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THE RELATIVE TRACE FORMULA IN ELECTROMAGNETIC
SCATTERING AND BOUNDARY LAYER OPERATORS

ALEXANDER STROHMAIER AND ALDEN WATERS

ABSTRACT. This paper establishes trace formulae for a class of operators defined in terms of
the functional calculus for the Laplace operator on divergence-free vector fields with relative
and absolute boundary conditions on Lipschitz domains in R®. Spectral and scattering theory
of the absolute and relative Laplacian is equivalent to the spectral analysis and scattering
theory for Maxwell equations. The trace formulae allow for unbounded functions in the
functional calculus that are not admissible in the Birman-Krein formula. In special cases the
trace formula reduces to a determinant formula for the Casimir energy that is being used
in the physics literature for the computation of the Casimir energy for objects with metallic
boundary conditions. Our theorems justify these formulae in the case of electromagnetic
scattering on Lipschitz domains, give a rigorous meaning to them as the trace of certain
trace-class operators, and clarifies the function spaces on which the determinants need to be
taken.
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2 A. STROHMAIER AND A. WATERS

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we establish several trace formulae for operators governing the time-harmonic
Maxwell equations on an open set X = Qu M c R? of the form R?\ 99, where Q is a bounded
(strongly) Lipschitz domain. Here we will refer to € as the interior and to M as the exterior
domain. We denote by E, H the electric and magnetic fields, respectively. The time-harmonic
Maxwell-system is given by

curl E—iAH =0

divE =0

curl H+iAE =0 (1)
divH =0

vxE=A on 0N

(v,H)=f on 00

where the first four equations are considered in either 2 or M separately, or simultaneously
by considering this as an equation on X. Here v is the almost everywhere defined outward
pointing unit normal vector field on 92. This system is well posed on suitable function spaces
under natural consistency conditions on A and f. In particular, if A is sufficiently regular
and tangential and A # 0 the function f is determined by A. For the interior problem, given a
tangential A, the system then has a unique solution for A away from a discrete set of points.
For the exterior problem and Im(\) > 0 one imposes that E and H are square integrable and
then obtains a unique solution for any sufficiently regular tangential A. In both cases the
solution E can be expressed as
E=LL3'A,

where £, is the electric field boundary layer potential operator and L) is the electric field
boundary layer operator. For a continuous tangential vector field A one has

M-yl

(LxA)(z) = curl curl ./89 1

|z -y

A(y)dy,

and £ A is obtained by taking the boundary value of v x L. These operators extend to suitable
function spaces and we refer to Section [] for the precise definitions. The vector field H and
the function f are then determined by H = —%curlE . As usual this layer potential operator
creates a solutions of the Maxwell system by placing certain sources on the boundary, and
the choice of £ is now a standard operator in computational electrodynamics.

For A # 0 the system for E becomes

~AE-)E=0
divE =0
vxE=A on 0N

The associated spectral problem is therefore that of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, on
divergence-free vector fields with the corresponding boundary condition. For the electric field
the boundary condition v x E = 0 on 02 leads to the relative Laplacian A, by quadratic
form considerations. Similarly, for the magnetic field the boundary condition v - H = 0 leads
to the absolute Laplace operator A,ns. Both are are self-adjoint operators on L2(R3,C3) =
L*(Q,C?) @ L*(M,C3) and their definition and properties are explained in detail in Sections
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and [ Functional calculus for the relative Laplacian determines the solutions E of the time-
harmonic Maxwell-system, whereas functional calculus for the absolute Laplacian determines
the solutions H of the system. Here we use the more mathematical notation that is inspired
by Hodge theory. The harmonic forms satisfying relative boundary conditions give rise to
relative de Rham cohomology classes and the ones satisfying absolute boundary conditions
give rise to absolute de Rham cohomology classes.

Before we describe the general case we would like to explain and motivate this in an impor-
tant special case and when the bounded Lipschitz domain Q c R? consists of two connected
components €27 and €25. We then construct the self-adjoint operator A, out of the Laplace
operator on R? \ 90 by imposing relative boundary conditions in each side of 9. The op-
erators Aj.. are obtained in the same way from the Laplace operator on R3 08); with
boundary conditions only imposed on each side of 0€};. The operators Aups and Aj .y, are
defined analogously with absolute boundary conditions. It is a special case of our result that
the two operators

Cr = (_Arel)iééd B (_A17rel)7%6d - (_A2,rel)7%5d + (_Afree)7%5da
Cu = (_Aabs)_%éd - (_Al,abs)_%éd - (_AQ,abs)_%(;d + (_Afree)_%(Sda

defined on smooth compactly supported vector fields on X = R \ 9§ extend to trace-class
operators on L?(R3,C3) and their trace can be expressed in terms of the determinant of a
combination of Maxwell boundary layer operators (see Theorems and . In fact we
will see that their traces coincide, i.e. tr (Cg) = tr (Cgr). We have used here differential form
notation, with d being the exterior derivative and § being the co-derivative. The trace-class
property is due to several cancellations. Any linear combination of operators appearing in the
expressions above that is not proportional to this expression is not trace-class. This statement
remains true even if one introduces an artificial boundary thereby compactifying the problem.
In terms of vector-calculus the above two operators can also be written as

Cg= (—Arel)_%curl curl — (—Al,rel)_%curl curl — (—A27rel)_%curl curl + (—Afree)_%curl curl,
Cy= Curl(—Arel)_%curl - curl(—ALrel)_%curl - curl(—Ag,rel)_%curl + curl(—Afree)_%curl.

Apart from being interesting from the point of view of spectral analysis these operators
also have a direct physical significance. Namely %tr (Cp+Cq) = %tr (Cg) represents the
Casimir energy of the two Lipschitz obstacles 1 and Q9. Indeed, as shown in [45] in a
general rigorous framework of quantum field theory, the local trace, i.e. the trace of the
integral kernel restricted to the diagonal, of the operator

1

4
is the renormalised energy density obtained from the electromagnetic quantum field theory.
The relative resolvent differences Cr and Cp then describe differences of energies. It was
shown in [21], again in a rigorous QFT framework, that in case of the scalar field that such
“energy differences” lead to a Casimir force as determined from the quantum stress energy
tensor as in |12,31]. The same statement is expected to hold for the electromagnetic field,
but this will be discussed elsewhere.

