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ABSTRACT. We discuss the continuum limit of discrete Dirac operators on
the square lattice in R? as the mesh size tends to zero. To this end, we
propose the most natural and simplest embedding of ¢2(Z¢) into L?(R?), which
enables us to compare the discrete Dirac operators with the continuum Dirac
operators in the same Hilbert space L2 (Rz)z. In particular, we prove that
the discrete Dirac operators converge to the continuum Dirac operators in the
strong resolvent sense. Potentials are assumed to be bounded and uniformly
continuous functions on R? and allowed to be complex matrix-valued. We also
prove that the discrete Dirac operators do not converge to the continuum Dirac
operators in the norm resolvent sense. This is closely related to the observation
that the Liouville theorem does not hold in discrete complex analysis.

1. INTRODUCTION
This paper is concerned with the discrete Dirac operator Dy, j + V}, defined by

- Ok *
m W07, + 05,

1.1 D,, Vi, = .
( ) ot Vn (-Zal,h + 821;1 —m

) + Vi in 3(Z3)?,
which is a discrete analogue of the two-dimensional Dirac operator defined by

.0 .0 .
(1.2) D, +V = _Zalﬁ—xl - zaga—xz +mo3z + V(z) in L*(R?)?,

where m > 0 and o1, 02, o3 are the Pauli matrices,

(1.3) o1 = <§) (1)> o9 = <(: _OZ> o3 = <é _01>,

and V is a complex matrix valued function. For the definition of ¢2(Z3)?, see [2.1)
in section [} the finite difference operators d;, and 05, (j € {1, 2}) are defined in
23) and 24) in section [ respectively; for Vj,, see (B3)) in section [l
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We remark that both operators D,, 5, in (1)) and D,,, in (IZ) possess supersym-
metry structure (see [28, Chapter 5], [29, Chapter 3]). The discrete Dirac operator
(CI) can be rewritten in a form analogous to (.2,

(s 0 (en O
Dm,h = —101 ( 0 _aih) — 102 ( 0 _a;)h + mos + Vj,.

It is widely recognized that 2D Dirac operators, especially in the massless case,
have been the object of extensive research in the context of graphene since its
discovery in 2004, see [B] or [21] for an exposition. In particular, we would like
to mention the work [20], which reported that electron transport in graphene is
essentially governed by a massless Dirac equation and that a variety of unusual
phenomena are characteristic of two-dimensional Dirac fermions. These are the
main reasons why we focus on the two-dimensional case, although it is apparent
that the methods and ideas to be developed below in the present paper are directly
applicable to the one-dimensional and the three-dimensional cases. The discussions
in these two cases will appear elsewhere.

It is natural to make an attempt to show that the discrete operator (LIl con-
verges to the continuum operator (IZ) as the mesh size h of the lattice Z? tends
to 0. However, there is a difficulty in that these two operators work in completely
different Hilbert spaces. For example, it is not immediately obvious how one can
make sense of the expression (D, ,, +V},) — (D,,, + V). For this reason, it is necessary
to embed (?(Z3)? onto an appropriate subspace of L?(R?)?.

In this paper, we propose a simple and natural embedding of 62(Zz) into L2(R?)
by assigning to each element in ¢2(Z¢) a step function in L?(R?):

(1.4) nfl(@) = Y f(hn)x,, () (f € P(Z])

nezd

where x, is a characteristic function of the set
Ip=A{x|hn; <z; <h(n;+1), je{l,---,d}}

(see subsection 21]). We find it is important that the discrete Fourier transform can
be naturally defined for J, f (see subsection 222)). Also, the use of step functions
is desirable from the point of view of numerical analysis. This idea of embedding
(2(Z%) into L*(R?) induces a subspace L?(Z¢) of L?(R%). With this embedding, one
can naturally define the difference operators 95, and 95, in L*(Z%), the subspace
of step functions of the form (4] (cf. subsection Z]), and hence the discrete
Dirac operators D,, , in L?(Z3)?. For the reasons mentioned here, the discrete
Dirac operators Dy, 5 in L*(Z2)? are the exact counterparts of the discrete Dirac
operators Dy, 5 in £?(Z3)?, so we can identify these two operators. In other words,
we are able to regard the discrete Dirac operators D,, ;, + V3, as an operator acting
in L?(R?)? with domain L?(Z¢)?, and able to compare the discrete Dirac operators
D, 5 + Vi, with the continuum Dirac operators Dy, + V' in the same Hilbert space
L?(R?)2. The purpose of the present paper is to show, with the embedding operator
defined by (L), that the resolvents of the discrete Dirac operators (LI]) converge
to the continuum Dirac operators (LZ) in the strong resolvent sense as the mesh
size h tends to 0 (see Theorem in section M and Theorem [B] in section [).
In addition, we show that the discrete operator D, does not converge to the
continuum operator D, in the norm resolvent sense (see Theorem 3] in section [)).
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As a motivation for the proof of the latter theorem, we observe that the Liouville
theorem does not hold in discrete complex analysis (see Remark 4] in section []).

In connection with the embedding operator (I4]), we would like to mention the
works by [7] and [I9], in which the embedding operators are defined by

(1.5) > p((@—hn)/h)f(hm) — (f € L2(Z4)),

nezd

with p a smooth and (possibly rapidly) decreasing function. However, in this paper,
we do not adopt this type of embedding of ¢2(Z¢) into L?(R?), because of the
following three reasons. Firstly, the embedding operator (LH) depends on the
choice of the function p. Secondly, the embedded functions defined by ([H) are
smooth, and no longer discrete objects. In fact, the discrete Fourier transform is
not applicable to smooth functions. Thirdly, the difference operators working on
smooth functions can be regarded as a mixture of discreteness and continuum, and
may not be regarded as the exact counterparts of difference operators in £%(Z3). On
the other hand, as was pointed out in [7], it is inevitable to introduce the embedding
operator ([H) and a modification of the discrete Dirac operators in ¢2(Z3?)? if one
would like to show the norm resolvent convergence.

We should like to remark that if one replaces the function p with the charac-
teristic function x, , (ie., X1, , Withn=0,h= 1) then the embedding operator
(L3 coincides with our embedding operator ([L4]).

When we apply our idea to the discrete Dirac operator (L)) to discuss the con-
tinuum limit as the mesh size h tends to 0, we require a convergence theorem for the
orthogonal projection P, onto the closed subspace L?*(Z2)? of L?*(R?)2. Also, we
require a discrete Fourier transform on L?(Z7) (which is essentially the same, but
not identical to the Fourier series with coefficients in ¢%(Z3)), and need to prove
a convergence theorem for the discrete Fourier transform as A — 0. Indeed, we
will establish both convergence theorems in the strong topology of L?(R?). Precise
descriptions are given in subsection and section [Bl With these strong conver-
gence theorems, we can prove that the resolvents of the discrete Dirac operator
(1) strongly converge to those of the Dirac operator (L2)) in L?(R?)2.

In the literature, there have been few papers studying spectral properties of
discrete Dirac operators on 2D or 3D lattices, while there have been many working
on 1D lattices, see for example the recent works [1], [4], [6], [8], [15], [16], [17], [22I,
[25], [26], [27]. We mention in passing that the discrete Dirac operator on a 1D
lattice, when written in matrix form, is a tri-diagonal matrix and indeed unitarily
equivalent to a discrete Schrodinger-type operator; for example, with the unitary

operator U : 52(2}1) — KQ(Zh)Q given as (Uf)(nh) = (=1)" (f((égihl))h))’

* 8* *
U (gz _%) U=h(-8;0n+4q).

where g(nh) = (—1)"m/h — 2/h%.

