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Abstract

We consider the 3−D Dirac operator with variable regular magnetic
and electrostatic potentials, and singular potentials

DA,Φ,Qsin
u(x) = (DA,Φ +Qsin)u(x), x ∈ R

3 (1)

where

DA,Φ =

3
∑

j=1

αj

(

i∂xj
+ Aj(x)

)

+ α0m+ Φ(x)I4, (2)

Qsin = Γ(s)δΣ is the singular potential with Γ(s) = (Γij(s))
4

i,j=1
being a

4×4 matrix and δΣ is the delta-function with support on a surface Σ ⊂ R3

which divides R3 on two open domains Ω± with the common boundary
Σ, u is a vector-function on R3 with values in C4, αj , j = 0, 1, 2, 3 are the
standard 4×4 Dirac matrices. We associate with the formal Dirac operator
DA,Φ,Qsin

an unbounded operator DA,Φ,Qsin
in L2(R3,C4) generated by

DA,Φ with domain in H1(Ω+,C
4) ⊕ H1(Ω−,C

4) consisting of functions
satisfying transmission conditions on Σ. We consider the self-adjointness
of operator DA,Φ,Qsin

for unbounded C2
−uniformly regular surfaces Σ,

and the essential spectrum of DA,Φ,Qsin
if Σ is a C2-surfaces with conic

exits to infinity. As application we consider the electrostatic and Lorentz
scalar δΣ−shell interactions on unbounded surfaces Σ.

Key words: Dirac operators, singular potentials, self-adjointness, es-
sential spectrum.

MSC Classification: 35J10; 47A10; 47A53, 81Q10

1 Introduction

The Schrödinger operators with singular potentials supported on surfaces have
attracted a lot of attention: for instance they are used for a description of quan-
tum particles interacting with charged surfaces, in approximations of Hamilto-
nians of the propagation of electrons through thin barriers. The mathematical
problems connected with formal Schrödinger operators with singular potentials

S = −∆+ aδΣ
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where Σ is the set of Lebesgue measure 0 in Rn include the realization of the
formal Schrödinger operator S as an unbounded operator S in the Hilbert space
L2(Rn) and the study of the spectral properties of S.

Over the past two decades, this topic has been intensively studied and there
is extensive literature devoted to this problem [3], [4], [13], [14], [16], [10], [11],
[12], [9], [16], [15], [29]).

The investigation of the 3D−Dirac operators with singular potentials sup-
ported on compact closed surfaces in R3 was initiated only recently in the pi-
oneering paper [5], where a new approach to extension theory of symmetric
operators was employed. This research was continued in the papers:[23], [21],
[22]. A different approach using the abstract theory of quasi-boundary triples
and their Weyl functions was proposed in [13] [14].

In contrast to the indicated papers, we consider singular potentials with
supports on both bounded and unbounded surfaces in R3. Our approach to
the self-adjointness of Dirac operators is based on the study of transmission
problems with parameter associated with the Dirac operators. We introduce
the Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions for their invertibility for large values of the
parameter, and for the a priori estimates of solutions of associated transmission
problems.

Moreover we study the Fredholm properties and the essential spectrum of
transmission problems associated with the Dirac operators with singular poten-
tials with supports on compact surfaces and non-compact surfaces with conical
exits to infinity. For this aim we apply the local principle [30], [31] and the limit
operators method, see for instance [25],[24],[26],[27].

We consider in the paper the Dirac operators

DA,Φ,Qsin
u(x) = (DA,Φ +Qsin)u(x), x ∈ R3, (3)

where u is a vector-function on R3 with values in C4,

DA,Φu(x) =




3∑

j=1

αj

(
i∂xj

+Aj(x)
)
+ α0m+Φ(x)


u(x), x ∈ R3 (4)

is the 3D−Dirac operator with variable regular magnetic and electrostatic po-
tentials, αj , j = 0, 1, 2, 3 are the 4× 4 Dirac matrices satisfying the relations

αjαk + αkαj = 2δjkI 4 (j, k = 0, 1, 2, 3),

I4 is the 4×4 unit matrix, A = (A1, A2, A3) is the variable vector-valued poten-
tial of the magnetic field H , that is H = ∇×A, Φ is the variable electrostatic
potential of the electric field E, that is E = ∇Φ, m is the mass of electron.
We use the system of coordinates for which the Planck constant h = 1, the
light speed c = 1, and the charge of electron e = 1. We assume that the func-
tions Aj , j = 1, 2, 3, and Φ belong to L∞(R3). The singular potential Qsin in

(3) is Qsin = ΓδΣ where Γ = (Γij)
4
i,j=1 is a 4 × 4 matrix-valued function with

Γij belonging to the class C1
b (Σ) of continuous bounded with the first deriva-

tives functions on Σ and δΣ is the delta-function with support on C2−surface
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Σ ⊂ R3 which divides R3 on two open domains Ω± with the common bound-
ary Σ. We assume that either Σ is a C2−connected compact surface or Σ is a
C2−unbounded connected surface regular at infinity.

Let H1(R3,C4) be the Sobolev space of 4−dimensional vector-valued func-
tions u on R3. We denote by H1(Ω±,C

4) the spaces of restrictions on Ω±

functions in H1(R3,C4) and H1(R3�Σ,C4) = H1(Ω+,C
4) ⊕ H1(Ω−,C

4). We
associate with the formal Dirac operator DA,Φ,Qsin

an unbounded in L2(R3,C4)
operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

defined by the Dirac operator DA,Φ with domain

domDA,Φ,a+,a−
= H1

a+,a−
(R3�Σ,C4) (5)

=
{
u ∈ H1(R3�Σ,C4) : a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ

}
,

where u± = γ±Σu and γ±Σ : H1(Ω±,C
4) → H1/2(Σ,C4) are the trace operators,

a±(s) are 4× 4 matrices defined as

a+(s) =
1

2
Γ(s)− iα · ν(s), a−(s) =

1

2
Γ(s) + iα · ν(s) (6)

where α · ν(s) =
∑3

j=1 αjνj(s), and ν(s) = (ν1(s), ν2(s), ν3(s)) , s ∈ Σ is the
normal vector to Σ directed into Ω−.

We associate also with the formal Dirac operator DA,Φ,Qs
the operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
of the transmission problem

DA,Φ,a+,a−
u(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ R3�Σ

a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ
(7)

acting from H1(R3�Σ,C4) into L2(R3,C4).
We study in the paper the self-adjointness in L2(R3,C4) of unbounded

operators DA,Φ,a+,a−
, the Fredholm properties of the operators DA,Φ,a+,a−

:
H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4), and the essential spectra of operatorsDA,Φ,a+,a−

.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.2 we introduce the necessary nota-

tions and definitions. In Sec.3 we describe the realization of formal Dirac oper-
ators with singular potentials as unbounded operators DA,Φ,a+,a−

in L2(R3,C4)
and also as bounded operators DA,Φ,a+,a−

of transmission problems (7), and we
study the conditions of self-adjointness of DA,Φ,a+,a−

. Our approach is closed
to the classical approach to proof of self-adjointness of realizations of boundary
value problems in Hilbert space (see for instance [1], [20]). We introduced an
analogue of the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition on Σ for the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

,
which yields the a priori estimate

‖u‖H1(R3�Σ,C4) ≤ C
(
‖DA,Φu‖L2(R3,C4) + ‖u‖L2(R3,C4)

)
(8)

for compact C2−surfaces and noncompact C2−surfaces with regular boundary.
It should be noted that the estimate (8) yields the closedness of DA,Φ,a+,a−

in
L2(Rn,C4). We also consider the parameter dependent operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) =

{
(DA,Φ − iµI4)u(x), x ∈ R3�Σ, µ ∈ R

a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ
, (9)
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and give the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions of the invertibility of

DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) : H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4)

for |µ| large enough. This conditions are applied for the study of self-adjointness
of DA,Φ,a+,a−

.
As the example we consider the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

associated with the
singular potential describing the electrostatic and Lorentz shall interactions.
The uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition for DA,Φ,a+,a−

is satisfied if

inf
s∈Σ

∣∣η2(s)− τ2(s)− 4
∣∣ > 0. (10)

Note that the unbounded operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
associated with the potential

(??) has been considered earlier in the paper [14] for compact closed surface
and real constants η, τ. In this paper the authors proved that the condition
η2 − τ2 6= 4 is sufficient for self-adjointness of D0,0,a+,a−

. They also considered
the degenerated case η2 − τ2 = 4.

