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Edge States for generalized Iwatsuka models: Magnetic fields having a fast
transition across a curve

ARIANNA GIUNTI, JUAN J.L. VELAZQUEZ

Abstract: In this paper, we study the localization and propagation properties of the edge states
associated to a class of magnetic laplacians in R?. We assume that the intensity of the magnetic field
has a fast transition along a regular and compact curve I'. Our main results extend to a general regular
curve the study of the localised eigenfunction obtained when T is a straight line (i.e. ITwatsuka models).
Furthermore, we include in our analysis the case of magnetic fields that slowly change along the curve
I" and we obtain a rigorous and explicit characterization of the asymptotic mass distribution of the edge
state along I'.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study the existence of localized states for a class of magnetic Laplacians
H.:= —(V +ic2a.) - (V +ic 2%a.) in R? (1.1)

in the semi-classical regime ¢ < 1. Here, the vector potential a. : R? — R? satisfies V x a. = b.ez in R?,
with e being the canonical versor in R? that is orthogonal to the plane. The intensity b, : R? — R of the
magnetic field is bounded and has a jump or fast transition across a simple curve I' that is closed and
C*. If Q denotes the compact set of R? such that 9Q = I, the simplest example of magnetic field that
we consider in this paper is of the form

b if Q
bo(-) =b(-), blz)={ T tre -, for two values by,b_ >0, by #b_. (1.2)
b_ otherwise

Our study, however, also includes intensities b. that are not piecewise constant and such that, at any
point zp € I, the function b, changes abruptly along the normal direction (c.f. (2.2)).

Given H. as in (1.1), we consider the spectral problem
H.U = \¥ in R?, (1.3)

for some A\ >0 and ¥ € H? (R?;C) such that
/ w2 +/ (V +ie2a)¥|* < +oo. (1.4)
R2 R2

For (¥, \) solving (1.3), the eigenfunction V¥ is an edge state whenever ¥ has mass (i.e. L?mnorm) that
is localized at scale € close to I' and that is distributed along this curve. From the point of view of the
associated Schrodinger’s equation, this means that at the energy level A, the solution e "MW describes a
current localized on I' and propagating throughout it (c.f. Subsection 2.1).

The main goal of this paper is to provide a rigorous and detailed description of the edge states for
Hamiltonians as in (1.1). In particular, we focus on how the variation of the magnetic field b. along T’
influences the mass distribution of W.

If the curve I is a straight line and the magnetic field is as in (1.2), problem (1.3) belongs to the class of
Twatsuka models that were first studied in [13]. In this setting, the operator H. may be diagonalised and its
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spectrum contains an essential part given by the two sets of Landau levels {bfg (n+ %)}neNU{%}(n—l— ) bnen
that correspond to the behaviour of the Hamiltonian H. at infinity. The presence of the interface I', across
which the magnetic fields jumps, gives rise to an absolutely continuous part of the spectrum that fills
all the gaps between the essential part. The (generalised) eigenfunctions associated with the absolutely
continuous part are localized at scale € close to I'.

The setting of this paper may be thus considered as a generalization of the Iwatsuka models to a regular
and compact curve I and to magnetic fields that are not translation-invariant and may slowly change along
I'. In the main result of this paper (c.f. Theorem 2.2), we identify a subset ¥ C R such that, if (¥, A) solves
(1.3) and A ¢ X, then ¥ is an edge state and its L?-norm changes macroscopically along I' according to an
explicit function. The set 3 (c.f. definition (2.6)) contains the bulk part {i—g(n—i— D} nenU {i—g(n—i— D lnen
and an additional set that ensures that the function ¥ is localised all along I'" and not only on a portion
of it.

In fact, we expect that for values A € E\{Z%(n + D}nen U {Ii_—g(n + 1)}nen the variation of the
magnetic field along I' may obstruct the propagation of the corresponding eigenfunction ¥ throughout
the full interface I'. In analogy with the WKB theory in the semiclassical regime for the Schrodinger
operator L, := —A + 5127 the points of I" where the propagation yield turning points (e.g. [9, Chapter 15,
Subsection 15.4.1]). As explicitly shown in our main result, the function ¥ does not vanish along I" as long
as the solutions to the equivalent of the eikonal equation (c.f (2.7)) satisfy a suitable non-transversality
condition. We plan to address this scenario in a future paper.

The original Iwatsuka model was introduced in [13] for a magnetic Schrodinger operator —(V+ia)-(V+
ia) in R? with a magnetic field bes having positive and bounded intensity b(z1, x9) = b(x2), (71, 22) € R?,
that converges to two distinct constants when xo — d00!. This setting provides an example of a magnetic
Schrédinger operator with purely absolutely continuous spectrum that is generated by the transition of
the magnetic field from the two values attained at infinity.

Since [13], there is an extensive literature devoted to the study of this class of models and its gen-

eralization. In [11], the authors consider a magnetic field of the form b, = bEgQ), x2 € R that has a
fast transition along the line I' = {x9 = 0}: For every £ > 0, the magnetic field b. is such that b, = by
when z9 > ¢ and b, = b_ when z9 < —e. In this setting, the authors study the localization at scale
¢ around I' for the eigenfunctions corresponding to suitable energies and provide lower bounds for the
edge currents carried by such edge states. A similar analysis is performed in [14] for a magnetic field
of intensity b = b(z2) € C*°(R) that is monotone and satisfies limy_, 1o b(z) := by. The study in [14]
relies on a detailed description of the band functions (c.f. the curves {v,, : R — R}, en in Subsection A.1,
(A.2)-(A.3)) associated to the spectrum of —(V + ia) - (V + ia). Furthermore, it is allows for suitable
perturbation of the previous operator by a non-negative electric field V.

In [4, 5], the localization properties of the edge states are studied in the case of a magnetic field b as
in (1.2) with I being a line and the two constant limit values satisfy by > 0,b_ < 0. In this case, the
change in sign of the magnetic field gives rise to the so-called snake orbits. These were first introduced in
[17] and correspond to the dynamic of a particle for the classical Hamiltonian that lie half on one side of T’
and half on the other. In [4], an analysis of the snake orbits is brought forward in the case of the magnetic
field being anti-symmetric with respect to the line I'. In this case, the additional symmetry of the system
allows describing the snake orbits and the band functions associated with the magnetic hamiltonian in
detail.

We believe that the main novelty of the present paper is the accurate analysis of the edge states,
together with an asymptotic expansion for the associated eigenvalues, in the case of magnetic fields b,
that have a sharp transition along the normal direction to a general curve I' and that may also change
along the direction tangential to it. We refer to (2.2) in the next section for the detailed assumptions on

'In the same paper, it is also studied the case by = b_ when b has a unique and non-degenerate global minimum /maximum.



b.. We also stress that our analysis of the edge states is performed at any energy level in the gaps of the
set {% (n+ 3 }nen U{% (0 + 2)}nen-

The techniques used in this paper are an extension of the methods developed in [7]. In the latter,
the study of edge states is brought forward in the case of a constant magnetic field b, = gbg, b e R and
when (1.3) is solved in a bounded (regular) domain  with Dirichlet boundary conditions. In this case,
the presence of the boundary 02 plays the role of the interface I' in the current paper and gives rise
to a discrete part of the spectrum that “fills” the gaps between the Landau levels {s%(n + %)}nGN- The
main result of [7] shows that, whenever A is between any two Landau levels, then the corresponding
eigenfunction is an edge state. In contrast with the current paper, its mass is distributed asymptotically
uniformly along 9. For other results in the literature related to this setting, we refer to [2, 10, 15] and
to the introduction of [7] for a more detailed overview of the literature.

Structure of the paper and notation. This paper is organised as follows: In the next section, we
introduce the main setting and the main results (Theorems 2.2-2.5). Theorem 2.2 provides a description
of the edge states, while Theorem 2.5 gives an asymptotic approximation to the associated eigenvalues.
In Subsection 2.2 we comment on how the two previous theorems greatly simplify in the case of magnetic
fields that are constant along I' (e.g. the one in (1.2)), while in Subsection 2.3 we provide the precise
asymptotic approximation for the eigenfunctions close to the interface I" (Proposition 2.8). In Section 3
we prove the main results and carefully comment on the analogies and differences between the current
strategy and the one used in our previous paper [7]. Finally, in the Appendix, we prove and state the
auxiliary results that we use throughout the proofs of Section 3, including an overview of the main
well-known results obtained for the standard Iwatsuka model (Subsection A.1).

