,Φ,B is locally Fredholm since the Dirac operator DA,Φ

is elliptic and the Lopatinsky condition holds at every point x ∈ ∂Ω. According
Proposition ?? DA,Φ,B is a Fredholm operator if and only if DA,Φ,B is locally
invertible at every infinitely distant point ϑω ∈ Ω̄∞. Following to the monograph
[28], and the paper [29],[30] we obtain the statement of Theorem 21.

Corollary 22 Let the conditions of Theorem 21 hold. Then

spessDA,Φ,B =
⋃

Dh
A,Φ,B

∈LimDA,Φ,B

spDh
A,Φ,B (74)

where Dh
A,Φ,B are unbounded operators associated with the limit operators Dh

A,Φ,B.

4.4 Essential spectrum of the operator of MIT bag model

in domains with conic exit to infinity

We consider the operator of MIT bag model in the domain Ω with C2−conical
at infinity boundary

MA,Φ,Mu(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ Ω

Mu = u1
∂Ω + i (σ · ν)u2

∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω
. (75)
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We assume that the potentials A ∈ SO1(Ω,R3),Φ ∈ SO1(Ω,R) are real-valued.
Since the conical at infinity C2−surface is uniformly regular the unbounded
operator MA,Φ,M associated with MA,Φ,M : H1(Ω,C4) → L2(Ω,C4) is self-
adjoint in L2(Ω,C4) and spessMA,Φ,M is defined by formula (74). That is

spessMA,Φ,M =
⋃

Mh
A,Φ,M

∈LimMA,Φ,M

spMh
A,Φ,M,

where Mh
A,Φ,B are limit operators of the operator MA,Φ,M.

Let the sequence hm → ϑω ∈ Ω∞�∂Ω∞. Then the limit operators are of the
form Mh

A,Φ,M = DAh,Φh and

spMh
A,Φ,M = spDAh,Φh =

(
−∞,Φh − |m|

]
∪
[
Φh + |m| ,+∞

)
. (76)

Let the sequence hm → ϑω ∈ ∂Ω∞. Then without loss of generality we
assume that Tϑω

= R2
x′ = {x = (x′, x3) : x3 = 0} . Hence the limit operators of

MA,Φ are of the form

Mh
A,Φ,Mϑω

u(x) =

{
DAh,Φhu(x), x ∈ R3

+

Mϑω
u(x′) = u(x′,+0) + iσ3u

2(x′,+0) = 0 on R2
x′

.

(77)

The gauge transformation x → e−iAh·xx reduces the study the spectrum of
Mh

A,Φ,G to the spectrum of the operator M0,Φh,G = M0,0,G +ΦhI4 where

M0,0,G u =

{
(iα ·∇+ α0m)u(x), x ∈ R3

+

Gu(x′) = u(x′,+0) + iσ3u
2(x′,+0) = 0, x′ ∈ R2

x′

. (78)

After the Fourier transform in (78) with respect to x′ ∈ R2 we obtain the
family of one-dimensional Dirac operators depending on the parameter ξ′ ∈ R2

L(ξ′)v(z) =

{ (
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d
dz + α0m

)
v(z), z ∈ R+, ξ

′ ∈ R2

v1(+0) + iσ3v
2(+0) = 0 .

. (79)

The operator L(ξ′) has the essential spectrum

spessL(ξ
′) =

(
−∞,−

√
|ξ′|

2
+ |m|

2

]⋃[√
|ξ′|

2
+ |m|

2
,+∞

)
(80)

and a possible discrete spectrum

spdisL(ξ
′) ⊂

(
−

√
|ξ′|

2
+m2,

√
|ξ′|

2
+m2

)
. (81)

We are looking for spdisL(ξ′) as follows. The equation

(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
+ α0m− λI4

)
v(z) = 0, z > 0, λ ∈ R (82)
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has the exponentially decreasing solutions of the form v(z) = he−ρz,ρ =