To our knowledge, the only papers working on discrete Dirac operators in di-
mensions 2 and 3 are [7] and [23]. The lack of works on the continuum limit of
discrete analogs of quantum Hamiltonians, as far as we know, is hardly surprising
in view of the fact that research on this topic began rather recently; see [7], [14]

and [19].
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Finally, we would like to mention yet another idea of natural embedding. In-
deed, we find the embedding in [14] is natural in the sense that it assigs to each
element in ¢2(Z¢) a discrete object in S’(R?) and discrete Fourier transform is
naturally associated. With this embedding operator, continuum limits of lattice
Schrodinger operators for various models were investigated in [I4]. In particular,
lattice Laplacians satisfying suitable assumptions were shown to converge to the
2D Dirac operators (L2) with m = 0 and V' = 0. Specifically for the hexagonal
(graphene) lattice, see also [9].

The present paper is organised as follows. Section 2 illustrates the idea of em-
bedding ¢?(Z¢) into L?(R?) and shows how the finite difference operators in the
embedded space can naturally be defined. It also describes how the discrete Fourier
transform can be extended as an operator in L?(R?). In section 3, convergence of
discrete Fourier transform in L?*(R?) is discussed. Resolvent convergence of the
discrete Dirac operator without potential is discussed in section 4, based on the re-
sults obtained in the previous sections. Strong resolvent convergence of the discrete
Dirac operators with potentials is discussed in section 5.

2. EMBEDDING OF (2(Z%) iNTto L?(R%) AND DISCRETE FOURIER TRANSFORM IN
L?(RY)

In applications to the Dirac operator (1)), the underlying Hilbert space is
0%(72)? == (*(Z2) ® C2, which consists of C?-valued functions on the 2-dimensional
lattice. In this section, we focus on the space of complex-valued functions on the
d-dimensional lattice, £2(Z¢), and related spaces of functions on R?; the results
naturally extend to the corresponding spaces of C?-valued functions.

The d-dimensional square lattice with the mesh size h > 0 is denoted by

73 .= {hn|n € 2}.
The Hilbert space

(2.1) @) ={f|f:2¢ -C, > |f(m)]> <o},

nezd

has the standard inner product

(2.2) (£ 9) o agy = D flhm) g(hn)

nezd

For f € (?(Z{), define

@3)  Dadln) = {f Bt )~ fom)} (e {1, d)),

where e; = (1,0, ...,0),...,eq = (0, ...,0, 1). The adjoint of 9;, is given by

Q) Balhn) = {fhn =)~ fOm)} (e (1, d)),

(25) (6j,hf7 g)gz(ZGI (f7 hg)l2 Zd)’ Vf?.g € 62(22)
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2.1. Embedding of ¢?(Z¢) into L?*(R?). We introduce an embedding of ¢*(Z¢)
into L?(R?) by assigning to f € ¢2(Z¢) the step function

(2.6) nf)@) = 3 fm)x, (x) € L2(RY),

nezd

where x, is a characteristic function of the set
n,h

(2.7) Ipi=A{x|hn; <z; <h(n;+1), je{l,---,d}};
clearly, Z X;, , =1. Note that

nezd ’
(2.8) 1 TnfllL2ay = 2| flle2cagy.

so h=/2 ]}, is an isometry from ¢?(Z{) into L?(R%). Since ¢?(Z{) is a Hilbert space,
the image J; ((*(Z)) is a closed subspace of the Hilbert space L?*(R%). We thus
have an orthogonal decomposition

(2.9) L2(RY) = L(zj) @ L*(Z3)",  L*(Z7) := Jn(C3(Z1)).

(The notation L?*(Z{) already appeared in [I4], but there it essentially denotes
(2(Z); for details, see [I4, Subsection 2.1].) The orthogonal projection P of
L*(R?) onto L?(Z{) can be described, for general ¢ € L?*(R%), as Prp = Ju,
where

(2.10) p(hn) = %/J o(z) dx (n €12%).

Remark 2.1. The following example illustrates the action of the projection P.
Let ¢ € L*(R) be defined by o(z) = 0 (|z| > 2h), ¢(x) =x+2h (=2h <z < —h),
o) = h (Jz| < h), and () = —x + 2h (b < & < 2h). This function can be
decomposed as ¢ = fr, + gn with

h if —h <z <h,
fa@)=1< & if —2h<z < —horh<uxz<2h,
0 otherwise,
and
z+3  if —2h<a<—h,
gn(z) =< —x+3 ifh<ax<2h,

0 otherwise.
It is easy to see that fy, € L?(Zy) and gy € L*(Zy)*, so Pyp = f.

As the above embedding gives a one-to-one relationship between the elements
of £?(Zf!) and of L*(Z!), we can define the finite difference operators d; 5, and 97,

on L?(Z$) by applying them, as defined in [23) and (Z4), to the corresponding
element of ¢2(Z$), such that

(2.11) 9j.nInlf] = Jnl0;nf] 05 nInlf] = Jnl0] , f] (f € C(Zf))).

Then we again have

(212) (aj7hf, g)L2(Z%) - (f7 a;hg)Lz(Zg) (f?g € L2(ZZ))
in analogy to (2.3).
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2.2. Discrete Fourier transform. Let
(2.13) Ty = [=7/h, w/h)* = {€ € R? | [¢]oo < 7/h},

where [€]oo = max{|&1],...,|¢a|}. (Although we use a notation alluding to the
interpretation, natural in the following, of this set as a flat d-dimensional torus
of side length 27/h, we emphasize that it is a bounded interval in R%.) As the
functions

d/2
_ i / —thn-§ Td . Zd
en(§) = o e (S BLES )

form an orthonormal basis of L? (Tﬁ ,), any function f € ¢2(Z{) serves as a collection

of Fourier coefficients for a d-dimensional Fourier series in L2 (T1 7 s

D fhn)en(§) (£ €T,

In view of the bijection between ¢?(Z¢) and L*(Z{), this motivates the following
definition of a discrete Fourier transform Fy, : L*(Z$) — L2(']Tf;h)

[Fudnf1(6) = nY2 N " f(hn)en(€)

nezd
(2.14) = n) 2 [ ST ), (@) de (€€ TH)
nezd
for f € (?(Z). By Parseval’s identity for the orthonormal basis {e, | n € Z},
(215) 1B ey = A S0 1m) = A gy = 1 ey
nezd

for any f € (2(Z¢%), so Fy is a unitary operator.

Its inverse is the operator Fj, : L (Tﬁh) — L¥(Z),
@16 Fule) = 3 {en 2 [ w0 @R,
nezd 1/h

for u € L*(T} /h)
By direct computations, we have

217)  [F@an)© = 3 " ~DFEE (e @)
and
(218) A0, = %(f SOIEAE (e L)

Extending functions by 0 outside Tj / ,» the space L* (T} v ¢ ) naturally forms a closed

subspace of L2(R%); it is the range of the orthogonal projection Qy/n defined as the
operator of multiplication with the characteristic function of T},

Using the projections P, € B(L*(R?)) and @/, € B(L?*(R?)), we can extend F},
and its inverse F, to become elements of B(L?(R%)) by setting
(2.19) Fn = Qun FuPn, Fn:= PoFnrQin-

Here B(L?(R%)) denotes the Banach space of all bounded linear operators in L?(R%),
equipped with the uniform operator topology. Note that Fj is a partial isometry
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from L%(R?) to L?(RY) with the initial set L?(Z{) and the final set L? (de/h)7 and
that F), is a partial isometry from L?(RY) to L?(R?) with the initial set LQ('H‘f‘jh)
and the final set L?(Z¢). Clearly,

(2.20) FnFn="Pn,  FnFn=Qun,
and
(2.21) Py Fn=0, Qp,Fn=0.

