arXiv:2103.08262v3 [math-ph] 9 Jul 2021

SPECTRAL PROPERTIES AND TIME DECAY OF THE WAVE FUNCTIONS OF PAULI
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ABSTRACT. We consider two-dimensional Pauli and Dirac operators with a polynomially vanishing magnetic field.
The main results of the paper provide resolvent expansions of these operators in the vicinity of their thresholds.
It is proved that the nature of these expansions is fully determined by the flux of the magnetic field. The most
important novelty of the proof is a comparison between the spatial asymptotics of the zero modes obtained in two
different manners. The result of this matching allows to compute explicitly all the singular terms in the associated
resolvent expansions.

As an application we show how the magnetic field influences the time decay of the associated wave-functions
quantifying thereby the paramagnetic and diamagnetic effects of the spin.
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2 HYNEK KOVARIK

1. Introduction and outline of the paper
1.1. The set up. Let B : R? — R be a magnetic field and let A : R> — R? be the associated vector potential
satisfying curl A = B. We consider the Pauli operator

P(A) = (P(()A) Pf()A)) with P.(A):= (iV + A)* + B, (1.1)

and the Dirac operator

where m > 0 is a constant. The operators P(A) and D,,,(A) act in 2(R?;C?), and are essentially self-adjoint
on C§°(R%; C?) under mild regularity assumptions on B. In physics the Pauli and Dirac operators represent the
non-relativistic and relativistic quantum mechanical Hamiltonians of a spin 1/2 particle confined to a plane and
interacting with the magnetic field (0,0, B). The component P_(A) in (1.1) denotes the restriction of the Pauli
operator on the spin-up subspace, while P, (A4) stands for the restriction on the spin-down subspace. We refer
e.g. to [45] for further background.

The main objects of our interest in the first part of the paper are the resolvents of P(A) and D,,(A) and their
asymptotic expansions, in a suitable topology, near the respective thresholds of the essential spectrum. In the
second part of the paper we study certain consequences of these expansions, such as local decay in time of the
wave-functions. We will primarily focus on the Pauli operator and subsequently apply the obtained results to the
Dirac operator.

It has been known since the landmark paper by Jensen and Kato [24] that the asymptotic behavior of the weighted
resolvent of a Schrédinger operator depends on the spectral nature of the threshold, see also [23, 26, 27, 37, 40].
Jensen and Kato showed that the structure of the expansion depends on whether the threshold is a regular point
(neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance), or an exceptional point (a resonance and/or an eigenvalue). Accordingly,
the resolvent expansion is regular in the former case, and singular in the latter. It is also shown in [24] that
generically the threshold of a Schrodinger operator is a regular point (in any dimension).

The situation changes completely when a magnetic field is introduced and its interaction with spin is taken into
account. For the threshold of the Pauli operator, which is zero, is always an exceptional point for P(A). Indeed,

the Aharonov-Casher theorem [2, 0, 15, 40, 41] shows that if B € L'(R?), and if the (normalized) flux
1
= — B(z)d 1.2
o= 5 [ Bla)ds (12

satisfies |a| > 1, then zero is an eigenvalue of P_(A) (for & > 0) or of P, (A) (for a < 0). Moreover, a closer
inspection of the proof of the Aharonov-Casher theorem reveals that zero is, for any a, also a resonance of P(A).
Either of P_(A) (when o > 0), or of P, (A) (when a < 0), or of both P, (A) and P_(A) (when o = 0), see Lemma
3.5. Note that zero is a resonance of P, (A) if the equation P.(A)u = 0 admits a solution u € L°(R?) \ L*(R?).
In the sequel we call such solution a zero resonant state.

All these facts are well-known and easily deducible from the Aharonov-Casher theorem and its proof. However,
so far nothing is known about the resolvent behavior of Pauli and magnetic Dirac operators at threshold, nor
about the long time behavior of their wave-functions.

In this paper we prove an expansion of (P(A) — X)~! as A — 0 (in a suitable topology). The latter reveals that

the presence of a magnetic field causes new phenomena with a continuous range of possible behaviors. In fact, as
soon as a # 0, then, depending on the sign of a, one of the operators (P.(A4) — A\)~! remains bounded whereas
the other one is singular and its expansion contains negative powers of A\ which depend on «, see e.g. equation
(1.6) below.

In dynamical terms this means that when o > 0, then the wave-functions with initial data from the spin-down
subspace of the Pauli operator decay faster than ¢t~!, while those with initial data from the spin-up subspace
decay slower than ¢~!, and vice versa for a < 0. Our main results then quantify these effects in terms of «,
cf. equation (1.8).

Analogous results are established also for the Dirac operator.
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1.2. Main results. Let us describe our main results more in detail. We start by introducing some necessary
notation. Since the Pauli operator is diagonal, it suffices to analyze the components P. (A) separately. Following
[24] we will consider their resolvents (P, (A) — \)~! as operators between weighted Sobolev spaces H** equipped
with the norm

Jullges = | (@) (1 — A* 2 ulz@ey.  k€Z, sER, (1.3)
where (z) = (1 + |z|>)'/2. By

Blk,s; k', s") = B(Hk’S;Hk,"S,)
we denote the space of bounded linear operators from H** into Hk,vsl, and for £ = 0 we use the shorthands
lullso. = llull2s L =H".

Throughout the paper we will work under the following conditions on the magnetic field:
Assumption 1.1. The function B : R? — R is continuous and satisfies |B| < (-)~° some some p > 2.

Obviously, we then have |a| < oco. It will be convenient to decompose « as follows;
a=n+d, where n =sign(a)max{k e N:k <|a|}, and o =a—n. (1.4)
With this notation zero is an eigenvalue of P(A) of multiplicity |n|, cf. Lemma 3.5. Later we will built a basis of

the zero eigenspace of P(A) is such a way that exactly one eigenfunction does not belong to L' (R?), see equations
(3.16) and (7.1). Another important quantity associated to the magnetic field is the function

1
o) = =5 [ Bo)log|e ~yldy (15)
Vs R2
which satisfies —Ah = B.

The Pauli operator. It is easily verified that any magnetic field satisfying Assumption 1.1 admits a vector
potential A € 1°°(R?;R?). The components P, (A) of the Pauli operator are then defined as unique self-adjoint
operators generated by the closed quadratic forms

|(iV + A)u*dr + / Blu|* dz, u € WH(R?),
R2 R2
and satisfy
0(Ps(A)) = 0es(P(A)) = [0,00).

Furthermore, it follows from [3, Cor. 6.5] that under Assumption 1.1 the operators P.(A) have no positive
eigenvalues. In view of [25, 36] this in turn implies that the limits

R.(\A) = (Pe(A) — X —ie)™ !

lim
e—0+
in B(0, 5;0, —s) exist and are finite for any A # 0 and any s > 1/2.

One of the main results of this paper states that if 0 < a € Z, and if p is large enough, then R (\, A) = O(1) as
A= 0in B(—1,s;1,—8),s > 3, whereas

R (\A)=-X\""P; + (-, v )v +f<~,<p7><p7 +0(1). (1.6)
Here z; € C are constants, P; is an orthogonal projection on the zero eigenspace of P_(A), ¥~ is a zero
eigenfunction of P_(A), and ¢~ is a zero resonant state of P_(A). Notice that o/ € (0,1). Obviously, if o < 1,
then P, = ¢~ = 0. The explicit formulas for the functions ¢~ and ¢~ are too complicated to state in detail here.
However, for radial B these formulas simplify and we get

¢ (z) = const (1 +ize)" L eM®  and ¢ (x) = const (x; + ix)" M) [if B is radial]
with h defined in (1.5). From equation (3.1) we easily deduce that 1~ € L*(R?) while p~ € L>°(R?)\ L*(R?).

Let us comment on the second term on the right hand side of (1.6). The asymptotic matching of zero modes
(i.e. zero eigenfunctions and resonant states) implies that only slowly decaying eigenfunctions contribute to this
term, namely those which do not belong to L'(R?). But the Aharonov-Casher theorem, Lemma 3.5, shows
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that modulo L' (R?) there exists at most one linearly independent eigenfunction which satisfies such condition,
see e.g. 1~ above. Hence the second term in (1.6), if present, is of rank one independently of mn. This is in
contrast with resolvent expansions of non-magnetic Schrédinger operators where the rank of the corresponding
term typically depends on the rank of the zero eigenspace, [24, Thm. 6.5 & Rem. 6.6].

Another important difference with respect to non-magnetic Schrédinger operators is the presence of the denomi-
nators in (1.6). This leads to higher order corrections of the leading terms A" =1 and A=, Notice however, that
in case of half-integer flux, when o/ = 1/2, these denominators do not contribute to the singular part of R_(\, A),
see also Remark 5.7. Explicit form of equation (1.6) is stated in Theorems 5.6 and 7.1.

The situation becomes more complicated when « € Z, since the Pauli operator then has two zero resonant states.
Nevertheless, R_(\, A) resp. R, (), A) satisfies an asymptotic equation similar to (1.6) with fractional powers of
A replaced by factors including log A. For more precise statements of the results, and for the expansions in the
case o < 0 see Theorems 6.5 and 7.4. The special case a = 0 is treated in Corollary 7.6.

The Dirac operator. The operator D,,,(A) is, under Assumption 1.1, self-adjoint on W12(R?), and its spectrum
is given by
(D (A)) = 0es(Din(A)) = (=00, —m] U [m, 00).

Hence if m > 0, then there are two thresholds of the essential spectrum; m and —m. Since Dirac and Pauli
operators are related through the identity

P (A)+m?—\? 0 ) 7 (1.7)

(D) = N(Dw(a) 42 = (T P(A) o —

the resolvent expansion of D,,(A) at +m can be derived from the resolvent expansion of P(A) at zero. In doing
so it turns out that if m > 0, then the expansion of (D,,(A) — A)~! for A — £m is qualitatively the same as the
expansion of (P,(A) —\)~! for A — 0, see Section 9.2.

However, an interesting effect occurs in the case of the massless Dirac operator; i.e. for m = 0. When « is small
enough, then the resolvent expansion of Dy(A) at zero is regular;

(Do(A) = N) 7t =K+ O\ 212y 4 oA, if ol <1/2,

as A — 0. See Theorem 8.4 for details. In dynamical terms this effect is reflected by faster decay of the wave-
functions, see Corollary 9.7.

Applications. Resolvent expansions of Schrédinger operators obtained in [24] have been applied in various
context such as low energy scattering theory, analysis of the wave operators or in the study of threshold resonances,
see [24, 28, 29, 49] and references therein. Similar applications of equation (1.6) and its version for integer values
of v can be obtained for Pauli and Dirac operators as well. This will be studied elsewhere.

In this paper we discuss yet another, thought related, consequences of the resolvent expansions. First, in Section
9 we show how the magnetic field accelerates the local decay in time of the wave-functions of the Pauli operator
in one of the spin subspaces, and slows down the time decay in the other spin subspace (depending on the sign of
). Suppose for example that 0 < o € Z. If u,v € 1** with s > 3, and if u is orthogonal to all zero eigenfunctions
of P_(A), then

He—itP,(A) UHL2’*S -~ t—l-‘,—o/ while ||e—itP+(A) U|||_2,—s -~ t—l—min{a/,l—o/} (1.8)

as t — oo. If u is not orthogonal to the zero eigenspace of P_(A), then of course e ~*F~(4) 4 does not decay at all.

Equation (1.8) thus quantifies the paramagnetic effect in the spin-up subspace, and the diamagnetic effect in the
spin-down subspace (for o > 0). We refer to Theorems 9.1, 9.3 for more complete statements, and to Theorem
9.6 and Corollary 9.7 for analogous results on the wave-functions of the Dirac operator.

Our second application concerns discrete eigenvalues of the perturbed Pauli operator P(A) — eV where V is an
electric field vanishing at infinity. Asymptotic expansions of these eigenvalues for ¢ — 0 in the case of radial
magnetic and electric field were established, with variational methods, in [20], see also [7]. In Section 10, using
Theorems 5.6 and 6.5, we extend some of these results to general B and V', see Proposition 10.1.
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1.3. Key ingredients of the proof. To explain the essential ideas of the method that we use to prove our main
results, let us suppose for the moment that o > 0 and consider the resolvent of P_(A).

The reference operator. As usual, we make use of resolvent equation and write
_ -1 _
R_(A\A) = (14 (Ho — N7 (P-(A) = Ho))  (Ho— )", (1.9)

provided 1+ (Ho — A\)~}(P_(A) — Hy) is invertible. Here Hj is a reference operator to be specified below. To
use equation (1.9) in weighted L?—spaces, we have to make sure that the coefficients of the difference P_(A) — Hy
vanish fast enough at infinity. For example, in the proof of (1.6) we need these coefficients to decay as o(|z|~%).
We will comment later on the origin of this restriction. This means, however, that we cannot choose Hy = —A
as it is usually done in the absence of magnetic field, cf. [23, 24, 26, 37]. For then we would have P_(A) — Hy =
2iA -V +iV - A+ |A]? — B. But the Stokes theorem implies that if o # 0, then A cannot decay faster than
O(lz[71).

Hence in view of the Stokes theorem the only admissible choice of a reference operator is Hy = (iV + Ag)?, with
Ao generating a magnetic field of total flux «, i.e. the same as B. We put

Ao(z) = % min{1, |z|}. (1.10)
x
This vector potential Ag was used already in [32] in the study of magnetic Schrodinger operators. If we now make
a suitable choice of the gauge in the Pauli operator, see the remark below, then the coefficients of

P_(A) — Hy=2i(A—Ag) -V +iV-(A—Ay) +|A? —|A)* - B (1.11)

will decay as O(|z|~P*1), where p is the decay rate of B in Assumption 1.1. The additional advantage of this choice
of Hy is that its resolvent, contrary to the resolvent of —A, has a regular expansion at zero. The disadvantage,
on the other hand, is that the explicit expression for (Hg — \)~! is rather complicated, which leads to a series of
elementary, but sometimes quite tiresome calculations, see Section 4 and Appendices B, C. We also need a much
more precise expansion of (Hp — A\)™! at zero than the one established in [32], namely up to order O(A?). This
is provided by Propositions 4.1 and 4.5. Since expansions to higher order require higher values of s, in our case
s > 3, this dictates, in view of (1.9), the o(|z|~%) decay condition on the coefficients of P_(A) — Hy.

Note also that, in agreement with the above discussion, the case o = 0 is the only one where one can use —A as
a reference operator, and which is not covered by our method. In fact, the resolvent expansion for o = 0 follows
from results obtained in [37] and [20], see Section 7.3 for details.

The gauge. The canonical choice of the gauge related to the Pauli operator is provided by the vector poten-
tial

Ap, = (02h, —01h) . (1.12)
Indeed, we have curl A, = —Ah = B. However, it turns out that for a general B the difference |Ap(z) — Ag(x)]
decays as O(|z|~?) and not faster, see Section 3. As explained above this is not sufficient for the decay requirements
on the coefficients in (1.11).
We therefore introduce a gauge transformation determined by a scalar field x such that the new gauge 4 = Ap+Vx
remains sufficiently close to Ay at infinity. This is done in Proposition 3.2. All the results of the paper will be
formulated with this choice of the vector potential. Note that for radial magnetic field we can put x = 0, see
Section 3.4.

Spatial asymptotic of the zero modes. Once the gauge with required properties is fixed, we may proceed
with the analysis of the zero modes of P_(A4), i.e. of the bounded solutions of the equation P_(A)u = 0. The
central idea of the proof is to compare the spatial asymptotics of these solutions obtained in the two different ways.
First, from the result on the behavior of solutions of (Hy + W)u = 0 for general first order operator W, see
Corollary 2.9. Second, from the Aharonov-Casher theorem, cf. Lemma 3.5. Such a comparison, when combined
with the expansion of (Hy — A\) ™!, yields explicit expressions for the leading terms of the quantities

((P_(A) — Ho)u, v+ (Hy— A\)"'(P_(4) — Ho)v) A —0, (1.13)

where wu, v are zero modes of P_(4). As we shall see shortly, these quantities play a fundamental role in finding
the expansion of R_(\, A).
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Expanding equation (1.9). We have to show that the operator 1+ (Ho—\)"1(P_(A4)— Hp) in (1.9) is invertible
for A small enough and to expand its inverse. To do so we apply the Grushin method of enlarged systems based
on the analysis of the associated Schur complement, see e.g. [22, 44]. The latter reduces the problem, very
roughly speaking, to finding the inverse of an N x N A—dependent matrix. To this end use the Feshbach
formula. These techniques, in various combinations, are frequently used in the analysis of resolvent expansions,
e.g. [26, 27, 46].

In our case we have N = |n| + 1 if o ¢ Z, and N = |n| + 2 if @ € Z. At this point the knowledge of the spatial
asymptotics of the zero modes becomes crucial. Indeed, using the expansion of (1.13) we are able to calculate the
inverse of the matrix in question explicitly up to the relevant order O(1). This result in combination with (1.9)
then allows us to compute all the singular terms in the expansion of R_(\, 4), see Theorem 5.6. For o € (0,1)
we go one step further and calculate also the constant term. This is done in Theorem 5.8.

1.4. Remarks. We conclude this introduction with several observations.

Perturbed Pauli operator. If an electric field is added to P(A), then the situation changes, of course. The
threshold becomes generically a regular point, in which case one can apply the results of [32] to both components
P_(A) and P,(A). The method developed in the present paper can be used to obtain (probably less explicit)
resolvent expansion of P(A) even if the threshold is an exceptional point.

Dimension three. There is no analogue of the Aharonov-Casher theorem in dimension three. Nevertheless, it
is known that there exist magnetic fields B € L*/2(R?; R3) for which zero is an eigenvalue of P(A), see e.g. [5,
6, 11, 19, 35]. However, as proved in [5], those magnetic fields for which zero is not an eigenvalue of P(A) form
a dense set in 13/ 2(R3%;R?). One may thus expect that the resolvent expansion will be generically regular, and
consequently that the wave-functions will decay, locally, as t~3/2. The same decay should be generically observed
for the massive Dirac operator.

On the other hand, the expected decay rate of the wave-functions of the three-dimensional massless Dirac operator,
in the absence of zero modes, is t~!. This was in fact proved in [10] under certain smallness assumptions on A
and B. In particular, the assumptions of [10] imply that || B|3/, must be small enough, see [10, Thm. 1.6]. Such a
restriction is compatible with the above cited results on the existence of zero modes. Indeed, it is explained in [19]
that as soon as || B||s/2 < 3(m/2)%, then the operators P(A) and Dy(A) in R? cannot have any zero modes.

L' — L estimates. It would be of course of great interest to extend the results of the present paper to the L' — [
dispersive setting. Note that even for magnetic Schrédinger operators, i.e. for spinless particles, these estimates
are known so far only in R? and only for Aharonov-Bohm type magnetic fields, where one can exploit an explicit
knowledge of the propagator, see [16, 17, 18]. This is in stark contrast with the L' — [°° dispersive estimates for
non-magnetic Schrodinger operators which are very well understood by now, see e.g. [12, 21, 29, 39, 42, 43]. Hence
the results obtained here might understood as the first step towards magnetic dispersive estimates in dimension
two.

Convention: Since the treatment of the cases a > 0 and o < 0 is completely analogous (with the roles of P_(4)
and P, (A4) interchanged), for the sake of definiteness we focus primarily on the case of positive flux. We therefore
give full details of the proofs of the main results only for e« > 0. In Section 7 we explain how the results have to
be adjusted when a < 0.

As already mentioned above, the case a = 0 is exceptional and requires a separate analysis, cf. Section 7.3 .

2. Preliminary results

In this section we study the behavior of solutions to the equation (Hy + W)u = 0, where W is a first order
differential operator with rapidly vanishing coefficients. In particular, we prove Corollary 2.9 which provides
spatial asymptotic of these solutions. In the subsequent sections we will apply these results with the choice
W = P.(A) — Hy. We start by analyzing the inverse of H.



SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF PAULI AND DIRAC OPERATORS IN DIMENSION TWO 7

2.1. The operators Gy and Gj. Recall that the reference operator Hy is given by
Hy = (iV+40)* in L2(R?), (2.1)
with Ag defined in (1.10). Since |Ag| € L°°(R?), the form domain of Hy coincides with the Sobolev space W12(R?).