Throughout this paper, we adopt the following notation:

e We denote by T the unitary circle and, for every £, € € T, we write d(&, 3 ) for the distance on T between
the two points.

e Given a bounded set U C R, we denote by f;; the averaged (Lebesgue) integral |U|™! [;, where |U]
is the usual (Lebesgue) measure of the set U.

e Given two families {ac}es0, {Bc}e>0 € R such that . — 0, we use the notation . = o(«.) if g—z -0
when ¢ — 0.

e For a,b € R we use the notation a A b for the minimum between a and b.

2 Setting and main results

Let I' be a C* closed and simple curve in R%. With no loss of generality, we assume that the curve I" has
unitary length. We denote by f = (f1(€), f2(§)), £ € T a parametrization of I" according to arc-length

=

and write (T(€), N(€)) and x(€) for the tangent, (outer) normal and the curvature of T at a point & € T.
Since I' is C*4, there exists a tubular neighbourhood U C R? of I' where the change of coordinates

Uszr (6,5)eT xR, z=f(€)—sN (2.1)

is well-defined.
Let b: T x R — R be any function such that

(A1) For almost every s € R, b is twice differentiable in the periodic variable £ € T and b, 0¢b, agb €
L>(T x R);

(A2) There exist two values by, b_ > 0, by # b_, and M > 0 such that for every £ € T the function
b(&,s) =byin {s > M} and b(§,s) =b_ in {s < —M}.

(A3) There exists m > 0 such that b(§,s) > m for almost every (&,s) € T x R.



Given the tubular neighbourhood U and the function b introduced above, for every € > 0 we define
the magnetic field b, as

be(¢,5) = b(e, z) in U (2.2)

and continuously extend it to be by or b_ in the two connected components of R?\U/. With no loss of
generality, we assume throughout the paper that b_ < by.

For every £ > 0 we thus consider the Hamiltonian H. in (1.1) with b. as above. The spectrum o (H,)
has an essential part given by cess = {%}(n + %)}neN and, away from this set, the spectrum is discrete
(see, for instance, [18] and [1, Theorem 2.1]).

If an edge state for H. is localized at scale € around I, after a suitable blow-up around a point of I,
the new “magnified” problem (1.3) is expected to resemble the Iwatsuka model of Subsection A.1 with
the choice b = b(,-), s € R. This motivates the introduction of the following notation that is needed to
state the main theorems.

For every ¢ € T fixed, let Hyy, be the Hamiltonian of Section A.1 with magnetic field b(¢,-). Let
{O(&, k) }ier be the family of associated one-dimensional operators

O, k) == —0% + (/Os b(¢,t)dt — k)* in R. (2.3)

For every k € R fixed, the assumptions on b yield that O(, k) has a discrete spectrum {v,, (£, k) }nen (c.f.
Subsection A.1 and Lemma A.1). For every n € N, we thus define the functions:

Up :TxR =R, (&) — vp(&, k) the n' eigenvalue of O(¢, k) with magnetic field b(¢; ). (2.4)

By Lemma A.1 applied to b = b(¢, ), the previous curves are differentiable in the variable k. Equipped
with this notation, we define the sets

1 1
Obulk = {b—(n + 5)}n€N U{by(n+ 5)}HEN7
Osing = {A € R : there exists n € N, ({, k) € T x R such that v, (&, k) = X, Okvn (€, k) =0},

(2.5)

and
Y = opuk U Osing- (26)

The definition of ¥ yields that if A ¢ X, then there exists N € N (possibly zero) such that for every
¢ € N there exist exactly N € N values {k; (f)};vzl C R such that for each j = 1,--- , N, there exists a
unique n; € N such that

Vn; (& k5(€)) = A (2.7)

Furthermore, the curves k; : T — R, £ — k;(&) are well-defined and C? for every j = 1,--- ,N. The
previous claims are an easy consequence of the regularity of the surfaces v; : T x R — R (see Lemma
A.1), standard topological arguments and the Implicit Function Theorem. We stress, in fact, that the
definition (2.6) allows for the Implicit function theorem to be applied and infer the existence of the curves
{k;j}é-v:l. We postpone the detailed proof to the Appendix (c.f. Lemma A.6).

Remark 2.1. For a general magnetic field as in (2.2), having limit values b;,b_ > 0, and a given \ ¢ X,
the number N of solutions to (2.7) admits the lower bound N > nj — ng, where nj, ns € N are such that

1 3 1 3
b_(ny + 5) <A<b_(n1+ 5), by (ng + 5) < A< by(ne + 5).

We stress that ny,n9 € N do exists since A ¢ opyk. The value n; — ng may be characterised using the
so-called Chern number [3, Chapter 3]. We also remark that, if the magnetic field b. is monotone in the
variable s, then also the functions v(-,-) are monotone in k£ € R (c.f. Lemma A.1) and N = nj — ng.



The next result states that, for energies away from the set X, the corresponding eigenfunction W, is
an edge state. More precisely, U, is localised around I' (i.e. (2.8)) and we give a precise description of
how its L?-norm is asymptotically distributed along I' (i.e. (2.9)).

Theorem 2.2 (Asymptotic behaviour of the edge states). Let b, and X be as above. Let {U., \.)es0 be a
family of solutions to (1.3)-(1.4) such that || .|| 22y = 1. We assume that e?X. — X with A ¢ ¥. Then
W, is an edge state and:

(a) if dr denotes the distance function from the boundary I, then for every n € N there exists a constant
C = C(n,\,T) such that

I(dr A 1) Wl p2ge,c) + €2l (dr A D)™ (He Ve )| 220y < Ce™ (2.8)

(b) Let {r:}cso be such that e 'r. — +oo and e"3r. — 0. Let {k Y, € CY(T) be the curves that
solve (2.7) for the limit value X. Then, there exists a sequence {&j}jen and {Ag}., C C with
SV JAl = 1, such that for every xo = (£,0) € T' we have

1

lim ((27‘€j)_1/ W, (z)]* dz)?
|z (E0|<7‘5j

J—00

Z|A | |akyn[(£7k€(£))| T (2‘9)
=1 (fp 1Ok, (y, ke(y))? dy) 2

Remark 2.3. In contrast with the analogous result for a constant magnetic field and Dirichlet boundary
conditions [7, Theorem 2.5 and limit (2.24)], the change of the magnetic field b along I" yields that the
amplitude of the L?-norm of ¥, changes macroscopically along I'. The amplitude of ¥, in particular,
depends on the values of the derivatives Oyvp, (€, kj(§)). Thanks to the assumption A ¢ ¥, these are
bounded both from above and away from zero. This implies that all the ratios in the sum on the right-
hand side of (2.9) are bounded and never vanish along T.

Remark 2.4. We stress that if the number of curves solving (2.7) is N = 1, then the sequence {r.}.~o in
Theorem 2.2, part (b) may be chosen as r. = €. As further discussed below in Proposition 2.8, Theorem
2.2, (b) follows from a detailed asymptotic formula for the eigenfunctions W, close to the interface I'. This
formula allows to approximate W, by a superposition of functions that oscillate in the variable £ as the

i r§
wave functions ez Jo k¢(*) dz p—=1,...,N. Therefore, when N > 1 the previous waves may interact along
lenghtscales £ ~ ¢, but do become decoupled along any mesoscopic scale . >> ¢. In other words, for
£,7=1,---,N such that £ # j it holds

| eéjg(kf(x)_kj(ﬂf/‘))dx ¢l <

2.10
€] <re Ore (210)

whenever |k;(€) — k;(€)| > 6 for every £ € T. Since this last inequality is satisfied by the curves {k}7,
thanks to Lemma A.6, the right-hand side above vanishes in the limit whenever “= — +o0. This technical
issue is the same that arises in [7] and that distinguishes [7, Theorem 2.4] from [7, Theorem 2.5] (see also
[7, Formulas (2.20)-(2.21)] for a further comment on this).

The next main result provides an asymptotic expansion for the eigenvalues of H. in (1.3) that corre-
spond to edge states. This result should be compared with [7, Corollary 2.6] that is the analogue in the
case of constant magnetic fields and Dirichlet boundary conditions. We stress that the high generality of
the magnetic fields b. considered in this paper yields that the asymptotic expansion for the eigenvalues
Ae € 0(H.) is given in terms of functions A;, @ = 1,--- , N that are implicitly defined. In fact, in the
case of magnetic fields that do not change along I', the next theorem turns into an easier asymptotic
approximation for the eigenvalues (see Corollary 2.7 in the next subsection).