The mathematical statements above can therefore also be interpreted as a rigorous proof
that the Casimir energy as derived from spectral quantities is well defined in this framework

1
((—Arel)_%curl curl — (—Afree)_%curl curl) + 1 ((—Aabs)_%curl curl — (—Afree)_%curl curl)
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and can be computed from determinants of boundary layer operators. It also clarifies the
function spaces needed to compute these quantities for non-smooth boundaries.

We focus in this paper on Maxwell’s equations in dimension three and we will mostly use
vector-calculus notations rather than differential forms. This has the advantage of keeping
the notations and exposition more accessible and we can then also rely on a wealth of previous
results on boundary layer operators (|89, 15-H17},26,134,36-39]). Focusing on dimension three
also avoids complications with the free Green’s function having more complicated expressions
or a logarithmic singularity at zero. More importantly the focus on dimension three allows
us to stay close to the classical notations in Maxwell theory without having to distract the
reader with more complicated notations.

Although this is a mathematical paper we also try to give of physics background for the
interested reader. To our knowledge a determinant formula for the Casimir energy first
appeared in the physics literature [42] where this was derived microscopically and without
reference to spectral theory. Physics derivations have also appeared in various contexts based
on path integrals and fluctuations of configurations on the surface on the obstacles ([19,[32,
33]) and have led to numerical schemes [30] and asymptotic formulae. The spectral side,
often favouring a zeta function regularisation approach as in Casimir’s original work [14] was
developed somewhat independently. We refer to [6] and [35] for a comprehensive overview
over the subject. The relation between the various approaches remained unclear even in the
physics world (for a very recent report on this see [5] and references). We also mention the
approach of [1], which is also based on a reduction to the boundary.

1.1. Statement of main results. We now describe the general setting of our results. We
assume that € c R? be an open and bounded (strongly) Lipschitz domain in R? in the sense
that the boundary of € is locally congruent to the graph of a Lipschitz function. The finitely
many connected components will be denoted by €2; with some index j, which ranges from 1
to N. We will think of the closure Q as a collection of disjoint compact obstacles ﬁj placed
in R? (see Fig. . Removing these obstacles from R? results in a non-compact open domain
M = R3\Q with Lipschitz boundary 992. We will assume throughout that M is connected. It
will also be convenient to introduce X = R3>\ 9Q = M u Q.

F1GURE 1. A Lipschitz domain €2 consisting of four connected components €21, s, Q3,2y.

On the boundary one has well-defined anisotropic Sobolev spaces H _%(Div, 00) (see Sec-
tion [2)) and the Maxwell electric field operator £, is a bounded operator H 7%(Div,89) -
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H _%(Div,('?Q) (see Section @) This can be done for each object separately and one can

assemble the individual parts £y sq; : H_%(Div,ﬁQj) - H_%(Div,ﬁﬁj) into an operator
1

Lpy= EB?’:lE,\?an acting on H 2 (Div, 0Q).

Theorem 1.1. The operator EAEb{/\ is well-defined and a trace-class perturbation of the
identity for any complex X\ with Im(\) > 0. It therefore has a well-defined Fredholm determi-
nant det(ﬁ)\ﬁz})\) on the space H3 (Div,09). Let ¢ be the minimal distance between separate
objects. Then for any 0 < ' < § the function
E(X) =logdet(LAL ),
where the branch of the logarithm has been fixed by continuity, extends to a holomorphic
function in a neighborhood of the closed upper half space and it satisfies the bound
I2(\)| < CeTmA)?

for X in any sector about the positive imaginary axis of angle strictly less than .

We note that the operators ﬁ;l and Eb{)\ have singularities at zero and it is due to a

variety of cancellations that the quotient is regular at zero, in particular when the objects
have non-trivial topology. Our proof is based on a careful analysis of these singularities.

Im(z)
A

[N

sl
ol
N
3

\

2=z €

/

FiGURE 2. The sectors &, 93 and the corresponding contours.

Before we formulate the trace formula we need to define a large class of functions to which
it applies. These will be analytic functions in certain sectors and we start by describing these
sectors. Assume 0 < e <7 and let &, be the open sector

Ge={zeC|z+#0,|arg(z)| <€}

containing the real axis (see Fig. . Associated to these we define the following spaces of
functions. The space &, will be defined by

E ={f:6, - C| f is holomorphic in &, 3a > 0, Ve >0, |f(2)] = O(|z|*e N}

We define the space P, as the set of functions in & whose restriction to [0, c0) is polynomially
bounded and that extend continuously to the boundary of &, in the logarithmic cover of the
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complex plane. Reference to the logarithmic cover of the complex plane is only needed in
case € = 7. In this case functions in P, are required to have continuous limits from above and
below on the negative real axis. We do not however require that these limits coincide. The
space P, contains in particular f(z) =2%, «a>0 for any 0 <e <.

When working with the Laplace operator it is often convenient to change variables and use
A\? as a spectral parameter, and in the context of Maxwell theory it turns out to be beneficial
to introduce an extra A\~2-factor. For notational brevity we therefore introduce another class
of functions as follows.

Definition 1.2. The space P. is defined to be the space of functions f such that fn) =
A2g(A\2) for some g € Pe. In particular f(\) = O(A\*) for some a > -2 near A =0.

Very generally the operator A, decomposes into a direct sum of unbounded operators
Arel = 0@ dd ® 6d under the weak Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition (see Section [ (9)) we
have

F(-Are))eurleurl = f((~Ara)?)dd = f((5d)2)dd
for any Borel function f. This implies that for a function f € P, the unbounded operator
f((—Arel)% )eurleurl contains C§° (X, C?) in its domain. Indeed, for 1 € C5°(X,C?) and k e N
large enough we have the factorisation f(((Sd)%)(Sd = h((éd)%)(éd +1)%9), where (6d +1)*1) €
O (X,C3) and the function h()\) = (1+A2)7*A2f()\) is bounded on the real line.

For 0 < e <7 we also define the contours I'c in the complex plane as the boundary curves
of the sectors G,. In case € = w the contour is defined as a contour in the logarithmic cover of
the complex plane. We also let f% be the corresponding contour after the change of variables,
i.e. the pre-image in the upper half space under the map z — 22 of T (see Fig. .