We use the shorthands
Hk,s-‘ro — U Hk,’l‘ Hk,s—o — ﬂ Hk,’l‘

s<r r<s

As mentioned in Section 1.3, the resolvent of Hy has a regular expansion at zero. We denote by G respectively
Go the formal inverse of Hy for a € Z respectively a € Z . Using the partial wave decomposition it was shown in
[32, Sec. 5] that in the case of non-integer flux we have

Go(z,y) = Z Gm.o(r,t) eim(6=6") , [ 7], (2.2)

meZ

where z = e and y = te®® . The above formula is to be interpreted as follows; for a given u € H=%%, s > 1 it
holds

e} 27
(Gou)(r,0) = Z etm? / / Gro(r,t) e~ u(t, 0') t dtdo.
meZ 0 0
In order to identify the kernels Gy, o(r,t) we define

1
um(0,7) = e~ 1o (2]a] 7)™ M(5 + |m| — msign(a), 1+ 2|m], 2|af r) (2.3)

1
U (0,7) = 71 (2] 7)™ U(§ + |m| — msign(a), 1 + 2|m|, 2| r) , (2.4)

with M(a, b, z) and U(a, b, z) being the Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric functions. Following the notation of
[32] we write

am = v, (0,1), al, =v..(0,1), b = um (0, 1), b =l (0,1), (2.5)

and

a., —|m—alan b+ |m — by, 1
P 7 al, +|m—alan (2.6)

O =

al, +|m—alay’ al, +m—a|ay’

Moreover, we introduce the functions

2|m—04|’7m’1)m(0,7‘) r <1,
gm(r) = (2.7)
plm=al _ g, p=lm=el 1<
T(L4|m|—-m
, 1 % (um(ou t) - Bm Um(ou t)) t <1, 05
mt) = —— .
= Fa (25)
t=Im—el 1<t
From [32, Eq. (5.28)] we then deduce that
Gm,O(Ta t) = gm(T) hm(t) if r< ta and Gm,O(Tv t) = gm(t) hm (T) if ¢ <r. (29)

When o € Z, then one has to modify only the contribution to (2.2) which comes from the channel m = «. For
this value of m the function g,, has to be replaced by

1 v (0,7) r<1,
) = — 2.10
8a(r) afl{ aq +al, logr 1< (2.10)
Then . ) ‘ )
Go@,1) = 3 Gnio(r,£) €090 4 G (1, ) 200" e, (2.11)

m#a
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where the kernel of G, o reads
['(1/2) va(0,7)
0, 0(ntl) = ———F5—~
Gao(rit) = 5 T T+ 20)
Ga( )
2

b/
(ua(0,t) — aj“ 0o (0,1)) if r<t<1, 01o)
« 2.12

ga O(T t)
see [32, Eq. (6.6)].

if max{l,r} <t,

Lemma 2.1. Let f € C§°(R?). Then GoHof = f respectively GoHof = f holds pointwise on R2.

Proof. We decompose f into the Fourier series
Fr,0) =" ™ fi(r), (2.13)
keZ
where

1

. 1 [2r
_ ik (- _ —ik6
fk(T) - o0 <fa € ()>L2(S) - 27T/0 (& f(T, 9) do

Now let o
ap(r) =a if r<1, ao(r) = - it r>1. (2.14)

Then, in polar coordinates we have Ag(r,0) = ag(r) (—sin @, cosf), and an easy calculation shows that

Hof(r,0) = 3 e[~ )~ 1) + (5 —ao(n) 5ur)].

kEZ
Let us first assume that « ¢ Z. Equation (2.2) and integration by parts then give

CoHof(r.0) =25 Y me/ [ =t Gno(r1) = G 1, t)+t(—_a0(t))zam,o(r,t)] Fon(t) dt

t
meZ
+or Z zme fm( )
meZ
where

Ay (r) := lim 0,Gpo(r,t) — lim 0y G o(r,t).
t—r— t—r+
From the definition of G, ¢ and from [1, Egs. 13.1.31-33], [1, Egs. 9.1.1] we deduce that

2
PG o(rst) — G0 (1) + (? - ao(t)) tGmo(r,t) =0  Yr>0, YmeZ.
Hence it suffices to show that 1
rAn,(r) = o Vr >0, Vm e Z. (2.15)
™
If r > 1, then (2.15) follows easily from (2.9). Suppose now that r € (0,1). Then, by (2.9), (2.3) and (2.4),
L5+ |m| —m)
——————— (um(0 2 (0,7) —uh, (0,7) vy (0, ¢ 2.16
g (1 0.7) (0.1 =1, (0.7) 0, (0.1) (2.16)
(3 + Im| —m) (2ar)*™!
2mwe2erT(1 4 2|m))
where W{-, -} denotes the Wronskian. To calculate the latter we use [1, Eqgs. 13.1.22] which implies
2002 T'(1 + 2|m))
(2ar)2mIFID(5 + [m| —m)’
and therefore also identity (2.15) for 0 < r < 1. Finally, if » = 1, then using (2.9) and (2.6) we verify that
1
21

A (r) =

1 1
W{U(§+|m|—m,1+2|m|, 2ar),M(§+|m|—m,1—|—2|m|7 26”“)}7

1 1
)/\}{U(5 +|m| —m, 1+ 2|m|, 20&T),M(§ + |m| —m, 1+ 2|m/|, 20&7‘)} = (2.17)

1
A (1) = 5= (1m0 (0,1) + [m — ] ym v (0, 1)) =
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This proves (2.15) and the claim in the case of non-integer magnetic flux. The proof for integer magnetic flux
follows the same lines; equation (2.11) and the above calculations imply that (2.15) holds also if o € Z provided

m # «. On the other hand, for m = a we deduce (2.15) from (2.12) and (2.17).

The following results show how the functions from the image of Gy behave at infinity.

O

Proposition 2.2. Let 0 < a € Z. For any f € >P(R?) with p > 2 one has Gof € H- 170N [*°(R?). In

particular, there exists v € 2(R?) N L°°(R?) such that

Gof =up + v,
where ) (n1)6 .
ein ,rfo/ ) ei n—+ Ta’f )
6) — Oy T T i)
UO(Tv ) Aral <f7 gn € > + 477'(1 — Oél) <f7 gn+1€ >

for all » > 1 and 0 € [0, 27].

Moreover, if p > 3, then there exists w € L'(R?) N L°°(R?) such that the function v in (2.18) satisfies
ei(n+2)0 T—2+o/
4m(2 — o)

ei(n—l)G 7”_1_0/
dr(1+ o)

for all » > 1 and 0 € [0, 27].

v(r,0) = (fs gnoae™00) + (f+ gnia ™0 +u(r,0)

Proof. We decompose f into the Fourier series as in (2.13). The Parseval identity gives

1712, = 3 / P+ )Pt

meZ
By [32, Eq. (5.33)],

Im| ¢—Im|
r r<t<1,
Cuno(r )] < —C0 ) plm—ol yim—al 1<y <y

m=al | pml =lm—al r<l<t

holds for all 0 < r < ¢ < 1 and with a constant C which depends on « but not on m. Hence ( f, g, etn

(£, gni1 €’ TD0)) are finite, see (2.7). We split Go f as
Gof = w1 + uz + us,
where
uy(r,0) = ei"‘g/ Gn,o(r,t) fo(t)tdt, us(r,0) = ei("“)e/ Grnt1,0(r,t) froya1(t) tdt,

0 0

and Uz = Gof — U — Uuz. Note that
us(r0) = 3 @™ E(r)  with Fn(r) = / Gono(rs) fin ()t .
0

m#n,n+1
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality thus gives

En()? < 2n) [ 1O+ PP et
0
where -
(1) :/ G2, o(r,t)(1 +12) P tdt.
0
In view of (2.22) it follows that z,,(r) < |m — a2 for any m € Z and any fixed r. This shows that

u; € 152 (R?), j=1,2,3.

loc

(2.18)

(2.19)

(2.20)

(2.21)

(2.22)

()} and

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)
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For r > 1 we estimate z,,(r) as follows

/G (r,t)(1+t*)"Ptdt +/ Groo(rt)(L+¢)"Ptdt +/ Groo(rt)(L+¢)"Ptdt

< 2O el ) (2.26)

where we have used (2.22) again. Since inf,, 4, n11|m — a| > 1, we have

sup / Zm/(r) rdr < oo,
meZ\{n,n+1} JO

and by equations (2.24) and (2.21),

felf= ¥ [ EmPra s S [Cl@Paseria S 158, @)
m#n,n+1 m#n,n+1
By (2.25) this implies that ug € L2(R?) N L°°(R?). Now consider the function us(r,6). Using (2.9) and (2.7) we
get

0 —/ gn(t)fn(t)tdt—i—ei"‘gvl(r), r>1,
0

4o’

uy(r,0) =

with
ro

_ > —a’ _ —2a’ ;—ao' _ Tﬁa, > o’ _ —a’
) = 1 / (7 — b ) ) e~ T / (1t — 5, t=) fu(t) dt.
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

oo (oo} oo
|’Ul(’l”)|2 S (T72o// t2a/72p+1 dt—l—?"zal/ t72a’72p+1 dt)/ |fn(t)|2(1+t2)ptdt /S T72p+2

T T 0

for all » > 1. In the same way we obtain

o' —1 e o]
i(n+1)o _ T —2p+2
up(r, 0) = '+l m/O Gnr1(t) frp1(t) tdt + O(r—2P12) Vr>1,
In view of (2.27) this proves (2.18) and (2.19). To prove (2.20) we decompose ug further as follows;
ug(r,0) = ei(n_l)e/ Gn-1,0(r,1) fn—1(t) tdt + ei("”)e/ Gri2,0(r,t) fata(t) tdt 4 ua(r, ), (2.28)
0 0

where _
ug(r,0) = Z ™0 F (), L,:=Z\{n—1,n,n+1,n+2}.
mel,
Mimicking the above analysis of u; and us shows that

!
r—l—a

> o ) Fo (B tdt = —— el —2p+2
/0 Gn-1,0(r,t) fa-1(t) (it a) <f79 1€ >—|—O(T )
N o (2.29)
Gy, t) faro(t)tdt = —— 2 e PO 4 O(p= 22
/o +2,0(r,t) fat2(t) 2= o) (fs gnize N+ 0(r )
hold for all » > 1 and 6 € [0,27]. As for us we note that
inf |m—al>2.
mel,
Hence from (2.26) and (2.24) we deduce that
oo 1/2 9
luallomey S Z /  Zm/(r) rdr (/0 FGIE +t2)Ptdt) < |l %)p—i- Z H\/zm HU(RZ) < 00
mel, mely,
since p > 3. Equation (2.20) now follows from (2.29). O

Proposition 2.3. Let 0 < «a € Z. For any f € I>P(R?) with p > 2 one has Gof € H-179 1 1°°(R?). Moreover,
Gof = o + 0, (2.30)
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where 0 € L2 (RQ) N L>°(R?), and where

(T 6‘) el <f ga e za()> + L [ i(a+1)6 <f Jot1 ez(a+1)()> +€Z a—1)0 <f Ja 1ei(a—1)(»)>} (231)
holds for all r > 1 and 6 € [0, 27].

4mr

Moreover, if p > 3, then there exists w € L' (R?) N L°°(R?) such that the function @ in (2.30) satisfies
i(a—2)0 i(a+2)60
¢ i(a—2)(: €
87T’I°2 <f;go¢72e( )()>+ 87‘(’{‘2

o(r,0) = (fs Gora €FIO) (1, 6) (2.32)

for all » > 1 and 0 € [0, 27].

Proof. If a € Z, then we split
Gof:U++U_+Ua+a37

where
ug(r,0) = ei(o‘il)e/ Gox1,0(7,t) faxa(t) tdt, Ug(r,0) = eme/ Gao(r,t) fo(t)tdt,
0 0
and
= > “”9/ Gmo(r,t) f(t) tdt . (2.33)
[m—a|>1

Here we use the decomposition (2.13). From the analysis of the case o € Z it follows that a3 € L2(R?) N L*°(R?),
and that

min{1,r~! _
'UJ:I:(Tv 9) — {47T } ez(a:l:l <f Got1 o i(a£1)( > + O( 2p+2) V> 1,

Similarly, using equation (2.12) we find
iaf

Ug(r,0) = 62—7T (f, ga eia(')> + O(r—2r72) V> 1,

This proves (2.31). To prove (2.32) we split @3, with a slight abuse of notation, as
ig(r,0) =Y ellox2)0 / Gat20(rt) fara(t)tdt+ Y ™ F, (2.34)
+ 0 [m—al>2
In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 2.2 it follows that
> ML (r) € L(R?),
[m—a|>2
and that - )
/ Ga:t?,o (T, t) faj:Q (t) tdt = W <f s Ja+2 ei(a:t?)(~)> + O(Tﬁ2p+2) . (235)
0 s

Hence the claim. O

2.2. Zero modes of the operator Hy + W. Our next aim is to use Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 to analyze the
asymptotic behavior of solutions to the equation

(HQ + W) U =
Here W is a first order differential operator of the type
W =2iZ-V+iV-Z+U (2.36)

with the real-valued coefficients Z : R? — R2 and U : R? — R. We suppose that the coefficients of W satisfy
Assumption 2.4. Let W be given by (2.36), and let |Z| 4 |U| < (x)~7 for some some 7 > 1.

Note that if W satisfies Assumption 2.4 for 7 > 2, then
W.Hb S o 1270 (2.37)
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Definition 2.5. Let 3 be a self-adjoint operator in L(R?). We define
N@H) ={ueH""0NL*R?) : Hu=0}. (2.38)
We call elements of N (H) zero modes of K.

For the proof of our next result we recall a Hardy-type inequality for the operator Hy. Namely,

|ul? . 2 1,2 (o2
———————dx < ||V + Ag)u u € WH2(R?), 2.39
/11&2 14 |z|2 log? || s I oJul ®) (2.39)

see [33, 47]. The logarithmic factor on the left hand side is needed only if « € Z, [30, Lem. 6.1].

Lemma 2.6. Let W satisfy Assumption 2.4 with 7 > 3. Then for any u € N (Ho + W), u # 0, we have
(u, —=Wu) > 0. (2.40)

Proof. Assume that u € N'(Hy + W). By (2.37) we have Wu € [>?*0(R?) and therefore the left hand side of
(2.40) is well-defined. Since V - Ay = 0, it follows that

Hou = —Au+2iAg - Vu+ |[Ag]? u = —Wu. (2.41)

Now define a cut-off function &, : R> = R, 2 <n € N, by
fal@) =1 i o[ <1, o) = (1-
Then f, := &u € WH2(R?). Moreover, since x - Ag = 0, and since

Ve (z) = z

log ||

) otherwise.
logn /+

_| 21 it 1< 2] <n, Vén(xz) =0 otherwise,
z[2logn

we observe that
/ (1Y + Ao) fu]? da = / IV (€nt)|? da —|—i/ €2 (@Ao- Vu—u Ay - Va + | Aof? [uf?) da.
R2 R2 R2

An integration by parts then shows that, as as n — oo,
1 1 1
/ |V (&nu)|? da = / V&2 |ul? do — —/ & (uAu+ulu)de=—= [ & (uAu+ulAu)dr+ (9(—),
R2 R2 2 R2 2 R2 logn

The last two equations in combination with (2.41) yield
1 1
/ |(iV + A) ful? dz = ——/ E (@Wu+uWa)dr + O(—)
R2 2 Jgr2 logn
Thus by the Hardy inequality (2.39),

|ul* &4 L[ _ 1
———dr $ —5 §n(uWu+uWu)dx+O(—).
rz 1+ |z|?log” |z| 2 Jg2 logn
Note that &, < 1, and &, — 1 pointwise in R2. Passing to the limit n — oo in the above inequality we thus get
2
[,
k2 1+ |z[?log” |z

where we have used the dominated convergence. O
Lemma 2.7. N(H,) = {0}.

Proof. Let uw € N (Hp). An application of Lemma 2.6 with W = 0 implies that u = 0. O

To be able to apply Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 to the solutions of (Hy + W)u = 0, we have to determine in which
sense the operator Gy is inverse to Hy. This is provided by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. We have
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(1) HoGov = v for any v € [22T0(R?).
(2) GoHou = u for any u € H =179 N 1°°(R?) such that Hou € [22+0(R?).

Proof. Let f € C§°(R?) and let v € 2?T9(R?). Then (f, HiGov) = (GoHo f,v) = (f,v), see Lemma 2.1.
This proves (1). To prove (2) assume that v € H 7170 10 1°°(R?) and Hou € 122T9(R?). Then by (1) one has
Ho(GoHou — u) = 0. On the other hand, Propositions 2.2, 2.3 imply that GoHou € HL 7179 N >°(R?), and
therefore (GoHou —u) € N(Hy). Hence GoHpu = u by Lemma 2.7. |

With these preliminaries at hand we can state the main result of this section.

Corollary 2.9. Let W satisfy Assumption 2.4 with 7 > 4. Then any u € N(Hy + W),u # 0 admits a
decomposition
u=ug+ u + u,

where @ € L'(R?) N L°(R?), and ug, u; satisfy for all » > 1, 6 € [0, 27] the following equations:

eind ,r—o/ int. et(n+1)6 To/—l itn '
() = == (W e™) = gy (Wit gnaa 0700),

i(n—1)0 ,.—1—a’ i(n+2)0 ,.—2+a’

e T YA e r i(n )
uy(r,0) = — (W, gn_y e DOY — (W, gpizel+D0))

dr (1 + ) 4m(2 — o)

if0<a¢g?Z, and

(el ] 1 ) . o .
ug(r,0) = — o (W, ga ey — — [ez(a-i-l)G (Wu, g, el @DOY 4 im0y g cila 1)(.)>}
i(a—2)6 i(a+2)0
€ i(a—2)(- € ila .
ul(T,Q):—W <Wu,ga726( 2)()>— 872 <Wu,ga+26( +2)()>

if 0 < « € Z. Here we have used the shorthands g+ = go+1.
Note that u; € L2(R?) N L°°(R?), but u; ¢ LM(R?).

Proof. Letu € N(Ho+W)\{0}. By (2.37) we then have Wu € >3T9(R?). Hence Lemma 2.8 implies u = —GoWu.
The claim now follows by setting f = —Wwu in Propositions 2.2 and 2.3. O

Remark 2.10. By Proposition 3.2 below one can find A such that the operator W = P.(A) — H, satisfies
Assumption 2.4 with 7 > 4 provided p > 5. The asymptotics obtained in Corollary 2.9 with this choice of W
then will be compared with the expressions for the zero modes of P, (A) obtained in Lemma 3.5, see Section 5.2.

2.3. Eigenfunctions and resonant states. In this short subsection we analyze the the structure of zero modes
of Hy + W more accurately. The spaces of zero eigenvalues and zero resonant states of Hy + W are defined as
follows;

Ne(HO + W) = N(HO + W) n LQ(R2) and ./V'T(HO + W) = N(HO + W) \NB(HO + W)
respectively. Let
N, := dim(N.(Ho + W)), N, = dim(N,.(Hy + W)).

The normalization. In view of (2.40) we can construct a basis of N'(Hy + W) in such a way that the following
conditions be satisfied:

(e, = W) = O e, k,le{l,...,N.} (2.42)
(¢is—Woj) =06ij, (dj, W) =0 i,j€{l,...N.}, ke{l,...,N.} (2.43)
Now let s > 1, and let Q : H=% — N'(H + W) be the projection operator defined by
N, N,
Qu=""(u,~We;)d; + Y (u,=Why) . (2.44)

j=1 k=1
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Put

If 7 > 2, then in view of (2.37)
14+GoW:HY% —» HbV—S Vs: 7/2<s<T—1.

Lemma 2.11. Let W satisfy Assumption 2.4 with 7 > 2. Assume that a € Z. Let 7/2 < s <7 — 1. Then
(1) N(Hy+W)={ueH\""%: (1+GoW)u =0}

(2) One has
QUL+ GoW)=(1+GW)Q=0 on H*. (2.45)

3) The operator Qo(1 + Go W)Qy is invertible on HY~%, and
(3) p

2 = (Qo(1 + Go W)Qo) ™' Qo (246)
is bounded from H"'~* to QoH"~*.

The operator Gy may be replaced by Gy throughout when a € Z.

Proof. Suppose that o € Z. Let u € HY'~% be such that (1 + GoW)u = 0. By (2.37) we have u € [*>2%° and
therefore Lemma 2.8 implies Hyu = —Wwu. Moreover, in view of Propositions 2.2, 2.3 we have u = —GoWu €
HL =170 0 1°°(R?). Hence u € N(Hp + W). Vice-versa, if u € N(Hy + W), then Hyu = —Wu € 12279 and
Lemma 2.8 gives —GoWu = GoHou = u. This proves (1). The identities in (2) follow from part (1) of the lemma
and from the definition of Q.

To prove (3) we first note that GoW is compact on H~%. The latter follows from the compactness of the operators
()10 Go (x) 7170 and (2) 7170V Go (2) 7170 on L2(R?), see [32, Lemma 5.2], and from the assumptions on Z
and U. Now let f € QoH"' % be such that (1+ GoW)f =u e N(Ho+ W). Then (1 + Go W)u =0, by (1), and
therefore (1 + WGo)Wu = W (1 + Go W)u = 0. This implies

(u, Wu) = (1 + GoW) f,Wu) = (f,(1+ WGo)Wu) =0,

and by Lemma 2.6 we must have v = 0, which in turn implies that Qof = f = 0. Hence the equation Qo(1 +
Go W) f = 0 has no non-trivial solution in QoH''~*. Consequently, the operator Qo (1 + Go W)Qo is injective and
surjective on in QoH'~*, and therefore invertible with an inverse in B(QoH''~*). The proof for o € Z follows the
same lines. g

Proposition 2.12. Let W satisfy Assumption 2.4 with p > 2. Assume that o ¢ Z. Then
(1+GoW) Qo = Qo (1+GeW) = Qo (2.47)
WQo=Q W (2.48)
The operator Gy may be replaced by Gy throughout when a € Z.