In Sec. 4 we study the essential spectrum of the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
for the

cases: Σ is either a C2−compact surface or a C2−surface with conic structure
at infinity. This problem is closely connected with the Fredholm properties of
the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

of transmission problem acting from H1(R3�Σ,C4) →
L2(R3,C4). Our approach to the investigation of Fredholmness is based on the
local principle see (see for instance [30], [31]) and the limit operators method
(see for instance [28], [29], [27]).

As the corollary, we obtain the descriptions of the essential spectra of un-
bounded operators DA,Φ,a+,a−

as the union of spectra of all limit operators.
It should be noted that the conditions of the Fredholmness of DA,Φ,a+,a−

and
the location of the essential spectrum of DA,Φ,a+,a−

substantial depend on the
behavior at infinity of the regular potentials A,Φ, the surface Σ, and the matrix
Γ.

2 Notations

• IfX,Y are Banach spaces then we denote by B(X,Y ) the space of bounded
linear operators acting from X into Y with the uniform operator topology,
and by K(X,Y ) the subspace of B(X,Y ) of all compact operators. In the
case X = Y we write shortly B(X) and 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.
Let A be a closed unbounded operator in a Hilbert space H with a dense
in H domain domA. Then A is called a Fredholm operator if kerA =
{x ∈ domA : Ax = 0} and cokerA = H/ ImAwhere ImA= {y ∈ H : y = Ax, x ∈ DA}
are finite-dimensional spaces. Note that A is a Fredholm operator as un-
bounded operator in H if and only if A : DA → H is a Fredholm operator
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as a bounded operator where domA is equipped by the graph norm

‖u‖domA =
(
‖u‖

2
H + ‖Au‖

2
H

)1/2

, u ∈ domA

(see for instance [1]).

• The essential spectrum spessA of an unbounded operator A is a set of
λ ∈ C such that A−λI is not Fredholm operator as unbounded operator,
and the discrete spectrum spdisA of A is a 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(R3,C4) the Hilbert space of 4−dimensional vector-
functions u(x) = (u1(x), u2(x), u3(x), u4(x)), x ∈ R3 with the scalar prod-
uct

〈u, v〉 =

∫

R3

u(x) · v(x)dx

where u · v =
∑4

j=1 uj v̄j .

• We denote by Hs(R3,C4) the Sobolev space on R3 of 4−dimensional
vector-valued functions, that is the space of distributions u ∈ D′(R3,C4)
such that

‖u‖Hs(R3,C4) =

(∫

R3

(1 + |ξ|
2
)s ‖û(ξ)‖

2
C4 dξ

)1/2

<∞, s ∈ R

where û is the Fourier transform of u. If Ω is a domain in R3 then
Hs(Ω,C4) is the space of restrictions of u ∈ Hs(R3,C4) on Ω with the
norm

‖u‖Hs(Ω,C4) = inf
lu∈Hs(R3,C4)

‖lu‖Hs(R3,C4)

where lu is an extension of u on R3.

• We denote by Cb(R
3), Cb(Σ) the classes of bounded continuous functions

on R3,Σ, and by Cm
b (R3), Cm

b (Σ) the classes of functions a on R3 such
that ∂αa ∈ Cb(R

3), Cb(Σ) for all multiindices α : |α| ≤ m.

• Let Ω± be domains in R3 and Σ be a C2− surface being their com-
mon boundary. We say that Σ is uniformly regular if : (i) There exists
r > 0 such that for every point x0 ∈ S there exists a ball Br(x0) ={
x ∈ R3 : |x− x0| < r

}
and the diffeomorphism ϕx0

: Br(x0) → B1(0)
such that

ϕx0
(Br(x0) ∩Ω±) = B1(0) ∩ R3

±,R
3
± =

{
y = (y′, y3) ∈ R3 : y3 ≷ 0

}
,

ϕx0
(Br(x0) ∩Σ) = B1(0) ∩ R2

y′ ,R2
y′ =

{
y = (y′, y3) ∈ R3 : y3 = 0

}
;
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(ii) Let ϕi
x0
, i = 1, 2, 3 be the coordinate functions of the mappings ϕ.

Then
sup
x0∈S

sup
|α|≤2,x∈Br(x0)

∣∣∂αϕi
x0
(x)

∣∣ <∞, i = 1, 2, 3.

Note that compact closed C2−surfaces are uniformly regular automati-
cally.

• Let

D0 = α ·Dx + α0m =

3∑

j=1

αjDxj
+ α0m,Dxj

= i∂xj

be the free Dirac operator (see for instance [17], [?], [32], [7]) where α =
(α1, α2, α3) , 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, (11)

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(12)

are the 2× 2 Pauli matrices satisfying the relations

σjσk + σkσj = 2δjkI2, j, k = 1, 2, 3. (13)

Relations (13) yield that

αjαk + αkαj = 2δjkI4, j, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, (14)

where In is the n× n unit matrix. Equality (14) implies that

(α ·Dx)
2
= −∆I4

where ∆ is 3D−Laplacian. Moreover

D2
0 =

(
−∆+m2

)
I4.

It is well-known that the unbounded operatorD0 with domain H1(R3,C4)
is self-adjoint in L2(R3,C4) (see for instance [32]), and

spD0 = spessD0 = (−∞,− |m|]
⋃

[|m| ,+∞) .

3 Realization of Dirac operators with singular

potentials as unbounded operators in L2(R3,C4)

Let DA,Φ,Qsin
= DA,Φ + Qsin be the Dirac operator given by formulas (3),(4).

We define the product Qsinu where Qsin = ΓδΣ and u ∈ H1(R3�Σ,C4) as

6



a distribution in D′(R3,C4) = D′(R3) ⊗ C4 acting on the test functions ϕ ∈
C∞

0 (R3,C4) as (see [19])

(Qsinu) (ϕ) =
1

2

∫

Σ

Γ(s) (u+(s) + u−(s)) · ϕ(s)ds. (15)

Let u = (u+,u−) ∈ H1(Ω+,C
4)⊕H1(Ω−,C

4), andDA,Φu = (DA,Φu+,DA,Φu−) ∈
L2(R3,C4). Then Integrating by parts we obtain

〈DA,Φ,Qs
u, ϕ〉L2(R3,C4) =

∫

Ω+∪Ω−

DA,Φu(x) ·ϕ(x)dx (16)

−

∫

Σ

iα · ν(s) (u+(s)− u−(s)) ·ϕ(s)ds

+
1

2

∫

Σ

Γ(s) (u+(s) + u−(s)) ·ϕ(s)ds,ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (R3,C4).