For f € P. we define the relative operator

Dratg = f((~Ara))curlcurl = f((~Agee) 2 )curl curl
N 1 1
- Z (f((—Aj,rel)E)curlcurl - f((-Agee) 2 )curl curl) ,
il

where f()) = g(\?). Similarly,
Daps, ¢ = fF((=Aabs) 3 )eurlcurl = f((—Afree) 3 )curl curl

- IZV: (f((—A]-’abs)% )eurl curl — f((—Afree)% )curl curl)
j=1

= curlf((—Arel)%)curl - curlf((—Afree)% )curl

- ]ZV: (curlf((—Aj’rel)% )curl — curlf((—Afree)%)curl)
j=1

Since these operators contain C§°(X,C?) in their domain they are densely defined.

We refer to taking these differences as the relative setting, indicating that this compares
interacting quantities to non-interacting ones. It is unfortunate that the word relative is also
used to denote the relative boundary conditions. We alert the reader that these two uses
of the word relative are unrelated, but to avoid confusion we have used the symbol D for
“difference” to denote relative objects.

Our main result reads as follows.
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Theorem 1.3. If f € 75;, then operators Dye y and Da,ps  extend to trace-class operators
L*(R3,C?) - L*(R3,C?) and

(Dra) = (D) = 5= [ SN2 O2F))N

2

where the contour f‘é is the clockwise-oriented boundary of a sector that includes the imaginary
awis.

We would like to mention here that expressions formally similar to the relative trace-formula
have appeared in the context of the multi-channel scattering theory and were introduced by
Buslaev and Merkur’ev ([10], see also [49]) to prove Birman-Krein-type formulae. In this
context the test function f is still required to decay sufficiently fast.

An interesting application of the relative trace is that it allows one to define a relative zeta
function, namely

Cp(s) =tr (Dfs)7 fs(X) = )\21+2

for Re(s) < 0. As a consequence of Theorem this relative zeta function then satisfies

(p(s) = 27T—ssin(7rs) /0 T2 IE () A

This formula allows for a meromorphic continuation of {p with poles of order at most one and
residues related to the Taylor coefficients of Z(i)\) at zero. These coefficients are interesting
in their own right and will be investigated elsewhere. In the special case when f(\) = % this
gives the expression

1 1 oo
Z—ltr(C’E+CH)—%fO Z(iA)dA

for the Casimir energy.
Under our more general assumptions on f the operators

Brers = f((~Are) ?)eurlcurl - £((~Agee) ? Jeurl curl, (2)
Bavs,f = f((—Aabs)%)curlcurl— f((—Afree)%)curlcurl, (3)

are not trace-class. One has however the following theorem about the smoothness and inte-
grability properties of their integral kernels.

Theorem 1.4. Let By be either Bie t, defined by , or Brel,y, defined by . Then By has
an integral kernel k € C*° (X x X, Mat(3,C)), which is smooth away from the boundary. If Qqy c
X has positive distance to the boundary 02 and pq, the orthogonal projection L*(R3,C3) -
L?(Q,C?), then P, Brpo, extends to a trace-class operator with trace equal to the convergent
integral

f tr (k(z,x)) de.

Qo

If f(2) = O(|z|*) for |z| <1 we have for large |x| the estimate
1

|x|6+a '

[k (2, 2)| < Cf
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1.2. Discussion. The theorems presented here are the Maxwell-analogue of the paper [27]
where a similar statement was proved for the scalar Laplacian in the case of smooth boundary.
The Maxwell system on a Lipschitz domain is different in several regards and introduces
challenges that are absent in the scalar case:

e Maxwell’s equations arise from an abelian gauge theory and the gauge freedom results
in the loss of ellipticity of the equations for the electromagnetic field. On the analysis
side this manifests itself as the equations taking place on the space of divergence-
free vector fields rather than the space of sections of the vector bundle. This can
however be fixed by considering the spectral decomposition of the Laplace operator
and then employing the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition to project onto the subspace
of divergence-free vector fields. Projecting works well in cases with and without
boundary as long as the geometric configuration is fixed. The projector constructed
from the Helmholtz decomposition is roughly of the form —A~'dd = —A~lcurlcurl
and it involves the non-local functional calculus of the Laplace operator. It therefore
depends on the geometric configuration and also the boundary conditions imposed on
the Laplace operator. This makes it much harder to directly apply scattering theory
which requires an identification of the involved Hilbert spaces. The same problem
appears in the context of the Birman-Krein formula in electromagnetic scattering.
We have proved a variant of the Birman-Krein formula in [46] and we will follow the
same formulation here.

e Unlike the Dirichlet-Laplacian the Laplace operator on the space of vector fields with
relative boundary conditions has a non-trivial kernel in the exterior domain. This
leads to singularities of the resolvent near zero and manifests itself in the presence of
singularities of the boundary layer operators. Additional singularities of the boundary
layer operators appear if the obstacles have non-trivial topology, which we do not
exclude. To overcome this we carefully analyse the singularities of various Maxwell
boundary layer operators at zero and we show that there are various cancellations
that render a final result without singularities.

e An additional complication arises in this paper since we are considering Lipschitz
domains instead of smooth ones. This requires more sophisticated harmonic analysis
techniques. We rely here on a lot of progress in this subject that has been made
during the past several decades, in particular with the identification of the appropriate
function spaces.

As explained the spectral theory of A, and A,y determines the Maxwell-system. Suitably
interpreted the curl-operator intertwines these two operators in the sense that curl A, =
A curl. In the interior the relative Laplacian on a suitable closed subspace consisting of
divergence-free vector fields has the Maxwell eigenvalues as its spectrum and the eigenfunc-
tions describe modes of photons that are confined to 2. The exterior relative Laplacian on
a suitable closed subspace of divergence-free vector fields describes the scattering of electro-
magnetic waves, or photons respectively, by the obstacles £2. The functional calculus on A,
on this subspace can be understood in terms of the operators f(Ae)curlcurl. The following
Birman-Krein formula has been proved.