Proof. By Lemma 2.11 we have Q¢ = QpQ = 0. Equation (2.47) now follows from (2.45). To prove (2.48) we
proceed as in [24, Sec. 3]. From the definition of @) we easily deduce that WQ = Q*W. Hence in view of (2.47)

QW = QW — Q) = UW(1L+ GoW) = (1 + WGo) W = (1 — Q)W = W.
0

3. Pauli operator; the gauge transformation and zero modes

In order to apply the results of the previous section to the Pauli operator, we have to ensure that the coefficients
of P_(A) — Hy vanish fast enough at infinity. As explained in Section 1.3, this is achieved by an appropriate
choice of A. Let us first have a closer look at the vector potential Aj, introduced in (1.12).
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From (1.5) and (1.12) we deduce that as |z| — oo,

9 9 1
h(z) = —alog|z| + Uit Vot + O(|z| ), where ¥; := —/ B(y) y; dy, (3.1)
|| 21 Jre
and ( )
—T2,% _ _
Ap(x) = a =20 2|7 (s (a2 — 23) — 201 mawa, V(23 — 22) + 202 2120 ) + O(J2| 7). (3.2)

||
Hence unless 1 = 92 = 0, the difference Aj — Ay decays, for |z| — oo, as
[An(z) = Ag(z)| = O(|x|~2)

and not faster. In Proposition 3.2 we therefore modify Aj;, by adding a gradient of a suitable scalar field.
Remark 3.1. Note that if B is radial, then ¥, = 15 = 0.
3.1. The gauge transformation.

Proposition 3.2. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1 with p > 4, and let fR2 B dzx = 2ma. Then there exists a function
x € C*(R?%;R) such that

[Ax(@)] S (2)7*, and  [Ap(z) + V() = Ao(2)] S (@)7F (3-3)

~

Moreover, in the region {x € R?: |z| > 1} the function x is determined uniquely up to an additive constant, and
can be chosen so as to satisfy

Vo w1 — V1 2 _
x(x) = —E +0O(|Jz|72) as |z| — oo. (3.4)

Proof. To prove the claim we introduce yet another gauge associated to the magnetic field B, namely the Poincaré
gauge which gives, in polar coordinates,

Ay(r,0) = M /OTB(S,e) sds. (3.5)

A short calculation then shows that curl A, = B. Using the notation

z(0) := /OOOB(S,G) sds (3.6)

we can thus decompose A, into two singular parts as follows;

A, = A% 1+ 4, (3.7)
where we have denoted
A% (r, 0) = 2(0) (= sinf, cosf) and A\p(r, 0) = (sinf, = cos6) / B(s,0) sds. (3.8)
r r -
Similarly, we split R
Ap = A%+ Ay, (3.9)
with
abpy _ (=2, 71) 3 —
AY(z) = a—F—= and Ap(z) = (92(h(z) + alog|z|), =01 (h(z) + alog|z])),

EE
see (1.12). Notice that A%® and A% are Aharonov-Bohm type vector potentials which generate a singular magnetic
field of total flux 2wa. The latter follows from the identity

/277 2(0) df = 2ra. (3.10)
0

We claim that the vector field /Alp — Ay, is conservative in the punctured plane R2\{0}. Indeed, let v C R2\ {0}
be a piece-wise regular closed curve. Note that curl A, = curl A;, = B in R?\{0}. Hence if v does not encircle
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ﬁgpzﬁgh:éB(@dw,

’Y

the origin, then by the Stokes theorem

where E, is the region enclosed by . On the other hand, if v does encircle the origin, then again by the Stokes
theorem and equations (3.7), (3.9) and (3.10)

e I Ty

So, in either case f,y Ap — Ay) = 0. This shows that there exits a scalar field xo : R2\{0} — R, determined
uniquely up to an additive constant, such that

A, =A,+Vyxo in R*\{0}. (3.11)

Moreover, since Ap,jzl\h € C'(R?*\{0};R?), by assumptions on B, we have yo € C*(R*\{0};R). By [48, Thm.1],
it is thus possible to find a function y € C?(R?;R) such that

x(x) = xo(x) Va: |z > 1.
Now, in view of (3.8) and assumptions on B,

V- A@ S @ A E)] S @)
Since V - Aj, = 0 and A% (x) = Ag(x) if |z| > 1, this in combination with (3.11) implies (3.3).
To prove (3.4) we note that in view of (3.2), (3.11) and the above estimate on gp,

V() = ( Jo (23 — a:i)dz 291 w129 , V(23 — x%lil—: 299 k129

Integrating the above equation gives (3.4). O

)+0(al ) s Jal = oo

Remark 3.3. The proof shows that instead of setting x = xo for |z| > 1 one could take x = xo for |z| > ¢ with
an arbitrary € > 0. The function y would then be determined uniquely, up to an additive constant, outside the
disc of radius e.

Once the choice of x is made following Proposition 3.2, we set
A= An+ Vy. (3.12)
Accordingly, we denote
W, = Py(4) — Hy =2i(A— Ag) -V +iV-A+|A> — |A]* £ B, (3.13)

where we have taken into account the fact that V - Ag = 0.

A combination of Proposition 3.2 and the last two equations gives
Corollary 3.4. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1. Then W, satisfies Assumption 2.4 with 7 = p — 1.

3.2. Zero modes of Py(A4). The following result is known as the Aharonov-Casher theorem. It describes the
zero eigenfunctions and resonant states of the Pauli operator.

Lemma 3.5. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1. The following assertions hold:

(i) If @ > 0, then N(P,(A4)) = {0}, and any v € N(P.(A4)) is of the form

[o]
u= Z cj (x1 +izg)d X (3.14)
j=0

where [a] = max{k € Z : k < a} is the integer part of «, and ¢; € C are constants.
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(i) If @ < 0, then N'(P_(A4)) = {0}, and any u € N (P, (A4)) is of the form
[—a]
u= Z ¢j (11 —ize)l XN

=0

(ii) If @ =0, then
N(P.(A)) = {ceix;h i ceC}.

Remark 3.6. The part of Lemma 3.5 concerning eigenfunctions of Py (4) is very well known, see e.g. [2, 9, 15, 40].
The part concerning the resonant states is less known, but follows easily from the arguments given in the above
cited literature. For the sake of completeness we give a short proof which follows the lines of [9, Thm. 6.5].

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let us consider the zero modes of Py (Ap). A direct calculation shows that
<e¥hv, Py (Ap) e¥hv> = / eF2h ‘(81 T i@g)v‘2 dx
R2

Hence the zero modes of Py(A;) have the form uy = ey, where vy is an entire function in the variable
z = x1 Fixs.

Assume first that oo > 0. Since there is no entire function which vanishes at infinity in all directions as || — oo,
it follows from (3.1) that N (P,(Ay)) = {0}. On the other hand, (3.1) also implies that for u_ = e"v_ to be
bounded, v_ must be an entire function not increasing faster |:E|[O‘], and hence a polynomial of degree not larger
than [a]. This shows that
[e]
./V'(P,(Ah)) = {Z Cj (IEl + iIQ)j eh, cj € (C}

j=0
Since ‘ .
Py (Ah) =e X Py (}Zl) e (3.15)
see (3.12), this proves (i). Assertions (ii) and (iii) follow in the same way. O

3.3. Zero eigenfunctions of P (4). Lemma 3.5 implies that NV (P (A4)) # {0} if and only if @ > 1. Let us
assume that this is the case and construct the basis of NV (P (A)) satisfying conditions (2.42). This is done in
the following way:

We put ¢y =dj eh X with a constant dy 1 chosen such that (17, W_17 ) = —1. Notice that by Lemmas 2.6
and 3.5 we have (e" T W_ M X} < 0. Next we put
U (@) = dg, TN Ly N () 4iay),
with dy ; and d; 5, chosen so that (13, W_1p; ) = —1 and (;, W_ 15 ) = 0. Continuing in this way we obtain a
family of linearly independent zero eigenfunctions of P (4) such that
J
by (x) =3 diy (wn +img) P M@ = (7 W) = =4 (3.16)

k=1

3.4. Radial magnetic fields. If B is radial, i.e. B(z) = b(|z|) for some b : R; — R, then the function h defined
by (1.5) is radial as well. Hence, by the Newton’s theorem, cf. the proof of [34, Thm. 9.7],

h(r) = —1ogr/or b(t)tdt — /00 b(t)t logtdt. (3.17)

We then have
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Lemma 3.7. Let B satisfy Assumptions of Proposition 3.2, and suppose moreover that B is radial. Then
A = A, = Aj. Moreover, the zero eigenfunctions of P (A4) = P (Aj) satisfy

P =d; (x1 +izg) e, d; ==d;;, j=1,...,n—1, (3.18)
where d, are given in (3.16).

Proof. By (3.5) we have
_ (_Ianl) ol Nzdz = a(_'r27x1) _ (_Ianl) >~ 2 zdz
A = = [ s - JIRCRY

|z[? |2 2 S

From (3.17) and (1.12) it thus follows that A, = A,. Moreover, v(f) = «, see (3.6). Hence in view of Proposition
3.2 we can take x = 0, and therefore 4 = Aj,. To prove (3.18) we note that, in polar coordinates,
W_(r) =w(r)dy + v(r), (3.19)
where the functions w, v : Ry — R depend only on Ay and B. Since h is radial, we conclude that
(®;, W.®;) =0 if j#k,
see equation (5.1). By construction of 1 this implies (3.18). O

4. Resolvent expansion of the reference operator

In this section we state the asymptotic expansion of Rg()), see Propositions 4.1 and 4.5. Recall that
T oy a1
Ro(\) = ELH&(HO A —ig)

where the limit is taken in the sense of norm in B(0,s;0,—s). By the partial wave decomposition the integral
kernel of Ry(A) can be written in the form

Ro(\z,y) = D Rmo(Nir,t)e™0=0) (4.1)

meZ
We thus have to expand R,,o(\), the integral operator in L*(R;) with kernel R, o(X;r,t), for each m € Z.
The explicit expression for R, o(A;7,t) was obtained in [32]. Since we want to find all the singular terms in

the expansion of R_(\, 4), we need to expand Ry(A), and hence R, (\), up to a remainder term of order
O(\?).

The goal of this section is to determine the coefficients in this expansion. Here we limit ourselves to the explicit
calculation of the latter for non-integer flux and for (r,t) € (1,00)%. The computations in the remaining cases are
postponed to Appendices B and C. As we shall see, the structure of these coefficients has important consequences
for the calculation of the matrix elements (W_u, (1 + Ro(\)W_)v), with u,v € N(P.(A4)), and therefore for
deriving the expansion of R_(\, A). This will be done in the subsequent sections.

4.1. Non integer flux. We show below that the coefficients in the expansion of Rgy(A;r,t) corresponding to
fractional powers of A less than two are finite rank operators with contributions only from the angular momenta
close enough to a, namely from those which satisfy n — 1 < m < n+ 2, cf. equation (4.20). In order to simplify
the notation we define the function ¢ : R4\ Z — C by

C(t) N _4t71 F(t) eiwt

a7 0<tg7Z. (4.2)

As indicated above, we assume that 1 < r < ¢. By [32, Sec.5] we then have

(AN T o) (VAT) + Bie(N) Vi — | VAT)) (T (VAE) 40 Vi o (VAY)

fmalirt) = (B (V) = iAn(N) B
where
A (V) = (A1) [m = af = 0,(A 1)) Yip— o) (VA) = VX 0 (A1) Vi— a1 (V) (4.4)
Bim(\) = (0l,(\ 1) = [m — af v (A 1)) i —a (VA) + VA 00 (A 1) T ag 11 (VA),
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and where vy, (A, r) is given by

vm(A, 1) =e” 0‘27)”(27"\/042 - )'m‘ M(% + |m| — %, 14 2im|, 2rva? — )\). (4.5)
a2 —

Here we use a slightly different notation with respect to [32]; the coefficients A, (A) and By, () are rescaled by

factor % Therefore some of the formulas from [32]; which we refer to below have been adjusted accordingly. In
order to expand R, o(A;7,t) into a sum of (integer and non-integer) powers of A it is convenient to introduce the

function .k
R (-1)%z
fol(2) = kzzo FRTw+k+1) (4.6)

Then, by [1, Sec. 9.1],
B = 2 £ Yile) = L) Tl (47)

hold for all v # —1,—2,..., where J, and Y, denote the Bessel functions. With the notation
Prn1(2) = 20m(2, 1) [ jm—al-1(2) + (Um(2, 1) [m — o] = v7,(2,1)) [ m—a)(2)
Pr2(z) = 2(Um(z, 1) |m — o] — v, (2, 1)) Sim—a|(2) = 20m(2,1) fim—aj+1(2)

we can further rewrite the coefficients A,,(\) and B, (\) as follows

Am(N) = —sec(|m — ar) A~Im—al/2 [2'%&' Pra(N) — 2717Im=l cos(|m — afm) A= P, 5 ()

(4.8)
B (\) = —2717Im=alp o (\) Alm—el/2,
By Lemma A.1,
meQ()\) 1+2|m—al 2 F(l B |m_o‘|)
: = -2 m -2 moa m m ) m = ’ 4.
Y Om(N) Gm A+ O(em \°) € T+ m—a) (4.9)
where we have abbreviated
vl (A1) — oA 1) Im — «af 4=Im=ely (0,1)
m(A\) = — d m = ) 4.1
om(}) Pt () Jim-etX) - and - 4m = SEE T S (4.10)

An elementary calculation now shows that as A — 0,

i2m=al P 1 (A) | _im=al

Bm(/\) _ ZAm(/\) _ AT [1 + 4—|m—a|o_m(/\) e—i7r|m—o¢| /\\m—a\ + qme—iﬂ'\m—a\ /\l-Hm—oz\

sin(|m — a|m)
+O(ep AN (4.11)
and
Am ) = i+icos(mlm — af) [47Im= g, (A) Am=al 4 g, Am=el+1 4 O(e,, A2FIm—al)]
Bm _ ZAm - 1+ 47\m7a\ Um()\) )\|m70c| 67i7r|mfoc| + qulJr\mfa\ 67i7r|mfoc| + O(Em )\2+|TTL70¢|)

(4.12)
B ~ —isin(r|m —af) [4"’”70“ Tm (W) Nm=el g Alm=altl L O(e,, /\QHm*O“)}
B,, — ’LAm( ) 1 4 47\m7a\0.m()\) Mm—al g—im|lm—al qulJr\mfa\ e—imlm—al O(Em )\2+|m70c|)
With the above expressions at hand we return to equation (4.3) and expand its right hand side up to order O()\?).
To do so, it will be convenient to denote

Q.(\r)=71"f, (A r2), Ko = —47Im—al gmimlm=—cl Pm(A) = Em om(N), (4.13)

and
gm()‘a T) = le—al ()‘a T) =+ Um(/\) Q—\m—a\ (/\7 T) . (4'14)
With this notation we get

[m—al

Am(/\) J\m—a\(\/XT) +Bm(/\) }/\m—a\(\/x’r) 2NN

Bin(X) = idm () AP (277 gnAsr) + X Qe (A1)
+ O(em A7) (S (VAT) + Vo) (VAT)),  (4.15)
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where |
Vm(/\) =1- pm(/\) Alm—al + qm/\l-Hm—oz\ e—imlm—al

Notice that the terms proportional to A1*2I™m=al and to A2I™=2l canceled out in (4.15). By inserting (4.15) into
(4.3) we find that, as operators

_sec(|m — af )

Rona () = ST [ 000+ A1 (3) 4 A 2(8) = NP5 03] + Ol X24m21) B3,
(4.16)
where 3, ;(\) are integral operators with kernels
Zm_ro(/\;T, t) = gm()‘aT) Q—Im—al()‘at)v Em72(/\;7”, t) = dm 4\m—a\ Q—|m—o¢|(/\7r) Q—\m—a\(/\vt) (4 17)
E1n,1(/\; T, t) = Rm gm()‘7 T) Q\mfa\ ()‘7 t)u Em,3(/\; T, t) =dm eii‘mia‘ﬂ- Qf\mfa\ ()\7 ’f‘) Q|m70c| ()‘7 t) )
and where R
Rm()\; r, t) = (J‘m,a‘(\/XT) + Y'|m7a|(\/XT‘)) (J\mfa\ (\/Xt) +1 Yv\mfa\(\/Xt)) : (418)

The advantage of equation (4.16) with respect to (4.3) is that the kernels of ¥,, ;(\) contain only integer powers
of X\. Hence to single out the terms with fractional powers of A less than two it remains to expand the inverse of
Vi (A). We find
1 N 1 _ B Im € ilm—alw )\l—i-im af B Im € ilm a\ﬂpm()\) i\1+2\m af +O(q72n )\2-{-2\771—01\)'
V(A 1= pm(A) Alm—el 1 — pim(A) Alm—el (1 — pm(X) Alm—al)2
(4.19)

Now the crucial observation is that when we insert equation (4.19) into (4.16), then the terms with frac-
tional powers of A can be matched up to form integral kernels given by multiples of ¢,,(\,7) gm (A, t) or of

Im(A 1) Q_jm—a| (M 1) + gm (A1) Q_jm—a|(A, 7). Indeed, we have
ESmo(Nrt) + Am—al Ema(Nr,t)

Ko Aol I (A1) gm (N )

=YnolArt ’
1 = p(A) Alm=e ot T P (X) Alm=e
and similarly,
) —i|lm—a|r \1+|m—af
ASpma(Nirt)  gme A Yo\ t) =
L= pm(A) Am=el = "1 —p,,,(X) Alm=al |
G €~ Im—al N1+m—a

= AL a(Aimt) - |90\ T) Qa0 8) + A 8) Qe A7)

1 — ppm(A) Alm—el
Summing up we obtain
Em0(A) + AL 2(N) K A0 g (A7) gim (A, 1) Gm e~ imIm=al \1+Im—al
4sin(|m — a| 7) 4sin(|m — a| 1) (1 = pp (X) A=) [ 1= pu (W) Amal

Roo(N) = } (4.20)

Im e—iﬂ'\m—a\ )\1+|m—o¢|
4sin(jm — o 7) (1 — pm(A) Alm—al

where the integral kernel of the remainder term satisfies

) [gm()\,T) Qf\mfa\()‘vt) +gm()‘7t) Q,‘m,a‘()\ﬂ“)} + Tm()‘)a

3
T (X7 t) = O(q2, A=) N ™ 5 5N, t) 4+ Oem MM =) Ry (s, ). (4.21)
=0
By Lemma B.1, the operator T}, () is, in suitable topology, of order O(A\?). Note also that ,, ;(A) an d p,,(\)

are power series in A\. Therefore the only contributions with fractional powers of A come from the second and
third term on the right hand side in (4.20). In order to calculate these contributions we note that

I(1+2z) = 2I'(2), I'(1l—-2)I(z) = , (4.22)
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which implies

B I'(l—|m-—al)
om(0) = =0, Ta+m—al (4.23)
Hence in view of (4.6) and (4.13),
plm=—al _§  p—Im—al gm (1)
o (0,7) = - , 4.24
9m (0, 7) T(1+ |m—al) T(1+ |m—al) (424)

and consequently
Em,O(();Ta t) o gm(7) ¢=Im—al
4sin(jm —a|7)  4w|m — al

= Gm70 (T, t) .

So for 1 < r < t we can read the coefficients related to low order fractional powers of A in the expansion of
Ry 0(A;7,t) directly from the right hand side of (4.20). For example, from (4.2), (4.22) and (4.24) we deduce

that the term proportional to A in (4.20) corresponds to m = n and reads
Kn A 9n(0,7) gn(0,2) _ A gn(r) gn(t)
4sin(a/m) (1 = pu(AN)AY) 1T =pa(A) A (4ma’)? ((a’)’
In the same way we find the coefficients of all the other sub-quadratic powers of A in (4.20). It then remains

to extend equation (4.20) to 7, t < 1, and control the remainder terms. This is done in Appendix B. We arrive
at

Proposition 4.1. Assume that 0 < a & Z. Let G3 be given by (B.22). Then, as A — 0,
Ro(A) = Go+ A GY+ A" G + MG + AT G+ MNPV + A7 Gr + P @ + 0N, (4.25)
holds in B(—1,s;1,—s) for all s > 3. Here G? denote finite rank integral operators with kernels

@0 ga(r) galt)

Nr t:0.0') = 4.2
CLrt0.0) = T 57 Taman 2 C(ar) 20
i(n+1)(0—0")
A . A € In+1(r)gn41(t)
G000 = T AT Tom2(1 - a2 ¢l — o) 27
i(n—1)(0—0") —ima’ Lin(6—0")
A n_ € gn—1(r) gn-1(t) _ ¢ €
Gt 0.0) = emiravcira) ~ 1—paae )o@ FoBen]  (428)
—ima’ in(0—0") (T)g (t)
GA(r,t,0,0") = 1° . In2T I (4.29)
’ (1= pa(0)xe)? (4ma)*((a)
and
ira’ Li(n+1)(6—6") i(n+2)(6—-0")
" N € e _ ¢ gn+2(7°) gn-‘r?(t)
GG (Tv L, 97 0 ) 1= anrl(O) o [gn-i-l (T‘) Qn—i—l(t) + gn+1(t) Qn—i—l('r') 1671'2(2 — a/)Q <(2 — Oé/) (430)
ima Li(n+1)(0—0")
GHrt,0,0') = T © gre1 (1)1 (1) (4.31)

(1 — pn+1(0) /\1*0/)2 167%(1 — /)2 ((1 - o)
The function g,, is defined in (B.3). Recall also that ¢,,, € R for all m € Z, cf. (4.10).