3. CONVERGENCE OF DISCRETE FOURIER TRANSFORMS

As in the previous section, we will work in C-valued functions on d dimensional
Euclidean space R?.
For ¢ € S(RY), the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions, we define

(3.1) pn(z) =Y wlhn)x, ,(2).

nezd

It is clear that ¢, € L?(Z$) and Py, = 5. However, we emphasize that Py, # ¢,
in general. In fact, for each h > 0 one can easily choose a function ¢ € S(R) such

that (on, ¥ — Yn)r2(ray # 0.
Remark 3.1. As was noted in (28), we have ||onL2re) = hd/2||goh||lz(zz).

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € S(R?) and k € N.
(i) There exists a constant Cy,, depending only on ¢ and k, such that

(3:2) (on(@) = 9(a) < Cuula) *h (@ € R0 <h< =)

where (x) = /1 + |x|2. In particular, pyp, is rapidly decreasing, i.e., |on(x)] <
Cor(z)™% for any k € N.
(ii) There exists a constant C,, depending only on ¢, such that

1
3.3 — 2 < CLh 0<h<—).
(3.3) lon = el < G 7

Proof. We prove statement (i); then statement (ii) follows as a straightforward
consequence, taking k > d/2. Let n € Z¢. Then, for x € I,, p,

1
o(hn) — p(z) = (hn — z) -/0 (Vo) (t(hn — ) + z) dt.
Consequently,
|p(hn) — ()| {)*

< |hn—x|/1¢‘(v )(t(hn — x) + z)|(t(hn — z) + x)Fdt
= o (thn—a)+ )Y

1 z\F
< <sup (Vo)) <y>k> jm | [ <t<hn<—>dt'

yeR? —x)+ x)k
Now if |2| > 2v/dh, then

hn — ) + | = la| — [bn — 2| > o]~ Vah > 2,
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SO

<t(hn—x>+x>z\/1+¥_\/1+L>24_1 z%;

if |2| < 2V/dh, then (trivially) (t(hn —z) + ) > 1 and (z) < /1 +4dh? < /5. In

either case,

' ()" b
J, W = V5

and, noting that |hn — x| < v/dh, the inequality [2) follows. W

The statement of Lemma B.1] (i) has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 3.1. Let ¢ € S(R?) and k € N. There exists a constant Cy,, depending
only on ¢ and k, such that

(3-4) Y lelhn)l x,, , (@) < lp(@)| + Corhia)™"  (x € RY)

nezd

for0 < h< 1/\/8

In what follows, we shall use the notation

(3.5) SR ={on= Y elhn)x, , | € SR},
nezd
(3.6) SSPRY) = | 8P (rY).
h>0

Note that, unlike S;*P(R?), the set of functions Sg;°P(R?) is not a vector space.
As we shall see in Lemma [ in subsection B} each @), € S§iP(R?) allows an
explicit expression of its Fourier transform in a certain sense.

The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma BIii).

Lemma 3.2. S;iP(R%) is a dense subset of L*(R?).

We can now prove the strong convergence of the orthogonal projectors P}, and
Q11 to the identity.

Lemma 3.3. For anyu € L*(RY), || Pyu—ul|p2ray = 0 and ||Q1/pu—ulL2ray — 0
as h — 0.
Proof. Since ||Py||g(z2re)) = 1 for all h > 0 and S(R?) is dense in L2(RY), it is
sufficient to prove that for ¢ € S(R?), ||[Phy — ¢l p2gra) — 0 as h — 0.

Let ¢ € S(R?) and, for each h > 0, let o), € L*(Z$) be the step function defined
in (). Then Prpp = ¢p, so

| Prp — ollL2@ay < [1Php — PrpnllLz@ey + llon — @llp2me
< (”Ph”B(L?(]Rd)) + 1) ||90h - QDHLz(Rd) —0 (h — 0)

by Lemma BIJ(ii).

Furthermore, for any u € L?(R%)

||Q1/hu_u|‘%2(]gd) :/ |U|2 —0 (h—>0)

RANTE,
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Remark 3.2. [t is clear from the proof of LemmalZ.3 that the projection Qy;, does
not converge to the identity operator in the operator norm as h — 0. The same is
true for the projection Py. Indeed, for any h > 0 there is a function ¢ € L?(R9)
such that ||| 2ray = 1 and fln =0 forallne 72, e.g.

d

o) = 3 cuxton @) [Jl —hns +3)  ( €RY

nezd Jj=1
with suitable (¢p)neza. Then, using (Z10), we find
1Pne = ollL2ray = 10 = @l 2ray = 1,
50 || Pn — I||g(L2(ray) > 1 for any h > 0.

3.1. Convergence of F; and Fj,. As usual, the Fourier transform F on L?(R?)
and its inverse F arise by extension of the integral operators

6D FAO =@ [ et ewde (€ eRbpe SERY)
and
68 Felw) =Cn " [ evpod (@eRhpe SERY)

respectively. We emphasize that we can compare Fj, with F and F, with F on
L?(R%), as we have extended the discrete Fourier transform and its inverse to all of

L23(RY) in ZTI9).
Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € S§iP(R?). Then

d
Fenl(©) = {@m)2 3" o(hn) hie=" ¢} TTalhe) (€ €RY,
nezd j=1
where »
1—e™
f)=—— (A ER).
) =1 (heR)
Proof. Let n € Z% and h > 0. A direct computation shows that
. d X eiih‘gj — 1 . d
(3.9) / e 1wy = H e it~ — pdemihnt H a(h&;).
Inn j=1 —2§j j=1

We then have
Fenl© = 2m) 2 Y plim) [ e

nezd Inn

(3.10) d
= (2m) /2 Z @(hn) hde=thms H a(hg;).
nezd Jj=1
This completes the proof. B

An immediate consequence of (2I4]) and Lemma B4 is the following corollary,
which we expect will be useful from the view point of numerical analysis of discrete
approximations of Fourier transform.
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Corollary 3.2. Let ¢y, € S5 P (RY). Then

B1) [Fuen - Fail©) = (1- [La0g)Fapnl(©) (6 € T).

Remark 3.3. Note that a(6) — 1 as 0§ — 0, and that |a(0)] < 1 for all 6.

Remark 3.4. One can deduce that Fo converges locally in L? to Fo for any
@ € L2(R?) in the following manner.

Since || FullB(r2(ray = 1 for all h > 0, and since S(RY) is dense in L*(R?), it is
sufficient to prove the local convergence in L? for ¢ € S(R?).

Let p € S(RY) and let ¢y, be given by (Z1). Then, by ([214) and [5F),

(Fpnl(©1 = n) 2] [ 3 e o) x,,, (o) da]

nezd

(3.12) <Cn 7 [ 3 fethn)l, @) do

nezd
< (2m) "2 /Rd (|o(x)] + const, <x>_d_1) dx =: Cy, < 0.

Taken together with Corollary[33, this estimate implies that

—0 ash—0

d
110 = Flenllzcn) < o sup [1 = [T alhgy)
=1

for any compact subset K of R%. The decomposition
(3.13) [Fr = Flo = Fule = on) + [Fn = Flon + Flon = ),

together with Lemma 31 (ii), gives the local convergence in L?. However, Lemma
below shows a stronger convergence of Fp,.

We close section Bl with the (fairly straightforward) proofs of convergences of Fj,
and Fj, respectively.

Lemma 3.5. For any u € L*(R?), |Fpu — Ful|p2a) — 0 as h — 0.

Proof. Since || Fpllg(r2ra) = 1 for all h > 0, and since C§°(RY) is dense in
L?(R%), it is sufficient to prove the assertion for u € C§°(R?).
Let u € C§°(R?) and choose h, > 0 so that Tﬁh O supplu] for all h € (0, hy).