1.3. Relation to the Birman-Krein formula. In case f is an even Schwartz function we
have that

(curlcurl(f((—Arel)%) - f((_Afree)%)))
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is trace-class and its trace can be computed by the Birman-Krein-type formula

1 1 1 oo _ kel
tr (curleurl(F((~Bua) ) = F(-Baee) ) = 5= [ A2 (S IFN)AN+ 3 £ ()i,
j=1
where Sy, is the scattering matrix for the Maxwell equation and j; are the Maxwell eigenvalues
of the interior. As a consequence of this formula

1 o0 det Sy d 2
bDrels = =51 [0 8 et (S x ) det (S ) D AT,

which is valid only under very restrictive assumptions on f. The same formula and statements
hold for absolute instead of relative boundary conditions.

In the motivating example one cannot use this formula. It would require f(\) = %, which
does not satisfy the assumptions of the Birman-Krein formula. In fact it can be shown that
the integrand on the right hand side is not integrable in that case. One has however the
following relation between the function = and the scattering matrices.

Theorem 1.5. We have
1

o det Sy
& det(S10)- det(Sn.r)

- - (EN) -E(-))
for A e R.

This theorem reflects the relation between the spectral shift function and zeta regularised
determinants as discovered by Carron (|13, Theorem 1.3) generalising a formula by Gesztesy
and Simon ([25], Theorem 1.1).

1.4. Organisation of the paper. The paper is organised as follows. Sections [2} [6] provide
the required theoretical background for the paper and consist of essentially known material.
Section [2] sets up the basic function spaces needed for boundary layer theory on Lipschitz
domains. Section [3] summarises the spectral properties of the interior relative and absolute
Laplace operators, and Section [4] reviews the scattering theory for the relative and absolute
Laplacians on the exterior. Both are combined into one operator in Section [5] In this section
we also discuss the Birman-Krein formula in the context of our setting. Section [6] introduces
the basic Maxwell boundary layer operators and their properties.

The basic estimates and expansions for the layer potential operators needed for the proofs
are covered in Section This section is presented independently of the main results as its
content is interesting in its own right. It covers various aspects of low energy expansions for
the electric and magnetic boundary layer operators and inverses. Section [§] gives formulae of
the resolvent differences in terms of layer potential operators and thereby provides estimates
for these differences. Such formulae are sometimes referred to as Krein-type resolvent formulae
and this section provides a Maxwell analogue of these. Sections [9] and [10] take on the main
subject of this paper, namely function =, the relative resolvent, and its trace. Section
finally contains the proofs of the main theorems.

2. FUNCTION SPACES ON LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

Since 2 is a Lipschitz domain we have, by Rademacher’s theorem, an almost everywhere
defined exterior unit vector field v € L= (99, R?). We will use the following spaces that now
are standard in Maxwell theory:

o H(curl, M) ={feL*(M,C3)|curlf e L>(M,C?)}.
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o H(div,M)={feL*(M,C?) |divfeL?(M)}.
o L2, (09) = {feL?*00,C3) |v-f=0ae. ondN}.

o H 3(Div,09), H™2(Curl, 09).

o H2(Div0,09), H™2(Curl0, dQ).
These spaces were introduced in [8] and provide a convenient framework for dealing with
Maxwell’s equations on Lipschitz domains. We refer to the Appendix of [34] for an extensive
discussion and we only summarise the basic properties.

In case 0f) is smooth we have

H~2(Div,0Q) = {f ¢ H2 (0 T9Q) | Divf ¢ H2(99)},
H™3(Curl, 0Q) = {f e H2(89Q; TAQ) | Curlf € H2(9Q)},
H™2(Div0,09) = {f ¢ H2(89; TQ) | Divf = 0},
H™3(Curl0, d0) = {f € H™2(9Q; TQ) | Curlf = 0},
where Div is the surface divergence on 9f2, and Curl is the surface curl. On a general Lipschitz
domain this can be defined via Lipschitz coordinate charts, thus locally reducing it to the
smooth case. Note that the spaces Hlf)c(]Rd) are invariant under bi-Lipschitz maps if |s| < 1.
We refer to [34] for a detailed discussion of the definition via coordinate charts. We also have
the corresponding spaces for the interior domains. Namely we have that
H(curl,Q) = {f e L*(Q,C%) | curlf € L*(Q,C?)},
H(div,Q) = {f € L*(Q,C?) | divf € L*(Q)}.
On H(curl, M) there are two distinguished and well-defined continuous trace maps
yr,- + H(curl, M) - H3 (Curl, 092),
i+ H(eurl, M) - H™2(Div, 09),

which continuously extend the maps f — (vx flsq) xv and f — (vx f|an) respectively, defined
on Co(M,C?). Note that for x € 9Q such that v, is defined the map v+ (v, x v) x v, is the
orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of 9Q2 at x. Similarly we have the map

Yoo H(div, M) - H™2(69),

continuously extending the normal restriction map f — v- flgq. On the interior domain 2 we
have the analogous maps

yr,+ + H(curl, ) - H_%(Curl, o0),
Ye+ + H(curl, Q) — H_%(Div, o0),
Vo H(div, ) — H2(99),

There is a well defined dual pairing between H -3 (Curl,0Q) and H 2 (Div, 992) that extends
the L2-inner product on H3 (09) n L2, (09). We will denote this pairing by () 2(00)5
irrespective of the Sobolev order and mildly abusing notation. The map ¢ — v x ¢ extends to
a continuous isomorphism from H _%(Div, o) to H _%(Curl, 0€)) and vice versa. Moreover,

the L2-pairing induces an antilinear isomorphism between H 3 (Div,09) and H 3 (Curl, 092)
(see for example |34, Lemma 5.61] for both statements). In other words, the antisymmetric
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bilinear form (-, vx-) on H 3 (Div, 0Q) is non-degenerate. Note here that since v € L= (952, R3)
it is not immediately obvious that is defined as a map between Sobolev spaces.
We recall Stokes theorem for ¢, E € H(curl,Q):

(V4B 1+ 0) 2 (00) = (cutl B, @) 120y — (B, curl ) 12 (qy. (4)
(curlcurl E, @) 12(q) = (E, curlcurl ¢) 12(q) (5)
= (y,+cwrl B, y7 10) 12(00) + (e, B,y e curl @) 12 0 -

As before we are slightly abusing notation and write (-,-)2(q) for pairings extending the L2-
inner product. We also define Hy(curl, M) as the kernel of ;- and Hy(div, M) as the kernel
of 7,-. These spaces play a similar role as the Sobolev space of functions H&(M ), which

can also be characterised as the kernel of the trace map v : H (M) - H %(8M ). The spaces
Ho(curl, Q) and Ho(div,), as well as HZ () are defined analogously.
If there is no danger of confusion we will omit the + and simply write 7, and ~, respectively.
We also have surface divergence Div and surface curl Curl. They satisfy

Div o 4 = =74 o curl. (6)

3. LAPLACE OPERATORS ON THE INTERIOR DOMAIN

3.1. The relative Laplacian. The operator
curlmin = curl| g, (curt,0) * Ho(curl, Q) — L*(Q,C?)

is a closed densely defined operator. It coincides with the closure of the operator curl on the
space of compactly supported smooth vector fields on Q ([34, Theorem 5.25]) and therefore
equals the minimal closed extension of curl.