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is given in Appendix B.

Remark 4.2. Given o € (0,1) we notice that not all of the terms on the right hand side of (4.25) are of order
less than O(A?). Moreover, it will be shown in Section 5.2 that only the operators G, G3 and G} contribute to
the singular part of R_(\, 4), see also Corollary 4.4 below.

Remark 4.3. The operator G3 is self-adjoint. To see this it suffices to observe that if A = —z with z > 0, then
all the other terms in (4.25) are self-adjoint operators multiplied by real numbers. The latter follows from the
definitions of ¢ and p,,. Since Ry(—z) is self-adjoint, G3 must be self-adjoint as well.
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Corollary 4.4. Assume that |Z| 4+ |U| < (z)~7 holds for some 7 > 4. Then
GIW. 9 =GyW.p=G2W_¢p =GrW_¢p =0 (4.32)
for all ¢ € Ne(P-(A4)).

Proof. The claim follows from Corollary 2.9 and equations (4.26), (4.27), (4.29), and (4.31). O

4.2. Integer flux. In case of integer flux the expansion of Rg(\) contains no fractional powers of A. Instead,
there are logarithmic correction factors. The latter arise again from contributions relative to angular momenta
m close enough to «, more precisely for m € {a—2,...,a+ 2}. In order to simplify the notation we will use the
shorthands

9+ = Gat1, O+ =0at1, Y+ = Yatl- (4.33)

Proposition 4.5. Assume that 0 < o € Z and let s > 3. Then
AGs A2(log A — imr)
g — 2o 641

Ey N ) G - A(log A — i)

Ro(A) = Go+ (log)\ — Za * (log A — z4)? 647

Gs+0O(N\?)

(4.34)
holds in B(—1,s;1,—s) as A — 0. Here z, € C and E4 € R are given by equations (C.3) and (C.11), the operator
Gs is defined in (C.51), and the remaining coefficients in (4.34) are finite rank operators with integral kernels

A
G5 +/\gg+10

Ga(r,150,0') = © () g (1)) (4.35)
G (r,4:0,0") = g1 (r) g1 (8) eV (4 4§, Nlog X — im)) + g— (1) g— (1) @™ DE=) (4 4 5_\(log A — im))
(4.36)
1 . /
Ga(r,t,0,0") = P e (0=0) [Ea(t)ja(T) + ga(r) Ja(tﬂ (4.37)
Gs(r,t,0,6") = TV g ()i (1) + g4 (8) 11 ()] + O [g_(r)i_(#) + - ()i (7)]
+ 7 [0027) a2 () €O 4 g0y (r) gaa(t) D), (4.38)

where the functions j1 and j, are defined in equations (C.19) and (C.34).

The proof of Proposition 4.5 is given in Appendix C.

Remark 4.6. The proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.5 given in Appendices B and C show that the operators G3, G3
as well as the remainder terms in equations (4.25) and (4.34) are Hilbert-Schmidt as operators > (R?) — 127%(R?)
for s > 3. Hence Ro(\) is also Hilbert-Schmidt as operator 1%*(R?) — L% ~5(R?).

Remark 4.7. Recall that Ry()) is defined as a (weighted) limit of Ro(\ + i¢) for ¢ — 0+. Hence if A = —z with
z > 0, then log A = log z + im. Since z, = im + R, see equation (C.3), the same reasoning as in Remark 4.3 shows
that also the operator Gs is self-adjoint.

5. Resolvent expansion of the Pauli operator; non-integer flux

Throughout this section we assume that 0 < o ¢ Z. In order to simplify the notation it is convenient to define
the functions

D (x) = (21 + iag )l H1=7 h(@)+ix(z)

Note that in this case [a] = n. By Lemma 3.5 we then have
dim(WNV,.(P.(AQ))) =1, dim(N. (P (A4))) = n, dim(N(P.(4))) =n+1=:N.

First have to normalize the resonant state ¢ in such a way that conditions (2.43) be satisfied with W = W_. In
view of Lemma 3.5 this is achieved upon setting

. j=1,...[a]+1 (5.1)

n

$x) =co U~ (x),  with U~ =&y + Y (07, W5 )07, (5.2)

Jj=1
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and choosing ¢y such that <¢), W_ ¢> = -1

If 1+ Ro(A)W. is invertible in B(1, —s; 1, —s), then by the resolvent equation
Ri(AA) = (1+ Ro(WW.) ™" Ro(N). (53)

Recall that in oder to expand Ry()) to the needed precision we need to assume s > 3, see Section 4. Let us
therefore assume that W_ satisfies Assumption 2.4 for some 7 > 6. It follows from (2.37) that

M) =1+ Ry(\W_: H"™* - H"  7/2<s<71-3. (5.4)

5.1. The Schur complement formula. As already mentioned in the introduction, to comute an approximate
expression for the inverse of M(\) we apply a version of the Grushin method of enlarged systems based on the
the so-called Schur complement formula, [22, 44].

Similarly as in [16] we define the operators J : C¥ — H»~*¢ and J* : H»=* — C¥ by
JZZZOQS_FZka];a Z:(ZO;Zlv"'vzn)ECNa
k=1
T = ((u, =W 9), (=W 7)o (=W g) )
In view of equations (2.42) and (2.43) we then have
JJ'u=Qu  YueH"%, and JJz=z VzeCV. (5.5)

Moreover, Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 2.11 imply that the operator Qq(1+ Ro(\)W_)Qy is invertible on Qo H—*
for 7/2 < s <7 —3 and A close enough to 0. Let

Q(A) = [Qo(1+ Ro(N) W) Qo] " Qo (5.6)
By (4.25),
' Q) = Qo+ O(A") A—0 (5.7)
in B(1,—s;1,—s), where
p=p(a) =min{a/,1 -} = nr?é% |m —«a €0,1/2] (5.8)

is the distance between « and the set of integers, and g is given by (2.46). Now, let

a(\) = < ]}{(A) ‘g ) (5.9)

be an operator matrix on HY=* @ C¥. With the help of (5.5) and (5.6) one verifies that
QA A
a1\ :( (A an() )
a1 ()\) E()\)
on HH=* @ CN, where ajp : CN = HV ™% a9y : H»= — CN and E : CN — CY are given by
ar2(A) = J — QN QoM (N)J, as1(A) = J* = J*"M(N)QoQ(N), (5.10)
and
EO\) = —J*M\)J + J* M\ QoQ(\)QoM(\).J . (5.11)

Th Schur complement formula now says that the operator M ()) is invertible in H»~% if and only if the N x N
matrix E(\) is invertible in CV, and in that case

MO = (1+Ro(WW.) ™ = Q) — arz(A) EH(A) azi (V). (5.12)

5.2. The matrix E()\). Next we have to show that E()) is invertible for A small enough and to expand its
inverse into several leading terms. To do so we make use of Corollaries 2.9, 3.4 and Lemma 3.5. When combined
with Proposition 4.1, these results allow us to obtain important information on the matrix elements of F(\). This
is done below in a series auxiliary lemmas.
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Lemma 5.1. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1 with p > 7, and let u € 1>**0(R?) be such that Giu = Gou = 0.
Then
(W_¢7, Gsuy = —(¥;,Gou),  Vi=1,...,n.

Proof. To start with we note that the left side makes sense in view of Proposition 3.2 and the fact that |(Gsu)(z)| <
(z)?, see (B.4). The right side also makes sense, because Gou € L2(R?) by Proposition 2.2. From Proposition 4.1
we then deduce that, as A — 0,

(¥5,u) = (¥5, (Ho = A) Ro(\u) = (Ho¢)5, (Go + AGz)u)y — A(¢5 , Gou) + o(N)
= <H0 (U G0u> - A <W, (U G3u> — )‘<¢;= G0u> +o(N)
= <1/)j’, u> - <W, 1/);, G3u> - )\<1/)j’, G0u> + o(A).
Diving by A and letting A — 0 now implies the claim. O

Lemma 5.2. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1 with some p > 7. Let 1 <7< 7,4 # 3. Then

(W9 ,G} W97 ) #0  ifandonlyif i=4 Aj=k=n. (5.13)
Furthermore,
d.|?
W AW o) = Bl 5.14
< 7’@[]717 4 7¢n> C(l—FO/)’ ( )
where d,, :=d,, ,, € C is given by (3.16).
Proof. Corollary 4.4 implies
GIW_¢; =0 i=1,257 1<j<n. (5.15)

Moreover, since ¢; € L'(R?) for all j < n — 1, a combination of Corollary 2.9 with equations (3.16) and (3.1)
gives .
<W,@[Jj’,gmezm0>20 1<j<n-1, n—1<m<n+2

(W_ i, gme™) =0 n<m<n+2 (5.16)
(W4, gno1 €™V = —4x(1+a') d;, .

On the other hand, using (4.28), (4.30) and (5.16) we find that there exist constants C(n, j, A) such that
Gg W = Co(n, j, \) e guin () 1<j<n

X . (5.17)
GYW_ 7 = Caln, j, A) € g (1) 1<j<n-1
By (5.16) this completes the proof of (5.13). Finally, for j = n and i = 4 we obtain, by (5.16) and (4.28),
) i(n=1)0 , (T) )
GXW - _ A inf " € In—1 W - _i(n—1)0 e
1 Wty = Ca(n,m, A) €™ gn(r) + 1672(1+ o/ )2((1 + o) (W-4p, e gn-1(r))
; eV g. 1 (r)d;,
_ A inf n _ n n_
C4(n,n, )6 g (’I") 47_‘_(1 + O/) <(1 —|—Oé/)
Applying (5.16) once again yields (5.14). O

Lemma 5.3. Let B satisfy assumption 1.1 with p > 7. Then
(W_, MY, ) = Ay, ) + AT
(W, M) ;)

\d,,|?
C(1+a)
AU, 05 ) + O(N?), (. k) # (n,n).

+0(\?),

Proof. This is a combination of Lemma 2.11, Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 4.1. 0
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Lemma 5.4. Let B satisfy assumption 1.1 with p > 7. Then for all j,k=1,... n,

(W, M(\) ¢) = ¢Ha")|eo> X + o> n- A+ O(N), (5.18)
(W_o, M(A\) ;) = A, W_GsW_ ;) + O(XF), (5.19)

where
n = (P, W.GsW_®; ) €R. (5.20)

Proof. By (3.16), (5.2), (3.1) and (3.4) it follows that as |z| — oo,

P(x) = cor=® e 4 cor 17 in=1)0 (01 4 id2 + (@7, W0, ) + O(r_z_o‘/) . (5.21)
A comparison with Corollary 2.9 thus gives
<W, b, gn em0> = —47d’ ¢, <W, Oy Gna1 el(nt+1)0 > = <W, Oy Gnao et(n+2)0 > =0. (5.22)
This implies
GOW_¢=G2W_$p=0, and Gy W._¢=_Cs(n, N\ e g (1) (5.23)

for some Cg(n,\) € C. Hence by (5.22)
(W_¢, GgW_¢) =0,
Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 2.11 thus yield
(W_ g, M(N) ¢) = ¢ () [eo] X" + [eol* - A+ O(N),
Finally, equation (5.19) follows from (5.15), (5.17), (5.22) and Proposition 4.1. O

With the above Lemmas at hand we can calculate the entries of F(\) with the needed precision. We have
En () = (W_¢, M(A) ¢) — (W, M(AN)QuQN)QoM(N) ¢ ). (5.24)
Using equations (5.22), (4.25) and Lemma 2.11(1), we find that
(W 6. MO)QuANQM(N) ¢ ) = O(IAP).
Equation (5.18) then gives

Ein(\) = ¢ Ha) [eoP A + 1 Jeo* A+ O(IN*). (5.25)
Similarly, by Corollary 4.4 and equation (5.19)
Eyi(\) = (W_ g, MO\ ;1) = (W_ 6, M(A) Qo Q(N) Qo M(A) ;1) = ALj—1 + O(A["T), (5.26)
where j =2,...,n+ 1, and
L= (¢, W.GsW_4v ), k=1,...,n. (5.27)

In the same way it follows that
Ejn(A) =AL; 1+ O(A™),  j=2,....n+1.
Finally, by Lemma 5.3, for £,m € {2,...,n+ 1} we have
Bum(A) = (W- oy, M) 1) — (W= y s M(A)QoQANQoM(N) ¥y, 1)
= ATy 1m1 + AT 6 10mnr1 + O(N2), (5.28)
with
Tjr = (V5 , ¥ ), Gk=1,...,n. (5.29)

Summing up the above calculations we conclude with
E1 (N AL+ O\t

E(\) = / 5.30
» ( AL* 1+ O S(A) +O(A2) ) ! (5.30)
where the entries of the n x n matrix S(\) are given by
-2
Sik(\) = AT + A 14, 8jmlkn - (5.31)

(1 +a)
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Since {1, }}_, are linearly independent, the matrix T" defined by (5.29) is invertible. We can thus define the
operator Py : 2(R?) — N.(P.(4)) by

Po= > oy (T (- 5. (5.32)

J,k=1

Py is clearly self-adjoint and a short calculation shows that (P, )% = P;. Hence P, is an orthogonal projection
on the zero eigenspace of P_(4).

The Feshbach formula. To calculate the inverse of E(\) we will apply the Feshbach formula. Let us recall its
version for matrices: Let B be a complex-valued N x N matrix of the form

B 00 bz N oM, 1< j<N-1,
ba1  boo
and suppose hat bog has a bounded inverse. Then B is invertible with bounded inverse if and only if
b= (b1, — b12 b5y boy) (5.33)
exists and is bounded on C7. If this is the case, then
b —bbi2 by,
Bl — L » v ) (5.34)
—b5y b21 b b5y boy b b2 by, + by

Remark 5.5. Formula (5.34) holds in much more general settings, see e.g. [26, Lem. 2.3].

5.3. Expansion of R_(\, 4). Before stating the main result of this section we introduce some additional notation.
Recall that ¥~ and 1, are defined in (5.2) and (3.16). Let X_ : H' =% — N.(P_(A4)) and ¢~ € N,.(P_(A4)) be
given by

X_ =Py W.GsW_ and o =(1-X_)P;. (5.35)
Furthermore, we define the zero eigenfunction v~ by
YT =Py W_v, . (5.36)
Finally, we denote
vo= (U, W.GsW_P;y W.GzW_U" ), (5.37)
and 02
=0 — v, v_ = ﬁ , wo=v_ (T Yn, (5.38)

with 7_ defined in (5.20). Note that while ¢_ € R, the coefficients v_ and w_ are complex. We have
Theorem 5.6. Let 1 < o € Z. Suppose that B satisfies 1.1 with p > 7. Then, as A — 0,

voA -t - Cla) A= ) )
m¢<"¢>_1+c7<(a/)/\1_a/@ (- 9)+0(1) (5.39)

holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3 with P, given by (5.32).

R.(\A)=-\"'P; +

Proof. In view of Corollary 3.4 and equation (5.4) it suffices to prove the claim for any s € (3, p —4). We apply
equations (5.3) and (5.12). For the calculation of E~!()\) we use the Feshbach formula (5.34) with j = 1,b1; =
E11(N\),b12 = AL + O by = AL* + OA) and byy = S(A) + O(A2). First we note that
byl = STIA) +O(1) = A T+ O,
Hence in view of (5.25), (5.33) and (5.37),
b= (Eni(\) = ALT'L* + O(A) ™ = (¢H @) Jeo P A + 1 [eo> A = v_ [eoP A + O(IAP) ™

el ¢ (@) A
~ Tt ey oW
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The Feshbach formula thus implies that E()) is invertible for A small enough and that

Cigyy el 2@ A 1 —LT! 0 0
BN =ity \ -t v )T lo sy ) TOW (5.40)
Next we expand S~!(\). Let T, ! denote the column vector with components (7711, ..., (T )p,. By (5.31)
we get, with obvious abuse of notation,

ATITTES() =14+ XYN,  N=wv_(0,0,..., T, ).

The Neumann series then gives,

STENT = AL+ A (AP NE = AT T A () ()R (T e (0,0, T
k=1 k=1
_ VDG

=A 1ﬂ_ﬁ(00 LT, (5.41)

Recall that M(\)¢ = O(A\*') and M(N)p, = O(A) for all k=1,...,n. Hence by (5.7), (5.10) and (5.12)

M) = (14 RoWW.) " = —JE'(\)J* +0(1)
on H™1%. Equations (5.3), (5.23), and Corollary 4.4 then yield

R.(\A)=—-JEY(\)J Gy +0(1). (5.42)

From equation (5.40) and from the definitions of 7~! and L we now deduce that

—2 / /\—o/
Bl g atpe . ol @) | L
TET NI Gy =X By 4 1 e 04 sbJ;l ()
S L (o) Y (T L Ly (T k(5] (5.43)
J,k=1 i,0,5,k=1
XS g )0 (T (T s+ O).
1+w_ A et PR J
To simplify the notation let us abbreviate
Iy = (-, v ) U, (5.44)
Since ¢ = ¢ U™, equations (5.27) and (5.32) then imply
lcol 72 ¢ Z Lj () =T X", ool D (T ) Liwy (-,¢) =X T,
gk=1 3 k=1

and
|co| 72 Z by (T™V)ie Ly Ly (T V)0 (-5 ) = XTI X*
i,0,5,k=1
However, in view of Lemma 5.1 and (3.16) one has X_¢; = for all j =1,...,n. Hence by (5.2) and (5.35)
leol 2 ¢ (-, ¢) =T X5 =X Ty +X_ Ty X = (1 =X )0y (-, (1-X)U)=¢ (-, ).
As for the last term on the right hand side of (5.43) we note that >-7_, ¢; (T7Y)n = =Py W_1,,, see (5.32)
and (3.16) . In combination with (5.36) this implies

Z < 71#]; >¢; (T_l)jn (T_l)nk — P07 W_ 2/1;7,< : 7P07 W ¢ﬁ> = ¢7< : 71/17> (545)

k=1
and the claim follows from equation (5.42). O



28 HYNEK KOVARIK

Remark 5.7. Let us comment on the operators on the right hand side of (5.39). The third term arises from the
resonant state . We will see below that if B is radial, then ¢~ = ®7, cf. Corollary 5.9. The second term on
the other hand side arises from the only eigenfunction of P_(4) which is not in L' (R?), namely from 1,, .

Note also that at most one of the denominators on the right hand side of (5.39) contributes to the singular part
of R_(A, A). In particular, when o/ = 1/2, then in view of (4.2)

R(\A)=-A"'Py +ix® (87r|d;|21/1’< L PT) + %cp’< : ,cp’>) +0(1).

This is reminiscent of the resolvent expansion of a Schrodinger operator in R® when zero is an eigenvalue and a
resonance, see [24, Thm. 6.5].

In the absence of zero eigenfunctions we have

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 with p > 7. Let 0 < o < 1. Then as A — 0,
R C) R

L+n-¢la) Al-
holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where

1
Ky :QOGO_R(®I<W QOQO>"‘QOQO<'7 (I)I>)_

R.(\A) = oy (-, @) + Ky +O(IA") (5.46)

(g0, W_ Q0 go) + 4mady + 167202

167202
Recall that Qg and d are given by (5.6) and (2.6) respectivelly.
Proof. Because a < 1, we have o = o/ and n = 0. Consequently, ¢ = cg®~ = ¢p¥~. We are going to use the
identity
R (A\A)=M "N\ Ro(N) = M1 (N\) Go + A" M (N) GY + O(|A]), (5.48)

see equations (5.12), (5.22) and (5.7). To prove the claim we have to expand E11(A) to a higher order with respect
to expansion (5.25). Recall that QoQo = Qo2 = Qo, see Lemma 2.11. From Lemma 5.4 and equations (5.22),
(5.24) we thus conclude that

|co? e o (90, W_ Qg go) + 4mady o o
En(A) = @) (T4 n-Cla) A\™*)AY — |co|® [A]? 67202 |((a) 2 +O(AP*) + O(IA"),
where we have used the fact that v_ = 0. This further implies
2 1y (o)A (90, W_ Q0 go) + 4mady
leol” B (V) = 1 T C@) N T +O(JAM). (5.49)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.11 and equations (5.5), (5.7), (5.23)
a12(Naz2i1(A) = Q — A*Q GYW_ Qg — A*Qy GY W_ Q + O(|A|*T)..
Hence using (5.12) and (5.22) we obtain
)N (-, @7) D7 (g0, W_ Qo g0) + 4mady

Mﬁl(/\)GO =0oGo — T+ C(Oél) - - 167202 <,(I)I> (I)I
1 . ~
+ (@1 (-, Go %W g0) — Qogo( -, ®1)) + O(A1),
o Q9o 90 ¢
N6 = - L o) =~ () +O().