Then we have, by (Z10) and by the fact that Tﬁh O supplul,

?hu: (27T)_d/2 ezhnfu(é')dg XI )
o i
(3.14) =Y eln)x,,,
nezd

for all h € (0, h.), where we set ¢ := Fu. This equality implies that
(3.15) [Fru(@) = Fu(@)* = D lo(hn) = p(@)Px, (@)  (zeR?).

nezd
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In view of the fact that ¢ € S(R?), it follows from ([FI5) and Lemma BIIi) that
H?hu - ‘TU”LZ(Rd) —0ash—0. 0

Lemma 3.6. For any ¢ € L*(RY),

(3.16) | Frne — Follp2ay =0 as h— 0.
Proof. We first prove that for any u € L?(R?)

(3.17) [[Fn — F1FQrnullr2rey — 0 as h — 0.
In fact, we see that the left hand side of [B.I1) is equal to
(3.18) | FrFQ1/nu — Quynull L2(ray,
which is bounded by

(3.19) [FQ1/nu — Frullp2(ray-

Here we have used the fact that Q) = FnFn (vecall Z20), and the fact that
H]:hHB(m(Rd),Lz(Rd)) = 1. Since
Qi/nu = (Qi/pu —u) +u,

@I is estimated by [|Q1/pu — ul| p2(ray + | Fu — Frul| 12re). The fact EI7) now
follows from Lemmas and
We next prove [B.16). For ¢ € L?(R9), we put u = Fp. We decompose
¢ =FQumu+ F(u—Q1pu).
We then see that
(3.20) | Frne — Follp2mey < I1(Fn — ]'—)]_:QlﬁLUHB(Rd)
+ [(Fn = F)F(u = Q1ynu)| L2 (ra)-
Then it is clear that (816) follows from (BI7), the fact that
(3.21) | (Fn — ]:)-THB(LZ(Rd),L%Rd)) <2,
and Lemma 3.3 B

4. RESOLVENT CONVERGENCES OF D, 5

The continuum Dirac operator we shall consider in this section is
.0 .0 .
(4.1) D,, = 015~ 2~ +moj in L*(R?)?
where m > 0 and

(4.2) 01=((1) 3) ”2:@ _0> ”3:((1) —01>'

It is well-known that D,,, is a self-adjoint operator in L?(R?)? with domain H!(R?)2,
the Sobolev space of order 1 of C?-valued functions.
The discrete Dirac operator Dy, ;, we shall consider is

_ m W07, + 05, o roim202
(4.3) Dm,h_(_wLH 0y, O in Ry,

where difference operators 9;,, and 95, (j € {1, 2}) are as defined in 2.II)). It is
evident that D, j, is a bounded self-adjoint operator in L*(Z3)?. We mention in
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passing that (@3] is a Dirac operator with supersymmetry in the abstract sense
(see [28] Chapter 5]). It can be rewritten in the form

. O1,n 0 . D2, 0
Dpy.p = —i01 < 0 —5i‘,h> — 109 < 0 _a;h + mos,
which is comparable with (2.
In accordance with the decomposition ([Z3) of L?(R?), we can compare D,, and
D,,.p @ 0p in the same Hilbert space L?(R?)?, where 0 is the null operator on
(L?(Z3)?)*. In particular, we investigate the difference

(4.4) Dy — 2) P @0, — (D, —2)"' as h — 0.

We define ]ﬁ)m := FD,,F, which is the operator of multiplication with the matrix-
valued function

A mo & — i 2
4.5 D, (&) = . eR
(4.5) O=(¢ 1, “008) e
in L2(R?)2.

With help of [ZI7), (ZI8) and [@3), we also define Dy, 5, := FpDy, nFp, where
we abbreviate Fp, := Fj, ® 1c2 € B(LQ(Z,QL)2,L2(T12/h)2) and Fp, = Fp, @ 1c2 €
B(LQ(’IFf/h)2, L*(Z3)?). The operator Dy € B(L2 (T?/,)?) is the operator of mul-
tiplication with the matrix-valued function

i(e™ e — 1) 4 ("¢ — 1)

~ m A
(4.6) Dpn(§) = —i(ethE — 1) 4 (eihe 1)
o -m
€€ le/h). With the notation of (ZI9)), we see that
(4.7) Dyp @ Op = Fp(Dpnsp ®04)Fp in L2(R?)2.

Therefore, the difference in ([@4]) can be written as
(Dyp — 2) 7 @ 0p — (D — 2) 7"

(48) = Fu((Dp = 2) " @ 0)Fp — F(Dpy — 2) " F.

To investigate the matrices D, (€) and H/]\)Wh({ ), we start by noting the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let m > 0 and ¢ € C, and assume that either m > 0 or ¢ # 0. Then,
with the unitary matriz

B 1 pm(C) +m =
(4.9) Un(C) = ﬁ\/ﬂm(C)2 + mpim () ( ¢ pm (€) +m) ,
where (€)= /T, e
(4.10) U (©)* (’? _fn> Unle)= (Mmo@ —u2<<>) |

Note that the columns of the matrix on the right hand side of ([@3) are the
eigenvectors of the matrix

(4.11) (’? _Zm> .
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Applying Lemma A to the matrix D, (&) in (@A) with ¢ = & + i€, we see that
the eigenvalues of the matrix D,,(§) are given by

(4.12) £ A (€) 1= £V[EZ + m2,

and that the unitary transformation defined by U,, (&1 +i&)*[F](€) (¢ € L*(R?)?)
brings the Dirac operator D, in (L2)) into the form of the operator of multiplication
with the diagonal matrix-valued function

(4.13) </\’"0(§) _ /\2 © >

in L2(IR?)2. This unitary transformation is a two-dimensional version of the Foldy-
Wouthuysen-Tani transformation; see [10], 28 Section 1.4], [3, Section2.1]. As is
well-known, one can infer from (@I3) that the Dirac operator D,, is absolutely
continuous and that its spectrum is given by o(D,,) = (—oo0, —m] U [m, 00).
In a similar manner, applying Lemma 1] to the matrix ﬁm,h(g) in ([@6) with
—i(eth&r — 1) 4 (eh&2 — 1)
h 3

we see that the eigenvalues of the matrix ]ﬁ)m1 n(€) are given by

(4.14) ¢ =

(4.15) £ A n(§) = £V h2w(hE) + m2,

where

w(§) =4+ 2sin(§ — &) — 2(sinéy 4 cos &) + 2(sin &y — cos &)
=2(1 —cos&p)(1 +sin&) + 2(1 — cos &) (1 —sin&y).

Then the unitary transformation defined by U, (¢)*[Frnf1(€) (f € L*(Z3})?), with ¢
as specified in [L14] brings the discrete Dirac operator D, j in [@3)) into the form
of the operator of multiplication with the diagonal matrix-valued function

(4.17) (Am’g © —Amo,h(é)>

in L2(T2,)2.

(4.16)

Remark 4.1. [t is interesting that the Laplacian on the hexagonal lattice considered

in [14] has a similar form to the discrete Dirac operator {[.3) in the massless case

m =0. As a result, a function similar to w(§) appears in |14, subsection 8.1].
Simple calculations show that for ¢ € T?

Vw() =0 <=

cefoo (55 50 G0 G D)

and that the function w : T? — R has the following properties:

(1) w attains its minimum value 0 at (0, 0) and at (g, —g);
o . . 3T 37

(2) w attains its unique maximum 6 + 4/2 at (— i Z)

(3) The saddle points of w are (g, —g), (%, %TW), (—%, —%)

3
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Summing up, we have shown the following.