Formula (16) yields that in the sense of distributions in D′(R3,C4)

DA,Φ,Qsin
u = (17)

DA,Φu−

[
iα · ν (u+ − u−)−

1

2
Γ (u+ + u−)

]
δΣ,

Hence DA,Φ,Qsin
u ∈ L2(R3,C4) if and only if

− iα · ν(s) (u+(s)− u−(s)) +
1

2
Γ(s) (u+(s) + u−(s)) = 0 (18)

for all s ∈ Σ. Condition (18) can be written of the form

a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0,s ∈ Σ (19)

where a±(s) are 4× 4 matrices:

a+(s) =
1

2
Γ(s)− iα · ν(s), a−(s) =

1

2
Γ(s) + iα · ν(s). (20)

We associate with the formal Dirac operator DA,Φ,Qsin
the unbounded in

L2(R3,C4) operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
given by the regular Dirac operator DA,Φ with

the domain

domDA,Φ,,a+,a−
= H1

a+,a−
(R3�Σ,C4) (21)

=
{
u ∈ H1(R3�Σ,C4) : a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ

}
.

We associate also with the formal Dirac operator DA,Φ,Qsin
the bounded

operator of the transmission problem

DA,Φ,a+,a−
u(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ R3�Σ

a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ
(22)

acting from H1(R3�Σ,C4) into L2(R3,C4).
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3.1 Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions

We consider the Lopatisky condition for the transmission operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

at the points x ∈ Σ which provides the local a priory estimates on Σ for the
operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

This condition is an analogue of the Lopatinsky-Shapiro
condition for elliptic boundary value problems (see for instance [1],[20]).

Invariance of the Dirac operator with respect to the orthogonal transforma-
tions of the coordinate systems in R3 allows us to consider DA,Φ,a+,a−

in the
local system of coordinates y = (y1, y2, y3) where the axis y1, y2 belong to tan-
gent plane to Σ at the point x0 and the axis y3 = z is directed along the normal
vector ν to Σ at the point x0 ∈ Σ.

After to passing to the local system of coordinates and taking into account
the main part of the operator DA,Φ we obtain the operator D0

a+(x0),a−(x0)
of the

transmission problem for the half-spaces R3
± =

{
y = (y′, y3) ∈ R3 : y3 ≷ 0

}

D0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

u(y) (23)

=

{
(α1Dy1

+ α2Dy2
+ α3Dy3

)u(y) = 0, y ∈ R3
+ ∪ R3

−

a+(x0)u+(y
′, 0) + a−(x0)u−(y

′, 0) = 0, y′ ∈ R2
y′

,

acting from H1(R3�R2
y′ ,C4) into L2(R3,C4). After the Fourier transform with

respect to y′ ∈ R2 we obtain the family of the 1−dimensional transmission
problems depending on the parameter ξ′ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R2

D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′)ψ(ξ′, z) (24)

=

{ (
α1ξ1 + α2ξ2 + iα3

d
dz

)
ψ(z) = 0, z ∈ R� {0}

a+(x0)ψ+(ξ
′, 0) + a−(x0)ψ−(ξ

′, 0) = 0, ξ′ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R2 ,

z = y3 (25)

where
ψ ∈ H1(R� {0} ,C4) = H1(R+,C

4)⊕H1(R−,C
4),

and

a+(x0) =
1

2
Γ(x0)− iα3, a−(x0) =

1

2
Γ(x0) + iα3.

One can prove that the operator D0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

: H1(R3�R2,C4) → L2(R3,C4)

is invertible if and only if the operator D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′) : H1(R� {0} ,C4) →

L2(R3,C4) is invertible for every ξ′ ∈ R2 : |ξ′| = 1. The equality

(
α1ξ1 + α2ξ2 + iα3

d

dz

)2

=

(
|ξ′|

2
−

d2

dz2

)
I4 (26)

yields that D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′) is the Fredholm operator for every ξ′ ∈ S1 with in-

dex 0. Hence D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′) is invertible if and only if ker D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′) =

{0} . We consider the equation
(
α1ξ1 + α2ξ2 + iα3

d

dz

)
ψ(ξ′, z) = 0, z ∈ R, ξ′ = (ξ1, ξ2). (27)
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where

ψ(ξ′, z) =

(
ψ1(ξ′, z)

ψ2(ξ′, z)

)

be the 4D−vector with ψj(ξ′, z) ∈ C2, j = 1, 2. Then (27) yields that ψj(ξ′, z)
satisfies the equation

(
σ1ξ1 + σ2ξ2 + iσ3

d

dz

)
ψj(ξ′, z) = 0, j = 1, 2. (28)

By formula (26) equation (28) has the exponential solutionsψj
±(ξ

′, z) = hj
±(ξ

′)e±|ξ
′|z

where hj
±(ξ

′) ∈ C2. Moreover, formula (26) implies that hj
±(ξ

′) = Λ±(ξ
′)f±

where

Λ±(ξ
′) = σ1ξ1 + σ2ξ2 ± iσ3 |ξ

′| =

(
±i |ς | ς̄
ς ∓i |ς |

)

ς = ξ1 + iξ2 ∈ C2.

and f± ∈ C2 are arbitrary vectors. Note that for every vectors f1, f2 ∈ C2

Λ±(ξ
′)f1 · Λ∓ (ξ′)f2 = 0. (29)

Let

ψ+,1(ξ
′, z) = h+,1(ξ

′)e|ξ
′|z,ψ+,2(ξ

′, z) = h+,2(ξ
′)e|ξ

′|z, (30)

ψ−,1(ξ
′, z) = h−,1(ξ

′)e−|ξ
′|z,ψ−,2(ξ

′, z) = h−,2(ξ
′)e−|ξ

′|z,

where

h±,1(ξ
′) =

(
Λ±(ξ

′)e
0

)
,h±,2(ξ

′) =

(
0

Λ±(ξ
′)e

)
, e =

(
1
0

)
,0 =

(
0
0

)
.

(31)
Formula (29) yields that the system of vectors

{h+,1(ξ
′),h+,2(ξ

′),h−,1(ξ
′),h−,2(ξ

′)}

is orthogonal in C4 and

‖h±,j(ξ
′)‖

2

C2 = 2 |ξ′|
2
.

Moreover,
{
ψ±,1(ξ

′, z),ψ±,2(ξ
′, z)

}
is the fundamental system of solutions of

equation (27). Note that the general solution of equation (27) inH1(R� {0} ,C4)
is of the form

ψ(ξ′, z) =

{
ψ+(ξ

′, z) = C+,1ψ−,1(ξ
′, z) + C+,2ψ−,2(ξ

′, z), z ≥ 0
ψ−(ξ

′, z) = C−,1ψ+,1(ξ
′, z) + C−,2ψ+,2(ξ

′, z), z < 0
.

Substituting ψ±(ξ
′, z) in the interaction condition

a+(x0)ψ+(ξ
′, 0) + a−(x0)ψ−(ξ

′, 0) = 0 (32)

9



we obtain the linear system of equations with respect to C+,1, C+,2, C−,1, C−,2

a+(x0)h−,1C+,1 + a+(x0)h−,2C+,2 + a−(x0)h+,1C−,1 + a−(x0)h+,1C−,2 = 0.
(33)

Note that ker D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′) = {0} if and only if system (33) has the trivial
solution only.

We denote by L(x0, ξ
′) the 4× 4 matrix with columns

(a+(x0)h−,1(ξ
′), a+(x0)h−,2(ξ

′), a−(x0)h+,1(ξ
′), a−(x0)h+,2(ξ

′)) .

Definition 1 We say that the local Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition for DA,Φ,a+,a−

is satisfied at the point s0 ∈ Σ if

detL(s0, ξ
′) 6= 0 for every ξ′ : |ξ′| = 1 (34)

and we say that the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition for DA,Φ,a+,a−
is sat-

isfied on Σ if
inf
s∈Σ

inf
|ξ′|=1

|detL(s, ξ′)| > 0. (35)

Thus the operator D0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

is invertible if condition (34) is satisfied.