√
|ξ′|

2
+m2 − λ2 >

0 with |λ| <

√
|ξ′|

2
+m2, where the vector h satisfies the equation

Θ−

(
ξ′, λ

)
h = (α′ · ξ′ − iρα3 + α0m− λI4)h = 0. (83)

Equation (83) has the general solution

h = h(ξ′, λ) = Θ+

(
ξ′, λ

)
f (84)

where f ∈ C4 is an arbitrary vector and

Θ+

(
ξ′, λ

)
= α′ · ξ′ − iρα3 + α0m+ λI4 =

(
(λ+m) I2 Λ(ξ′, λ)
Λ(ξ′, λ) (λ−m) I2

)
,

and

Λ = Λ(ξ′, λ) = σ′ · ξ′ − iρσ3 =

(
−iρ ς̄
ς iρ

)
, ς = ξ1 + iξ2. (85)

Let h1,h2 be two linear independent solutions of equation (82) of the form

h1 = h1(ξ
′, λ) = Θ(ξ′, λ)

(
e1
0

)
=

(
(λ+m) e1
Λ(ξ′, λ)e1

)
, (86)

h2 = h2(ξ
′, λ) = Θ(ξ′, λ)

(
0
e2

)
=

(
Λ(ξ′, λ)e2
(λ−m) e2

)
(87)

where

Λ(ξ′, λ)e1 =

(
−iρ
ς

)
,Λ(ξ′, λ)e2 =

(
ς̄
iρ

)
. (88)

Then the general solution of equation (82) is

v(z) = C1h1e
−ρz + C2h2e

−ρz , z > 0. (89)

Substituting (89) in the boundary condition v1(+0)+ iσ3v
2(+0) = 0 we obtain

the system of linear equations with respect to C1, C2

C1(h
1
1 + iσ3h

2
1) + C2(h

1
2 + iσ3h

2
2) = 0. (90)

System (90) has a nontrivial solution if and only if

det
(
h1
1 + iσ3h

2
1,h

1
2 + iσ3h

2
2

)
(91)

= det

(
λ+m+ ρ ς̄

−iς iρ− i(λ−m)

)
= 2iρ(ρ+m) = 0.

We consider two cases:
1) The mass of the particle m ≥ 0. In this case equation (91) does not

have positive solutions and spMh
A,Φ,G is given by formula (76). It implies that

spessMA,Φ,G is given by formulas (71),(72).
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2) Let the mass m < 0. Then the equation (91) has the positive solutions
ρ = |m| . It follows from equation

ρ =

√
|ξ′|

2
+m2 − λ2 = |m|

that the operator L0(ξ′) has eigenvalues λ±(ξ
′) = ± |ξ′| , for every ξ′ ∈ R2. It

yields that
spMAh,Φh,G = (−∞,+∞) , (92)

Taking in the account (74),(92) we obtain that

spDA,Φ,M = spessDA,Φ,M = (−∞,+∞).

Thus, we established the following result.

Theorem 23 Let A ∈ SO1(Ω,R3), and Φ ∈ SO1(Ω) be the real valued func-
tions and Ω is a domain with a C2−boundary having a conic exit at infinity.
Then the essential spectrum of MIT bag model is defined by the formulas:

(a) If m ≥ 0

spessMA,Φ,M = (−∞,M sup
Φ − |m|]

⋃
[M inf

Φ + |m| ,+∞) (93)

where
M sup

Φ = lim sup
x→∞

Φ(x),M inf
Φ = lim inf

x→∞
Φ(x). (94)

(b) If m < 0
spessMA,Φ,M = (−∞,+∞).

It follows from Theorem 23 that the operatorMA,Φ,M may have the discrete
spectrum on the interval

(
M sup

Φ − |m| ,M inf
Φ + |m|

)
if m > 0 andM sup

Φ −M inf
Φ <

2m, and MA,Φ,M does not have discrete spectrum if m < 0.
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