Theorem 4.1. The discrete Dirac operator Dy, , is a bounded self-adjoint operator
mn LQ(Z,QL)2 with purely absolutely continuous spectrum

(D) = [—\/h—2(6+4\/§) +m2, —m} U [m \/h—2(6+4\/§) +m?2 |

Remark 4.2. As was mentioned in the introduction, some spectral properties of
2D and 3D discrete Dirac operators with a fixed mesh size were already discussed
in |23 Theorem 2.1, where the statement of Theorem [{-1] is shown in the special
case h = 1.

To prove the convergence theorems on Dy, 5, we need to examine the function w
in more detail. It follows from ([@I0) that

(113 D<) <P (€ B
and that
(4.19) o> 22 (<D

(Obviously, the number (2—+/2)/8 can be replaced by any smaller positive constant,

but we fix this value for the sake of definiteness.) Also, it follows from ([@I8]) that,

setting o = (3,—5),

wla+¢&) =4—2sin(& — &) + 2(sin&g — cos&y) — 2(sin sz + cos &a)
=2(1 —cos&)(1 +sin&) +2(1 — cos&)(1 — sinéa),

which, together with (£I8]), implies that

(4.20)

(4.21) 0<w(a+&) <2[?® (£€R?)
and that
(422) wla+§) = =R (el < D).

Now, for any ¢ € (0,72/128) we divide T? into two disjoint subsets,
T? = E(e) U F(e),
E(e):={¢eTi|w()>c}, Fle):={¢eTi|w) <e}.
In view of (A1), @I9),@2I) and {22), one can see that F(e) consists of two

disjoint components Fy(e) and Fy(e) satisfying

(4.24) B(O, \/g) C Fole) € B(0, 4y5),

and

(4.25) B(a, \/g) C Fi(e) C Bla, 4v5),

where B(a, r) = { £ € R?||a — ¢| < r } is the ball with center a and radius r > 0.
Hence we have a disjoint decomposition of T?:

(4.26) T? = E(e) U Fy(e) U Fy(e).
Accordingly, we have a disjoint decomposition of Tf/h:

(4.27) T}, = E(e,1/h) U Fy(e,1/h) U Fi(e, 1/h),

(4.23)
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where
E(e,1/h) == {€ €T}, | hé € E(e) },

(4.28) Fi(e,1/h) = {€ €T, |hE € Fi(e)} (=0, 1).

In the following proposition, we refer to the decomposition L*(R?)? = L?(T} / )@
L?(R? \Tf/h)z; remember that Q1 p,, the operator of multiplication with X1z, is
the orthogonal projection onto the first direct summand.

Proposition 4.1. Let z € C\ R. Then, for any u € L?(R?)?,
(4.29) lim | [(Dh —2) @04 — (D — 2) " Hu || 22y = 0.

The proof of Proposition [£]] can be found after the proof of Lemma 5]
Lemma 4.2. Let h > 0. Then we have
_ _ h
(4.30) 1D (&) = DOl g e < 57 (€€ TEn),

where || M||g(c2y denotes the operator norm of a 2 x 2 matriz M as a linear operator
in C2.

Proof. By using the inequality

. 02
(4.31) le? —1—if| < 5 (0 € R),

we see that

—i(ethér — ethéa _
R G

Lo (h&)®  (h&2)*y _ h . >
<z - R
< h{ 5t } 17 (EeRY),
which, together with (LH) and (@6), implies the lemma. B

(4.32)

Since h|¢| < /2 for € € T? /5> the above lemma immediately gives the following
estimate.

Lemma 4.3. Let h > 0. Then we have

. N

(4.33) ||]]3)m,h(§) - Dm(ﬁ)HB(@) < T|§| (€ € le/h)'

Lemma 4.4. For any z € C\ R, there exists a constant C, such that

=~ _ ~ —1/2
(434) D) —2)llsen < C(6P +m? + Im=P) 7 (e B2,
Proof. We first note that the matrix D,, (€) — z is unitarily equivalent to the matrix
Am (&) — z 0
(4.35) < 0 An(©) —Z) ,

as was discussed after Lemma .1l Hence it is clear that

(436)  IBn(©) =) e = max { o @ } |
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Now let zg = iJmz. Then

lz0 —t|? (Jmz)? + ¢2
|z —t]2  (Jm2)2 + (t — Re 2)?

is a continuous function of ¢ € R that tends to 1 as ¢ — Foo. It is therefore
bounded, so there exists a constant C, such that |zo —t| < C, |z —t| for all t € R,

which together with (£36) gives ([@34]). W

Lemma 4.5. Let z € C\R, and let € > 0. Then for any h € (0 Ve ) we have

" 2|Re 2|
~ 1 2h
-1 .

. m - S T~ 1 = ) .
(@37 Bl =) ey Smin (o 2) (€€ B 1/m)
Proof. As a consequence of the spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators,

~ 1
—1 2
(1.39) 1Bonr©) =) o < gy €€ Ton)

for any z € C\ R. Therefore, it is sufficient to prove the inequality

(4.39) 1B (€) — 2 mes) < 27h (€ € E(e,1/h)).

To this end, we note the fact that the matrix ﬁ)myh(g ) — z is unitarily equivalent to
the matrix

(4.40) (A’”’h(é) o —Am,h(zé) - z> ’

as was discussed after Lemma [l By the reverse triangle inequality,

A, n(€) £ 2| > Vh2w(hE) + m? — |Rez|

(4.41) »
> h™ /e — |Rez| (for € € E(e,1/h)).

If h satisfies the inequality 0 < h < \/£/(2|%Re z]), then the inequality [@39) follows
from (£41). &

Proof of Proposition Il Let u € L?(R?)%. Then

[(Bon— =) @04~ B~ ) ) ’

L2(R2)2

= [, (B =27 =B -2 ute)]

Cc2
1/h

o A CHORERT

/h

dg

d.

C2

As the operator norm of (D, (£) — z)~! can be estimated by | Jm z|~!, the second
integral tends to 0 as h — 0. Let e € (0,7%/128). In view of {@L.2T), we divide the
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first integral into three terms,

D —_ 1 (D _ ()2
(/E@-,l/h) +~/Fo(€,1/h) +/Fl<a,1/h>)‘{(Dm’h(§) )7 = D (&) = 2) " hu(€)]c. d€

(4.42)
= I(E, h) —+ II()(E, h) =+ IIl(E, h)

Since
s B(€) ~2)” (Ejm@)—z)l ) 1
= (Dim,n(€) = 2) " (D (&) = Dy n(€)) (D (€) — 2) 71,
we get
D —Z 12 2
I(e,h) < /E o 1€ =) e
X B (&) = B (OB e 1B () — 2) ™ By [u©) |2
, 1 2h
(4.44) S/E(H/h){ml (|3m2| \f)}
 (2mig) (e 4+ ) u(@)

. Var\?
< {min (G )} (57) @2 [ ol ae

where we have used Lemmas 3] 4] (with the same constant C.) and It
follows from (ZZ4]) that

(4.45) lim I(e,h) = 0.

The second term in ([@Z2]) can be estimated in a similar manner:

~

(e, h) < /F N (GO R -
% D (€) = D, ()3 c2) 1Drm(€) — 2) "M oy [u(€) e dE
(4.46) </ ( 1 )2
T JRy(e1/n) NImz]
h 2 _
x (316) 2 (el +m? + f3m 2[2) T u(©) 7 de.

where we have used (38)), Lemmas and L4 If £ € Fy(e,1/h), then by ([@24)
we see that h|¢] < 44/¢, hence that

b2\ m2 o2 2 2)~1 2
(4.47) (§|g| ) C2(|E]2 +m? + [Im 22) " < 42C2.
It follows from ([@45) and (LAT) that

20, 2
4.48 limsup o (e, h) < -
( ) 1r}?j})1p o(e, h) < (|3m2| lJull L2 ) €
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Also, the third term in [£42) can be estimated in a similar manner:
= 12
MEW< [ Bl - 2) ey
Fy(e,1/h)

% D (€) = D, ()3 (c2) 1Drm (€) — 2) "M oy [u(€) o dE

<[ )
(4.49) = Jriea/m \Imz|

 (V2) 2 e 4 m + o) o) e

V2
< (pma) [, @l

where we have used (38), Lemmas 3 and E4l Since, by (23],

(4.50) Fi(e,1/h) c {€ € R*|[g] > h™ (Ja| - 4VE) },
we get
(4.51) }1L1_)rr%) II(e,h) = 0.