Its adjoint is the maximal extension, i.e. the closed operator

curlpay : H(curl, Q) - L?(Q,C?).

For any closed densely defined operator A the operator A* A is automatically self-adjoint. If
in addition rg(A) c ker(A), then A*A + AA* is self-adjoint if it is densely defined (see for
example [46] Section 2]). It follows that curlyax curly;, with domain

{f € Hy(curl, Q) | curlf € H(curl,Q)}
is a non-negative self-adjoint operator. Similarly, divyay @ H(div,Q) - L?(Q) is a closed
operator with adjoint —grad,;, : H3(€2) - L?(Q). Therefore, the operator —grad,;, divimax is
a non-negative self-adjoint operator with domain

{f e H(div,Q) | divf € Ho(Q)}.

Their sum Agq yel = curlpaxcurlyin — grad,;, divmax is again self-adjoint and then has domain

{f € H(div,Q) n Hy(curl,Q) | divf € Hy(Q),curlf € H(curl, )},

and on this domain —~Agq ) is given by curlcurl - grad div. The implied boundary conditions
of this operator are the so-called relative boundary conditions

Y+ (f) =0, divfloq =0.
In the case of smooth boundary the form-domain of the interior relative Laplace operator
is contained in H'(,C?). In the more general Lipschitz case this is no longer true, but it is
known that the form domain is contained in H %(Q, C3) (see |17, Theorem 2] and also [37)).
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This is compactly embedded in L?(€, C?) and therefore the interior relative Laplace operator
has purely discrete spectrum. We have the classical Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition

L2(Q) = HY(Q) @ rg(grad ;) @ rg(curlyay)

into an orthogonal direct sum. Here H!(Q) = ker(Aqre1) is the finite dimensional space of
harmonic vector fields satisfying the relative boundary conditions. We will see in Section
that in fact the assumption that M is connected implies that H!(2) = {0}.

We now describe the spectrum of the relative Laplace operator. On 2 we can choose an
orthonormal basis (v;) of Dirichlet eigenfunctions v; in the domain of the Dirichlet Laplacian
with eigenvalues )\?, i.e.

~Avj =D jvj, Ap;>0, wvje{veHy(Q,C%) |vveH(div,Q)},
We have \; - co and we arrange the eigenfunctions such that A\; ~ oco. Then %ij form
J

an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions in rg(grad,;,) of ~Aq with eigenvalues /\?. One has
the usual Weyl-law for Lipschitz domains which can easily be inferred from the Weyl law for

smooth domains using domain monotonicity and an approximation by smooth domains

1
62 \3 1
App~ | =) k5. ko oo
Dk (Vol(Q)) " o

The space rg(curlyax) on the other hand is the closure of the subspace spanned by ¢;, where
(¢;) is an orthonormal basis in ker(divmax) ¢ L%(2, C?) satisfying the eigenvalue equation

~Aq s = 305, dive; =0,

with boundary condition ¢(¢;) = 0. Therefore zero is not an eigenvalue. The numbers y; > 0
are the Maxwell eigenvalues and we again assume these are arranged such that p; ~# co. The
Maxwell eigenvalues are known to satisfy a Weyl law (see [4] for Lipschitz domains, but also
[22] and references for a general statement in arbitrary dimension)

1
2 3
,ukN( i ) k%, k — oo.

Vol(92)

The family (¢;),;>0 then forms an orthonormal basis in rg(curlyax) consisting of eigenfunc-
tions of ~Agq 1 With non-zero eigenvalues u?. Summarising there is an orthonormal basis of
eigenfunctions Agq ;e of the form

1 )
{A—jgradvj |j e N}u{g;|u; >0},

where v; are the Dirichlet eigenfunctions and ¢; the Maxwell eigenfunctions with Maxwell
eigenvalues fi;.

3.2. The absolute Laplacian. It will also be convenient to consider another operator
Aq abs, Which is defined by

—AQ abs = curlpin curlpax — grad, . divmin,
with domain

{f € Ho(div, Q) n H(curl,Q) | divf e H'(Q), curlf € Hy(curl, Q)}.



RELATIVE TRACE 13

Again, it is known that the form-domain is contained in H 2 (Q,C?) ([17, Theorem 2]) and
the domain is therefore compactly embedded into L?(€2,C?). In the same way as for the
relative Laplacian there is an explicit description of the spectrum which we now give. Let
(u;) be an orthonormal basis consisting of eigenfunctions of the Neumann Laplacian with
eigenvalues Ay ;. Hence,

—AUJ‘ = )\?Vyju]', a,,u]"ag = 0, Uuj € {u € Hl(Q) ’ Vu € H& (diV7 Q)}
Then the functions ﬁVuj form an orthonormal set consisting of eigenfunctions of Aq aps.
3]

We can construct another orthogonal set (1) from the Maxwell eigenfunctions ¢; of the
relative Laplace operator by defining

1
;= —curle,.
J 0 j

Since the spectrum is discrete standard Hodge theory applies for the absolute Laplacian and
we obtain an orthogonal decomposition

L2(9,C%) = HL,.(Q) ® span{—

gradu;} @ span{t;},

AN,

where Hébs(Q) = ker Aq abs- Unlike in the case of the relative Laplace operator this space is
in general nontrivial. We will in the following choose an orthonormal basis (1o )%, where 1 <
k < dim(HL,,(2)). Therefore an orthonormal basis in L?*(2,C?) consisting of eigenfunctions
of the absolute Laplacian is