Now, by Proposition 2.12,
GQQSW, = GQW,QO = (1+GOW,)QO _QO = QO _QO.
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This implies

¢(a') A N\ g <90,W, Qo go> + dmady L
14+n (o)A (- 21) @1 — 167202 (+,@7) @

Mﬁl(/\)Go + A Mﬁl(/\) G(lJ =0oGoy —

1 B B 1 -
- m(‘bl <'7QOQO> +9090<'=‘1’1>) T Ira Py <'= Q90> +O(|)\|#)
¢la) A N o e
T T4 e A (- @1) @1 + Ko +O(A1),
where we have used (5.22) again. The claim follows from (5.48). O

Formula (5.39) simplifies considerably when the magnetic field is radial because of the absence of interaction
between the zero modes.
Corollary 5.9. Let 0 < a € Z. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 with p > 7. If B is radial, then

/\a’fl <7(I)2*>(I)2* B C(a/) /\7a’
1+w_ A <(1+a/)"¢5H;" L+n_ (o) A=

R.(\A)=-\"1P; + (-, @7)®; +0(1) (5.50)

as A — 0. Recall that the functions @ are defined in (5.1). If o < 1, then equation (5.50) holds with Py” = ®5 = 0.

Proof. By (B.22)
Gl g) = 3 Gyl ) MO0

MmEZ
From equation (3.19) we thus infer that X II, = II;X* = 0, which implies v_ = 0 and ¢~ = @, cf. (5.35).
Moreover, in view of (3.18) and of the normalization of v, we deduce that ¢, = d, ®;. Hence by (5.36), (5.38)
and (2.42)
A
CA+a)]: |,
Now equation (5.39) yields the claim. O

v () = (5.51)

5.4. Expansion of R, (A, 4). In this section we state the threshold expansion of R (), 4). As already mentioned,
this expansion is regular and could be deduced from [32, Thm. 2.3]. In order to complete the picture we sketch
the proof.

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some p > 7, and that 0 < a &€ Z. Then as
A— 0,

R\ A) = (1+GoW,) 1 Go+ (1 4+ GoW,)  Fi() (1 4+ W, Go) ™ M + o(\*) (5.52)
holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3. Here p is given by (5.8), and

Fi(a)=GY if O/<%, Fi(a) =GY if O/>%, Fi(a)=GY+GY if o/:%.
Proof. Let s > 3. By Proposition 4.1
Ro()\) :G0+F1(Ot))\‘u+0(/\#) A— 0.

Since NV(P,(4)) = {0}, see Lemma 3.5, we deduce from Lemma 2.11 that 1 + GoW, is invertible in H~%.
Expanding (1 + Ro(A\)W, )~ ! into the Neumann series then gives

(1+ Ro(NW,)t = (1+GoW,) ™t — (1 4+ GoW,) ' Fi(a) W, (1 + GoW,) ™1 M + o(M)
Moreover, by duality 1 4+ W, Gy is invertible in H=*, and
W+(1 + G0W+)_1 Go = (1 + W+G0)_l W+G0 .
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holds in H="*. Hence

(14 Ro(MW,)'Ro(A) = (1 4+ GoW,) ' Go + (1 4+ GoW,) ' Fi () [1 — (1 4+ W, Go) ' W, Go] A + o(A)
= (14 GoW.) L Go+ (1 4+ GoW.) L (a) (14 W, Go) LA + o(MH),
and the claim follows from (5.3). O

Remark 5.11. The conditions on p and s in Proposition 5.10 could be somewhat relaxed, see [32, Thm. 2.3].
However, since we consider R (\, 4) a part of the resolvent of the Pauli operator it is natural to use the same
conditions as in Theorem 5.6.

6. Resolvent expansion of the Pauli operator; integer flux

6.1. Resonant states. Throughout this section we assume that 0 < o € Z. Lemma 3.5 then gives
dim(N,.(P.(4))) = 2, dim(N (P (A2) =n=a—1.

To find the asymptotic expansion of M ~1(\) we proceed in the same way as in the case of non-integer flux. First
we construct the basis of N (P.(A4)) by normalizing the eigenfunctions of P (A4) in the same way as in Section 3.3.
We thus obtain n zero eigenfunctions of P (A4) which satisfy (3.16). This time, however, in addition to the zero
eigenfunctions there are two linearly independent resonant states. To construct a basis of N,.(P.(A4)) satisfying
(2.43) we let

n

Gy =Wy, Wy =05+ (07, W45 )u5, (6.1)
j=1

where the constant cs is chosen so that <¢2, —W_ ¢2> = 1. Next we define

— (W5, W o), (6.2)
and put
¢r=c ¥y with U7 =07 +k Uy + > (07, W45 )¢5, (6.3)
j=1

where the constant c¢; is chosen such that <¢1,W, ¢1> = —1. In this way we obtain two linearly independent

resonant states, ¢1 and ¢2, which satisfy conditions (2.43) with W = W_.

Remark 6.1. Contrary to the case of non integer flux, the resonant state ®; does not vanish at infinity, see
(3.1), (5.1). As a consequence, the sub-leading term of e"**X influences the expansion of ¢; up to the relevant
order |z|~1. This is where the coefficients 9J; enter into the expansion, see equation (6.4) below.

Lemma 6.2. Let ¢; and ¢2 be as above. Then
(W- s, g4 1) =0, (W_ ¢2, gae®’) =0, (W o, g @D = —drey
<W, D1, Ga em‘9> = —2mcy, <W, o1, g— ei(a71)9> = —Adnxcy, <W, o1, g+ ei(o‘+1)9> =0,

where
x=kK_+1, and ¥ =11 + . (6.4)

Recall that the functions g, and g4+ are given by equations (2.7), (2.10) and (4.33).

Proof. A combination of (6.1) resp. (6.3) with equations (3.4) and (3.1) shows that, as |z| — o

¢1($) =c ezae_'_clﬁ |I| 1 z(a 1)6 —I—Cl’l9|17| 1 z(a 1)6 —I—O(|I| 2)
$o(w) = cala| 7t @D 1 O(|a| 7).
Application of Corollary 2.9 with W = W_ completes the proof. 0

6.2. The operator M (\)~!. Asin Section 5 we apply the Grushin-Schur method. However, since there are two
resonant states, the procedure has to be modified accordingly.
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We define operators J,. : C2 — HV—% 7, : Co! - HY =% and JF : HYV =% — C2, g : HV = — C* 1 by

a—1
Trz =211+ 22 ¢2, Jez:zzw/};,
k=1
and
* T . ~ C\T
jru: (<’LL, _W7¢1>7 <’U,,—W, ¢2>) ; jeu: (<’LL, _wal >7"'7<u7_wfwn>) .
Now let
T =T + T, : CotL 5 Hb =S, T =T+ Jr 1Y ot (6.5)
It follows that M ()) is invertible in H:~* if and only if the (a + 1) x (a + 1) matrix
EA) = =T M(NJ + T M(N)QoQNQoM(NJT (6.6)
is invertible in C**!. Furthermore, M (\)~! satisfies equation (5.12) with Q(\) given by (5.6), and with
a12(A) =T = QNQMN)T,  a(A) =T = T M(A)QoQ(A). (6.7)

Next we expand the matrix elements of F(\) to the needed level of precision. We start by estimating the
second term on the right hand side of (6.6). With the help of (4.34) we expand Q(\), cf. (5.6), into a Neumann
series;

B Q0Q0G1 Q0
Q) =Q log ) — 20 + O(Alog A).
The latter implies that
 Amwle]? qo
(W 61, MON)QoRANQMN) 1) = = T8 (an -+ o) + OO, (6.8)

for some ¢1,¢2 € C, and that all the other entries of J*M(X\)QoQ2(AN)QoM (M) T, are of order O(N).

Now, let us consider the 2 x 2 matrix
EN) = =T MN)Tr + T M(A)QoSUN) QoM (N) T .
By Proposition 4.5, equation (6.8), and Lemma 6.2 it follows that

47 |eq|? @ g2 2
1- - - 1 . .
En(h) = log A — z4 ( logA —zo  (logX—z4)? ) mlrer" Alog A+ O(2) (6.9)

In the same way we find
Exn(N) = —7le2* Alog A + 7|c2|* w_ A + O(N/ log ),

_ (6.10)
512()\) =&y =i Alog A + O()\),
where
_ i|02|_2 }<W ¢2 g ez a+1)9>} i el Z|02| ’<W ¢2 g_ ez a—1)0 >’ 4= <(I) W g3W o >
- 167 ’ 167 ’ 2 2
Note that in view of Lemma 6.2 and Remark 4.7 we have
wo=ir+m_  with m_=1(W.U;, GW ¥;) eR. (6.11)
To proceed we have to replace the vector (5.27) by a 2 x (o — 1) matrix £ with entries
(L)jx = (5, W_ Gz W_1y. ). (6.12)

We then have
=T MN)Te + T M(A)QoQUN) QoM (M) Te = AL+ O(A/logA).

In order to expand the matrix elements of E(\) arising from eigenfunctions ¥; we need the following modification
of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.1.

Lemma 6.3. Let B satisfy assumption 1.1 with p > 4. Then for j,k=1,...,a —1,
(Woui, GW_ g ) =0 i€ {1,2,4} (6.13)
(W_ 95, G5 W_ vy ) = 8 |d,, [* 6. Ok (6.14)
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where d;, :=d,, , is given by (3.16).

Proof. We apply Corollary 2.9 with W = W_. A comparison of the latter with the asymptotic behavior of 5,
see equation (3.16), gives

(Wot, gae®0) = (Wo iy, ga €500 = (W), g e6F0) = 0,
(W97, gaa @@y =0,  1<j<n-1 (6.15)
(W4, ga—z e@™20)) = _8rd, .
By equations (4.35) and (4.36) this proves (6.13) for ¢ = 1,2. Next we note that
Ga W_ 7 = Ca(j) eV g 1<j<n
G W_ ¢, =Cf (j) e’ gy (el Vg 1<j<n—1,

1<j<n

(6.16)

for some constants C4(j),Ca (j) and C5 (j), see equations (4.37) and (4.38). In view of (6.15) this completes the
proof of (6.13). For j = n we get, using again (6.15) and (4.38)

Gs W_1h, =Ci gy e!@tD0) Lo g DO _nd g, 5 el@=20),
Applying (6.15) once again gives (6.14). O

Lemma 6.4. Let B satisfy Assumption 1.1 with p > 4, and let u € >**O(R?) be such that Giu = Gou = 0.
Then
<W71/);agg>u> = _<¢;’g0u>’ Vj::[’,n

Proof. This is a straightforward modification of the proof of Lemma 5.1. From Proposition 4.5 we infer that
(¥5,u) = (5, (Ho = \) Ro(\u) = (Ho¥5 , (Go + AGa)u) — M(¢5 , Gouy) + o(\)
= <1/)j’, u) — A (W_ [ Gsu) — )\<1/);, Gou) + o(A).
Diving by A and letting A — 0 completes the proof. O

6.3. Expansion of R (A, A4). Similarly as in Section 5 we define the operator X = Py W_G3W_ and the
resonant states

or = (1=X)0;, o7 =(1—X )0 +K ¢ (6.17)
Moreover, we put

ik =C{97) e Gk =1,2. (6.18)

We have

Theorem 6.5. Let 0 < o € Z. Suppose that B satisfies 1.1 with p > 7. Then as A — 0,

-
R(\A)=-\"'Py+—2 K _log) +0(1 6.19
(7 ) O+7T)\(].Og)\_W,) 0g + () ( )
holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where
1 - =1 _ 27— mld,|* _
JC,:E[H11+%H12—|—%H21+|%| H22]+ 2 0 <',1/) >

Recall that s is given by Lemma 6.2 and equation (6.2), and that d;; is defined in Lemma 6.3. Moreover, w_
satisfies (6.11). If & = 1, then the above formulas hold with P, = II,, = 0.

Proof. Tt follows from (6.13), (6.14), Proposition 4.5 and Lemma 6.4 that
77
(Wow, MO Y5 ) = Ay, 05 ) = 5 A% 1og Ald,,[* 8.0 G + O(N)

J
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holds for all j,k =1,...,n. Recall also that for integer flux we have o = n + 1, see equation (1.4). Since
TXMN)Qo2N) QoM (N)T. = O(N?), we conclude with
B EN) AL+ O(Nlog )
B = ( ALE+ OO0 og)) SN +002) ) (6.20)
where S(A) is the n x n matrix with entries
Si(\) = ATy — % N2 1og A |d:: 2 8. O - (6.21)

In order to expand E~1(\), we first calculate the singular terms of the matrix £71()\). By (6.9) and (6.10),

= 4o A (1- —2 — - & _ M- T
det E(\) = —4nr |clcg|/\(1 T — (k)gA_ZQ)Q)Q 1Og/\_za+(9(/\log/\)).

The standard formula for the inverse of a 2 X 2 matrix, which is a special case of (5.34), then gives

gfl(A) — 1 822()\) _512()\)
det E(N) \ —&21(N) En(N)
1 lea|?log X €1 c2 32 log A
( c1 ez log N |er)? log A — 4|c1|>A " (log A — w_) 7! +0(1), (6.22)

To continue we note that S(A) is invertible for A small enough and that (S(\) + (9()\2))_1 =S\ +0().

Since S71(A\) = O(A71), it follows that
[5(A) — AL+ O 1og ) (SO + O T AL+ O log\)] ™ = E71(N) +O(1).

T ir lc1 eal?

The Feshbach formula (5.34) now implies

RPN E71(N) —E7Y N LT! 0 0
E 1()‘) - ( _T-1pr* 5—1()\) T-1p* 5_1()\),CT_1 ) + ( 0 S_l()\) ) +O(1)' (6'23)

The inverse of S(A) is calculated in the same way as in case of non-integer flux, see equation (5.41). Using (6.21)
and the Neumann series we find

—12
STt =21 4 % logA (0,0,.... 7, )T~ + O(1). (6.24)

To continue let us abbreviate

Pjp= (-, ¥;) 9.

Given u € H™5*, equations (6.12) yields
g0 LT T Qouzé’_l()\)( 1 ) - ( v ) where u; = (¢;, X*u).

Hence using (6.22) we infer that
X P, X*u

—1 * o—1 —1 * — _ - @ 44 =
JeTLTETNLTT T2 Gou= X drvn+ X dovy = =i S

(6.25)

log A
47

X_ [Py + 3P, + 2Py + |2° Py, X u+ O(1).

In the same way,

Py, X*u log A
—1 —1 * _ 22 — — — — 2 p- *
T EYNLT T Gou = A logh v ) + [Py +32P127 + 5Py + [ Pyy] X* u+ O(1)
1 e o . X Poou log A o _ _
JeTTHLETNN T Gou = —“(log;“‘_w R X_ [Py, + %Py + %Py, + %% Py u+ O(1),
and pe loe A
T €N T} Gou = — 22 BAIPL, + 7P, + #P;, + |22 Pg,] u+ O(1). (6.26)

A(logh —w_) 4
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Collecting the above identities gives
T T L EYNLT YT G+ T E YN LT T Go+ T T L EY N T Go + T E71(N) T Go

(1= )Py, (1 - X*)  logA e _ 25 #
= T flog A —w) Ry (1= X )[Pyy + 5Py + 2Py + [5* Py ] (1 - &%) + O(1)

IT5, logA . _ - B
B 7r)\(10g§\2— w_) T [Ty + 3210, + 5y, + [ Tlg, ] + O(1),

where we have used the fact that

(1= )0, =y, j=1,2,
which follows from Lemma 5.1 and equation (2.42). Finally, from (6.24), (5.32) and (5.45) we get

d- 2

TeSTHANTS Go = A" Py +log A % v (-, 07) +0(1). (6.27)
Using Lemma 6.2 and equations (6.15) we now mimic the above calculations to obtain 7 E~Y(X) J* M()\) = O(1),
and M(\) JE~1(\) J* = O(1). Consequently,

M\ =JETTNT+0(1),
and similarly as in (5.42) we infer that
R_.(\A)=-TE*\)J"G+0(1). (6.28)

Inserting identities (6.25)-(6.27) into (6.23) and (6.28) implies the claim. O
Remark 6.6. The coefficient on the right hand side of (6.19) proportional to (Alog\)~! arrises only from the
p—wave resonant state ¢, . Note that o5 € LP(R?) for every p > 2. On the other hand, the operator X_ contains
contributions from the eigenfunction ¢~ as well as from both resonant states ¢; and ¢, .
As in the case of non-integer flux the resolvent expansion simplifies for radial magnetic fields.

Corollary 6.7. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 with p > 7. If B is radial, then
(-, 05) P, _log)\<. @7>@,_710g)\<'7¢§>¢§
T A (log\—w_) 4 VLR 4| ®515

holds in B(—1, s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where ®; (x) is given by (5.1). If @ = 1, then (6.29) holds with P, = &5 = 0.

R.(\A)=-\"1P; +

+0(1) (6.29)

Proof. From equations (3.18) and (3.19) we deduce that X ®; =0,/ = 1,2, and that
(®;, W) =0  Vje{l,2}, Vke{l,...,a—1}

Hence by (6.1),(6.3) and (6.2) we have x_ = 0, and

«@ €h+iX,

a—1 eh—i—ix )

1 = @1 = (21 +ix2) Py = ®; = (21 +ix2)

By symmetry of B, we also have ¥ = 0, and hence » = 0. Furthermore, using (2.42), (5.36), and the definition
of d;,, see Lemma 6.3, we find

d72 (o :d72<,¢£>¢;:<7¢’§>¢’5
a7 Cowm) = 1l GHE

Equation (6.29) thus follows from Theorem 6.5. O

6.4. Expansion of R,(\, 4). Here we state the expansion of R (\, 4). The proof follows line by line the proof
of Proposition 5.10 and will be omitted.

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 for some p > 7, and that 0 < « € Z. Then as A — 0,

1
R.(\A)=(1+GW,) " Go+ (1+GW,) G (1 +W, Go) ! Tog +o((log\)™") (6.30)

holds in B(—1,s;1,—s) for all s > 3.
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7. Resolvent expansions for o < 0.

In this section we state the resolvent expansions for negative values of a.

Zero eigenfunctions of P, (4). If a < 0, then by Lemma 3.5 we have N (P_(4)) = {0}, and N.(P.(4)) # {0}
if and only if o < —1. Following the construction of Section 3.3 we then built the basis of NV (P,(A4)) satisfying
conditions (2.42) as follows;

We put 97 = df , eX~" with the constant di ; chosen such that (¢, W, ¢{) = —1. Next we put
Yy =dg eX—h 4 ds o X (z) —ixy),

with dj ; and df , chosen so that (13, W, ¢3) = —1 and (¢{, W, ¢) = 0. Continuing in this way we obtain a
family of zero eigenfunctions of P, (A4) such that

J

Gf = dly (e —dmg) e =1, n, (1, Wb ) = =05 ;. (7.1)
k=1

7.1. Non-integer flux. First let us construct the zero resonant state. Similarly as in (5.1),(5.2) , we put

Pr = (1 —ixy)tTlel=I gtk ji=1,...,1—q],
and .
(ZSZCO\I]JF7 Wlth \I}+:(I)T+Z<q)1raw+w;> ;‘ru
j=1
with ¢g such that <¢, W, ¢> = —1. We adopt analogous notation as for a > 0 and denote
X, =Py W,GsW, and et =(1-X,)o;. (7.2)
Furthermore, we define
=B W,y (7.3)

Finally, we let
Ny 1= <<I>f, W, GsW, &f > ) Uy = <\If+, W,GsW, Py W, GsW, &+ >,
and
=1, —v V*'ZM F =yt (T 7.4
+ =1 +5 " Tt oy = Uy ( - (7.4)

Theorem 7.1. Let o < —1, o &€ Z. Suppose that B satisfies 1.1 with p > 7. Then as A — 0,

V:{ )\—o/—l . N C(a/) )\o/ . N
WUJ<"¢>_1+c+<(a'))\1+a’¢<"@>+O(1) (7.5)

holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where P; is the orthogonal projection on the zero eigenspace of P, (A4) .

R.(\A)=-\"'Pf —

As before, we provide a more precise expansion in the absence of zero eigenfunctions.