Theorem 2.5 (Asymptotic expansion for the eigenvalues). Let I C R be an open and bounded interval
such that dist(I,%) > 0. Then:



(a) There exists N € N and smooth curves K; = K;(\,€), j=1,---,N such that, for every A € I, the
function K;(\,-) solves equation (2.7). Moreover, for every j =1,--- N the map

T
is differentiable and invertible.

(b) There exists gy such that for all € < g, every \e € o(H.) such that e2)\. € I satisfies

nj(£¢ ( _I(QE) g))
T Dy (6 K;(A7 1 (ge), €))

for some j =1,--- N, q. € 2neZ and where, for every n € N, the functions Dy, B, : T xR = R
are defined as

Bu(ek) = 2n0) [ (k [ (bl By T+ ( / Fb(e D) di)( / beD D)) Hle. b, 1) de

Du&h) = 5oy (/ akyntg, " dg)_l'

We recall that here x denotes the curvature of I' and, for everyn € N and k € R, the functions
H, (k,&,-) are the eigenfunctions associated to the operator O(&,k) in (2.3) and associated to the
eigenvalue vy (k,§).

2\ = Aj_l(qa) +e + o(¢)

(2.12)

2.1 Edge currents

In this subsection we show that the edge states described in Theorem 2.2 do carry a current. Let
(Pe, Ac)eso solve (1.3)-(1.4): In line with [11, 12], we define the flux

je() = 2Im (T (V + ig)\yg), (2.13)

where U, denotes the complex conjugate of ¥. and Im(z), z € C, is the imaginary part of z.

Let (., \:) be edge states as in Theorem 2.2 and let j. be the flux associated to this choice of ..
Appealing to Theorem 2.2, (a), it is an easy consequence of (2.13) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that
for every v € (0,1) and every n € N there exists a constant C' = C(n,~, A\,I') such that

/ , 1Je(z)] < Ce, (2.14)
dist(z,I')>e3

namely the fluxes concentrate around I'. The next result states that j. does not vanish on I' and that it
is asymptotically concentrated along this curve in the tangential direction 7'

Corollary 2.6. Let (V., \.)c>0 satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2. Then, up to a subsequence, there
exist {Ag}Y., € C with 01 |A¢]> = 1 such that

ej. — BorT  in D'(R*R?),

where dp denotes the Dirac measure concentrated on I' and the function B : T — R is defined as

Okn, (&, K 2
o M k aye €4(6)

Here, the space D'(R%;R?) is the space of R%- valued distributions on R2.

We recall that, thanks to the definition (2.6) of the set X, the function § never vanishes on T.



2.2 Magnetic fields that are constant along I"

In the special case b(¢,s) = b(s), that includes example (1.2) in the Introduction, the curves {k;(£)}Y,

solving (2.7) are constant (i.e. k;(§) = k; € R for every £ € T) and the functions v, n € N do not depend
on the variable £ € T. In this case, inequality (2.9) of Theorem 2.2, part (b), turns into:

tw (2r)7! [ w@)P =1,
J—© |z—z0|<Te

which means that in this case the mass of the eigenfunctions W, is asymptotically uniformly distributed
along I'.

Moreover, the statement of Theorem 2.2 may be simplified into the following:

Corollary 2.7. Let (U, A.) be as in Theorem 2.5. Then, for some l € N and q. € 2neZ
e = ni(ge) + 4meBi(ge) + o(e), (2.15)

where the function B; : R — R is defined as
Bik) = / (x / (= b(d) di + ( / () i) / "0 an) ke, kR (210
0 0 0

We also stress that, in this case, the function § in Corollary 2.6 is constant and equals

N
8= AP0k, (ko).
=1

We finally remark that if b is monotone (as in (1.2)), then Lemma A.1 yields that the branches

v(&, k) = (k) are monotone as well. This implies that the set oging is empty and that ¥ coincides only
with the bulk part opuxk.

2.3 Precise asymptotic expansion

in analogy with the main results in [7], Theorem 2.2, part (b) and Theorem 2.5 are an easy consequence
of a precise asymptotic information on the behaviour of the eigenfunctions W, close to I': Let (U, \;)
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.2. Then, for every ¢ small enough also 2\, ¢ ¥ and there are also
exactly N smooth curves {k; .}V, satisfying (2.7) with A replaced by 2.

Before stating the next proposition, we need the following notation: For every curve k; = k;(§),
j=1,---, N solving (2.7), we define the function

Wie(E,kn(),5) = e R ke WH, (¢ k(€),s),  (&5) €T xR (2.17)

We recall that for every n € N and (£, k) € T, H,(§, k(£),-) is the eigenfunction of O(&, k) associated to
the eigenvalue v, (k, §). We refer to Lemma A.1 in Subsection A.1 for the properties of these functions.

Proposition 2.8. Let (¥., \:)e>0 and the sequence {rc}e~o € Ry be as in Theorem 2.2. Then there
exists a global gauge 0. such that the the function U, = €=U, satisfies the following property: For every
subsequence {€;}jen, there exist Ay,--- Ay € C with Z;-V:l |A;|> =1 such that

By (y.k(v))

S RO IS S5 Sy e 1 (e), %),
=1 (fp v (9, ki ()12 dy) S E

where By is as in (2.12), and in the sense that

- 1
lim sup (][ / |We, — \I/ﬂat,aj\zdf ds)? =0. (2.18)
JTecereT Jd(g,er)<re,

\I/Ej ~ \I’flat,aj =g

N

=

7



3 Proofs

In the remaining part of the paper, for any a,b € R we use the notation a < b and a 2 b if there exists
a constant C' depending on T, |A|, dist(\,X) and m, M in assumptions (A1)-(A3) for b such that a < Cb
and a > Cb, respectively.

3.1 Proofs of Theorems 2.2, 2.5 and Corollary 2.7

In this section, we show how to adapt the proofs of [7] to the current setting. Both the strategy and most
of the auxiliary results contained in [7] may be easily adapted also to the case of magnetic fields as in
(2.2). Below, we thus provide an overview of the strategy that we use to prove Theorem 2.2, 2.5 and give
the details for the parts that conceptually differ from the previous paper.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. The proof for Part (a) is similar to the one for [7, Proposition 2.3] and the main
difference in this setting is that the domain is the whole space R2. If Q is the bounded set that has
boundary T, we argue the inequality of part (a) separately in  and R?\Q.

The argument for the set (2 is analogous to the one for [7, Proposition 2.3] and the only difference is
that the cut-off function ¢ = ¢. used for [7, formula (3.1)] solves [7, boundary value problem (2.12)] in
Q. = {r € Q: dist(z;T) > Me}, where M is as in (A2). Since I' is C4, this set is regular enough for &
sufficiently small and the magnetic field b = by in Q. (c.f. (2.2)). We also stress that the boundedness
of b. (c.f. (A1)) is enough to infer, by standard elliptic regularity, that . € H? (R?).

We now turn to the set R?\Q: By a standard partition argument, it suffices to prove that for every
n € C3°(R*\Q)

/772!dr AP + 62/77!dr AP HeW[? S C(n)e" / L ——

The argument for this inequality is similar to the one above, provided that we use the cut-off function
¢ = noe, with n as above and ¢, the solution of [7, boundary value problem (2.12)] in the exterior domain
{x ¢ Q: dist(x;T) > Me}.

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 2.2, (b): In the case N = 1, this follows easily from (a) and
from the asymptotic expansion of Proposition 2.8 together with the properties of the functions W . (c.f.
also Lemma A.1). For N > 1 the proof is similar and relies on the choice of the mesoscale {r:}.~o that,
thanks to (2.10) and Lemma A.6 implies that

lim| ot I (ki(2)—k;(2)) do dg| = 0.
e=0 |§|<7’s

0

Proof of Theorem 2.5. We begin by showing part (a): The existence of the value N and the curves
{ki(\, €)Y, € CY(I x T) follows the same argument of Lemma A.6 if we apply the Implicit Function
Theorem to the functions F,, : I x TxR — R, F,,. (A, &, k) := vy, (§, k) — \. Also in this case, the fact that
I is an interval that satisfies the assumption dist(I,%) > 0, allows to define the curves {k;}Y; globally
over the set I x T. We remark that, since A ¢ X, the partial derivatives

_WFEAGR(NE) 1

and, by continuity, they do have a sign.

Oki(N, €)

#0 forall £ €T and A € [.