(o | 1<k < dim(HL,(Q))) U {ﬁw |5 €N} U {w; | § €N},
»J

3.3. Relation to singular and de Rham cohomology groups. Since () is an oriented
smooth manifold we have, by de Rham’s theorem, a natural isomorphism identifying H% (22, C)
with Hgng(Q,C) = Hzng(Q,Z) ®z C. Hodge theory is also applicable for Lipschitz domains
in the sense that the natural map from ker Ag ,ps to the first de Rham cohomology group
H!: (€, C) is an isomorphism. This can for example be inferred from the statement of [41, Th.
11.1 and Th. 11.2] together with the universal coefficient theorem and de Rham’s theorem.
This theorem also applies to the absolute Laplacian on 2-forms as defined in [41]. Since this
operator is obtained by conjugation of the relative Laplacian on one forms with the Hodge
star-operator *, we therefore have that *ker Ag ;¢ is isomorphic to H, dQR(Q, C). Because the
inner product is non-degenerate on these spaces, we have the following non-degenerate dual
pairing
ker Aq e X (xker Agrel) = C,  (f1, f2) » /g;fl A fa.

We also have, as a consequence of Poincaré duality, the non-degenerate dual pairing
Hlr(Q,C) x Hig(Q,C) > C, (f1,f2) ~ fol A fa.

This establishes an isomorphism ker Aq ;o1 = H, cl,dR(Qv C), which relates the harmonic forms
to the de Rham cohomology groups with compact support. Since elements in ker Aq ¢ are
not compactly supported this map is defined indirectly by duality.

Our assumptions imply that in fact H ClﬂdR(Q,(C) is trivial and therefore ker Ag ;1 = {0}.
This reflects the observation that a domain with connected exterior cannot have homologically
non-trivial 2-cycles (inclusions).
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Lemma 3.1. Let U be an open CY-domain with compact closure in R with d > 2 such that
RI\T is connected. Then H;dR(U) ={0}.

Proof. Let o be a smooth closed one-form with compact support in U. By the Poincaré
lemma there is a smooth function f:R? - R with o = df. Since f is locally constant in the
complement of the support of a it must be constant in R4\ U, as this set was assumed to be
connected. By continuity f is constant in R\ U and, since locally constant, it is constant in
a neighborhood of R4\ U. Tt follows that f—c is compactly supported in U. Since a = d(f -c)
the class « vanishes H, Cl qr(U) and therefore H, Cl’dR(U ) ={0}.

O

4. LAPLACE OPERATORS ON THE EXTERIOR DOMAIN

As in the interior case the operator
curlmin = curl| gy (curt,ary  Ho(curl, M) — L*(M,C?)
is a closed densely defined operator with adjoint
curlyax : H(curl, M) - L*(M,C?).
It follows that curlyax curlyi, with domain
{f € Ho(curl, M) | curlf € H(curl, M)}
is a non-negative self-adjoint operator. Similarly, divyay : H(div, M) - L?(M) is a closed
operator with adjoint —grad,;, : H}(M) — L*(M). Therefore, the operator —grad, i, divimax
is a non-negative self-adjoint operator with domain
{feH(div,M) |divf e Hy(M)}.
Their sum —Ajpf el = curlypax curlyin — grad,,;, divimax then has domain
{f e H(div, M) n Ho(curl, M) | divf € Hy(M),curlf € H(curl, M)}.
The implied boundary conditions are the exterior relative boundary conditions

’Yt,—(f) =0, din|aQ =0.

The spectrum of the operator Ajy e consists of a finite multiplicity eigenvalue at zero and
a purely absolutely continuous part. This is the consequence of the finite-type meromorphic
continuation of the resolvent and Rellich’s theorem. We have described this in detail in [47] for
smooth domains, but this part of the paper carries over to Lipschitz domains without change
(see [46] for a discussion of this point). The absolutely continuous part of the spectrum can be
described well by stationary scattering theory. For each ® € C*°(S?,C?3) and X > 0 there exists
a unique generalised eigenfunction Ey(®) e C* (M, C?) satisfying the boundary conditions of
Aprrel near OS2 such that

(-A-X)E\(®) =0, (7)
e—i)\r ei)\'r 1
E\(®) = o - " ‘I’A(‘I))+O(T—2)7 for r — oo, (8)

uniformly in the angular variables on the sphere for some Wy (®) € C*°(S?,C?). The expan-
sion may be differentiated (c.f. Prop. 2.6 and Appendix E in [47] for a justification).
Here, satisfying the boundary conditions near 92 means that xE)(®) € dom(Ajys) for any
compactly supported smooth y on M such that x = 1 near 0f2.
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The above implicitly defines the scattering matrix as a map Sy : O (S?,C?) - C*(S?,C?)
by Uy (®) = 75, ® where 7: C®(S%; C?) - C=(S?;C?) is the pull-back of the antipodal map.
It extends continuously as Sy : L2(S?,C?) » L2(S?,C?). The map Ay = Sy —id is called the
scattering amplitude. We have the equations

curlcurl By (®) = N2E\(r x ® x 1), div E)(®) = —-iAEY(r - ®),

where r is the radius vector, i.e. the outward pointing unit vector on the sphere. Here EY (r-®)
is the generalised eigenfunction for the exterior Dirichlet problem on scalar-valued functions
defined in an analogous way, c.f. Proposition 4.7 in [46]. In particular this means that in case
® is purely tangential, r-® = 0, the generalised eigenfunction is a solution of the stationary
Maxwell equation

curl curl B (®) = \2E, (@),
divE\(®) =0,

that satisfies the boundary conditions near 92. These equations also imply that the scattering

matrix is of the form
= (SP o
S = ( 0 SA) ’

if L?(S?,C3) is decomposed into L?(S?*)r @ L2, (S?,C3). Here L2, (S? C3) is the space of
tangential square integrable vector fields on the sphere. The operator S/]\j is the scattering
operator for scalar valued functions with Dirichlet conditions imposed on 9€), and S} is the
Maxwell scattering operator, describing the scattering of electromagnetic waves. Note that
we have the weak Hodge-Helmholz decomposition

L*(M) = Hy (M) © rg(grad ;) ® rg(curlnax), 9)

rel

which holds very generally in the abstract context of Hilbert complexes ([7]). The first
summand is the discrete spectral subspace, and the splitting of its orthogonal complement
into the last two subspaces corresponds to the above decomposition of the scattering matrix.