Corollary 7.2. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 with p > 7. Let —1 < o < 0. Then as A — 0,
o)A

L4 n, ((a) Atte
holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where

R,(\A) = O (-, ®7) + K§+O(|A]")

(g0, W, Qo go) + 4mady + 167202

K+ =QoGo —
0 oo 167202

(@f (-, Qg0)+Qgo (-, P7)) —

o (-, ®7)®7. (7.6)
Proposition 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, as A — 0,

R.(\A) = (1+GoW.) Gy + (1 +GoW_) ' Fi(a) (1 + W_Go) ™ M + o(\")
holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where Fi(«) is defined in Proposition 5.10.
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7.2. Integer flux. For « integer and negative we put
Ui =0f+ ) (L Wouf)ur, k= (0, W, o),
j=1

Uy =0f + 5,05+ (07, W, 0 ) v
j=1
Moreover, similarly as in Section 6 we define X, = Pj W, Gs W, , and

Theorem 7.4. Let oo < 0, o € Z. Suppose that B satisfies 1.1 with p > 7. Then as A — 0,

H+
R,(\A)=-\"1P; + N
e

holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3, where
W, =im+m,,  with m, =7 YW, 05 GW, ¥3) eR,

and where
1 + =TT+ + 2 77+ T |d7+1|2 + +
X, = E[Hu + 3105, + e 113y + [° 113, ] + —1 (-, Yt
with » =k, + 9. If a = —1, then equation (7.7) holds with Pj = 0.
Proposition 7.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.4, as A — 0,
1
R (MNA)=(1+GW ) G+ (1+GW ) 'G(1+W Gy ! oz +o((logA\)™") (7.8)

holds in B(—1,s;1, —s) for all s > 3.

7.3. The case o = 0. In this case we cannot apply the perturbation argument as it was done for o £ 0. Indeed,
for @ = 0 we have Hy = —A, and the expansion of Ry(\) is thus singular as A — 0. On the other hand the fact
that & = 0 in combination with Proposition 3.2 shows that the coefficients of Hy — P.(A4) = —A — P.(A4) decay
arbitrarily fast for p large enough. With the help of [37] we then obtain

Corollary 7.6. Let a = 0. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1 with p > 7. Then the expansions
log \ ) )
SOBR L eFhEiX) (FhEi | 0(1) (7.9)

47

Ri(\A) =
hold in B(—1,s;1,—5), s >3, as A = 0.

The proof of Corollary 7.6 will be given at the end of Section 10.

8. Dirac operator

It was already mentioned in Section 1 that the results obtained for the resolvent of the Pauli operator can be
applied to analyze the resolvent of the Dirac operator as well. In view of (1.7) we find that

A2 —m? ) 0
0 R.(N —m24))

Note that the right hand side of (8.1) is well defined and belongs to B(0, s;0, —s) for all s > 3.

(Don(A) — N = (D) + N) (R( (8.1)

We can thus deduce the expansion of (D,,(4) — A)~! for A — £m directly from the expansions R, (]),,4) and
R_(\, A) for A — 0. In doing so it will be important to notice that, by (1.12) and (3.12),

D(A) (X)) = —eX" (101 + Do), and  D(A)* (eXtv) = —eX T (i9) — Do)v. (8.2)

Throughout this section we assume that B satisfies 1.1 with some p > 7.
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8.1. Massive Dirac operator. The Dirac operator has, for m > 0, two thresholds of the essential spectrum;
+m. It turns out that the resolvent expansions at these thresholds are different.

Theorem 8.1. Let m > 0.

If a > 0, then
(Dp(A) =Nt = 0(1) as A — —m,
2 _ 2 (8.3)
(D (A) —N) " = (2mR(AO m*,A) 8) +O(1), as A —m,
with R_(-, 4) satisfying (5.39) for a € Z, and (6.19) for a € Z.
If a <0, then
0 0
D, (4) -\ = +0O(1), as A — —m,
Ou) =N = () oy 08— 2, ) + O -
(D(A) =Nt =0(1) as A —m,
with R, (-, 4) satisfying (7.5) for a € Z, and (7.7) for o € Z.
If & =0, then as A\ — +m,
_1_ mlog(AFm) [exth (. exth) 0
(D (A) = A) " = — 0 —eixh (L i +0(1) . (8.5)

All the expansions above are to be understood in B(0, s; 0, —s) for s > 3.

Proof. From Lemma 3.5, equation (8.2) and the threshold expansions of R, (A, 4) and R_()\,4) obtained in
Sections 5, 6 and 7 we deduce that

DA)R, (N2 —m?*,4)=0(1) and DA)*R.(N-m*2)=0(1) as A—£m
hold in B(0, s;0, —s) for any o € R. Hence by (8.1)

e (A m R (3 —m?, 2 o(1)

(Dm(-q) /\) - ( O(l) ()\ _ m) R+(/\2 o m2,ﬁl) . (8'6)
Since R, (A2 —m? 4) = O(1) as A — +m when a > 0, and R_(\? — m?,4) = O(1) as A — +m when a < 0,
this proves equations (8.3) and (8.4). Expansion (8.5) follows from (8.6) and (7.9). O

Remark 8.2. Equations (8.3) and (8.4) reflect, together with other things, the well known fact that when o > 0,
then only m (and not —m) is a zero-mode of D,,,(A4), and vice-versa for a < 0, see e.g. [15, Sec. 7].

Furthermore, if 0 is an eigenvalue of P_(A4) respectively P, (4), then m respectively —m is an eigenvalue of D,,(4)
with the same eigenspace. For example, if 1 < «, then the leading term on the right hand side of (8.3) is given by

2mR_ (N> —m?, A)=—-A—m) ' Py +o((A—m)™") A—=m,

see (5.39), (6.19). In general we notice that the resolvent expansion of the Dirac operator for A — +m is
qualitatively equivalent to the resolvent expansion of the Pauli operator for A — 0. The situation changes when
m = 0.

8.2. Massless Dirac operator. For m = 0 we have

Corollary 8.3. Let m = 0 and assume that « # 0. Then

(o) -3 = (OO ) FOW s Ao,

holds in B(0, s; 0, —s) for s > 3, with R_(-, 4) satisfying (5.39) for a € Z, and (6.19) for « € Z. Here O(-) denotes
the Heaviside function.
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Proof. The claim follows from (8.6) upon setting m = 0. O

As in the case of Pauli operator we give a separate expansion for values of « in the interval (—1,1).

Theorem 8.4. If |a] < 1, then as A — 0,

@M m- B DAV - GaW )G
(Do(A) —A)~F = | THn-clajrz==e ({5 00) DA+ GoW,) ™ Go +O(NM), if a>0, (8.7)
D(A)* Ky 0
and
0 DA K
(Do(ﬂ) - )\)_1 = _(a) \H2e +O(|A|M), if « < O, (88)
D(A)*(1+ GoW_)"Go W 7 (-, ®])

hold in B(0, s;0, —s) for s > 3. The operators K and K, are given by (5.47) and (7.6).
If a = 0, then (Do(A4) — A\)~! = O(1).

Proof. Assume that 0 < a < 1. From (5.46) and (8.2) we obtain

* 2 o * T — n 2 _ _C(a) )\1—2& - /. -
D(A)*R_(A\,A) =D(A)"Ky +O(|A]"), and AR (A, A4) = 157 Cla) 2o o < ,<I>1>+(9(/\)
in B(0,s;0,—s), as A = 0. On the other hand, by (5.52)

D(A)R, (N, 4) = D(A)(1 + GoW,) *Go + O(A[*), and AR, (N\*, 4) = O(\).

Equation (8.7) thus follows from (8.1). The proof of (8.8) and of the case a = 0 is completely analogous. O

Theorem 8.4 shows that the resolvent expansion of the massless Dirac operator is regular if |a| < 1/2, although
the resolvent expansion of the Pauli operator is singular. Similar effect occurs in the absence of a magnetic field
in the case of the free massless Dirac operator in dimension two, see e.g. [14].

9. Time decay of the wave-functions

In this section apply the resolvent expansions for Pauli and Dirac operators obtained above to derive asymptotic
equations for the evolution operators e~ #+(A) and e=#Pm (A for ¢ — oo. These asymptotic expansions show how
fast the solutions to the time dependent Pauli and Dirac equation decay locally in time.

9.1. The Pauli operator. Before stating the main results of this section we recall some preliminaries which
will be often used below. First, if F' : R — B(0,s;0 — s) is such that F'(A\) = 0 in a vicinity of zero and
O'F € L*(R; B(0,s;0 — 5)) for a non-negative integer j, then

/ e MM FN)dh=0o(t7)  t— oo (9.1)
R

in B(0, s;0, —s). Equation (9.1) is a consequence of the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, we refer to [24, Lem. 10.1]
for a proof. We will also need a couple of identities from the theory of Fourier transforms, namely

k
. k . ims .
/ e (A +1i0)” (log(\ +i0))*dx = =2 (]) [agﬂ(sm(m) e T(s+1)) } t= 1 (logt)?, (9.2)
R J:O S=v
which holds for ¢t > 0, ¥ € R and any non-negative integer k, and
N
/ e "™ (A +i0) 7" (log(A+10)) F dX = 2mi Y Agyn (logt) ™™ + O((logt) V1) (9.3)
R m=Fk

which hols for any ¢t > 0, N > 0, and k € Z, see [37, Lems. 6.6, 6.7]. Here Ay, are numerical coefficients satisfying
Apr = (=1)¥+1 see [37, Thm. 4.4].
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Theorem 9.1. Let o ¢ Z. Assume that B € C°°(R?) satisfies Assumption 1.1 with some p > 7. Suppose
moreover that for any multi-index 8 € N? with |3| > 1,

0°B(@)| < ()~
The following asymptotic equations hold in B(0,s;0,—s), s > 3, as t — oo:

If a > 0, then e *+(D = O(t~17#), and
N o,
e—itP—(A) _ =Py - — ¢ T Z s1n malj) e 5 INGCED! i
7j=1

iﬂja/

(ic_¢(a))) sin(ra’j) e "5 T(j(1 — o)) /@~ (9.4)

Mz

r
+E<P<'7<P> 1

+ OtV ot

<.
Il

for any N > 1.

If a <0, then e P~ = O(t~1=#), and

N
. + _imja’ o)
e~ itPy(A) _ P0+ + % Z sm T j) 2 F(—Oélj) e
n j=1
1 N oy
- . T eI i1 4+ o)) i@+ 9.5
¥ Z ic,((a)) sin(ma/j) e (1 +a) (9-5)

j=1
+ Ot HNTD) Lot
for any N > 1. Recall that o and n denote the fractional and integer parts of a, and that p = min{|o/|, 1 — |o/|}.

Remark 9.2. The leading terms of the second and third contribution on the right hand side of (9.4) are pro-
portional to ¢~ and ¢+ (and accordingly for a < 0). In particular, if |a] < 1, then e~ #P+(D) = O(t=1+ll),
The same decay rate was observed for the heat kernel generated by P.(A4) in the case of radial and compactly
supported magnetic field, see [31, Sec. 3.2].

Note also that the remainder term in (9.4) and (9.5) becomes o(t~!) as soon as N gets large enough, depending
on a. For example, if o/ = 1/2, then combining (4.2), (5.38) and equation (9.4) with N =1 gives

e~itP-() — p- 2irt)"2 |d; | {7 — %(m)—% t2 e (o) Fo(th).

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Let s > 3. We will use the identity

) 1 ;
emitPe(t) _ L / e~ R. (A, A) dA (9.6)
R

21

in B(0, s;0, —s). Hence we have to study the behaviour of Ry (A, 4) not only for A — 0, but also for |\| = co. To
do so we introduce a function ¢ € C§°(R) such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and £ = 1 in a vicinity of 0. Since B € C*°(R?),
we can apply [38, Thm. 5.1] to deduce that

|BR A ADlls0s0,-9) =OAF), A= 400 (9.7)
for any j > 0 and any s > j + 5. On the other hand, the operators P.(A4) have no negative spectrum. Hence
3R (X Alls 0,50, =OA ), A= —o0.
Applying (9.1) with F(\) = (1 —&(N\)) Re(A, 4) and j = 2 then implies

/ e N1 —EW)R (N A)dN=0o(t7?) t— o0 (9.8)
R
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in B(0,s;0,—s). Assume first that o > 0. Expanding the second and third term on the right hand side of (5.39)
into the geometric series yields

)\a/_l 1 i i vdal—1 ( /(N—i-l) 1)
== (~w N T+ O\ ),
1+w_ A wo
- = i (—c_¢(a))! NW=)=1 4 oA=L
/ —a! / - .
T+ ¢la/)A c_ (oz)j:1
From (5.39), (9.1) and (9.2) we thus deduce that
1 .
5 e " E(N) R_(\, A) d\ = right hand side of (9.4).
X R

Since P, (4) has no positive eigenvalues and no zero modes, [32, Thm. 2.5] implies e~ *P+(A) = O(t=1=#). The
proof for o < 0 follows the same lines. O

Theorem 9.3. Let o € Z. Let B satisfy assumptions of Theorem 9.1. The following asymptotic equations hold
in B(0,s;0,—s), s >3, as t = 00:

If a > 0, then e~ *P+(A) = O(t~(logt)~2), and

: I
—itP_(4) _ p- 22 —1\\ _ -1 -1
e Py + gt (1+0((ogt) ™) —iXK_t~"+o(t™). (9.9)

If @ < 0, then e~ *P~(D) = O(t~'(logt)~2), and

. 11
e P = P+ 22 (14 O((logt) ™)) —i K, 7! +o(t7). (9.10)
wlogt
If & =0, then
. 1 , ,
—itPy(A) _ . oFhtix\ Fhtix -1
e 4m't< ,€e >e +o(t™). (9.11)

Proof. Suppose that a > 0. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 9.1 and use again the smooth cut-off function
&. Then (9.8) still holds true, and from (9.2), (9.3) and (6.19) we deduce that

1 —itA _ 15 —1 : —1 —1
— ‘ d\ =P, 1 logt — t t .
s | VRO A AN = Py + (14 0((l0g0) ™) — K- ¢ +o(t)
This proves (9.9). Equations (9.10) and (9.11) follow from (7.7) and (7.9) in the same way. O

Remark 9.4. The regularity assumption on B in Theorems 9.1 and 9.3 could be considerably relaxed. The only
place in the proof which requires B € C*°(R?) is equation (9.7), cf. [38]. The latter, however, could be derived
also from the commutator method developed in [25] under much weaker regularity condition on B. Since this
would require additional analysis involving lengthly calculations of multiple commutators, we don’t dwell on it.

—itP,(4) —itP_(A) ig

Remark 9.5. Equation (9.11) shows that when « = 0, then the long time behavior of e and e
qualitatively the same as that of the free evolution operator e*®. This is in contrast with the case of a spinless
particle, where the wave-functions decay faster than O(¢~!) even if the flux is zero, see [32, Thm. 2.7].

9.2. The Dirac operator. When dealing with the time dependent Dirac equation one inevitably faces the
following problem; neither the weighted resolvent (D, (A)—\)~! nor its derivatives w.r.t. A vanish as |\| — oo, see
equations (8.1) and (9.7). This naturally suggests to treat the contributions to the time evolution separately from
small and high energies. Since the contribution from high energies is typically, to the leading order, independent
of the magnetic field, we will concentrate on the energies close to zero. To this end we consider the decay in time
of the vector valued function

u(t) == (Z;g;) — 1D (D, (A))v, v (“1) , 9.12)
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where vy, ve € L2%(R?) for a suitable s, and where £ is the cut-off function introduced above.
If m > 0 and « € Z, then one easily verifies that u(t) decays qualitatively in the same way as the wave-functions

of the Pauli operator. Indeed, denoting
_( ©la) Py
Po= (o)

and mimicking the proof of Theorems 9.1 we find, in view of (8.3) and (8.4), that
ut) = Pov =0t 1N + O 4 o(t™Y)  (m>0,a¢Z)
in 127%(R?; C?). Analogous result holds for the integer flux.

We therefore turn our attention to the massles Dirac operator.

Theorem 9.6. Suppose that o € Z and that m = 0. Let B satisfy assumptions of Theorem 9.1, and let u(t) be
given by (9.12). The following asymptotic equations hold in [275(R?), s > 3, as t — oo:

If a > 0, then us(t) = o(t™1), and

N
ur(t) = Pyuy = —— — Y (v1,97) Z (—w_)’ sin(2ma/j) €™ T(2ja’) t~2¢
j=1
1 N
- - ANV 1\ imjal . / 2i(a’ —1
¢ (e >;(C7C(a ) sin(2ma’j) €™ T(25(1 - o)) $29( Y
J:
+ Ot 2N ot (9.13)

for any N > 1.

If o <0, then u1(t) = o(t™1), and

N
+ P .
u2(t) — Plus = _:fw {va, 9" Z Isin(2ra’j) €™ T'(2a/5) t~20
n =1
N

1 s Sy
- 90 UQ, Z C+< Sln(27‘ra j) injo F(2j(1 —_ o/)) t23(0‘ 71)
e, =
- OHY) ot
for any N > 1.

Proof. By (9.12) we have

= / e EN) (Do(A) — N) "t dA. (9.14)
R

t) =
)= o
To find the expansion of the integral for ¢ — co we note that if & > 0, then in view of (5.39) and (5.52)

2 o —1p-— v_ Azalil - — / 1-2a’ 907< ) 7807>
AR,(A,.Q’.)——A PO _Tﬂ} <7¢ >_<(Oé))\ 1+C,C(Oél))\2_2a/

B 2«
and AR, (\?,4) = O()\) as A — 0. Now we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 9.1 and expand the second and
third term on the right hand side into a geometric series. Equation (9.13) then follows from Corollary 8.3 and
equation (9.2). We again omit the proof for a < 0. O

+0(1)
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Corollary 9.7. Let u(t) be given by (9.12), and assume that |«| < 1/2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 9.6
the following expansions hold n L% ~%(R?) as t — oo;

ui(t) = o) 272 &7 (v, ®7) sin(2am) e L(2(1 — @) + O(t7179), us(t) =0t~ '7%) if a >0,

™

ug(t) = —@ t72072 ®F (v, @7 ) sin(2am) e T L(2(1+ @) + O Y, w(t) = 0@ Y if a<O.

Moreover, if o = 0, then u(t) = o(t™1) in 1275 (R?; C?).

Proof. Under the hypotheses of the Corollary we have u = |«|. Assume first that 0 < o < 1/2. Then by (8.7)

—C(Oz) A2 o7 (. , b7 @(ﬂ)(l + GoW. )71G0
(Do(A) ~X) " = ) ' +O(IN").
D(A)* K, 0
The claim thus follows from equations (9.1), (9.2) and (9.14). The case —1/2 < « < 0 is analogous. O

Remark 9.8. It follows from Corollary 9.7 that for small but non-zero values of flux the wave-functions decay
even faster than in the absence of a magnetic field. Similar diamagnetic effect was observed in [3] for the massless
Dirac operator with Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field, see also [4]. The authors of [8] showed that the range of
local smoothing estimates widens, w.r.t. the non-magnetic operator, as soon as « ¢ Z. Recall that the condition
|a| < 1/2 represents no restriction in case of the Aharonov-Bohm field.

Remark 9.9. Dispersive estimates in L' — L setting for non-magnetic Dirac operators in R? perturbed by a
matrix-valued electric potential were established in [13, 14].

10. Weakly coupled eigenvalues of the Pauli operator

In this last section we apply the resolvent expansions obtained in Sections 5 and 6 the problem of asymptotic
behavior of eigenvalues of the operators Py(A) — eV where V : R? — R is an electric potential with a suitable
decay at infinity. For radial magnetic and electric field this has been already studied, with variational methods, in
[7, 20]. Here we extend some of these results to non-radial B and/or V. Since this application is not the central
topic of the paper, we limit ourselves to the case 0 < o < 1.

Proposition 10.1. Let 0 < a < 1, and let V' < ()~ for some p > 6. Suppose that B satisfies Assumption 1.1
with p > 7. Then the following assertions hold for any A € L3 _(R?) such that curl A = B.

(1) The negative spectrum of P, (A) — eV is empty for |e| small enough.

(2) If [5, V|®7|* > 0, then the operator P-(A)—eV has for € > 0 small enough exactly one negative eigenvalue
which satisfies

49717 () s R
Aeg)=— ———= d7|%d = (1 min{1,+—1} ) 10.1
(€) (WF(l—a) /sz 1l x) ev (1+0(e ), e—0+ (10.1)

Proof. Since the spectra of Py(A) — eV are gauge invariant, it suffices to prove the statement for A = 4. From

the assumptions on V it follows that
es(P(A) — V) = [0, 00),
and that the operator |V|'/2 (P.(4) + 2)~* V/2 is compact on L?(R?) for every z > 0. Here we use the notation

V12 = |V|'/2sign(V). Hence the negative parts of the spectra of Py(4) — eV are purely discrete and the
Birman-Schwinger principle implies that

—2€0q(Pe(A) —eV) <= 1€a(e|V]V2(Pe(A) +2)) ' V3. (10.2)
To prove (1) we note that by the assumptions on V' and by Proposition 5.10
VIY2(P(A)+2) VY2 =0(1), 2-0 (10.3)
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holds in L?(R?). In view of (10.2) this implies that P,(A) — eV has no negative eigenvalues for || sufficiently
small.