By the previous argument it follows that, for each ¢ = 1,--- , N, the function A; defined as in the
statement of Theorem 2.5 (a), is well-defined and its derivative

1vy , _ 1
Ai(A) —/Taxk:z(A,E) d¢§ = _/]‘aka(f’ki()\,f)) d¢ (3.1)

has a sign. This implies that A; is monotone in I and its inverse is well-defined and continuous. This
establishes the statement of part (a).

We now turn to part (b): Using the expansion of Proposition 2.8, we may argue as for [7, Proof of
Corollary 2.6, (4.19)-(4.20)] and infer that the periodicity in the variable £ of the functions ¥. and v,
yields

Bz(gv ki(€2)\€7£))
T akyni (57 k‘i(€2)\€, g))

Above, we used the fact that the functions k; . of Proposition 2.8 may be rewritten, with the notation of
part (a), as k;(€) = k;(e2\., €). Using the definition of A;, we rewrite the previous identity as

e Bi(faki(g2)‘€7§))
T akyni (57 ki(€2A€7 g))

By part (a) and (3.1) this also implies that

/ ki(e2X,6)dE + ¢ d§ =q. +o(e), for some q. € 2meZ.
T

Ai(E20) = q. d¢ + o(e), for some q. € 2weZ.

2 a1 1 BZ(§7 ki(€2)‘87€))
e = A (e) + E(/T Devm (€, ki (A7 (q0), ) T O (€, Fi(E20c, £))

By the regularity of the functions k;, v,, and since A € I, the second term on the right-hand side is of
size . Hence, €2\, = Ai_l(qe) + O(e). Inserting this into the term

1 —1 Bi(&, ki(e? A2, €))
(/T Ovn, (& ki(A; ' (g), ) %) T Okn,; (&, ki(€2)c, €))

and using the regularity of all the functions involved in the above formula, we infer that

2y A—1 1 ~1 Bi(&, k(A7 (g0),8))
=AM (] o @A @1 0) ) B (€ k(A (00),€)

i.e. the desired formula. O

dg)_1 dé +o(e).

d¢

d¢ + o(e),

Proof of Corollary 2.7. This statement is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.5: Since the magnetic
field b. does not depend on the angular variable ¢ € T, in this setting the curves {k;}}*; of Theorem 2.5,
part (a) do not depend on £. The map A; defined there thus turns into

M) = /T RO E = BN, v, (Bi(N) = A

which implies that A; = Vgil in I. Inserting this into the asymptotic expansion of Theorem 2.5, part (b)
and using that, in this case

(/ 1 1 Bi(&, k(A7 (q2),9))
T Okvn, (&, ki (A7 (ge), €)) T Okvn, (€, ki(A7 (qe), €))

(Qé@ Bi(/ﬁz’(Ai_l(Qa)))/Tﬁ(f)df = 27TBi(ki(Az’_1(q6)))7

(2.12)

ae /T Bi(ki (A7 (g2)), €)de

we establish Corollary 2.7. O



3.2 Proof of Corollary 2.6
The proof of Corollary 2.6 relies on Proposition 2.8 and on the Theorem 2.2, (a).

Proof of Corollary 2.6. We begin by arguing the statement in the case N = 1. The general case N € N
is only more technical and requires a modification similar to the one that was implemented in the proof
of Theorem 2.2.

We begin by claiming that

limsup/ leje(z)] < 1. (3.2)
el0

Using (2.14) with v = %, it suffices to prove that

e—0

limsup/ ,ledel S1 (3.3)
dist(z,I')<e3

so that we only work in a small neighbourhood of I" that is contained in the set U where the curvilinear
coordinates (2.1) are well-defined (c.f. (2.1)). We thus appeal to Proposition 2.8 and decompose the
eigenfunction ¥, as

\PE = \Ila,ﬁat + Ray (34)
with W, ga¢ as in the statement of Proposition 2.8. We now argue that the error term R, satisfies
| Rell 20y + €ll(V +ie™2ac) Rel| 2 ) = o(1), (3.5)

where U := {z € U : dist(x,0U) < 6} for some small § > 0 fixed such that U # @. The first identity
for R. is an immediate consequence of (2.18) in Proposition 2.8, after we sum over a suitable partition of
the curve I' made of intervals of size comparable to r.. For the second identity above we argue as follows:
Writing (1.3) in the rescaled local coordinate (u,6) defined in (A.6), Lemma A.2 implies that

(Ho+eHy o + e Hy)¥, = 2N ¥, in U. (3.6)

Using the definition of W, ga¢, the properties of vy, k; and Hy(-,-) (c.f. Lemma A.1 and A.6) imply that,
in the rescaled coordinates (u,#) we have also

(HO + 5H1,€ + 52H2,5)\I’5,ﬂat = 52/\5\I’e,ﬂat + (5H1,e + 52H2,€)\Ij€,ﬂat +efe, (37)
with || fz||z2 < 1. Using the properties of the operators Hi . and H. 2 and of W, g, it follows that
(Ho+cHy e + 2 Ho ) Ve oy = 2NV, giag + F, (3.8)

with ||F.|z2 < 1. Hence, subtracting this equation to the one for ¥. above and switching back to the
macroscopic local coordinates, we infer by (3.4) that

H.R. = )R.+¢'F. inU (3.9)
We now test this equation with n2R., where 7 is any cut-off for U in U. This yields

I(V + i 2as)Rell7o ) € Ve + e D Rell 2y + IV + ie2ae) Rell o on gy + I Rell ooy (3:10)
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Since every point in U \U is at distance ~ 1 away from the boundary, the localization estimate of Theorem
2.2, (a) for U, and the decay of the functions H,, appearing in the definition of W, ga (c.f. Lemma A.1)
imply that for every n € N

(Vv + ie_2a€)R5HLz(U\U) + ||R6HL2(U\U)
SNV +ie™2a) el oy g) + 1 Well L2y + IV +ie™%ae) Ve atl 2\ 0) + 1= sl 205y S €

3.10) implies the second inequality in (3.5).
3.4) into (2.13) so that

Inserting this into (

We now insert (

Ay N YO ANURN ST ]
dist(z,T") dist(z,I")

<e3 <e3d

ve | (e + R)(V + ie%a.)Re)|

dist(xz,I")<e3

+ 6/ , Im(Ro(V + ie2a.) Ve gat) .
dist(xz,I")<e3

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, the definition of W, g,r and (3.5), the last two terms vanish in the limit
€ — 0. Hence

/ el <e / (Tt (V + i) gag)| + 0(1). (3.11)
dist(z,I") dist(z,I")

<e3 <e3

We establish (3.2) from this inequality relying on the explicit formula for W, g,.: We first remark that,
thanks to Lemma A.3, the operator (V + ic~2a.) may be written in curvilinear coordinates as

- <a§ +ig ! /0 (1 + er(€)t)b(E, 1) dt) T

Vi = (04 LK (©al9) + RO ()5 )N +

2
+ Vi 4 ie 253V,

with V1, V5 satisfying the bounds in Lemma A.3 and the functions s, € C*(T) being there defined. This,
together with the change of variable s = epu, implies that

. / (Tt (V + 620 )T )|
dist(xz,I")<e3

2 T, 1 .1 #
Se /T/u<e% ‘Im(\ye,ﬁatm (85 + i /0 (1 +er(&)t)b(E, t)dt) T, flat)|

+é° / / (T ot (5710, + ip%) U frag) |
T J|pl<e™3

e [ eV 4V o)
T J|pl<e™3

Since the functions U, g, may be written as U, gt = F(§)G (1, §) with G being a real-valued function, the
term containing the derivative 0, vanishes. Furthermore, using the properties of the functions Hi(:,-) in
the definition of W, ga¢ (c.f. Lemma A.1), both the last term and the remaining term in the second-to-last
vanish in the limit € — 0. This yields that

5/ 2 |hn(§€,ﬁat(V + Z'5_2615)@5,ﬂat)|
dist(xz,I")<e3

— 1 I
< g2 1 .
Se /T/u<e% Tm (W, fat e <8§ + ig /0 (1 +er(&)t)b(E, t)dt> W fat)| + o(1).