We can deduce from ([£42), together with ([@45]), ([£4]) and ([EII), that
: ~ _ =~ - 2
timsup [ [(Bal€) =) = Bl — 2)Jule) |2 de
h—0 T2
2C, 2
<|(—=— 2 .
(g Ilz)

(4.52) 1k
This completes the proof of conclusion of Proposition[T] since e > 0 was arbitrarily
small.

Theorem 4.2. Let z € C\R. Then
(4.53) s-lim { (D, — 2) '@ 04} = (D, —2)~ " in LA(R?)%.
h—0

Proof. Let p € L*(R?)2. It follows from (@) that
{Dpp —2) &0, — (D, —2) "'}
—]'—h{( mh—Z) @Oh}fhw—?(]ﬁ)m—z)fl}"@

(4.54) = Fr{Dmn — 2) L @0, }(Fn — F)p

(4.55) + (Fn =P (Dmp —2) L @0} Fp

(4.56) +F{Dmp —2)" @04 — (D — 2) "} Fop.
The L? norm of the term in ([54) can be estimated by

(4.57) (Do, — 2) 7" © OnllB(z2r2y2) | (Fr — F)pll paeye

(4.58) (Ij )1 = Pl

which, by Lemma [3.6] tends to 0 as h — 0.
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The term in ([@355]) can be written as

(4.59) (Fn = F){(Dmp —2)" @0, } Fop
(4.60) = Fn=F){(Dn —2) " @04} Fp
(4.61) + (Fn = F){ (D —2) 7' @0 — (D — 2) "'} Fop,

where, by Lemma[3.5] the L? norm of the term ([@60) tends to 0 as h — 0, and the
L? norm of the term (ZG1)) is bounded by

(4.62) 2{(Dmp — 2)"F @ Op — (Do, — 2) "L} Fool| L2 (g2,

because || FpllB(r2(r2)2,2(R2)2) = 1. Proposition Bl implies that L? norm of the
term in (E62) tends to 0 as h — 0. Therefore, the L? norm of the term in ([Z55)
tends to 0 as h — 0.

Finally, Proposition 1] immediately implies that L? norm of the term in (58]
tends to 0O as h — 0. W

Remark 4.3. In view of the strong convergence of the orthogonal projectors Py,
(see Lemma[Z3), the strong limits of (D, ® 0 — 2)~ 1 and of (D — 2) "L @0y,
are the same.

We conclude this section by proving that (D, , © 05 — z)~! does not converge
in the operator norm sense to (D, —z)~! as h — 0. We would like to mention that
the proof of Theorem [I3] below is based on the idea demonstrated in [3T] and [30].
Theorem 4.3. Let z € C\ R. Then

ll}rln_i(rJlfH(Dm,h &0y, — 2)71 — (Dm — 2)71 ||B(L2(]R2)2)

(4.63) 1 1
(L Ly
|m — z|” |m + z|

Proof. For h > 0, consider the function u, = (yh> € L*(R?)?, where

0
(4.64) yn(x) = Vhe'sn (@1-o2) e~ aitas) (z € R?).
Then ||uh||L2(R2)2 = \/g and
1 p x
46 O = g pe TR (e,
Further, by (@3] we find that
_ ] 1 m—+ z 51 — ’Lfg ]:yh
— 1 —
(4.66)  (Dm —2)" un fmz —21e+g (51 +i& —-m+z 0 )’

and, as the Fourier transform is an isometry on L?(R?), we conclude that
(D — 2) ™ un |72 @)

_ [ el GG 1 e g n g
(4.67) we [m? — 22 + &+ &|° 4h

C 1 2,2
S i _e_(771+772)/2h dn
~/]R2 [(m? = 22) 4+ (m + 35)* + (2 — 35)?| 4h
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Here we have used the fact that
m+ 2P+ &+ 6
m? e e |

and the fact that [m? — 2% + 2 + £3| > ¢, > 0 for V€ € R%. In fact, we have

=1 as&=(&,8%) — oo,

Jm z|? if z is pure imaginary,
m? gy > I E I pure imaghary
2|(MRez)(Imz)| if 2z is not pure imaginary.

The second integral in (LE1) can be written in the form

/ Cs Lot g

o (2~ 22) + (Vi 502+ (Vs — 52 3

The integrand in (LG8 tends to 0 pointwise as h — 0 and is bounded above by the
function ﬁ ie_("f“é)/ 2. so by the dominated convergence theorem

(4.68)

: -1
(4.69) }llll)% ||(]D)m — Z) UhHL?(R?)? =0.

Now, in order to apply the discrete Dirac operator, we project uy, into L?(Z3)?.
We see that Poyn = 3, cz2 yn(hn)x,  , where

nitl - T 3,2 n2tl1 - T 3,2
Un(hn) = Vh </ elatemht dt> (/ e izt dt) (n = (n1, na) € Z%)

1 2

by 2I0). Integration by parts and the formula
’ﬂ+1 t2 2 1 2
/ 2at e~ dt = 7" — ¢~ alntl) (n€Z)
show that

ntl iy 342
/ eFiEtemh T gy (n€Z)
n

2 ([ im(nt1) K3 (n+1)? +iZn —h%n? 2 [ +iTt 673, —h3t>
::I:,—(e 3 e —eT2ne ):I:.— e "2 2h%te dt
i i,

3 n+1
=2 (1£d)eiEre " 4 An” (eii%t - eii%(nH)) te " gt
m X .
2 - 4 4h3
= Z(14i)eiFne ™ L 20 KgE(n p).
™ T
Hence
8
(4.70) Poup = (Ot B0 8 (B
0 7T2 0

where we use the notation of B for (yn)n, (urn)n and set Ry, := Ry o+ Rup+ Ra.c
with
8h3

Ry o(n,h) = \/E? (i—1) ei%"Ie_hS"?K_(nz, h)
8h3 . —iZny —h3n2 + 2
Rh7b(n,h)=—\/ﬁ—2 (i+1)e "2™e " "2 KT (nq,h) (neZ?)
T

16h° -
R;w(n,h):\/ﬁ?l{ (n1, h) K~ (nga, h).
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Using the asymptotics

(@1) Zeﬁkt\f Zzﬂ YT 0 (50,

keZ
we find
_h3n2? T
(4.72) > et =/33 +00)
nez
and
2
S [hEKE ()| Z( / hglztIef<”°’”t>2/2‘e*’*“tz/2 dt)
nez nez
2
- Z (/ —h3t2/2 dt)
nGZ
8 & 32 4\/— _3
< = o= h O(1 h—0
SN fro0) (h-0),

where we have used the inequality 7.2 || e~ (W*202/2 < /+/€ in the second inequality.
Hence, bearing in mind (28],