Let us prove (2). Since a € (0,1), we have o = o, n =0, and U~ = 7, see equation (5.2). Put A = —z, z > 0.
From (4.2) we get

49710 (ar)

A—a — _ —x

(o) g,

where we have used identity (4.22). For the purpose of this proof let us introduce the following terminology:
given a self-adjoint operator H we denote
Nigp(H) = #{eigenvalues of H in [a, b]},

where the eigenvalues are counted with their multiplicities. The Birman-Schwinger principle then ensures that

N oo z)(P-(A) = V) = Ny ooy (e [V[VZ(P(A) + 2) 7' VI/2). (10.4)
Since |V|Y/2 (P_(4) + 2)~ ' V'/? is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on 1?(R?), see Remark 4.6, and since the first term
on the right hand side of (5.46) is a rank one operator, it follows from (10.4)

N oo (P(A) =€V) < 14 Npooy(e V]2 S(2) VIZ) <142 |[VIV2S(2) V2R,

where

-1 ((a) (=)~ - -
S(z)=(P-(A) +2z)" + L+7 ((a)(—2)@ P, < , @ > :
Since |||[V]'/2 S(2) V1/2||s = O(1) as z — 0, see (5.46), we infer that for € small enough P_(A4) — €V has at most
one negative eigenvalue. On the other hand, the hypothesis fR2 V|®7|? > 0 and a simple test function argument
show that P_(A4) — eV has for any £ > 0 at least one negative eigenvalue. Hence for e — 0+ there is exactly one
negative eigenvalue A(g) = —z(e). By (10.2) z(e) is the unique value of z for which the operator

K.(2)=1—¢|VIY2(P.(4)+2) V2 (10.5)

is not invertible in 12(R?). In order to locate this value of z we let

Ru=U""{u, V2O ) |V|'2®;, Re=1-R, with U:= / Ve 240,
R2
so that RR ¢ = 0. Moreover, we define operators I : C — L2(R?) and I* : I?(R?) — C as follows;
Tw=U"2|V|"2 07w,  I"u=|U"Y2{u,V'207),
where U~1/2 = |U|~"/2sign U. Then IT* = R and I*I = 1, and by Theroem 5.8,

|V|1/2(P,(.Ql) + 2)71V1/2 =F(2) UR + O(1), z—0, (10.6)
where
F(z) = ;‘_FTF_(?) 2o (14 0(=19)). (10.7)

Hence R oK. (2)R ¢ is boundedly invertible on R L2(R?) uniformly in z € (—§,d) for some § > 0. Now we apply
the Grushin-Schur method to the operator K.(z) in L?(R?) in the same way as it was done in Section 5.1 with the
operator M (\) in H™1*, replacing the operators @, Qo,J and J* by R, R, I and I* respectively. In particular,
by mimicking equations (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11) we find that K.(z) is not invertible in 1*>(R?) if and only if z
satisfies
K (2)] = K (2)Ro(Ro Ko (2) Ro) ™ RoK.(2)1. (10.8)
Standard perturbation arguments show that such z tends to zero as ¢ — 0. Since Rol = I*Ry = 0, it follows
from (10.6) that I*K.(z)Ro(Ro KE(Z)fRo)_lfRoKE(Z)I = O(£?). In view of I*RI = 1 and equation (10.6) we
thus conclude that equation (10.8) is equivalent to
eUF(z) =1+ 0O(e). (10.9)
By assumption, U > 0. We thus conclude from (10.7) that for € > 0 small enough the solution to (10.9) satisfies

_ (47 T () - 1 min{1,1 1}
Z—(m U) Ea (1+O(5 ] ))
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By (10.2) we have A(e) = —z, and thus the claim. O

Remarks 10.2. Some comments concerning Proposition 10.1 are in place.

1) Equation (10.1) coincides, including the order of the remainder term, with the asymptotic expansion
g y
obtained by variational arguments in [20, Thm. 1.2] for radial B and radial non-negative V. Notice that
with the notation of [20] one has |®] |? = 27|Qy|*.

(2) When both B and V are radial, V"> 0, and 1 < « ¢ Z, then Corollary 5.9 in combination with a
straightforward modification of the proof of Proposition 10.1 shows that in addition to A(e) the operator
P (A) — €V has, for € > 0 small enough, other negative eigenvalues A, (¢) satisfying
2 2
Aj(e) = e VIei” V|9023| e(1+0()), 1<j<n-—1, An(e) = o2 Vlenl® V|¢2n|
1513 lonll3
where ¢; = (71 +1ix2)’~! €. The lower order of the remainder in the expansion of A,,(¢) comes from the
second term on the right hand side of (5.50). This is in agreement with [20, Thm. 1.2], and moreover it
shows that the order of the remainder term in [20, Eq. (1.11)] cannot be improved.

e(1+ (9(50‘,)),

(3) The same approach as in Proposition 10.1 can be used to calculate the leading terms of the asymptotics
of weakly coupled eigenvalues of Py (A) — eV for o > 1. This will be done elsewhere.

Proof of Corollary 7.6. For the sake of definiteness we consider only the resolvent of P_(A4). Proposition
3.2 still holds true which shows that the perturbation operator W_ satisfies, for p large enough, assumptions of
[37, Thm. 8.1]. We may thus apply [37, Thm. 4.3.(vi)]. Note that when o = 0, then by Lemma 3.5 the operator
P_(A) has one zero resonant state, namely e"*?X and no zero eigenfunctions. Hence in the notation of [37] we
have p=0,P =0,Q =0,Qr =0,k # —1, and Q_1 = C; (-, ") "X where Cy is a positive constant. From
[37, Thm. 4.3.(vi)] we then deduce that

R_(\A) =—Colog\ (-, e"tx)yehtix + 0(1),  A—0. (10.10)

It remains to determine the value of Cjy. To do so we consider the discrete spectrum of the perturbed operator
P_(4) — eV with e > 0 and V > 0. Suppose moreover, that V is radial and compactly supported. Then in
the same way as in the proof of Proposition 10.1 it follows from (10.10) that for ¢ small enough the operator
P_(A) — €V has exactly one negative eigenvalue A_(¢), and that

A (g) = —exp [_

1
en (1 + O(a))] e 0+, (10.11)
where

U= / V(z)e®h® dg,
R2
.

On the other hand, for radial and compactly supported B we know from [20, Thm. 1.3], see also [7], that
4
A (&) = —exp [_£ (1 + O(a))} e = 0+,

A comparison with (10.11) gives Co = ;= and hence the claim. O

APPENDIX A. Auxiliary results

In this section we collect some technical results which will be needed in the proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.5.
We denote by || - |[nsa) the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of an operator in L2(M).

Lemma A.1. Equation (4.9) holds for all m € Z. Moreover, for |A| small enough

) 1
lom (N + o, (V] S 2(lm — af)

A-Im—al

[+ m?) T2(jm — al)

lgm| < (
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Proof. Note that

1
P, 1(0) = — , A3
MO T A )
with ~,, given by (2.6). Hence
B glm=alg v T —|m —al)
T 5 m = al(L+ fm = ) T(jm — af)
Since |amym| < 1, inequality (A.2) follows from (4.22).
Now let v > 0, v € Z. Then by (4.6)
o VzeR Ad
|fu(2)|+|f()|wl—‘(17+)7 zeR. (A.4)
On the other hand, using (4.22) we find that
ok | _ msec(v)
(-D)*T'(k+1 U)_if(y—k) k=0,...,[v]
Hence
sin(v P (—2)k
- (2) = 1
fvlz) = { * 4(v —1) +4kk!(u—1)(u—2)---(u—[u])}+k_;+l 4 T(k+1—-v)
sin(v) 2k
= 1 L. 47V | 5Y |z|/4 A.
{ + 4(v—1) +4kk'(u—1)(u—2)---(u—[u])}+O( 2] e) (A.5)
This in combination with (A.4) and the definition of P, ;(2),j = 1,2, see Section 4.1, gives
m2(A) _ 1+2/m—al N
=20, (A) =27 g A+ O .
me,l(A) m(M) 1 (I‘(|m—a|)F(|m—a|+1))

Equation (4.9) now follows in view of (4.22). Next, equation (A.5) which in combination with (4.22) implies that
(M) = v, (A1) — v (A 1) fm — af sec(m|m — al)
Tl (D) oM 1) m—al  T(jm—al)
To continue we recall that the hypergeometric function M is given by
- (@)n 2"
M(a,b, z) = —
(a,b,2) ; 0. ol
where (a), =a(a+1)---(a+n—-1), (b), =bb+1)---(b+n—1) and ag = by = 1. Hence
1< Mla,b,z) < el?! 0<a<bd, z€eC
Since 0. M(a,b,z) = $M(a+1,b+1,z2), see [1, Sec. 13], it follows that for |A| small enough

Jim—al(A) (1 4+ O(N)), A—0, (A.6)

0 v 1) S (L4 |mp) 2an)™, G =012, (A7)
[0 A )|+ [0ro (A7) S (L4 |m]) (2ar)l™= (A.8)
Moreover, by [32, Eq. (5.31)],
Y S (L m[) ™" (2a) 71, (A.9)
Inserting the above bounds together with (A.4) into equation (A.6) yields (A.1). O

Note that by (4.13)
Q|mfa|()‘7 ) — 2|m—0t| )\—\m—a\/Z J|m7a|(\/x )

627|77170¢|()\7 ) = 2_|m_a| )\\m_a\/2 J7|m7a|(\/x ) ' (AlO)



46 HYNEK KOVARIK

On the other hand, by [32, Lem. 7.1] and [32, Eq. (7.14)],

| (@)™ Tyn—al (VA 1) o) (VA ) (@

- Hhs ((1,00)2,rdr) 14 m?2
1

s < L
H <(E> Jj:\mfa\(\/x T) Flm— a\(\/_ t) Hhs 1,00)2,rdr) ~ 1 ¥ |m| (All)
- —imeal T2(m —af)
s < lm—al Z A2 21
H () J,‘m,a‘(\/X 7) I a\(\/_ t) (z Hhs 1,00)2,rdr) ~ A 1+ |ml

hold for any s > 5/2. Hence
1) ™" Q= X 7) Qpn—al (X 1) (@) ™ lns((1,00)2,0ar) = O((1 +m?) ™)
1) ™ Qo (A1) @ jim—al (A 1) (2) ™ hs((100)2.0ar) = O (471701 (1 + |m[) 1 T%(Im — al)) (A.12)
1(2) ™ Qim—al (A1) Qlm—al (A1) (2) ™ lhs((1,00)2,xar) = O((1 +m[) ™)
for all s > 5/2 and A small enough.

In order to describe the asymptotic behaviour of R, o(A;7,t) in the region r < ¢ < 1, it will be useful to introduce
the operators ky,(A) and £,,(X) with kernels

L(z+|ml - &%)

km (A, t) = CE20 (M) vm (A1),
2n (1 + 2
e (A13
m| — —mae_
Va2
Cn(A;7st m (A7) U (A, ) -
(12t) = — 5 v (r) (M)
where v, is given by (4.5), and
otV ml 7 ma T
um(A\,t) = (2tVa2—X) ( +|m| — Ty 1+ 2|ml, 2tV a /\) :
Moreover, let k! (\) and £/, (\) be the operators with kernels Oxk,,(\;r,t) and O\, (\; 7, t) respectivelly.
Lemma A.2. There exists § > 0 such that
|i1‘1<P sup (BrnllEm (M) Ins(0,1)2,rdr) + [1€m (M) Ihs((0,1)2,rdr)) < 00, (A.14)
su% (ﬁmHkm( )Hhs((071)2,rdr) + ||£;n(0)”hs((0,1)2,rdr)) < 09, (A15)
me
with f3,, defined in (2.6). Moreover, as A — 0
Bm km()‘) = Bm km(o) + )‘Bm k:n(O) + OLz(O,l)()‘Q) (A 16)
gm()‘) = fm(o) + )‘E;n(o) + OLQ(O,l)()‘2) '
in 2(0,1), with the remainder terms uniform in m.
Proof. We will need the bounds, cf. [32, Eq.(5.31)] and [32, Lemma A.1],
20)~2IMIT(2
B < 2O LMD by b, 2)] < et PTG 1) a1 (A.17)
(14 [m) T (5 +2[m])
Since 0,U(a,b,z) = —aU(a+ 1,b+ 1, z), see [1, Eq.13.4.21], it follows that
) . I'(2 i
O un 0] 5 (20 et SOy, =02 (Ag)

L(j+ 3+ |m| —m)
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for |A] small enough. This together with (A.7) proves (A.14).

Ol (057, £) = % [(%(vm()\,r) v (A )] + % o (jm| = m + 1/2) v, (0, 7) vm(o,t)}
00 (057,0) = 2 [0, 10t O )y + g (] = 0+ 1/2) s 0.7) 0,0
where

i) = [ -0 g

is the digamma function. From (A.7) and (A.18) we deduce that for any j =0, 1, 2,

1 . .
[ 100 um P rdr S (14 m2p 2o (A19)
0

A

1,1 ) .
/ / 107 (0 (A7) v (N, )2 rtdrdt S (14 m2) 1 204 (A.20)
0 0

(1+m?)7" I%(2|m])
I2(3 4 |m|—m)

1 1 )
/ / 10 (0m (N 1) um (N, 8) [t dtrdr <
0 r

uniformly in A for |A| small enough. Since 9y(z) = O(log z), and ((z) = O(1) as z — oo, this in combination
(A.17) implies (A.15) and (A.16). O

(A.21)

APPENDIX B. Operator Ry()\); proof of Proposition 4.1

The goal of this section is to give a proof of Proposition 4.1. Hence we suppose that a € Z and denote

X(\) = Ro(N) — Go — A G} = A1"¥GY = MG — AT G — N2 G = 227/ G) — A3 2 g
In view of equation (4.25), we have to show that

2)™* X () ()l = O02), (B.1)
for s > 3. The integral kernel of X () can be written by the partial wave decomposition as follows
Xn(@,y) = > Xpn(Nir, t) ™00
meZ

To prove (B.1) it thus suffices to show that

sup [[(2)™* X (A) (@) "l rar) = O,

mEZ
where X,,(\) denotes the operator in L?(R ., rdr) with integral kernel X,,(\;r,t). This will be done in a series of

Lemmas below, in which we formulate upper bounds on the Hilbert-Schmidt of X, restricted to various parts of
R? according to the values of r and ¢ . It is useful to define the functions

Jm(r) = —2sin(x|m — af) @@“j?é;;

) ’A if r<1,  jm(r)=0ga(0,r) if r>1,  (B.2)
=0

and o, : (0,00) — R by

r) = G (1) + 4710 i (r)
om(") =I5 3 [m — o) sm(rlm —a]) (B.3)

Case 1 < r < t. In this region we deduce form (4.14), (4.22) and (4.23), that

t—\m—a\ m 2 20 2+ |m—a| AT _ —|m—a]|
g (T) . T + (|m CY|)T' (U%(O)‘f"ilm_al%n)

Cma(rt) = =gz [|m —al((m—a)2=1) (m-a)?-1 Il —[m—al)
(B.4)

with d,,, given by (2.6).

Lemma B.1. Let T,,()\) be the integral operator on L*((1, 00)?, 7dr) with integral kernel given by (4.21). Then
H <x>7s Tm()‘) <x>7SHhs((l,oo)2,rdr) = O()‘2 (1 + |m|)71)7
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for all s > 3.

Proof. From the definition of the operators X, ;(\), see Section (4.1), and from equations (4.14) and (A.12) it
follows that

3
Z H <:E>_S Em>]()\) <x>_SHhs((1,oo)2,rdr) = (’)(4_|m_0¢|) + O((l + |m|)_1) '

Here we have used also Lemma A.1 to estimate o,,(\) and ¢,,. On the other hand, by (4.18), (4.7) and (A.11)

H (z)~° f{m()\) <x>_s‘|hs((1)w)2)rdr) = O()‘_‘m_a‘ (1+ |m|)—1P2(|m - 0‘|)) (B.5)

Since €, = O(I'2(Jm — al)), see (4.9) and (4.22), the above estimates in combination with (4.21) imply the
claim. O

Note also that in vieew of (B.4) and Lemma A.1
| (@)% Gmys ( Hhs((l soy2ear) = O((L + Im))™Y) Vs> 3. (B.6)

Lemma B.2. Let s > 3. Then
sup || (2)™° Xpn(X) (2)~

meZ

Hhs((l,oo)z,rdr) = O()‘2) .

Proof. The functions Q4,()\,-) are power series in A\. With the help of Lemma A.1 and equations (4.14) and
(A.12) it is thus straightforward to verify that

|| <$>7S (Em,O(/\) - 2m,O(O) - /\aAEm,O(O)) <I>7S||hs((1,oo)2,rdr) - O()\2),
and
H (z)~* (Em?()‘) - Emz(o)) <x>7SHhs((1,oo)2,rdr) = 0.
Similarly it follows that

| (@)~ g\ 7)gm (N 1) (2) ||hs((1 50)2,rdr) =O((L+m])™), (B.7)
H (gm (X )gm (A t) 9m(0,7)gm (0,1)) (z) Hhs((l 00)2,rdr) =0(\), (B.8)
Now the claim follows from (4.20) and Lemma B.1. O

Case r < 1 < t. In this region we have

vm(>‘a T) (JIm—a| (\/Xt) + Z.}/Im—od (\/Xt))

Bmo(Xir 1) = 27 (B (N) — iAm(N)) ’ (B.9)
see [32, Sec.5]. By (4.8) and (4.12)
1 _ e sin(mw|m — «al)
Hence (B.9) can be rewritten as
Um(/\ T) —|m—al y|m—«| _
R, 0(>‘ Ty t) 27Tg>m 1( )V ()\) 4 A Q\m—a\(Aat) Q—\m—a\(Aat)} : (BlO)
By (A.12) and (A.3)
|| <x>_SU ()\ T)4 - a‘)\‘m ° Q‘ ()\ t) ||h:> (0,1)x(1,00),rdr) = 0(1)
(B.11)

H m (A7) Q—jm—al (A1) (z ||hb ((0,1)x (1,00),xdr) — o)
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hold for all s > 5/2 uniformly in m. Recall also that g,, is defined as a linear combination of j,,, and h,, in (B.3).

Using (B.11) together with (B.7) and (B.8) we then infer from (4.19) that

¢ H(m — al) Nl g (7) g (2)

Rono(Ns78) = G oy 8) + AGim 3 (1, t
o) o7 8) + AGm,a(r )+167r2(m—04)2 (1 — pr (M) AIm—al)

—ilm—alr /\1+\mfa\
1 — pm(A)Alm—el

—ilm—al|r -1 _ 14+2|m—co| -
dm € ¢ (|m O‘l))‘ .
" 167 m = (L — Oy ()90 + X (i)

e

[gm(T) om(t) + gm(t) om (7")}

where the kernel G, 3 reads

t2—|m—o¢|

Gm,?)(ru t) = Tm 2_2‘7”_04_2 <4

- —|m—al
Axm—al U (0,7) + ¢ 6,\vm(0,7°)) ,

and where X,,,(\;7,t) is an inegral kernel of an operator X,,(\) which satisfies
su x*S)?m)\ z)~° = 0O(\?).
me% H (z) (A) (x) ||hs((o,1)x(1,oo),rdr) (A7)

Moreover, equation (B.13) in combination with estimates (A.7) and (A.9) implies that
1™ G ()7 g0y x oy = OET A+ m) ™) Vs >3,

Lemma B.3. Let s > 3. Then

sup || () X (X)
meZ

—s o 2
(z) Hhs((o,1)x(1,oo),rdr) =0(\)

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

Proof. Equations (A.18), (A.17) together with (A.7), (A.8) and the definitions of h,, and j,,, see equations (2.8)

and (B.2), show that
| @)™ (gm () Gm (t) + gm (t) G (1)) <x>_s||hs((0,1)><(l,oo),rdr) =0
@) () B ) + 9n(8) (1)) (@) [y 01110y ey = O+ 102 )
The claim now follows from (B.12) and (B.14).

Case r <t < 1. We will use the notation
em = Ot (A, 1
Note also that by (2.16) and (2.17)

)Nazo em = Oxti (A 1) -

(1 +2|m|)

7.
m—m+iz M€

am b, —al, by, = T

By [32, Sec.5] we have
Cim(A) km (A7, t)

Bro(irt) = bahirst) = 5 "3 )

where £, (A\;7,t), ki (X; 7, t) are defined in (A.13), and
Crn(N) = (uly (A1) = (A, 1) [m = @) i) (VA) + VX (A1) Jjpn— a1 (V)

+i [(uhy (A1) = um (A 1) [m = @) Vi o) (VA) + VA (A1) Vi a1 (V)]

From (4.7) we find the following expansion for C,(\) ;
m—al
(b 4 |m — a| by,) 2Im=l \= L _
Crn(N) = 14+ CW X+ @ Am=al L O(e,, \2
N = = Sn(m —a[mTA = m = a]) [1+ A+ +Oen\?)].