11



Using a similar argument, and relying again on the explicit formulation of W, ga¢, on the properties of the
functions Hi(-,-) (Lemma A.1) and on the boundedness of the function k; (Lemma A.6 and By ((2.12)),
we may reduce the above inequality further reduces to

E/ \Im( e ﬁat(v + 1™ ae)ﬁa,ﬂat)‘
dist(zx F)<€3

I
<e / / . [Tm (¥, fat (85 4 4e” / b({,t)dt) U, fat)| + o(1).
|ul<e™3 0

Using again the formulation for W, g.¢, we notice that
_ T
T (U o (ag + g™ / b(g, t)dt) U fat)
0

o o (k1(9),9)? n
= k). Py * /0 b€, ) dt) | Ha (ka (6), )]

+ g—%1m<ﬁa qate® J§ k1) W, ( Okt (k1(€), ©) ¢! s Bilk1(v).w) W (k (€), N)))
(J [Okv1 (K1 (y), y)|? dy) 2

(3.12)
Using again the regularity of the curve ky and of By and the properties of Hi(-,+), we infer that

%// |Im< sﬂatesfo ki(y)d
|| <e™ 3

X O Ok (K1 (€),€)] . i S B1(k1(y)7y)dyH1(k:1(§),M)))| = o(1)
(Jq 1Okv1 (ki (y), y)|? dy) 2

so that

5/ 9 ]Im(@€7ﬂat(v + i5_2aa)\lle,ﬁat)‘
dist(xz,I")<e3

\3k1/1(/<:1() I ,
¢ //MK& L [ 18k (k (), )2 d |k1 / b(&,t) dt|[Hy (k1 (), 1)]* + o(1).

By the definition of the set 3, the term T Ng:;ll((]];l((j)) 8;2 " is bounded in T. Moreover, since b € L>(R?),
T ’

k1 € C°T) and the function Hy(ky(€),-) decays exponentially fast, we infer that the first term on the
right-hand side is uniformly bounded. Inserting this inequality into (3.11), we establish (3.2).

Equipped with (2.14) and (3.2), we are now ready to prove the main statement. Let p € D(R?): Since
the function p is uniformly continuous in any compact set, (3.2) also implies that

ili)%&‘/]ap— hmé?/ p(§,0) /SK&% Je-

From this identity, the proof of the corollary follows by a computation very similar to the one for (3.2):
As in the proof of the latter, since p is bounded in a neighbourhood of I', we reduce the previous identity

to

- 1
ime [ o€.0) [ o=etm [p€0) [ (@@ ris [ b0 a0T. 00
=20 Jr | |ul<e™3 0

S|<€3 e—0

and, using (3.12) and (3.13), also to

lims/ ,0 / ]
lim Tp(f ) IsKE%]a

— lim ’akyl( (5)76)‘2 a 2
=ty [ o6 0) iy |y @+ [T e a0l 09 )

(3.14)
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y (A.22) in Lemma A.5, the term

/ ENCICE /0 " b6, 1) d) |y (ka (€. 1) — B (k1 (6), €). (3.15)
pl<e™ 3

This, identity (3.14), together with the boundedness of p and T \'25,:1 (:;((y)) 3 ‘E 3 implies the statement of
T

the corollary in the case N = 1.
In the general case N > 1, the proof of the corollary may be argued in a similar way with only a few

modification when we compute the term Im(W. gat (9 +ic " [} b(£,t) dt) ¥, gat) in (3.12). To simplify the
notation, let us write

Ve i€ 5) = €72 i o S e W R H, (he(€), D), Fu(€) = Aget IS Bty dy__On) (kel©),©)
7 =1 ‘ € f’]r akVne (ks,ﬁ(y)7 y) dy

With this notation, (3.12) turns into
_ [
Im(\l’e,ﬂat(ag +1e” / b(f, t) dt)\I’e’ﬁat)
0

N )
— LS F(€) Ful)e o e —km) dy g, /0 b€, t) At) Ho(ke(€), 1) Hup (i (€), 12) + o(1).

fm=1

The proof of (3.2) for N > 1 follows from this identity with an argument similar to the one for case
N = 1. The proof of the main statement follows again from (3.2) and the identity above as done for the
case N = 1 provided that

lul<e™3

/ (0, € Fom (€)Fy (€) et J5 (ke W)=k ) dy / (ke + ”b(g,t) AtV Hy (ke (&), 1) Hym (ko (§)pr = 0(1).
m#L 0

This identity may be obtained by Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma [8, Proposition 3.2.1] since the function

9(&) == p(0,€) F (§) F () fm' 3 (ke fo 0(&,t) dt) Ho (ke (&), 1) Hrm (ki (&)1 € CH(T) and [ke(€) =k (€)] >
J for every £ € T (c.f. also Remark 2.4).

0

3.3 Proof of Proposition 2.8

The proof of Proposition 2.8 is very similar to the one for [7, Theorem 2.4] and we refer to [7, Subsection
2.3] for a detailed discussion on the general strategy behind these proofs. We thus merely sketch of
the steps of the argument that only require a trivial modification of the proof of [7, Theorem 2.4] and
only focus on the new parts. We stress that the main technical challenge in the current paper is the
macroscopic change of the magnetic field b. along the curve I'. In the blow-up analysis, the magnified
asymptotic problem depends on the point of £ € I' around which we perform the blow-up: for every £ € I'
as before, the limit problem resembles the standard Iwatsuka model described in Subsection A.1 with
magnetic field b = b(§;-). As the microscopic limit problems do depend on the macroscopic coordinate
¢ €T, also the solution k to the eikonal equation (A.23) does depend on £ € T.

The proof of Proposition 2.8 relies on the analogue of [7, Proposition 5.1] that is adapted to this
setting. This means, in particular, that the exact same statements of [7, Proposition 5.1] are true also if
we replace the harmonic oscillator O(k) := —02 + (z — k)? with O(k, £) as defined in (A.3). The proof of
this result may be proven exactly as done for [7, Proposition 5.1] if we rely on Lemma A.1 instead of [7,
Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 5.4]. Throughout the proof below, we thus refer to [7, Proposition 5.1] with the
understanding that this holds for the operator O(k,¢§).

13



Proof of Proposition 2.8. We start by focussing on the case N = 1: This means that there is only one
curve k = k(&) solving (2.7). The general case N > 1 is only technically more challenging: We may
upgrade the argument for N = 1 to any number of curves N € N via the same adaptations used in [7] to
pass from [7, Theorem 2.4] to [7, Theorem 2.5]. We briefly comment on this issue at the end of the proof.

We follow the same argument of [7, Theorem 2.4]: Using the localization result of Theorem 2.2, (a),
we may reduce to study (1.3) for the family (¥, \.) in the neighbourhood U where the local coordinates
are well-defined (c.f. [7, (3.17)-(3.18)]). Thanks to this, we may apply the results of Subsection A.2 and
appeal to Lemma A.2 to rewrite, up to a change of gauge ¥, — €=U, the equation for ¢ ¥, into the
microscopic coordinates (u,6) introduced in (A.6). Throughout this proof, we simplify the notation by
writing W, instead of =,

We define the quantity

1
me := (max U |%)? 3.16
= (g /dm / . ?) (3.16)

and, for every £ € T fixed, we consider the rescaled function
~ €
U (&,0,u) = E\IIE(é +e6,ep). (3.17)
€

1. The first step is the analogue of [7, Proposition 3.3] and amounts to show that for every £ € T and
w << e, we have

/e <1/ (1 1) 0e(€0,10) — = Jet e ko YA€) (L +ie0C1 (€)) H (€ + <0, k(€ + £0), p)[* dudd

< ew+e
(3.18)
for some A.(§) € C, |A-(§)] <1 and where

BUEHME) 5 410 G (6, ke (€))),  with By is as in (2.12). (3.19)

A= Foneren TiaE

We prove (3.18) as done in [7, proof of Proposition 3.3, Step 1]: Using definitions (3.17) and
(3.16), and the equation for W_, we have that W, is uniformly bounded in H'({|§| < R} x R) for
every R > 0. Hence, up to a subsequence, we have that ¥. — WUy in H'({||] < R} x R), for
every R > 0. We thus use Lemma A.2 to pass to the limi in the equation for ¥, and infer that

Uo(0, 1) = A(E)e® O H (€, k(€), p) for some A(€) € C such that |A(€)] < 1 for every & € T.
Arguing as in [7, Proof of Proposition 3.3, Step 2], we now proceed to consider the next-order

approximation: We define the term ¥, ; := @, with Uy, = A (€)etR= OV H (€, k. (€), 1) and
A (&) — A(€) defined as in [7, (3.52)]. We use again the decomposition for H. of Lemma A.2 to
write:

(Hy— M)V = Hy V. +eHy V. + fo .+ 0f1c+ 0% for, (3.20)

with Hy ., Hs . defined as in Lemma A.2 and

= ( /0 " deb(es ) iy,

fro _22,(/0“ b(§+69,€tg—b(€,t) dt)(aﬁi/o“b(“)dt)
o [MO(E+e0,t) —b(Et) 2
Joe = (/0 0 dt) .
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We stress that the additional terms fo., fi., f2,. appear in the equation since the operator Hy.
in Lemma A.2 does depend on the variable 6. In contrast with [7, (3.57) and (3.58)], these new
terms imply that the right-hand side in the previous equation grows as e6% + 6. This yields, by [7,
Proposition 5.1], that the function ¥, ; satisfies for every R > 0

][ /|\1f€1 0 u)|dud9)% <eR? + R?.
[0|<R

By the same arguments of [7, Proof of Proposition 3.3, (3.60)], we may pass to the (weak) limit in
€ — 0. By the previous inequality, the limit function ¥, grows at most quadratically in the variable
6 and, by (3.20), it solves

(#1y ~ N = Hyo + ([ dgbiest) oy (3.21)
I I
— 216 / Deb(E, 1) dt) (Dp + i / b€, 1) dt)Tg. (3.22)
0 0
We now want to identify Wy, starting from the previous equation: we claim that
K d -
(€, 1) = A(6) ((z‘ecl &)+ z‘92§>H<§, B(©): ) + (0 g H(E, k(). 1) + W(S,u)))el’“(w (3.23)

with [C(¢)] S 1 and W(E,-) L H(& k(E),), IW(&, )|z < 1. This is the analogue of [7, (3.54)]
that is proved by appealing to [7, Lemma 5.2]. Here, we appeal to the analogue of the previous
lemma adapted to the current setting. We thus sketch below the argument: Applying the Fourier
transform in the variable 6 to equation (3.21), the distribution ¥y = W, (k, 1) solves, in the sense of
Schwartz distributions as in [7, (5.28), proof of Lemma 5.2], an equation of the form

(O(k) = N1 = fi(u)o(k — k(§)) + fa(p)Okd(k — k(&) (3.24)

Here, the functions f1, fo : R — R are defined as

1) = (=(©0, — 2(Oul(E)? —2(€)( [ (e~ 1 ADK(E) — i(30'©n(€) + AW (20}

0

1 1
B0 (€)R(E) + A€ (€)) — 2m(E)( / (1 — £)b(E, 1) dt)( /O bE.1) 1)) H (€, H(E). 1)

) 0
+i [ 06blE. 1) )1 (6 ). )
" u
) = —2i( /0 agb@,t)dt)(/o b(E,t) dt — K(€)) Hy(€, K(E). p).

We recall that here the function x denotes the curvature of I' and « is defined as in (A.7). Using
the same argument in [7, Proof of Lemma 5.2] for ¥y, we infer that

U1k, 1) == CoH(E,K(E), )RS (k — k(€)) + (CLH (&, k(€), 1) + Wa(1))Orb(k — k(€))

£ Wik~ H(E)) (32
with Cy and W5 solving
m
[ 2 ) die = 4Cs () ~ [ bE) ADIHIE KO, I dp =0,
0 (3.26)

(O(k(§)) = MWa = fo — 4Ca(k(§) — /Oub(&t)dt)ﬂ(&k(i)au) in R, Wa L H(& (), )
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and C4 such that
m
/ FL ) H(E K(E), 1) du — 4C, / (k(e) - /O b(E,£) D) H (€, K(E), 1) dp

(3.27)
/ /bé, 1) dt)H (€, K(£), j)Wa () djs — 2C5 = 0.

We stress that the term d(k — k(&)) in (3.25) does not contain a term proportional to Hq(&, k(&), )
due to the choice of A, (see [7, (3.52)] and [7, Second identity in (3.64)]).

Using the first identity in (3.26) and formula (A.22) in Lemma A.5, we infer that
{
Cy = §k'(§) (3.28)

Inserting this into the second equation in (3.26), and appealing to (A.26) of Lemma A.5, we get
that

Wz(ﬂ)‘l@ (&, K (&), ) (3.29)

Finally, the previous two formulas, (3.27) and Lemma A.5 yield that Cy is as in (3.19). Inserting
(3.28), (3.29) and (3.19) into (3.25), we conclude that

(60 = A©)(1001(6) + i ED H(E M) ) + (0 HE KO, 10+ W (6 0) ) 4O
with W(€,) L H(EK©), ), [W(E ez £1,

As in [7, Proof of Proposition 3.3, Step 3] we now turn to the second-order approximation and

consider the term Wo . := w As for Wy . above, also in this case the change in the magnetic

field produces new terms on the right hand side that have a higher growth in 6 with respect to the
analogue problem in [7, (3.67) and display above]. This, in particular implies that

][ /|\1f€2 0 u)|dud9)% <eR' + R3.
[0|<R

Spelling out the definition of W, 5 and using the properties of the exponential, this inequality yields,
in turn, inequality (3.18).

We now claim that the F.(:) := e ¢ £ Jokw)dy 4 <(+) satisfies for every £ € T and |w| > 1 such that
lew| << 1 the inequality
|Fo(€ + ew) — Fo(§)(1 +dew C1(€))| S e +2|w]’. (3.30)

The term C is the same as in (3.18). We remark that, with this definition of F., inequality (3.18)
may be rewritten as

/0 - /(1 + ]M’)—G‘\Pa(g; 0,p) — ot JEHE0 1) dng(f)(l +1ie0C (€))H (€ + €0, k(€ + EH);N)P
< |wl? +e.
(3.31)

The proof of (3.30) is very similar to the one for [7, (3.34), proof of Lemma 3.4]: We remark that
the function

f(&ew) / / (6,0, e HIETTROW T (¢ 4 o0 k(e + 20), p) dO dp (3.32)
0—w|<1
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satisfies

|f(&ew) — A(E)(L+ Ci(§)ew)| Se+e|wl®,  |F(£0) —A¢)| Se
F(€,ew) = e EE TR p (e 4w, 0),

The first inequality above follows directly from (3.18) and the properties of the eigenfunctions
Hq(&,k(€),); the second inequality is a consequence of the first with the choice w = 0. The third
inequality is a simple change of variables in the definition of f(-,-). Wrapping together the previous
inequalities yields (3.30).

. We now show that F. — F uniformly on T with
F'=iCiF inT, |F(0)]=1.
This implies that every limit function F' satisfies

91 (&, k1 (€)) i f§ gty ay
Y

F.=A B1(y)
! 8kV1 (0, /ﬁl (0))

for some A; € C with |A;| = 1. The previous ODE follows from Step 2 by an argument similar
to the one in [7, Proof of Lemma 3.4] using Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem and [7, (3.33)]: The main
difference, in this case, is that the increments cannot immediately be chosen to be macroscopic (i.e.
w ~ e71). We first claim that C] is continuous on T and hence that the function Cy : T — R is
Lipschitz. The continuity of Cf is a simple consequence of the definition (3.18), the regularity of the
functions v;(+,-) and k; (c.f. Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.6) and the assumption A € ¥ that implies
that Ok (€, k(§)) > € for every £ € T and for some € > 0.

We now define 6. := ew and remark that, whenever ¢ << §;, << E%, inequality (3.30) may be
rewritten as

[Fe(§ +6:) — Fe(§)(1 + 6:C1(€))| S o(de), for every & € T, 6. as above.
Since C(-) is Lipschitz, using a telescopic sum the inequality above implies that also
[Fe(§ +0) — F(§)(1 +0C1(£))| S o(d), forevery £ €T, 6~ 1.

From this, the argument follows as in [7, Proof of Lemma 3.4].

. Conclusion. From inequality (3.31) and an argument similar to the one to pass from [7, (3.31)] to
[7, (3.22)], we infer that for every £* € T

T * i (€7 +e0 * * *
/w 1/ (W (e50,p) — ezl FOWE (EVH(E* + 20, k(€ +<0),w)|* S e
<

In this case, to we get rid of the weight (1 + |u|)~% using properties of the eigenfunctions H, (¢, k, -)
in Lemma A.1. We now combine the previous inequality with Step 3 to infer that also

[, 1Bt = OB HE 0. bE" 20, = o),

where we abuse notation writing € instead of a sequence {¢;};eny and where o(1) does not depend
on the point &, € T but it might depend on {¢;};en.
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Using the definition of U, and of the limit function F of Step 3, we infer, after a change of coordinates,

that
_1 f k(y) dy-i-zf 7(13181#/(6*7 (f*)) 542
m — Ajes’0 0 Bprlyk(y)) ™ — > 2L H(£ k(£),—)|*déds = o1
| et (€ h(©), D dgds = o(1)
(3.33)
for A; € C such that |4;] = 1. To conclude the proof of Proposition 2.8 it thus remains to show
that
Ok (0, k(0

(Fp 1y, k()2 dy)*

We show (3.34) as follows: From (3.33), for every &, € T the triangle inequality, the fact that
|A1| =1 and the normalization of the eigenfunctions H (&, k(£), ) yield that

2 ak”(f*, (f*)) 2
/5 g*|<5/"1" w(0.5) | o)

Since || W,/ 122y = 1, we may now find n. intervals {I; 0}, of size € centred at points {£f};<; such
that

Ne
ENg — 1, 55 = Z H\P€||L2(I&i><R) — 1.