Moroever, if condition (35) is satisfied then the the family of the operators
D0

a+(s),a−(s), s ∈ Σ is uniformly invertible, that is

sup
s∈Σ,|ξ′|=1

∥∥∥∥
(
D0

a+(s),a−(s)

)−1
∥∥∥∥ <∞. (36)

3.2 Examples of the Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions

• Let

Γ =

(
2γI2 0
0 2ǫI2

)
,

where γ = γ(s), ǫ = ǫ(s) ∈ C1
b (Σ) are real-valued functions. Then

a± =

(
γI2 ∓iσ3
∓iσ3 ǫI2

)
.

• We set
e1 = a+h−,1, e2 = ah−,2, e3 = a−h+,1, e4 = a−h+,2,

where

e1 =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 ǫI2

)(
Λ−e

0

)
=

(
γΛ−e

iΛ+e

)
(37)

e2 =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 ǫI2

)(
0

Λ−e

)
=

(
iΛ+e

ǫΛ−e

)

e3 =

(
γI2 iσ3
iσ3 ǫI2

)(
Λ+e

0

)
=

(
γΛ+e

−iΛ−e

)

e4 =

(
γI2 iσ3
iσ3 ǫI2

)(
0

Λ+e

)
=

(
−iΛ−e

ǫΛ+e

)
.

10



Taking into account that

Λ2
± = 0 and Λ∗

± = Λ∓

we obtain that

e1 · e2 = e1 · e3 = e2 · e4 = e3 · e4 = 0, (38)

e21 = e22 = 2(1 + γ2) |ξ′|
2
, e23 = e24 = 2(1 + ǫ2) |ξ′|

2
,

e1 · e4 = e2 · e3 = 2i(γ + ǫ)2 |ξ′|
2
.

Formulas (38) yields that

det (ei · ej)
4
i,j=1 = 16 |ξ′|

8
((1 + γ2)(1 + ǫ2)− (γ + ǫ)2) (39)

= 16 |ξ′|
8
(1− γǫ)

2
.

Hence the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition holds at the point s ∈ Σ if

γ(s)ǫ(s) 6= 1, (40)

and the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition holds uniformly on Σ if

inf
s∈Σ

|1− γ(s)ǫ(s)| > 0. (41)

• For the electrostatic potential Γ(s) = τ(s)I4 γ(s) = ǫ(s) = 1
2τ(s), we

obtain from (40),(41) the local Lopatisky condition

τ2(s) 6= 4

and the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition

inf
s∈Σ

∣∣4− τ2(s)
∣∣ > 0.

• Let

Qsin = (η(s)I4 + τ(s)α0) δΣ =

(
(η(s) + τ(s)) I2 0

0 (η(s) − τ(s)) I2

)
δΣ

(42)
be the sum of electrostatic and Lorentz potentials where η(s), τ(s) ∈ Cb(Σ)
are real-valued functions. Then we obtain from formulas (40),(41) the local
Lopatisky-Shapiro condition

η2(s)− τ2(s) 6= 4, s ∈ Σ

and the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition

inf
s∈Σ

∣∣η2(s)− τ2(s)− 4
∣∣ > 0. (43)
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3.3 A priori estimates for operators DA,Φ,a+,a−

Theorem 2 Let Σ ⊂ R3 be a C2-uniformly regular surface being the common
boundary of the domains Ω±, A = (A1, A2, A3) ∈ C1

b (R
3,C3), Φ ∈ C1

b (R),
Γ ∈ C1

b (Σ,B(C
4)) = C1

b (Σ) ⊗ B(C4), and the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition be
satisfied on Σ uniformly, that is

inf
s∈Σ,|ξ′|=1

|detL(s, ξ′)| > 0. (44)

Then there exists C > 0 such that for every u ∈ H1
(
R3�Σ,C4

)

‖u‖H1(R3�Σ,C4) ≤ C
(∥∥DA,Φ,a+,a−

u
∥∥
L2(R3,C4)

+ ‖u‖L2(R3,C4)

)
. (45)

Proof. The proof of the a priori estimate (45) is based on the local a priori
estimates following from the uniform ellipticity on R3 of Dirac operator DA,Φ

and the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions. For the gluing of local estimates
we use a countable partition of the unity of finite multiplicity. The uniform
ellipticity of DA,Φ yields that there exists a small enough r > 0 such that for
every point x0 ∈ R3�Σ there exists a ball Br(x0) =

{
x ∈ R3 : |x− x0| < r

}

such that the local a priory estimate

‖u‖H1(Br(x0),C4) ≤ C
(∥∥DA,Φ,a+,a−

u
∥∥
L2(Br(x0),C4)

+ ‖u‖L2(Br(x0),C4)

)
(46)

holds for every u ∈ H1
(
Br(x0),C

4
)
with a constant C > 0 independent of

x0 ∈ R3�Σ. The uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition yields that for small
enough r > 0 independent of x0 ∈ Σ there exists the local a priori estimates at
every point x0 ∈ Σ

‖u‖
2
H1(Br(x0)�Σ,C4) ≤ C

(∥∥DA,Φ,a+,a−
u
∥∥2
L2(Br(x0),C4)

+ ‖u‖
2
L2(Br(x0),C4)

)
(47)

for u ∈ H1(Br(x0)�Σ,C4) with a constant C > 0 independent of x0 ∈ Σ. Since
Σ is a uniformly regular surface there exists a partition of unity

∞∑

j=1

θj(x) = 1, x ∈ R3, θj ∈ C∞
0 (Br(xj)) (48)

subordinated to the countable covering ∪∞
j=1Br(xj) of finite multiplicity such

that a priori estimates (46) or (47) hold for all points x0 = xj with a constant
C > 0 independent of j ∈ N. We obtain a priori estimate (45) gluing these
estimates by means of partition of unity (48).
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3.4 Parameter-dependent transmission problems associ-

ated with Dirac operators with singular potentials

We consider the invertibility of the parameter-dependent operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
(iµ)u(x) (49)

=
(
DA,Φ,a+,a−

− iµI2
)
u(x)

=

{
(DA,Φ − iµI4)u(x), x ∈ R2�Γ, µ ∈ R,
a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Γ

, µ ∈ R

acting from H1(R3�Γ,C4) in L2(R3,C2) for large value of |µ| . We will apply
the local approach following to the well-known paper [2]). Let D0

A,Φ(µ) =
σ ·D−iµI4 is the main part of the parameter-dependent operator DA,Φ−iµI2.
Since

(σ · i∇+ iµI2) (σ · i∇− iµI2) =
(
−∆2 + µ2

)
I2

the operator DA,Φ − iµI2 is the uniformly elliptic operator with parameter
µ ∈ R. Moreover, the operator

σ · i∇− iµI2 : H1(R3,C2) → L2(R3,C2)

is invertible for every µ ∈ R : |µ| > 0 with

(σ · i∇− iµI2)
−1

= (σ · i∇+ iµI2)
(
−∆2 + µ2

)−1
I2

and ∥∥∥(σ · i∇− iµI2)
−1

∥∥∥
B(L2(R2,C2),H1(R2,C2))

≤
C

|µ|
, |µ| > 0. (50)

For the local estimates at the points x0 ∈ Σ we use the local system of
orthogonal coordinates y = (y1, y2) where the axis y1 is directed along the
tangent to Σ at the point x0 ∈ Σ and the axis y3 = z is directed along the
normal vector νx0

to Σ at the point x0 ∈ Σ, and we take the main part of
DA,Φ(µ). Then we obtain the operator

D0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(µ)ψ(y) (51)

=
(
D0

a+(x0),a−(x0)
− iµ

)
ψ(y)

=

{ (
α′ ·Dy′ + iα3

∂
∂y3

− iµI4

)
ψ(y) = 0, y ∈ R3

+ ∪ R3
+

a+(x0)ψ+(y
′, 0) + a−(x0)ψ−(y

′, 0) = 0, y′ ∈ R2
,

where

α′ ·Dy′ = α1Dy1
+ α2Dy2,a±(x0) =

1

2
Γ(x0)∓ iα3.