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)
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where €,, is given by (4.9), and where

e, +|m—alen, 1 meol —ilmealr O = m— | by,
O = b;n+Im—a:bm 1+ m—al’ O = ameletinme Emm—welbm'
This in combination with (4.11), (B.17) and Lemma A.2 then gives equation (B.12) with
G 3(r,t) = Ol (0;7,8) = By Onkin (037, 8) — C B i (07, 8) (B.19)
and with _
fn‘é% | Xm(/\)Hhs((o,1)2,rdr) =0(\). (B.20)
Moreover, since Cl) = O(1), from Lemma A.2 we conclude that
iue% | Gms Hhs((0,1)2,rdr) =0Q). (B.21)
Now let GG3 be the integral operator with the kernel
Gs(x,y) = Z G 3(r,t) em(0=0") (B.22)

meZ

where Gy, 3(r,t) is given by (B.4), (B.13) and (B.19). Equations (B.6), (B.15) and (B.21) thus show that
Gs € By(0,s;0, —s) for any s > 3.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. With the above preparatory results at hand, it remains to collect the estimates
which control the remainder terms. First we introduce some additional notation. Let

lullggre = 1l @) (1 + Ho)*? ulliz ge),
and recall that Hy is given by (2.1). Moreover, we denote by
HE* = {u: ||u||H§s < oo}
the associated weighted Sobolev space, and by
Bo(k, s, K, s') = BH" T )

the space of bounded linear operators from Hg’s into Hg/’s/. Lemmata B.2, B.3, and equations (B.6), (B.15), (B.20)
imply that expansion (4.25) holds in B(0,s;0,—s) = B(0,s;0,—s). From (1 + Ho)Ro(A) =1+ (1 + N)Ro(N)
we infer that (4.25) holds in By(—2,s;0,—s), and therefore also in By(—1,s;1, —s). Since Ap is bounded, the
Sobolev norms HuHHés and ||u||g1.s are equivalent. We thus conclude that (4.25) holds in B(—1,s;1, —s). O

) ) 3

ApPPENDIX C. Operator Ry()); proof of Proposition 4.5

When a € Z, then the integral kernel of Rg()\) is still given by equations (4.1). We will treat separately the
channels m = o, m = a«+ 1 and m = « £ 2, since these are the only ones which include logarithmic factors of
order smaller than O(\?). In what follows we will calculate the exact form of these terms for each of these values
of m and each of the three regions of R? considered above. We denote

v = —log2
where 7 is the Euler constant. Note that the expression for .J, in (4.7) continues to hold even when v =n € N,

while for Y, we have to use [1, Eq. 9.1.11] instead. The latter states that as z — 0,

4

Yo(z) = z(1ogz—|—'~y)J (z) + i +0(z*) = 2(logz—|—'~y) (1 - ﬁ + Z—) +0(2*)
0 T 0 2m T 4 64
n—1 n—1 (Cl)
2 n—k—1)122k 2 z" _ "
Yal2) = - % + = log(2/2) Ju(2) + E[Z”y— Sk 1} FOE"?), n> L
k=0 ' k=1
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In particular, for n = 1,2 we have

z 22 2 z 23
A =2 (1=5) 406", Yi2) = == + o= (log(%) = 1+ 27) — 7 log(z*) + O,
) ) 2 (C.2)
Jo(2) = %(1 — %) + 0%, Ya(z) = —% - % + 8—(log(4z ) — 2+ 47) + O(2*log 2).

As mentioned above, we will next expand the integral kernel of Ry(\) separately for m = o, m = a+1, m = a+2
and |m — a| > 3. This is done by a series of elemntary, though quite lengthly calculations. Therefore we give full
details only in the case 1 < r < t.

Case 1 < r < t. Recall that integral kernel of Ry(\) in this region is given by equation (4.3). The mot important
feature of these calculations is the fact that the term A, (A) Jjpm—a|(VAT) + Bim(A) Yim—o(VAT) contains no
logarithmic factors of order less than O()\?).

Let m = a. This is the only channel contributing to the operator G;. Let

2 a
Zo = 0T — a (C.3)
and let us adopt the notation
Sm = Ovm(M\ 1), S = Oavp, (A 1), - (C.4)
We need to expand A, (\) and B, ()\) up to order O(\?). From (4.4), (4.7) and (C.1),(C.2) we find
2 ;) ~ afx El EQ 2 E3 2
Aa(N) = =(aq —aly) — = log A+ — Alog A+ — A log A — —= XA + O(\?), (C.5)
™ T ™ 4m 2m
where
_a, , Qg A, aq o - - ;-
E, = 1 SaT o Ey =35, 16 + 5 254, Es=a,,(1—3)+an(2y—1)+ 45,5 — 454 .
Similarly, it holds
E
Bo(\) =al, — By A+ —2)\2+o(/\2). (C.6)

Using (4.7) and (C 1) once more we then infer that the terms proportional to log A, Alog A, and to A% log A in the

Aa(N) Jo(VAT) + Bo(N) Yo(V/Ar) cancel out, and

2a’ A
Aa(N) Jo(VAT) + Bo(A) Yo(VAT) = Zﬂ 8a(r) + 5 ba(r) + O\ (1 +14), (C.7)
with go(+) given by (2.10), and with
- (228%
ba(r) = af 12(1 = ga(r)) = 4E1 (5 = ga(r) + 2 ) = Fo. (C.8)
Next we evaluate the denominator of (4.3). Using (C.5) and (C.6) we obtain
y L —in EiMogh (B3 +2inEy) A ,
(Ba(A) —i4a(A) ™ = a’,(log A — z4) [1 * al,(log\ —zo) 2a’,(log A — z4) +O()

(C.9)

—T Ei ) A 0 i ,
= w7 omr—2 ! % (4B (2 -3)-E _
al, (log A — z4) { T T Sal (log A — 20 ( 1(a’ ”Y) 3) +O(A )}

Moreover, by (4.7) and (C.1)
Jo(VAt) +iYo(V A1)

(1 - /\Tﬁ) [ (1og(\/—t) )} + ;‘— + O(NtY)

i(log )7\T— Za) [1 + lozg)\agf)za . % i t2z\1(01g; gaz(i)))} + O()\Q(l + t4)).
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Hence
al, (Jo(VAt) +iYo (VA1) 294(t) A Ly Aba (1) 24!, By Aga(t) L
Ba(A) —ida(}) - log A — 2z * 4al, (451 —aot) + 2al,(log X — zo)  (log A — z4)? FON(1+49),
(C.10)
with - .
1 ~ 3
E4 a’ (a_/ _7) - 2aq’ . (C.ll)

[e3 (63 (e

Inserting the above expansions into equation (4.3) finally yields

goz('r) 9o (?) [1 i B4\ /\[ga(T)ha(t) + Qa(t)ha(Tﬂ

Ra,O()\; T, t) = ga,O (’f‘, t) +

} +AGa3(rt) +

m(log A — zq) (log A — zq) dmal,(log A — z4)
—|—RS})()\;T, t), (C.12)
where we have abbreviated
Gas(r,t) = " (ha(r) + ga(r)(4E1 — al,t?)), (C.13)
and where the remainder term satisfies
R, = [Aa(0) Jo(VAr) + Ba() Yo(VAR)] 0021+ 14) + Jogf(;; - ZO((I)“ O (1 +1).

From (A.11) and (C.5) we thus easily deduce that
()~ REY (@) llns(a.c0aan = ON?) Vs> 3. (C.14)

m = a £ 1: These are the only two channels contributing to the operator Go. We adopt the notation introduced
in (C.4) and for the sake of brevity abbreviate

/ ’ ’ ’
A+ = Qo+, Ay = Qo415 S+ = Sa+l, Sy = Sq41 -

Using (4.4) ,(C.1) and (C.2) we then find

_ !
2as +d) + Ex A+ % Aog A + F A21ogA+O(A2)],
m/— (C.15)

1
Box1(N) = 5 (dh —ax) VA = FLA¥2 + O(X?),

Aoc:l:l ()\)

where

1 - 1
EL = §(ai +ady)+7(ax —aly) +2(sx + ), Fi= T [S(Si — s ) +ay — 3ai] .
Hence
-2 E F
Bas1(A) — iAaqii(N) = |4 2B 5-* Alog A — i) + —21E N2 (log A — i) + O(Aﬂ. (C.16)
YT VA 2 2

Recall also that the functions g+ are defined by (4.33). A careful calculation then shows that the terms propor-
tional to AMlog A and A2log A in A1 (A)J1 (VA7) + Bax1(N)Y1 (VA7) cancel out, and

At VA (VAD) + Bt (VA = 2 4 xp 1) + 0021+ 1), (€17)
with 4 given by (4.33), and with
1 2 , _ 8F
() = — [2r(Bs - L;—i) + (dy — ax) (2logr—1+27)r + == . (C.18)

To continue we denote

(C.19)

. v+ [ 40\va+1(0,7) r<1,
je(r) =—

4 why(r) 1<
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From (C.15) and (C.2) we thus deduce that

JI(VAE) +iYi(VAL) 1 g+(t) . 6+ g+ (t) e (D) _
BrrenO) = a0y~ L7~ 1 Mg —im) = (024 ZEE (Mlog A — im)” = 25 ¥(log A — i)
+ON(1+1¢)) (C.20)
where 4 is given by (4.33), and where
fe(t) = Ej;:* 2(2 logt — 14 27). (C.21)

This together with (4.3) and (C.17),(C.19) gives
1 . .
Rox1,0(N7,t) = Gagr,0(r,t) — oin g+ (r) g+ (t) Mlog A — imr) [4 + 1 A(log A — mr)] + AGat1,3(r,t) (C.22)

1 . . .
~ i M (log A —im) [gi(r) jx(t) + gi(t)]i(r)} + Rail oA, t),
with the integral kernel of the linear term given by
ga:ﬁ:l,B(Ta t) =

and with the remainder term satisfying

||< > ail 0< >_S||hS((1,OO)2,rdr) = O()‘2) s> 3. (0'24)
= a +2: From (4.7) and (C.1) we derive

% (92 (r) f(t) + 2j(r) 7], (C.23)

A 2 « - ;
Agt2(N) = — [2aaiz +alyo+ = (8Sak2 + ahyy) + (202 — o) A log A + O(/\Q)}
A ;12 ) 32 (C.25)
Gato — al,
Basa(\) = ( ~ 2a0:2) + o (25hsn — A50kz + — o2 ) £ O(N).
8 12
Hence the terms proportlonal to A2log A in Aga2(N)J2(VAT) + Bata(N)Ya (VA7) cancel out, and we obtain
Aat2(N)J2(VAT) + Baga(NYa(VAT) = g;ﬂ;ﬁ + hasa(r) A+ ON (1 + %)),
at2
with , )
_ . 2fSax2 | Gq42 T
Baza(r) =7 ( T 8 24 Yot )
We have
Bata(A) —iAq12(N) Anz2(N) ¢ 32
A o
= Yaio [ﬂ + 5047 - g ?( ) \2(log A~ )} +ON(1+1%)), (C.26)
where the remainder term is real-valued. Hence inserting the above expansions into (4.3) gives
A2(log A — i
Recen o7, 1) = G o 1) + Ak s, 1) — g2 (1) AT l1), (xcm), (C.27)
where the kernel G140 3(r, 1) is given by
1 ata(r
G a(r,) = —o5 [ Do) + 22220 (2] (C:28)
4t 87

and where the remainder term is self-adjoint and satisfies

||< > ai20< > S”hS((LOO)Q,rdr) = O()‘2) s> 3. (0'29)
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|m — a| > 3 : These channels do not contribute to logarithmic corrections up to order O(A\?). From (4.4), (4.7),
(C.1) and (C.4) we learn that

2lm=el (jm — a| — 2)!

Am(\) = — a2 (AD 1+ A AD + 0(N?))
Aol /2 (C.30)
Bn(\) (B +ABY + 0()?),

- |m — ol 2lm—al+1
where the remainder terms are uniform in m, and where
1
AR = (Im = ol am +ap,)(Im — a| = 1), AL = 710 = am +4(m — o = 1)(jm — a| s, = s1,,)]

|m — o — 2a, —al,
Br(g) :2(0’;71_ |m—a|am), B7(T%) = 2(|m_a|+1) —2(|m—o¢|sm—s;n)

Hence
[m = ol aw + ap)gn(r) _ Ar~mol(4Bg) —r?)
lm — «f 8r((m —«a)? — |m — «af)

A oo (VAT) 4 Bon(A) Vi (VA7) =

Arlm=el (4(|m —al + 1)A§,P — 7°2)

wlm — a|((m — a)?2 — 1)

+ON (1 +7?)),

and

Tim—ol (VA + iYjm ol (VA Yim_al(VAD)

+ON(1+1%)

Bm()‘) - ZAm()‘) B Am()‘)
t=Im=eol £2 ) AW\ o g

Inserting these estimates in (4.3) gives
Rino(Ai7,t) = o (ry 1) + G s (r, ) A + R (A1), (C.31)
with the coefficient of the linear given by

A2 g(lm—al - 1AL g (r)

s t) = C.32
Gm,3(r,8) = o=l (m — a)2 —m — a]) 40 (C32)
t—Im—al { r2 r2
v |9plm—al Ag) T pimeal Bv(é) 4+
8m|m — a|A§2) ( A(lm — of + 1)) ( 4 )
and with the remainder term which satisfies
sup 1(2)~* R () > [lns((toopear) = OZ) s> 3. (C.33)
me
Caser <1<t. Let m=a: We set
1 4 0\vq(0,7) r<1,
i = — C.34
0= { ba (r) < .
From (C.10) and (B.9) we then deduce that
9o (1) ga(t) Ei\ Aga(r)ia(t) + ga(t) ja(r)] 2,2
e ; 7t — Ya at « 7t t
Bao(Air,t) = Gaolr )+7T(10g)\—za)[ log)\—za}+)\g alrt)+ m(log A — z4) Ot
(C.35)
where we have abbreviated
gayg(’l”, t) = ]a('f') + ga(t) (4E1 - a;t2) . (036)
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m = o+ 1: We proceed similarly as above.From (B.9) and (C.20) we get
t
Rot10(Nrt) = Gaxr0(r,t) — % Alog A — imr) [4 + 0+ A(log A — m)] + Gat13(rt) A (C.37)
A2(log A — i . .
AR (g, (114 (0) 9 (0) 12 ()] + O2(1 + 1)),
with the kernel of G,+1,3 defined by
1 . _
Gat1,3(1,t) = e (g2 (r) fe(t) +2ic(r)t] (C.38)
m = o+ 2: From (B.9), (C.26), and (A.19) we obtain
A2(log A — i
Raz20(N7,t) = Gag2,0(r,t) + Gaxa3(r,t) A — gai2(r)gai2(t)% +ON(1+1%). (C.39)
with the kernel of Gy+2,3 defined by
)‘t_2 gaiQ(T) 2
Gasza(rt) = S— | L2 (12 = 4) = oo Oavasa (0,7) (C.40)
|m — «a| > 3: Let
_ 2sin(m|m — af)vp (A, 1)
m(\, 1) = — r <1, C.41
gm(A;7) P (V) (C.41)
so that )
~ T Gm\T ~ .
m(0,7) = d  O0Gm(0,7) = Jim(7), L.
g ( T) F(1—|—|m—oz|) an oYY ( ’f‘) J (T‘) r<
With the help of (B.10) we then deduce from (B.9) that
gm(Av T) Q—\m—a\ (Av t)
Ry o(Nimt) = RO (\;r,t
70( 3T ) 47rsin(|m—a|7r) + Ky ( 37 )7
where in view of (A.12) and (A.19)
SU.% H <.’L‘>7S Rsﬁ) ()\) <x>7sHhs((O,l)X(l,oo),rdr) = O()\Q) , Vs> 3.
me
Hence by (C.41) and (4.13)
R oN7,t) = Gmo(r,t) + AGm a(r, t) + OL2((O,1)><(1,00))()\2) (C.42)
where the remainder is uniform in m, and where
Tm vm (0,7) t?
m3(rt) = ——— | O\vm(0, | - C.43
Gna0) = gy (0.0 + ) e
Case r <t<1. m=a: By (B.16), (B.18) and (C.9) ,
Ca(N) b 20 (1 + 2|a) A T(1+2|al) E4 A 9
- == _ Es A — O(A
Balh) —ida(y) an  vra)?Gogr—za) T M Y ogh—za  vr(@nP ogr—zap T ON )
with ) ¥
_ _y Za
By = g (Qba b, + 4F, a’a)'
By inserting this result into (B.17) and using Lemma A.2 we obtain, with an obvious abuse of notation,
log\ — zo + B4 A A [ga (1) ja(t) + ga(t) Ja(rﬂ 2
Ra /\; 7t = Ya at a alt A «, at @ A
70( r ) g 7O(T ) +g (T)g ( ) W(log)\ — Za)2 + g ,3(T ) + 2ﬂ_(10g)\ — Za) + L2(0,1)( )
where the integral kernel of G, 3 satisfies
b/
Ga,3(r,t) = Oxlo (057, t) — a—?‘ ko (0;7,1) — Es(al)? ga (1) ga(t) . (C.44)

[e3

Recall that the functions k,, and ¢, are defined in (A.13).
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m =« =+ 1 : Below, as usual, we abbreviate 8,41 = S+. Recall that the coefficients (3, are defined by (2.6).
With the help of (B.18), (C.2), and (C.15) we find

Ca:l:l(A) 9 , , )\(log A — ’Lﬂ') 7:2‘: A
; = - a+b —alb _
Bot1(A) —iAst1(N) Bx =i (axby —aiby) 5 5 [

Y(axbly —alibs) + (s+ + 54 ) (b+ + V)]

(A(log A —im))?
8

where as usual we have abbreviated o141 = S+, and where Eg = E5 + (s + /.)(b+ + b/, ). Inserting this into

(B.17) and using equation (B.16) together with Lemma A.2 yields

+ Eg M2 (log A — i) + v1 0+ (ax by — a/Lby) +O(\?),

t
Reero(irit) = Gasr ol 1) — 020 5105 —im) 44 64 A(10g A — im)] + Gt (1)

X2(log A — i) (C.45)
ogA—im . .
T e [9(r)i=(t) + g£(t)i=(r)] + Oz(0,1)(A?).
with the integral kernel of G,+1,3 given by
7 t) .
gailyg(T, t) = Oalax1(0;7,t) — Bt Onkax1(0;7,t) + % [’Y + (st + S;:)(bi + b;:)} . (C.46)
|m —a| =2 : From (B.18), (C.2), and (C.25) we deduce that
Ca:l:2(>\) 73i2 >‘2 (10g A— iﬂ-) / / 2
= Ba E7 )\ ba -b o O(X7),
Bz () — iAqma(n) s TEAE s etz asa = bosz dats) + O)
with
Va2 / / /
Er = [(85a:|:2 +agi0) +bh 4o+ 2bato +4e), 1o+ 8€qta — ”yaig} .
In view of(B.17), (B.16) and Lemma A.2 we thus conclude with
A2 (log A\ — i
Rot2,0(A7,t) = Gat2,0(r,t) + AGat2.3(7,t) — gat2(r) gara(t) % + Oiz(0,1(A) (C.47)
where the integral kernel of G, 42 3 reads
Erm
Ga+2,3(r,t) = Orlat2(0;7,t) — Baxo Onkar2(0;7,t) — %6 Ga+2(7) gat2(t) . (C.48)

|m — «a| > 3 : Equations (B.18) and (C.1) imply

i2m=el(|m — al —1)!
T\m—al/2

Om(/\) - -

[bm|m —al+b, D 4+ O(AQ)],

where Cly) = Im — al en, + €}, + 5 (bm +b],,/|m — @), and where the remainder term O(A?) is uniform in m. Hence
from (C.30) and (B.17) we get

Om(/\) TYm A7(711)
= B+ Y (CD — 2 ) X4 O(N?).
Bl —iAny)  Pm T (ch i —af ) A+O()
This in combination Lemma A.2 gives
Rm)o(/\; r, t) = Gmﬁo(’l”, t) + /\gmﬁg(T, t) + OL2(071)(/\2) (049)
with the remainder term uniform in m and with
R
Gms(r,t) = (Cm - m) Vi ki (057, ) 4 Ol (057, ) — B Oxkim (037, ). (C.50)
Operator Gs. The integral kernel of G5 splits as follows
Gs(2,y) = > Gs(r,t) ™0~ (C.51)

meEZ

where G, 3(r,t) is, for the corresponding values of m and r, ¢, by equations (C.13), (C.23), (C.28), (C.32), (C.36),
(C.38), (C.40), (C.43), (C.44), (C.46), (C.48) and (C.50). From the latter equations and from Lemma A.2 and
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equation (A.19) we then deduce that

su% | (x)™° Gm,3 () *|lnsr2)y < o0, Vs > 3. (C.52)
me

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let s > 3. As in the case of integer flux, it suffices to prove expansion (4.34)
in B(0,s;0,—s). The bound (C.52) and equations (4.35)-(4.38) show that all the operators on the right hand
side of (4.34) belong to B(0,s;0,—s). From the results collected in this section, in particular from equations
(C.14), (C.24), (C.29), (C.33), (C.35), (C.37), (C.39), (C.42), (C.45), (C.47) and (C.49), we then deduce that the
remainder term in (4.34) is of order O()\?). O
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