Using this construction and the identity two displays above, we infer that

- X G o)

Using that the functions Oxv(-, k(+)) are continuous and differentiable (c.f. Lemma A.1 and Lemma
A.6), we know that

e (i k(&) fr 10KV (y, k(y))|* dy
> v (0,k(0)) - 10k (0, k(0))]2

and hence also (3.34). This establishes Proposition 2.8 when N = 1.

We conclude by quickly remarking on the case N > 1, namely if the solutions to (2.7) are more than
one. This case may be treated as is done in [7, Theorem 2.5 and Proposition 4.1] by relying on the fact
that, by Lemma A.1, we have that

][ ot J§ (ki(s)=kj(s) ds < =1
|¢|<Ce

The proof of Step 1 may be adapted to this case as done in [7, Proof of Prop051t10n 4.1]. In this case,

for every £ € T the blow-up limit is of the form Uy (&;0,p) = ;V 14 (§)es Jg ki ()ds g (&, k5(6), p) for
Ai(&), -+, A;(&) € C. We stress that, in this case, in the analogue of (3.18) the right-hand 81de contains
also a term of the form Ce.

Step 2 may be argued similarly for each function of the form Fjc.(-) = e~z Jokic®) WA, § =
1,--+,N. The argument is an adaptation of the one above and [7, Proof of Proposition 4.1, Step 2]. We
stress that, in this instance, it is convenient to replace the function in (3.35) with

0 —w ~ _i Ete0

EGEDES ]|[e ") / W (€, 0, pm)e e IV H (S 4 20 k(6 +20), 1) A0 (3.35)

w|<
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where 7 is any smooth cut-off function for {|#| < 1} in {|f| < 2} and the index j = 1,--- , N. This choice,
indeed, yields that the products of two different waves satisfy for every n €e Nand é,57 =1,--- N, i # j

&\ L () —ki(s)) ds| < €
T, eeJo\"I ? Sn . 336
TRES - (3.36)

Step 3 and 4 may be argued as in the case N = 1 if we choose an appropriate sequence C. — TOO
such that eC. < €2 and set r. := eC.. We stress that, in the argument for Step 3, the choice r. < 2 is
crucial for the argument of Step 3 to work also in this setting. O

A Appendix

A.1 The flat-boundary case

We use the notation x = (x1,z2) € R?. In this subsection we discuss and enumerate some well-known
results for the spectrum and (generalized) eigenfunctions in the case of a perpendicular magnetic field bes
where the intensity b(x) = b(z1) depends only on one variable and satisfies assumptions (A1)-(A3) with
the variable s replaced by x1. In this setting, we may choose a suitable gauge such that the corresponding
Hamiltonian takes the form

Hiya i= =02, — (Opy +1 /0 b(t)dt)? in R? (A1)

and the spectrum may decomposed as

0(Hiwa) = {vn(k) : k€ R} (A.2)
where, for each k € R fixed, the sequence {v;(k)}nen C Ry corresponds to the (simple) eigenvalues of the
one-dimensional operator

Op(k) :== =02 + / b(s)ds —k)* in L*(R). (A.3)

We remark that by assumption (A3) the potential ([ b(s)ds — k)? grows at infinity. Therefore, the
spectrum of Oy (k) is discrete with simple eigenvalues and {v;(k)}en is a positive and increasing sequence.

The following lemma summarizes some well-known properties for o(Hry,) and o(Op(k)), for k € R:
Lemma A.1. (i) For every n € N, the function v, € C°(R) satisfies

1 1
Up = m(n+ = lim v, (k) =b_(n+ = lim v, (k) =by(n+ =

5) m 5) G 5)- (A.4)

Here, the constant m > 0 is as in (A3) for b. Moreover, if b is monotone, then each v, is monotone
as well.

(ii) For everyn € N and k € R, let H,(k,-) € L?(R) be the (normalized) eigenfunction corresponding
to the eigenvalue vn(k) for O(k). Then, there exists a constant C' = C(n,m, [|b]| o (g2)) such that
for every R > 1

/| " R\Hn(k;xl)\2da:1 < exp(—c(n)R).
z—k|>
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Proof. The proof of (i) is standard and may be easily seen by diagonalizing the operator Hry, and
relying on the assumptions on b to study the eigenvalues v, (k), k € R, for Op(k). Since b is strictly
positive, for every k € N we can always write (k — [ b(s)ds) = f;(k) b(s)ds for a unique z(k) € R.
This yields that (k — [, b(s)ds)? > m*(x — z(k))? and that, if |k| — oo also 2 — Foo and thus
ff(k) b(s)ds ~ by(x — x(k)), whenever |x — z(k)| < |x(k)| — M with M as in (A2). The proof of (i) may
be thus argued via standard comparison principles and Min-Max techniques for semibounded operators
(c.f. [16, Theorem XIII.1]).

The proof of (ii) is a consequence of the equation solved by each function H,(k,-). For the detailed
proof, we refer to [13, Lemma 3.5]. We stress that in [13] it is assumed that b € C°°(R). The proof of [13,
Lemma 3.5], however, works also under the assumptions of the current section. O

A.2 Local Hamiltonian

Throughout this subsection, we work in the tubular neighbourhood U of the curve I" where the curvilinear
coordinates defined in (2.1) are well defined. In this section, we prove that the Hamiltonian H. admits,
up to a change of gauge, a suitable local representation in U that will prove to be useful in the blow-up
analysis performed in Proposition 2.8.

Let be be as in Section 2 and let H. be as in (1.1). We consider as magnetic potential the vector field
e 2a., with a. := (V¢.)T such that

{—Aqﬁa = b, in R2

lim Sup 4|00 |2|72|pe ()] < 4o00.

(A.5)

Since b. € L*°(R?), it follows that ¢, € VVl2’p (R2), p € [1;+00) by standard elliptic regularity theory and

oc

Calderon-Zygmund estimates [6, Theorem 9.9].
If (£, s) are as in (2.1), for a fixed point &, € T we define the microscopic coordinates (6, )

srep, £ &+ eb. (A.6)
Finally, if Q C R? is the bounded set having boundary I, we define the function
a:T—-R «af) :=0,G(&,s) (A.7)

where G is the Green function for the set 2, namely the (weak) solution to

-AG =9 in
(x) in (A8)
G=0 on I
Lemma A.2. For &, €T, let (0,p) be as in (A.6). Let u € H*(U) and f € L*>(U) and such that
Hu=f nU. (A.9)
Then, there exists a global change of gauge such that w = u(0, ) and f = f(0,u) satisfy
(HO,E + 5H1,€ + 52H2,€)u = 52f7 (A.lO)
with the operators
m
Hoe = —0, — (0 +z'/ bdt)?
0
o
Hi . = —K0, + 2kudj + 2z'/<;(/ (u—t)bdt)9y —i(3a'k + am');ﬂ@i (A.11)
0

— i3’k + ar)u — 2/1(/()#(/1 — t)bdt)(/ubdt)

0
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and Ha . : H*(U)N H{(U) — L2(U) satisfying for every p € H2(U) N HE(U)

j ju
wawmmnsW1+MM%+gAbprwﬁwu+wm%%+gébmmmn
I POl + 1+ D ol + 1A+ Dol (A2)

We recall that the function k is the curvature of I' and that o is defined as in (A.7). Furthermore, we stress
that the functions o, k, o/, k' are evaluated at &, + €6, while the function b in the integrals is evaluated in

(&« +€0,1).
The previous result follows from:

Lemma A.3. Let u, f,k,a be as in Lemma A.2. Then, there exists a gauge p. € C?*(R?) such that
@ = ey and f := €'’ f solve