4.1. The exterior absolute Laplacian. In the same way as for the interior problem there
is also an exterior absolute Laplacian Ajyaps defined by

~Aprabs = curlpincurlyay — grad, ., diviin.

The spectrum of Ajyans consists of a finite multiplicity eigenvalue at zero and an absolutely
continuous part. The absolutely continuous part is described by generalised eigenfunctions
Eabs 2 (P) which are related to the generalised eigenfunctions Ey(®) of the relative Laplacian
by

Eabs,)\(r X CI)) = —icuI'lE)\(‘I’). (10)
One checks easily that
(=Anrrel = )\2)7lcurl = curl(=A s abs — )\2)*1

on the dense set of compactly supported smooth functions, and, appropriately interpreted,
extends by continuity to a larger space. This will allow us to reduce to statements about
the absolute Laplace operator to statements about the relative Laplace operator. For the
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purposes of this paper it will therefore not be necessary to introduce separate notations for
the spectral decomposition. For example the scattering matrix

= _[(SY o
Sabs,)\ = ( 0 Sabs)\) )

for the absolute Laplacian is defined by the expansion of E,ps x(P). Here S iv is the scattering
matrix for the Neumann Laplace operator on M acting on functions. We then have the
equation

Sabs,a(g) =1 x Sx(gxT) (11)
2

for g € L2, (S?,C?). This follows by applying curl to the expansion , the uniqueness of the
generalised eigenfunctions, and Equ. .

5. THE COMBINED RELATIVE OPERATORS AND THE BIRMAN-KREIN FORMULA

In the following it will be convenient to combine the operators Ay 1 and Ag ;¢ into a single
operator acting on the Hilbert space L?(R3,C3). We have L?(R3,C3) = L?(M,C3)@ L*(Q2,C?)
and we define the operator A.q = Aprrel ® Aqrel- In contrast to this we also have the free
Laplace operator Agee with domain H?(R3,C?). Following the paper [27] on the relative trace
we also define the operator A; . for each boundary component €2;. This will correspond to
the operator A,e when all the other boundary components are absent, i.e. when Q =;. As
in |27] we would like to consider an analogue of the relative trace for the Laplace operator
acting on divergence free vector fields. In this section we assume that f € S(R) is an even
Schwartz function, but later on we will focus on another function class. We would like to
compute the relative trace

1 1 N 1 1
tr (curlcurl (f((—Arel)2) - f((-Agee)?) — (Z;f((_Aj,rel)Q) - f((_Afree)Q))))
j=

1 N, 1 1
=tr (curlcurl(f((—Arel)2) - Z:lf((_Aj,rel)g) + (N - 1)f((_Afree)2))) )
Jj=

which is the trace of the operator

1 1 N 1 1
D1, = curlcurl (f((_Arel)Z) — f((~Dtree)?) - (Z J((-Ajre)?) - f((_Afree)2))) '

j=1

We have the following Birman-Krein-type formula, proved recently in [46] and its simple
consequence for the relative trace.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 1.5 in [46]). Let f € C;°(R) be an even function. Then the operator

curl curl (f((—Ard)%) - f((_Afree)%))

extends to a trace-class operator on L?(R3,C3) and its trace equals

tr (cnrleurl(F((-8ea)®) = F((-Bwe) ) = 5= [T 020r(S5(51))F () + i oy
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Moreover,
tr(Dp) == [T e ax,

where

1 det S
)\ = —1 .
o) =57 los det(Syx)--det(Sya)

A similar statement holds for the absolute Laplacian. Using Equ. and

curl £((~Are1)?) = F((~Aaps)? )curl

one obtains
tr (curl (F((~Ara)?) = F((~Bree) ?))ernl) = tr (curleurl(F((~Bans)?) = F(~Ariee)?)) )

=tr (curlcurl(f((—Arel)%) - f((_Afree)%)))

- [T SO+ S (i
i Jo o
The Birman-Krein formula can be proved for a slightly larger function class than the space
of even Schwartz functions, but non-decaying functions are not admissible. The rest of the
paper is devoted to dealing with exactly the trace-class properties of D; when f is in a
different function class that contains possibly growing functions.

6. MAXWELL BOUNDARY LAYER OPERATORS

Maxwell boundary layer theory for Lipschitz domains is a well developed subject in math-
ematics and in this section we summarise the material that we are going to need. The
distributional kernel of the resolvent of the operator (—Agee — A?)7! is called the Green’s
function and in dimension three given explicitly by

1 eiA‘x7y|

G tree(T,Y) = i —g (12)

Note that this kernel is holomorphic at zero. As usual we define the single layer potential
~ 1
operator Sy : H™2(99Q) — HL_(R?) by

S)\ = (_Afree - )\2)_1’7*'

This is defined for any A € C and a holomorphic family of operators. The single layer operator
is defined by taking the trace Sy = 7:Sx = 7+ (~Agee — A2)"14*. The interior trace v, and the
exterior trace 7 coincide on the range of Sy and therefore we could also have used - to define
this operator. The operator Sy is a holomorphic family of maps H _%(89) - H %(89) Both
operators Sy and Sy act component-wise on H -3 (09, C3) and define maps to H, lloc (R3,C?) and
H3 (02, C?) respectively. We will this distinguish notationally from the map on functions.