We investigate the invertibility ofD0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(µ) acting fromH1(R3
+,C

4)⊕

H1(R3
−,C

4) into L2(R3,C4). Applying the Fourier transform with respect to
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y′ = (y1, y2) ∈ R2 we obtain the family of 1 − D parameter-dependent trans-
mission problems on R� {0}

D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′, µ) (52)

=

{
D0(ξ

′, µ)ψ(ξ′, µ, z) =
(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d
dz − iµI4

)
ψ(ξ′, µ, z), z ∈ R� {0} ,

a+(x0)ψ+(ξ
′, µ, 0) + a−(x0)ψ−(ξ

′, µ, 0) = 0,α′ · ξ′ = α1ξ1 + α2ξ2.

where z = y3.

Note that the operator D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′, µ) : H1(R� {0} ,C4) → L2(R,C4)

is the Fredholm operator of the index 0 if |ξ′|
2
+µ2 > 0. Hence D0

a+(x0),a−(x0)
(ξ′, µ)

is invertible if and only if kerBa+(x0),a−(x0)(ξ
′, µ) = 0 for all (ξ′, µ) : |ξ′|

2
+µ2 >

0. We consider solutions of the equation

D̂0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(ξ′, µ)ψ = 0

in the space H1(R� {0} ,C4) ⊂ L2(R,C4). Since
(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
+ iµI4

)(
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d

dz
− iµI4

)
=

(
|ξ′|

2
+ µ2 −

d2

dz2

)
I4

(53)
the equation (

α′ · ξ′ + iα3
d

dz
− iµI4

)
ψ(ξ′, µ, z) = 0 (54)

has the exponential solutions

ψ±(ξ
′, µ, z) = h± (ξ′, µ) e±ρz, ρ =

√
|ξ′|2 + µ2. (55)

where the vectors h± (ξ′, µ) satisfy the equation

(α′ · ξ′ ± iρα3 − iµI4)h± (ξ′, µ) = 0. (56)

Taking into account (53) we obtain that the vectors h± (ξ′, µ) ∈ C4 have the
form

h± (ξ′, µ) = Θ±(ξ
′, µ)f± = (α′ · ξ′ ± iρα3 + iµI4)f± (57)

where f± ∈ C4. Let

Λ±(ξ
′, µ) = σ′ · ξ′ ± iρσ3 =

(
±iρ ς̄
ς ∓iρ

)
, ς = ξ1 + iξ2 (58)

and

e1 =

(
1
0

)
, e2 =

(
0
1

)
,0 =

(
0
0

)
.

Then the vectors

h1,±(ξ
′, µ) = Θ±(ξ

′, µ)

(
e1
0

)
=

(
iµI2 Λ±(ξ

′, µ)
Λ±(ξ

′, µ) iµI2

)(
e1
0

)

=

(
iµe1

Λ±(ξ
′, µ)e1

)
,
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h2,±(ξ
′, µ) = Θ±(ξ

′, µ)

(
0
e2

)
=

(
iµI2 Λ±(ξ

′, µ)
Λ±(ξ

′, µ) iµI2

)(
0
e2

)

=

(
Λ±(ξ

′, µ)e2
iµe2

)

are solutions of equation (56). Applying formulas

Λ∗
±(ξ

′, µ) = Λ∓(ξ
′, µ),Λ2

±(ξ
′, µ) = (−ρ2 + |ξ′|

2
)I2 = −µ2I2 (59)

we obtain that the system of the vectors

{h1,+(ξ
′, µ),h2,+(ξ

′, µ),h1,−(ξ
′, µ),h2,−±(ξ

′, µ)}

is orthogonal in C4, and {h1,±(ξ
′, µ)e±ρz,h2,±(ξ

′, µ)e±ρz} is the fundamental
system of solutions of equation (54).

The exponentially decreasing solutions of equation (54) are of the form

ψ =

{ (
C+

1 h+,1 + C+
2 h+,2

)
eρz, z < 0(

C−
1 h−,1 + C−

2 h−,2

)
e−ρz, z > 0

. (60)

Substituting ψ in the transmission conditions we obtain the system of linear
equations

C+
1 a−(x0)h+,1 + C+

2 a−(x0)h+,2 + C−
1 a+(x0)h−,1 + C−

2 a+(x0)h−,2 = 0 (61)

with respect to the unknown vector (C+
1 , C

+
2 , C

−
1 , C

−
2 ) ∈ C4. System (61) has

the trivial solution if and only if

detL(x0, ξ
′, µ) 6= 0 if ρ2 = µ2 + |ξ′|

2
= 1 (62)

where L(s, ξ′, µ) is the matrix with columns

{a−(x0)h+,1(ξ
′, µ), a−(x0)h+,2(ξ

′, µ), a+(x0)h−,1(ξ
′, µ), a+(x0)h−,1(ξ

′, µ)} .

• Condition (62) is called the local Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition for the op-
erator DA,Φ,a+,a−

(µ) of parameter-dependent transmission problem (49).

• We say that the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) satisfies the uniform Lopatinsky-

Shapiro condition for parameter-dependent transmission problem (49) if

inf
x0∈Σ,µ2+|ξ′|2=1

|detL(x0, ξ
′, µ)| > 0. (63)

It should be noted that if condition (63) is satisfied then the operators

D0
a+(x0),a−(x0)

(µ) : H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4), x0 ∈ Σ

are invertible for every µ 6= 0, and

sup
s∈S

∥∥∥∥
(
D0

a+(s),a−(s)(µ)
)−1

∥∥∥∥
B(L2(R3,C4),H1(R3�Σ,C4))

≤ C |µ|
−1
. (64)
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Theorem 3 Let Σ ⊂ R3 be a C2−uniformly regular surface, the magnetic po-
tential A = (A1, A2, A3) ∈ L∞(R3,C3), the electrostatic potential Φ ∈ L∞(R),
Γ ∈ C1

b (Σ,B(C
4)), and the uniformly Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (63) for

parameter-dependent operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ), µ ∈ R be satisfied. Then there ex-

ists µ0 > 0 such that the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) : H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4)

is invertible for every µ ∈ R : |µ| > µ0.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of invertibility of elliptic parameter-
dependent boundary value problems (see for instance [2],[1], Sec.3). However,
we consider the parameter-dependent transmission problems for unbounded do-
mains, and therefore we need an infinite partition of unity and estimates as-
sociated with this fact. Note that the Dirac operator DA,Φ(iµ) is a uniformly
elliptic parameter-depending operator on R3.Moreover, the Lopatinsky-Shapiro
condition (64) are satisfied uniformly for every point x ∈ Σ. It yields that there
exists r > 0 and µ0 > 0 such that there exists a countable covering ∪j∈NBr(xj)
of the finite multiplicity N ≥ 1 such that for every xj there exist operators

Lxj
(µ), Rxj

(µ) ∈ B(L2(R3,C4), H1(R3�Σ,C4))

such that

sup
j∈N,|µ|≥µ0

∥∥Lxj
(µ)

∥∥ = dL <∞, sup
j∈N,|µ|≥µ0

∥∥Rxj
(µ)

∥∥ = dR <∞, (65)

and

Lxj
(µ)DA,Φ,a+,a−

(µ)ηjI = ηjI, (66)

ηjDA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ)Rxj

(µ) = ηjI

for every ηj ∈ C∞
0 (Br(xj)). Let

∑

j∈N

ϕj(x) = 1

be a partition of the unity subordinated to the covering ∪j∈NBr(xj). We set

L(µ)u =
∑

j∈N

ϕjLxj
(µ)θju, u ∈ C∞

0 (R3,C4),

R(µ)u =
∑

j∈N

θjRxj
(µ)ϕju,

where θj ∈ C∞
0 (Br(xj)), 0 ≤ θj ≤ 1, j ∈ N, θjϕj = ϕj . One can prove that

the operators L(µ), R(µ) are continued to the bounded operators acting from
L2(R3,C4) to H1(R3�Σ,C4)) and

L(µ)DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) = I + T1(µ),DA,Φ,a+,a−

(µ)R(µ) = I + T2(µ) (67)

where

‖T1(µ)‖ ≤ C(1 + |µ|)−1, (68)

‖T2(µ)‖ ≤ C(1 + |µ|)−1,
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and C > 0 is independent of µ. Hence the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) is invertible

for |µ| large enough.