256
(4'73) ||RhaHL2(Z2 Hth”L2(R2) <h3\/— 3¢ +O(h9/2)

and || Ry, CHL2 2y = = O(h®), which gives %gr%) [ Rnll2(z2) = 0, while

8

8
p(yh)h

= _4o(1) (b0

4.74
(4.74) BN PR

Now, applying the discrete Dirac operator to (up)n = <(y8)h>, we find

(4.75) (Dyn,p — 2)(up)p = (m — 2)(up)n + <(—i81 . +Oa2 h)(yh)h) 5

where

8 =
(=01 + Oo.p) (yn )i (hn) = (=i p + Do) Vh—5 e F(mn2)g=h (ni4n3)
e
1 ;T
_ ﬁ % ez§(n17n2)67h3(nf+n§) ((€7h3(2n1+1) _ 1) _ i(67h3(2n2+1) _ 1))
1 8

= —— e 2 (nl n2)
Vi 2
~ ((efh?’(nlJrl)2 _ ethn?)efh?’ng _ i€7h3n§ (efh?’(nngl)2 _ ethng))
= Rh(nvh) (n = (n1, no) € Z%).
Then, using the formula

oo
13 2 _13.2,2 ] 2 _ 13,22
Z‘eh(nlJrl) _ehn1’ :2Z’eh(m+l) _ —hnd

ni1€Z n1=0
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and the estimate

2n1+1
(4.76) [e P @mAD _q| = ‘/ (—h3)eh’s ds‘ < @u+1)  (m > 0),

we obtain for Rj, o(n,h) = % B, ¢iEm (emh (A1) _ o=hni)e—h’n;
ol 2 7 64 - 2 o—2h°n} —2h®n}
||Rh)a||L2(Zz <h Z 2n1 +1) 1 Z e 2
1=0 no €7
4 > : -
<h’ % (2 Z e~2h°ni 4 16 Z n3 62h3”2{> (Z 62h3”§>
n1=0 n1=0 noEZ
64

and similarly for Ry, b(n,h) = % 8, emifn2g=h?n] (e=h’(n2+1)* _ o=hn3) g4
(4.77) Jim I Rnllz2(z2) = O-

We are now ready to complete the proof. We first note that

1

(4.78) (D, ® 0y, — Z)il = (D — 2)71 ® (-;) .

Now we observe that

(479) (Do — 2)Prun = 5 (m — 2) (w ) + ( }%) + D — 2) (ff)h) ,

so, applying (@10) to the (uh)h on the right hand side of [@7T9) and multiplying
the both sides of T by ——(Dp,,n — 2)~ !, we infer that

1 1 8 0 1 R
-1 _ Lt _ 18 (Y _ L (f
(D, = 2)™ Pt m—z Frtin m—z (D = 2)" <Rh> m—z < 0 >
+ D — 2)7L <Rh> .
’ 0
As [P — 2) M ls(r z2)2) < 1/[Imz], it follows that

_ 1
||(Dm,h — Z) 1Phuh — m Phuh”L?(]R?)?

< e Bl + (o + oy ) IRl cap) 0 (1 0)
Consequently,
lunllL2@2)2 [(Dmp @ On — 2) ! — (D — 2) B L2R2)2)
> [Py @ On — 2) " un — (D — 2) " unll L2 (r2)2
> [(Dm,p = 2) ™ Poun — 27 (1 = Pa)unllz2e)z — (D — 2) " unl 222
= \/H my 1PhUh”Lz R2)2 + ]z (1= Ph)uhHLz(Rz)z +o(1)

2 m ||Uh||L2 R2)2 =+ 0(1) (h — O)



DISCRETE DIRAC OPERATORS ON 2D LATTICES 23

This inequality implies that
1

. —1 —1
(4.80) hin—i(?f ”(Dm,h @® 0y — Z) - (Dm — Z) ||B(L2(R2)2) > m

Yh

If we replace up = < 0

> with v, = (;) and make the similar arguments as
h

above, we get

. _ _ 1
(481) llglliglf ||(Dm,h & 0y, — Z) L (Dm — Z) 1 ||B(L2(]R2)2) > m

We now arrived at the inequality (£63). B

Remark 4.4. The lack of norm resolvent convergence shown in Theorem [{.3 is
closely related to the fact that, unlike the continuous Dirac operator, the discrete
Dirac operator does mot control the gradient: while a simple calculation shows that
[VullL2m2)2 < [[Dpullp2@eyz for all w € H'Y(R?)?, there is no constant C > 0

such that |\81)hu||§2(2§)2 + |\82,hu||§2(2§)2 < ClDm,nullg2zzyz- This, in turn, is
connected to the fact that the Liouville theorem does not hold in discrete complex
analysis. Indeed, the function y : Z 4+ iZ — Z +iZ, y(ny + ing) = i" "2 satisfies
the discrete Cauchy-Riemann equation (011 + i02.1)y = 0 in the whole lattice of
Gaussian integers (and thus is ‘monodiffric’, see [13], [18]) and is bounded, but not
constant.

The functions yp in the proof of Theorem [{.3 arise from this function y by
a natural extension to all of R? =2 C, scaling to the lattice with spacing h and
multiplication with a suwitable Gaussian to place the functions into Schwartz space.

5. STRONG RESOLVENT CONVERGENCE OF Dy, j, + V},

In this section, we shall discuss the continuum Dirac operators

(5.1) D,, +V = —z'glaixl - m% +moz + V(z) in L*(R?)?,

where V' is a complex 2 X 2 matrix-valued potential. More precisely, we make the
following

Assumption (V). V : R? — C?*? is a matrix-valued function each element of
which is a bounded and uniformly continuous function.

Remark 5.1. It is apparent that electro-magnetic Dirac operators
- (=iV —a(x)) + mB + q(x)
can be written in the form (&1). Indeed, one can take V' to be —o - a(x) + q(x).

We note that V can be decomposed into its Hermitian and skew-Hermitian parts,
V = Viy + iV3, where

Viz) = V(z)*

(5.2)  Vm(z)= 2T () = 5

(z € R?).
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It is evident that under the assumption (V), the operator V' of multiplication with
the matrix-valued function V is a bounded operator in L?(R?)? and that the oper-
ator D,,, + V is well-defined. In particular, if V3 = 0, then D,,, + V is a self-adjoint
operator in L?(R?)? with domain H!(R?)2.

In analogy to (G.1]), we consider the discrete Dirac operator D,,, p,+V}, in L*(Z3)?,
where Dy, p, is the operator introduced in [@3]) and V}, is the operator of multipli-
cation by

(5.3) Vi(x) = Y V(m)x, (¢) (z€R?).

nez?

It is clear that D, 5, + V}, is a bounded operator in LQ(Z,%)2. In the same manner
as in (B2), we split Vi, = Vg, +iVap -

Theorem 5.1. Under the assumption (V),
(1) both the spectra o (D, p, + Vi) and o(Dy, + V) are subsets of the strip

{z € (C} [Tmz| < suﬂg2 1Va(2)|lB(c2) };
re
(ii) for z with [Jmz| > sup [|V53(2)|B(c2)
z€R?

(5.4) sim {(Dimp + Vi —2) @04} = (D +V —2)~ " in L*(R?)%
h—0

Note that in the self-adjoint case V5 = 0, (4] holds for z € C\R .
We prepare the proof of Theorem [E.11 by providing the following auxiliary state-
ments.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (V) holds. Then
oD, +V)C {z eC | [Tm z| < suﬂg2 1V5(2)llB(c2) }
S

Moreover,
(5.5) (D +V —2)"" = (D + Vir — 2) " {I2@2y2 + Vs (D + Vir —2) 71}

for all z with |Jm z| > sup [|[V3(z)||B(c2)-
z€ER?

Proof. Let [Jmz| > sup [|V5(2)|B(c2). Since Dy, + Viz is self-adjoint, it follows

rER2
that z € p(Dy,, + Vay), the resolvent set of D,,, + Viz. This enables us to write
(5.6) D, +V —-2z= {ILz(Rz) +iV5 (D, + Vg — Z)_l}(Dm + Vr — 2).