~(V+i=55) - (V+i=55)i=f inU, (A.13)

where the vector field aoce Satisfies

1 -
Qloc,e = A0, + 5(3/40/ + /i/oz)SzN +2 + 8V, inU (A.14)
with .
£ B N
= 1 Hb(E, t)dt | T A.15
ne(65) = s |+ em©npie at) (A15)

and the error terms Vi and Vs such that
IVillzoo @y + [IVal Loy S 1.
This lemma, in turn, is a consequence of the following simple result:

Lemma A.4. Let E C R? be a simply connected and open set having C' boundaries. Let K C E be
compact, simply connected and with C boundary. Let A, A € H'(E\K;R?) be two vector fields such that

V-A=V-A inE\K, A-v= A-v. (A.16)
OF OF

Then there exist two extensions V,V € L?(E;R?) of A and A, respectively, such that
V-V=V.-V inE. (A.17)

Proof of Lemma A.2. The proof of this result follows from Lemma A.3 and the formulation of the operator
into curvilinear coordinates (see also [7, Proof of Lemma 3.2]). O

Proof of Lemma A.3. We recall the definition of the vector field a. = (V¢.)T, with ¢. solving (A.5). For
ape as in (A.15), we define the vector field

A= agje + ¢ VG, (A.18)

where the constant ¢, € R chosen such that

[ A= [@) v = [ a0

Since, by construction, V X ag. = b in U, we have that also V - A, =b.inU. By (A.5), this also yields
that V- A, = V- A, in U. We may thus apply Lemma A.4: Let Q C R? be the bounded domain having
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boundary I'. We define the sets B = QUU and K = O\U and apply Lemma A.4 to the vector fields
A =a. and A = A.. This yields that we may extend the previous fields to the whole set F in such a way
that

V-A.=V-a. inE. (A.19)

Since E is simply connected, the previous identity implies that there exists a function p. € C?(E)
such that (A. ) = (A.)T + Vp.. The definition of the Hamiltonian H. implies that the functions @ =
e pfu f=et “pe f satisfy the equation

—(v+¢‘:—;T) (v+zA—T)a f inU. (A.20)

To conclude the proof of the lemma, we need to show that there exists another change of gauge which
allows to replace the vector potential A7 with Alocc as in (A.14). We do this by arguing as done in [7,
Lemma 3.1]: Using the local coordinates and equation (A.8), the regularity of Q yields that for every
(&,s) € U it holds

G(&,s) = as + s® 4+ vs° + O(|s|h)

with 8 = —1ka and v = ¢(ka + k%o — o). From this, we infer that

AT = ag + (a + 28s + 3ys*)T — (a/s + /s> ++'s)N + O(s%).

1+ ks

We argue as done in [7, proof of Lemma 3.1] and use the definitions of «, 8 and ~ to set the gauge

€ Q Q 1,
Pe= /0 ‘" ((2’7%:‘)2 B L(2‘7;)2”27T€2£ g0t

such that ajoc ¢ 1= AT + Vp. satisfies (A.14). We stress that both Vp. and the exponential function e’ “?pe
are periodic in the variable £ € T (c.f. [7, End of proof of Lemma 3.1]). O

Proof~ of Lemma A.j. The proof of this result is a simple application of the divergence theorem: Since A
and A have the same flux through OF and same divergence in E\ K, it follows that also

/aKA-V:/aKA'V. (A.21)

We thus define the extensions V and V as the vector fields

Vo A in E\K 7 A in E\K
" lVu in K " \Vi in K

where u, @ solve the Neumann problems

—Au=f inK —Au=f inK
Opau=A-v ondK dou=A-v ondK

with f € LQ(Q) being any function that satisfies the compatibility condition

/ / y A2 / A-v.
K oK oK
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A.3 Properties of the surfaces y(-,-).

In this whole section we assume that b. is as in (2.2).

Lemma A.5. For everyn € N, let v, : T x R — R be the surfaces defined in (2.4). For n € N and
(&,k) € TR, let Hy(&, k,-) be the eigenfunction for O(k,&) in (2.3) associated to the eigenvalue vy, (&, k).
Then the function v, is differentiable and
o(&. ) =2 [ ([ ble.0)dt = Bl ko)
RO . (A.22)
e k) =2 [ ([ aaiean( [ bt dt - )| Ha(6 ko) do
R JO 0

Lemma A.6. Let \ ¢ X, with ¥ as in (2.6). Then, there exist N € N functions {k‘j}é\f:l C C(T)
satisfying for every j=1,--- /N

vn,; (€, kj(§)) =X for some n; € N and for all § € T. (A.23)
Furthermore, there exists § > 0 such that for every & € T it holds that

|ki(§) — ki (§)| =0 for everyi,j=1,--- N, such that i # j. (A.24)

Finally, for each i =1,--- N, the derivative k| admits the representation

Ki(E) = ( /R (k(€) - /0 “be, 1)) /0 " Oeb(, 1)) | Hi /fi(f),m)\2dx>_l

N (A.25)
- ; (6), z)|?dz ).
([0 = [ se.naniie k), 0)Pae)
and, for every & € T, the function F(-) := d%Hn(g, kn(€),-) is the unique solution to
@)+ ([ Hen i - k(PP ()
0 N N (A.26)
—AF(@) = 2( [ UE D)t~ Rl €)( | Ob(E 1)t + KOV H(E hn(€)ox) in R
0 0
and such that
/RF(:C)Hn(g, kn(§),z)dz = 0. (A.27)

Proof of Lemma A.5. The proof of this statement follows by the same argument used for the Feynman-
Hellmann formula (e.g. [10, Subsection 3.2.2]): We differentiate the spectral problem solved by H, (&, k, )
in £ or k and test the resulting equation with H,(,k,-) itself. We stress that, since by construction
| Hn (85 ks )| 2@y = 1 for every £ € T and k € R, it follows that both Oy H, (&, k,-) and O¢Hy (€, k, ) are
orthogonal with respect to Hy (¢, k, ). O

Proof of Lemma A.6. The proof of (A.23) and (A.24) and is an easy consequence of the assumption that
A ¢ ¥ and the Implicit Function Theorem. Let A\ ¢ X. Then, if for every n € N the equation vy, (k,§) = A
does not admit a solution, the lemma is satisfied with the choice N = 0. Let us assume, instead, that
there exists (£1,k1), -+ (En,kn) € T x R for N > 1 such that, for every j = 1,--- ,N there is n; € N
such that vy, (&;, k;) = A\. We stress that, by Lemma A.1, (i), it follows that the numbers n; € N satisfy
a uniform upper bound that depends on |A|.
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Since A ¢ ¥ and N is finite, we appeal to the Implicit Function Theorem and infer that there exist
t > 0 and functions {kj}j-vzl such that k;(&;) = k; and vy, (€, k;(§)) = A for every [§ — &;| < k. The
regularity of each v, (Lemma A.1) and the uniform upper bound for n; yields that the size s is uniform
in £ € T. This, together with the fact that, by assumption Oyvy, (£, k) # 0 for every £ € T and k € R
such that v, (&, k) = X implies that the same argument may be extended to a globally defined function
k‘j : T — R.

Property (A.24) may be proven by contradiction: Since T is compact and N € N is finite, it follows
that if (A.24) does not hold, we may then find 7,5 = 1,--- , N with ¢ # j and a value &, € T such that
ke := k;j(&) = ki(§). By definition, we know that vy, (£, ki(§)) = v, (&, k() = A. Since for £ € T
and ky € R fixed the sequence {v;(&, ki)}jen is strictly monotone in j € N (c.f. Lemma A.1), it follows
that necessarily n; = n; := n. On the other hand, since A ¢ X, the implicit function theorem yields
that k;(§) = ki(€§) for [€ — & | < k. The uniformity of x over T, implies that the same argument may
be extended o the full circle T. This implies k; = k; and yields a contradiction since the two curves are
assumed to be distinct.

We now turn to (A.25): This is an immediate consequence of the definition of the curves {k;} en
via the Implicit Function Theorem and the representation for the derivatives 01y, 0¢1; of Lemma A.5.
Similarly, (A.26) and (A.27) follow by differentiating in & the equation

(—83 + (/1‘ b(&, s)ds — kj(g))2Hnj (&, ki (&), ) = Ny, (&, kj(§),z) x € Rand for every § € T. (A.28)
0

and the condition ||Hy, (&, k(€),-)|l2w) = 1 for every £ € T. We stress that (A.27) implies that the solution
to (A.26) is unique. O
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