Example 4 Let

Qsin = Γ(s)δΣ =

(
γ(s) 0
0 κ(s)

)
δΣ

γ, κ ∈ C1
b (Σ). We set

{f1 = a−(s)h+,1, f2(s) = a−(s)h+,2, f3(s) = a+(s)h−,1, f4(s) = a+(s)h−,1} ,

where

f1 = a−h1,+ =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 κI2

)(
iµe1
Λ+e1

)
=

(
iηγe1 + iΛ−e1
µe1 + κΛ+e1

)
, (69)

f2 = a−h2,+ =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 κI2

)(
Λe2
iµe2

)
=

(
γΛ+e2 − µe2

−iΛ−e2 + iµκe2

)
,

f3 = a+h1,− =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 κI2

)(
iµe1
Λ−e1

)
=

(
iηµe1 − iΛ+e1
−µe1 + κΛ−e1

)
,

f4 = a+h2,− =

(
γI2 −iσ3
−iσ3 κI2

)(
Λ−e2
iµe2

)
=

(
ηΛ−e2 + µe2
iΛ+e2 + iµκe2

)
.

It follows from (69) that

f1 · f2 = f1 · f3 = f2 · f4 = f3 · f4 = 0, (70)

f21 = f22 = 2(1 + γ2) |ξ′|
2
, f23 = f24 = 2(1 + ǫ2) |ξ′|

2
,

f1 · f4 = f2 · f3 = 2i(γ + ǫ)2 |ξ′|
2
.

Applying formulas (59) we obtain that the Gramm determinant G of the system

{fj}
4
j=1 is

G = det (fi · fj)
4
i,j=1 = 16ρ8(1− γǫ)4, ρ2 = µ2 + |ξ′|

2
. (71)

Hence the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition holds uniformly on Σ if

inf
s∈Σ,

|1− γ(s)κ(s)| > 0. (72)

IHence if the condition (72) holds the operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
(µ) : H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3�Σ,C4), µ ∈ R

is invertible for large values of |µ| .
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3.5 Self-adjointness of the operator DA,Φ,a+,ab−

Now we consider the self-adjointness of the unbounded operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
in

L2(R3,C4) defined by the Dirac operator

DA,Φ = α · (Dx +A(x)) + α0m+Φ(x)I4

with the domain

H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4) =
{
u ∈ H1(R3�Σ,C4) : a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0,s ∈ Σ

}

where

a+(s) =
1

2
Γ(s)− iν ·α, a−(s) =

1

2
Γ(s) + iν · α.

We set

〈u, v〉L2(R3,C4) =

∫

R3

u(x) · v(x)dx,

〈u, v〉L2(Σ,C4) =

∫

Σ

u(s) · v(s)ds

are the scalar products in L2(R3,C4), L2(Σ,C4), respectively.

Theorem 5 Let Σ ⊂ R3 be the C2-uniformly regular surface, the vector po-
tential A ∈ L∞(R3,R4) and the scalar potential Φ ∈ L∞(R3) be real-valued,

and Γ = (Γij)
4
i,j=1 be the Hermitian matrix with elements Γij ∈ C1

b (Σ). We

assume that the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro conditions (63) for the parameter-
dependent problem holds. Then the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

with domain H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4)

is self-adjoint in L2(R3,C4).

Proof. At first, we prove that the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
is symmetric. Let

u, v ∈ H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4). Integrating by parts we obtain

〈DA,Φu,v〉L2(R3,C4) − 〈u,DA,Φv〉L2(R3,C4)

= 〈(−iα · ν)u+,v+〉L2(Σ,C4) − 〈(−iα · ν)u−,v−〉L2(Σ,C4)

=
1

2
〈−iα · ν (u+ − u−) ,v+ − v−〉L2(Σ,C4) −

1

2

〈
u+ − u−,−iα · ν(v+ − v−

〉
L2(Σ,C4)

.

Thaking into account equality (18) we obtain that

〈DA,Φu,v〉L2(R3,C4) − 〈u,DA,Φv〉L2(R3,C4) (73)

= −
1

4
〈Γ (u+ + u−) ,v+ − v−〉L2(Σ,C4) +

1

4
〈u+ + u−,Γ(v+ − v−〉L2(Σ,C4) .

Since the matrix Γ is Hermitian for every s ∈ Σ the right part side in (73) is 0.
Hence

〈DA,Φu, v〉L2(R3,C4) = 〈u,DA,Φv〉L2(R3,C4)

for every u, v ∈ H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4). The uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condi-
tion (63) yields a priori estimate (45) which implies that the operatorDA,Φ,a+,a−

is
closed. Moreover, Theorem 3 yields that the deficiency indices of DA,Φ,a+,a−

are equal 0. Hence (see for instance [6], page 100) the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
is

self-adjoint.
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3.5.1 Self-adjointness of Dirac operator with electrostatic and Lorentz
δ−shell interactions

As application of Theorem 5 we consider the Dirac operator with singular po-
tential

Qsin = (η(s) + τ(s))δΣ =

(
(η(s) + τ(s)) I2 0

0 (η(s)− τ(s)) I2

)

of the electrostatic and Lorentz δ−shell interactions.

Theorem 6 Let Σ be a uniformly regular C2−surface. We assume that the
vector potential A ∈ L∞(R3,R4), the scalar potential Φ ∈ L∞(R3) and real-
valued, the function η(s), τ(s)(∈ C1

b (Σ)) are real valued. Moreover, we assume
that

inf
s∈S

∣∣η2(s)− τ2(s)− 4
∣∣ > 0. (74)

Then the unbounded operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
defined by the Dirac operator DA,Φ

with domain H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4) where a±(s) = η(s)I4+τ(s)α0∓iα · ν(s), s ∈ Σ

is self-adjoint in L2(R3,C4).

Proof. We set in Example 4 γ = η+τ, κ = η−τ. Applying condition (72) we ob-
tain that (74) is the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition DA,Φ,a+,a−

It should
be noted that condition (74) ensures the fulfillment of the uniform Lopatinsky-
Shapiro condition for the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

(µ) of parameter-dependent trans-
mission problem associated with potential Qsin(s) = (η(s) + τ(s))δΣ. Moreover,
the unbounded operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

with domain H1
a+,a−

(R3�Σ,C4) is sym-

metric in L2(R3,C4). Hence Theorem 6 yields that DA,Φ,a+,a−
is a self-adjoint

operator.