Since [|[V3l|B(L2(r2)2) < sup,cgz||Va(7)||B(c2), We see that
HVj(]D)m + Vg — Z)_lHB(L2(R2)2) <1,

so the operator on the right hand side of (5.8]) is invertible in L?(R)?, and therefore

In the same manner as in the proof of Lemma [, one can prove a similar
statement for D,, ;, + V;,. Recall that Dy, , + V}, is a bounded operator acting in
2z
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Lemma 5.2. Under assumption (V),
o(Dpn + Vi) C {z € (C} [Tm z| < sup2 1Va(2)llB(c2) }
T€R

Moreover,
(Dmp+ Vi —2)7 1
= Don+ Vorn = 2) " {1222y + Va0 Dmpp + Vorn —2) 7'}

(5.7)

for all z with [Jm z| > sup [|[V3(7)||B(c2)-
rER?

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumption (V), Vi, ® Oy (= Vi,Py) — V strongly in
L?(R?)2.

Proof. In this proof, we distinguish the multiplication operator V}, in L?(R?)?
from the embedded version of the multiplication operator Vj, in L?(Z?)?, denoted
by Vi @ 0y,.

Let ¢ € L2(R?)2. In view of the fact that {V}, @ 0} = V}, Py, we infer that

[[{Va ® 0n} = V]pllL2@eyz < Vi (Pop — @)l 2@e)z + | (Vi = V)@l 12 gaye
< {sup V@l 1P = el ey
re

+ sup ¢ sup ||[V(z) —V(hn 2
neZz{EGLLh,H ( ) ( )”B((C )}H@HLZ(RZ)Z
By virtue of Lemma and the assumption that the function V is bounded and
uniformly continuous, it follows that Vj, & 0, — V strongly in L?(R?)? as h — 0.
|

Remark 5.2. As shown in LemmalZ3, Vi, ® 0y, converges to V' strongly, but not in
the operator norm unless V- = 0. Indeed, if V % 0, then there is some open subset
Q C R?%, some v € C? with ||v|/c2 = 1 and a constant C' > 0 such that |V (z)v]|cz >
for all x € Q. Let h >0 be so small that for some n € Z2, I, , C Q, and set

2
ol@) = X100 @) [J (@5~ hn+ )0 (0 € B2)

=1
Then

(Ve @ 0 = V)@llr2re) = [VaPrhe = Vol r2mz) = [Vl L2 (r2)
) 2 1., 1/2
={ ] We@uls [TIes = hns + P da} " > Cllplsage
n,h j=1

Therefore ||V, © 0 — V|g(r2(r2)) = C > 0 for all sufficiently small h > 0.

This remark shows that even at the level of the potential operator V, we cannot
expect norm convergence, which is slightly counterintuitive, as Vi, as a function,
does converge in || - ||oo norm to V.

Applying the above lemma to V' and to V* and using (5.2]), we obtain the fol-
lowing convergence results for the Hermitian and skew-Hermitian parts separately.
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Corollary 5.1. Suppose that (V) is verified. Then Vi, @ 0, — Vir strongly in
L2(R*)? and V4., ® 05, — V5 strongly in L*(R?)2.

Furthermore, we shall use the following two abstract lemmas. We omit the quite
straightforward proof of the first of them.

Lemma 5.4. Let H be a Hilbert space. Let Sy and Ty belong to B(H) for each
h > 0, and suppose that S, and T}, strongly converge to S and T € B(H) respectively
as h — 0. If supy,~q [|SullB(2) < 00, then SpTy strongly converges to ST as h — 0.

Lemma 5.5. Let H be a Hilbert space. Suppose that H has an orthogonal decom-
position H = Xy, & X;- for each h > 0 and that the orthogonal projection Py, onto
X, strongly converges to Iy, as h — 0. Let Ay, for each h > 0, and A be invertible
operators in Xy and in H respectively such that Ay, @ 0 strongly converges to A as
h — 0. If supy-o |45 B, < 00, then A" @ 0 strongly converges to A~ as
h — 0.

Proof. Let ¢ € H. By hypothesis, we see that
(AL, ®0)A ' p - AA o= in H
as h — 0. Hence we obtain
[A= o — (A, @ 0n)plln
< (I = Po)A el + 1A @ 01) (An @ 00)A™ 0 = @)l = 0 (h—0)
by the uniform boundedness of A,:l. |

Proof of Theorem [B.Jl Statement (i) was shown in Lemma Bl and Lemma
For (ii), let z € C, [Jmz| > sup, g2 [|V5]|B(c?). Then Lemmas B3] 54, and
Theorem [£2] together with the fact that

(5.8) ||Vh &) Oh”B(L?(R?)?) < Sl,lﬂg)2 ||V(.’L')||B((C2) < 00
re

imply that

(5.9) {ViDmp—2)""'} @0, = {Vha @0} {(Dppp —2) ' @0} = V(Dy, —2) 7"
strongly in L?(R?)? as h — 0, so also

(5.10) {ILQ(Zi) + Vi (Dm,h — Z)_l} ® 0y — IL2(]R2) +V(D,, — Z)_l

strongly in L?(R?)? as h — 0.
Since z lies in the resolvent set of both Dy, 5 and D, » + V3 (see Lemma [(.2),
we see that the right hand (and therefore the left hand) side of

(5.11) Iazzye + Vi@mp —2) 7' = Dmp + Vi = 2)(Dmp — 2) 71
is invertible in L?(Z2)?, so
(Dp + Vi —2) "' = Dpp,n — Z)fl{fm(zi)z + Vi(Dm,n — 2)71}71-
Now, in order to apply Lemma with
Ap =1Ip2(zz)2 + Va(Dpp — 2) 7" in L*(Z3)?

and
A=Ir2e)e + V(D — 2)7 " in L*(R?)?,
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we require uniform boundedness of A,;l. To this end, we note that one can write
(5.12) At =Ty = Vi@ + Vi — 2) 77,
and analogously

(ILZ(Z%;)Z + iV p (D + Vorn — z)—l)fl = Iipzy — Vau Do + Vi —2) 7%
so we find, using (5.7)),
(D + Vi = 2) " HiBz2(z2)2)

—1
= H(Dmﬁh + Voan — 2)71 (IL2(Z$L)2 + iV (D p + Vv — 2)71)
B(L?(Z},)?)

< (Do + Vorn — z)fl||B(L2(Zi)2)”ILZ(Z?f —iVan(Dmn + Vi, — z)*1||B(L2(Zi)2)
) _
= [om 2] (1 + sup V3@l O + Vi = 2) 1”B<L2<Zi>2>> ’
giving
1
2) >
D) = [5mz] —sup,cg: [Va(2)lB(c2)

| (Dmp + Vi — 2)~ ||B L2(22
and further by (512)
145 B(L2@zy2) <1+ sup 1Va(@)lB(c2)|(Dm,h + Vi = 2) B (r2z2)2)

[Tm 2|
| Im 2| = sup,eg: [|Va(2)l[B(c2)
for all A > 0. Thus we can conclude, with the help of (510) and Lemma [55 that

(5.13) {IL2(Zi)2+Vh( m.h — %) 1} @Oh—>{IL2 R22+V m — Z) 1}
strongly in L?(R?)2. Noting that
1
Dy —2)"' @0 <
[(Dm,h = 2) ™" ® Ol L2(re)z < ]
for all A > 0, we see from Lemma [5.4] Theorem 2] and (513) that
(Dm,h—FVh —2)71@0}1 — (D {ILz(Rz) +V 1}7

strongly in L?(R?)2. This completes the proof. [ |
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