4 Fredholm theory of transmission problems as-

sociated with Dirac operator with singular po-

tentials

We consider the Fredholm property of the transmission operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
u(x) =

{
DA,Φu(x), x ∈ R3�Σ,

a+(s)u+(s) + a−(s)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Σ;
(75)

associated with the Dirac operator with singular potential DA,Φ,Qsin
= DA,Φ +

Qsin where

DA,Φu(x) = (α · (Dx +A(x)) + α0m+Φ(x))u(x), x ∈ R3�Σ (76)

and Qsin = ΓδS . We assume that Σ is a connected C2-surface being the com-
mon boundary of the domains Ω±. Moreover, Σ is a closed compact surface or
unbounded uniformly regular surface.
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4.1 Simonenko’s local principle

• 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).

The function ψR is called the cut-off function of infinity. Let Bε(x0) =
{x ∈ Rn : |x− x0| < ε} . We say that ϕx0

is a cut-off function of Bε(x0) if
ϕx0

∈ C∞
0 (Bε(x0)), 0 ≤ ϕx0

(x) ≤ 1 and ϕx0
(x) = 1 if x ∈ Bε/2(x0).

• We denote by R̃3 the compactification of R3 obtained by the adjoint to
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 ϕx0
of the infinitely distant point x0 = ϑω9

as ϕx0
= ϕω0

( x
|x|)ψR(x) where ϕω0

(ω) ∈ C∞
0 (̥ω0

) and ϕω0
(ω) = 1 in a

neighborhood ̥′
ω0

such that ̥′
ω0

⊂ ̥ω0
.

Definition 7 We say that the operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
: H1(R3�S,C4) → L2(R3,C4)

is locally invertible at the point x0 ∈ R̃3 if there exists a neighborhood Ux0
of

the point x0 and the operators

Lx0
,Rx0

∈ B(L2(R3,C4), H1(R3�Σ,C4))

such that

Lx0
DA,Φ,a+,a−

ϕx0
I = ϕx0

I, ϕx0
DA,Φ,a+,a−

Rx0
= ϕx0

I, (77)

where ϕx0
is the cut-off function of the point x0.

Proposition 8 ([31], [30]) The operator

DA,Φ,a+,a−
: H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4)

is Fredholm if and only if DA,Φ,a+,a−
is locally invertible at every point x ∈ R̃3.

4.2 Transmission on compact closed surfaces

We consider the Fredholm property of the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
if Σ is a compact

closed C2−surface.
We assume that the vector-valued potential A = (A1, A2, A3) and the elec-

tric potentials Φ are such that

Aj ,Φ ∈ C1
b (R

3), (78)
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Γ = (Γij)
4
i,j=1 ,Γij ∈ C1

b (Σ). (79)

Let f ∈ C1
b (R

3),R3 ∋ gm → ∞.We consider the functional sequence {f(x+ gm)} .
This sequence is uniformly bounded and eqicontinuous on every compact set
K ⊂ R3. By the Arzelà–Ascoli Theorem there exists a subsequence hm of gm
and the limit function fh ∈ Cb(R

3) such that

lim
hm→∞

sup
x∈K

∣∣f(x+ hm)− fh(x)
∣∣ = 0 (80)

for every compact set K ⊂ R3.
Since Aj ,Φ ∈ C1

b (R
3), for every sequence R3 ∋ gm → ϑω there exists a

subsequence hm and limit functions Ah
j , j = 1, 2, 3,Φh belonging to Cb(R

n)

defined by formula (80). The operator Dh
A,Φ = DAh,Φh is called the limit

operator of DA,Φ. We denote by Limϑω
DA,Φ the set of all limit operators of

DA,Φ defined by sequences hm → ϑω, and we set

LimDA,Φ =
⋃

ϑω∈R3
∞

Limϑω
DA,Φ. (81)

Theorem 9 Let condition (78) hold, Σ be a C2−compact closed surface di-
viding Ω+ and Ω−, and Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (35) hold at every point
s ∈ Σ. Then DA,Φ,a+,a−

: H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2
(
R3,C4

)
is the Fredholm op-

erator if and only if all limit operators Dh
A,Φ ∈ LimDA,Φ are invertible from

H1(R,C4) into L2
(
R3,C4

)
.

Proof. Note that DA,Φ,a+,a−
locally coinsides with DA,Φ outside Σ. Because

DA,Φ is the elliptic operator on R3, DA,Φ is a locally invertible operator at
every point x ∈ R3�Σ . According to the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition (35)
DA,Φ,a+,a−

is a locally invertible operator at every point x ∈ Σ. Proposition 8
yields that DA,Φ,a+,a−

is a Fredholm operator if and only if DA,Φ,a+,a−
is locally

invertible at every infinitely distant point ϑω ∈ R3
∞. The operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

coincides with the operator DA,Φ near every point ϑω. Applying the results of
book [25] and paper [26] we obtain that DA,Φ is locally invertible at infinity if
and only if all limit operators DAh,Φh ∈ LimDA,Φ are invertible.

Corollary 10 Let conditions of Theorem 9 hold. Then

spessDA,Φ,a+,a−
=

⋃

D
Ah,Φh∈LimDA,Φ

spDAh,Φh (82)

where DAh,Φh is unbounded in L2(R3,C4) generated by DAh,Φh .

4.3 Slowly oscillating at infinity potentials

We say that a function f ∈ C1
b (R

3) is slowly oscillating at infinity if

lim
x→∞

∂xj
f(x) = 0, j = 1, 2, 3
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We denote the class of slowly oscillating at infinity functions by SO1(R3). Note
that if f ∈ SO∞(R3) and R3 ∋ hm → ∞ is such that there exists a limit function
fh in the sense of formula (80). Then the function fh is a constant.

We consider the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
for Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(R3), and we assume

that Aj ,Φ are real-valued functions, Σ is the compact closed C2−surface, and
the interaction matrix Γ = (Γij)

4
i,j=1 is such that Γij ∈ C1(Σ) and real-valued

functions.
Then the limit operators are of the form:

Dh
A,Φ,a+,a−

= DAh,Φh = α · (D +Ah)+ α0m+ΦhI4 (83)

where Ah ∈ R3,Φh ∈ R. Note that

spDAh,Φh = (−∞,Φh − |m|]
⋃

[Φh + |m| ,+∞) (84)

Then according formula (82) we obtain that

spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−
= (−∞,M sup

Φ − |m|]
⋃

[M inf
Φ + |m| ,+∞) (85)

where
M sup

Φ = lim sup
x→∞

Φ(x),M inf
Φ = lim inf

x→∞
Φ(x).

Formula (85) yields that spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−
is independent from the slowly

oscillating at infinity magnetic potential A. Moreover, if |m| > 0 and M sup
Φ −

M inf
Φ < 2 |m| , then spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−

has a gap (M sup
Φ − |m| ,M inf

Φ + |m|) which
could contain the discrete spectrum of DA,Φ,,a+,a−

. In the opposite caseM sup
Φ −

M inf
Φ ≥ 2 |m|

spessDA,Φ,a+,a−
= (−∞,+∞).

Formula (85) yields that spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−
is independent from the slowly oscil-

lating at infinity magnetic potentialA. Moreover, if |m| ≥ 0 andM sup
Φ −M inf

Φ <
2 |m| , then spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−

has a gap (M sup
Φ − |m| ,M inf

Φ + |m|) in the essen-
tial spectrum which could contain the discrete spectrum of DA,Φ,,a+,a−

. In the
opposite case: M sup

Φ −M inf
Φ ≥ 2 |m|

spessDA,Φ,a+,a−
= (−∞,+∞).

4.4 Transmission on unbounded surfaces with conic struc-

ture at infinity

Let Ω+ ⊂ R3 be an connected open domain with a C2−boundary Σ, Ω− =
R3�Ω+,Σ has the conic structure at infinity, that is there exists R > 0 such
that if x0 ∈ Σ and x0 > R the ray

{
x ∈ R3 : x = tx0, t > 0

}
⊂ Σ. Let Ω̃±, Σ̃ be

the compactifications of the sets Ω±,Σ in the topology of R̃3.
We consider the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−

for Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(R3) and for the inter-

action matrix Γ = (Γij)
4
i,j=1 with Γij ∈ C(Σ̃) ∩ C1(Σ).

We define the limit operators of the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
as follows:
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• If ϑω /∈ Σ∞ = Σ̃�Σ, then the limit operators defined by the sequence
hm → ϑω are of the form (83) with the spectrum given by formula (84).

• Let ϑω ∈ Σ∞ = Σ̃�Σ, lRω =
{
x ∈ R3 : x = tω, t > R

}
and Tϑω

be the
tangent plane to Σ at the ray lRω and ν(ω) is the outgoing normal vector
to Ω+ at the points of the ray lRω . We denote by R3

±,ϑω
the half-spaces

in R3 with common boundary Tϑω
. Then following to the paper [27] the

limit operators defined by the sequences hm → ϑω are of the form

Dh
A,Φ,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω)u(x) =

{
DAh,Φhu(x), x ∈ R3�Tϑω

,
a+(ϑω)u+(s) + a−(ϑω)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Tϑω

,

(86)
where

a+(ϑω) =
1

2
Γ(ϑω)− iα · ν(ω), a−(ϑω) =

1

2
Γ(ϑω) + iα · ν(ω),

Γ(ϑω) = lim
Σ∋s→ϑω

Γ(s).

Theorem 11 Let Σ be a C2−surface with conical structure at infinity, Aj ,Φ ∈

SO1(R3) be real-valued functions and the interaction matrix Γ = (Γi,j)
4
i,j=1

be Hermitian with Γi,j ∈ C
(
Σ̃
)
∩ C1

b (Σ), and the uniform Lopatinsky-Shapiro

condition be satisfied. Then: (i) the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
is self-adjoint, (ii)

DA,Φ,a+,a−
is a Fredholm operator if and only if: (a) for every ϑω /∈ Σ∞ all

limit operators Dh
A,Φ defined by the sequences hm → ϑω are invertible from

H1(R3,C4) → L2(R3,C4); (b) for every ϑω ∈ Σ∞ all limit operators DAh,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω)

∈ Limϑω
DA,Φ,a+,a−

are invertible from H1(R3�Σ,C4) → L2(R3,C4).

Proof. The self-adjointness of operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
follows from Theorem ??.

The operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
is locally invertible at every point x ∈ R3 because the

Dirac operator DA,Φ is elliptic and the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition holds at
every point x ∈ Σ. Hence according Proposition 8 DA,Φ,a+,a−

is a Fredholm
operator if and only if DA,Φ,a+,a−

is locally invertible at every infinitely distant
point ϑω ∈ R3

∞. Following to the monograph [25], the papers [26], [27] we obtain
that conditions (a) and (b) are necessary and sufficient for the local invertibility
of DA,Φ,a+,a−

at every infinitely distant point.

Corollary 12 Let the conditions of Theorem 11 hold. Then

spessDA,Φ,a+,a−
=

⋃

Dh
A,Φ,a+,a

−

∈LimDA,Φ,a+,a
−

spDh
A,Φ,a+,a−

(87)

where Dh
A,Φ,a+,a−

are unbounded operators associated with the above defined

transmission operators Dh
A,Φ,a+,a−

.

Note that

spDh
A,Φ,a+,a−

= spDAh,Φh = spD0,Φh =
(
−∞,Φh − |m|

]⋃[
Φh + |m| ,+∞

)

(88)
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for the sequences hm → ϑω ∈ R3
∞�Σ∞.

We consider now the spectrum of operators DAh,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) defined by
the sequences hm → ϑω ∈ Σ∞. Note that

spDAh,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) = spD0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω)

where

D0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω)u(x) =

{ (
α ·D + α0m+Φh

)
u(x), x ∈ R3�Tϑω

,
a+(ϑω)u+(s) + a−(ϑω)u−(s) = 0, s ∈ Tϑω

.

Without loss of generality we assume that Tϑω
= R2

x′ = {x = (x′, x3) : x3 = 0} .
Then after the Fourier transform with respect to x′ ∈ R2 we obtain the family
of one-dimensional Dirac operators depended on the parameter ξ′ ∈ R2

D̂0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) (ξ
′) û(ξ′, z) (89)

=

{ (
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d
dz + α0m+ Φh

)
û(ξ′, z), z ∈ R� {0} , ξ′ ∈ R2

a+(ϑω)û+(ξ
′, 0) + a−(ϑω)u−(ξ

′, 0) = 0, ξ′ ∈ R2.
.

The 1−D Dirac operator

D̂0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) (ξ
′)ϕ(z) =

{ (
α′ · ξ′ + iα3

d
dz + α0m+Φh

)
ϕ(z), z ∈ R� {0}

a+(ϑω)ϕ+(0) + a−(ϑω)ϕ−(0) = 0
(90)

has the essential spectrum

spessD̂0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) (ξ
′) =

(
−∞,Φh −

√
|ξ′|

2
+ |m|

2

]⋃[
Φh +

√
|ξ′|

2
+ |m|

2
,+∞

)

and a possible finite discrete spectrum on the interval

(
Φh −

√
|ξ′|2 +m2,Φh +

√
|ξ′|2 +m2

)
.

Hence

spD0,Φh,a+(ϑω),a−(ϑω) ==
(
−∞,− |m|+Φh

]⋃[
|m|+Φh,+∞

)
⋃

ξ′∈R2

spdisD̂0,Φh,aϑω
+

,aϑω
−

(ξ′)
⋂

(− |m|+Φh, |m|+Φh).

Applying Corollary 12 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 13 Let the conditions of Theorem 11 hold. Then

spessDA,Φ,,a+,a−

= (−∞,M sup
Φ − |m|]

⋃
[M inf

Φ + |m| ,+∞)
⋃

ξ′∈R2

⋃

ϑω∈Σ∞

⋃

hm→ϑω

spdisD̂0,Φh,aϑω
+

,aϑω
−

(ξ′)
⋂

(− |m|+Φh, |m|+Φh).
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Remark 14 The calculation of the essential spectrum of DA,Φ,a+,a−
is simpli-

fied if
lim
s→∞

Γ(s) = 0.

In this case, the limit operators defined by the sequences hm → ϑω are of the
form

D
0,Φh,aϑω

+
,aϑω

−

u(x) =

{ (
α ·Dx + α0m+ Φh

)
u(x), x ∈ R3�Tϑω

u+(s) = u−(s), s ∈ Tϑω
.

. (91)

It yields that spdisD0,Φh,aϑω
+

,aϑω
−

= ∅ and if conditions of Theorem 11 impliy

formula (87).

4.5 Electrostatic and Lorentz scalar δ−shell interaction for

conic at infinity interaction surfaces

Let Σ be a conic at infinity C2−surface. We consider the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
,

where Aj ,Φ ∈ SO1(R3) are real-valued functions. The singular potential

Qsin = ΓδΣ = (ηI4 + τα4) δΣ (92)

where η, τ ∈ C1
b (Σ) and limΣ∋s→∞ f(s) = 0. Moreover, we assume that η, τ are

real-valued functions and the Lopatinsky-Shapiro condition

η2(s)− τ2(s) 6= 4 (93)

be satisfied for every point s ∈ Σ. Then the operator DA,Φ,a+,a−
is self-adjoint

in L2(R3,C4) and spessDA,Φ,a+,a−
is given by formula (87).
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