We will also need the double layer operator K, and its transpose (complex conjugate-
adjoint) KC4. The latter is given by

1
le\u =3 (74 VuShu +7-V,Shu) ,
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and defines a continuous map K : H _%(BQ) - H _%(89). Its transpose Cy therefore defines

a continuous map Cy : H 2 (092) - Hz(09). The following jump-relations are characteristic
1
Y+S\u =v-Su, YV, Su = (:F§ + ICf\)u

We have the following representation formulae for divergence-free solutions ¢ € H(curl, M )®
H (curl, Q) of the vector-valued Helmholtz equation

(-A-M)¢ =0,
dive =0,
by single layer potential operators
dlar = —curl Sy (.- d) + V(.- @) — Sa(7z,_curle) (13)
and likewise
Plo = —curl Sx(71,+ ) + VA (1,+0) — Sx (1, curle), (14)

c.f Corollary 3.3 in [3§]
In Maxwell theory one defines additional layer potential operators as follows. Let L be the
distribution defined by

Ly(2,y) = curlycurly Gy free (@, Y)-
This is the kernel of the operator (—=Agee — A2) teurl curl = curl curl(=Agee — A2) 7. It is again
holomorphic at A = 0 as a kernel. The corresponding operator L) is related to the operator
(A + grad div) (~Agee — A?) 7,
whose distributional integral kernel equals the so-called dyadic Green’s function

1 ezl
Ky(z,y) = (A + grad, dlvx) ¢
o -y’

which is more commonly used in computational electrodynamics. However, we also have the
following inequality

Lx(z,y) - Kx(z,y) = 0(z - y),
hence the kernels agree outside the diagonal. We define now the Maxwell single layer potential
operator for u € H? (0Q,C3) N L2, (09) as

we Lyu, (By)(@) = [ Ia@yu@)dy= [ Ka(@y)u()dy

Therefore this can also be written as £yu = curlcurl S Au. Similarly one defines the Maxwell
magnetic layer potential operator M, as Myu = curlSyu. For all A € C these maps extends
continuously to maps as follows

L: Hié(DiV, 00Q) —» Hyoe(curl, M) ® Hype(curl, ),

My : H2(Div, 9Q) —» Hioo(curl, M) & Hige(curl, Q).
It will be convenient to distinguish notationally between the exterior part ./\;L,)\ and the
interior part M,  of M. The boundedness of these maps is established in [34] for Im X\ >

0, A # 0 but these maps extend to holomorphic families on the entire complex plane as we will
see later.
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The Maxwell single layer operator L) is then defined for all A € C as a map
Ly : H2(Div,09Q) - H 2(Div,dQ), uw vl
and is a holomorphic family of bounded operators on H _%(Div,aQ) in A. With respect to

the above splitting we then have
/\;l)\ = ./\;1_7)\ @ /\;l+7)\.
One defines the magnetic dipole operator M for all A € C by
1 S R 1 ~ ~
My : H 2(Div,09Q) — H 2(Div,0Q), M, = 5 (e Moy + 7M.y
By [34, Theorem 5.~52] this is a family of bounded operators on the space H -3 (Div, 09) when
Im(X) > 0. If u = Mjya = curlSya then we have the jump conditions

1
Ve, 2 U = 3F§a + Mya yecurlu =Lya. (15)

Moreover, the operator £ya can be written as
Lra=vS\Diva+\28a ae H 2(Div,09). (16)
We refer to [34, Theorem 5.4] for both statements.

If Im(\) > 0 is non-zero then there exists a unique solution of the exterior boundary value

problem for every A € H _%(Div,aQ), which satisfies the Silver-Miiller radiation condition
[34, Theorem 5.64]. For the interior problem there exists a similar statement. If A\ € C \ {0}
is not a Maxwell eigenvalue then there exists a unique solution of the interior boundary value
problem for every A € H_%(Div,(“)Q). In both cases, if A # 0 the solution can be written as
boundary layer potential of the form

icurlE

E(z) = (Lya)(x) = curl®*(a, Gx(,))oa, H(z) = x ¢ 0 (17)

with the density a € H_%(Div, 0R)), which satisfies Lya = A, c.f again Theorem 5.60 in [34].
The space of boundary data (v:(E),v(H)) of solutions of Maxwell’s equations is described

by the Calderon projector. To describe this we first observe that given a,b € H _%(Div, o0N)
we obtain for any non-zero \ a solution of the interior Maxwell’s equation E, H € H(curl, Q)
by

~ 1 - ~ 1
E = _M)\CL + jﬁ)\b’ H-= _M)\b — K,C)\a,
i i
and therefore, using (15), the boundary data (7:(E),~(H)) is obtained as
WE) _(3-Mr L (e
Ve (H) 5Ly F-My)\b)

By the Stratton-Chu representation formula, [34, Theorem 5.49], we have that in case (E, H)
solves Maxwell’s equations then E and H can be recovered from the boundary data as

. 1 - ~ 1 -
E=-My(wE) + aﬁz\(%ﬂ)a H=-Mx(vH) - EEA(WE)-

Hence, the operator
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acting on H‘%(Div,ﬁﬁ) ® H‘%(Div,ﬁﬁ) is a projection onto the space of boundary data
of solutions of Maxwell’s equation in H (curl,Q) & H(curl,€2). This map is called the in-
terior Calderon projector. In the same way the exterior Calderon projector P- acting on

H~%(Div, Q) ® H 2 (Div, 99) is given by
1 1
poo(BrMe RO
aﬁ)\ 3 + M)\
It projects onto the space of boundary data of solutions of Maxwell’s equation in H (curl, Q) @
H(curl, ) when Im(\) > 0 and more generally solutions satisfying a radiation condition for

non-zero real A. As usual one has P, + P_ =id.
1 1
We now define the voltage-to-current mappings Ay : H™ 2 (Div, 02) - H ™2 (Div, 0f2) by

AY i (E) —» v (H) (18)

where (E,H) are solutions to the interior and exterior boundary value problem for the
Maxwell system 1) respectively, whenever these solutions are unique. The graphs of A§
in H2 (Div,00) ® H 3 (Div, 092) are therefore by definition the ranges of the Calderon pro-
jectors P.. The voltage to current maps are henceforth the Maxwell analogues of the interior
and exterior Helmholtz Dirichlet to Neumann maps.

The mapping A} is well defined for any A € C which is not a Maxwell eigenvalue or zero.
The mapping A} is well defined for all non-zero A in the closed upper half space. In this
case these are bounded operators on H _%(Div,aﬁ). We will see later that these operators
extend meromorphically to the complex plane. In anticipation of this we will not explicitly
state the domains when dealing with algebraic identities. As a consequence of the symmetry
(E,H) ~ (H,-FE) of the Maxwell system and the above relations one obtains the formulae

1 1
(A$?=—id and Ly =iMAL (:F§ + MA) _ i (ii . MA) AL, (19)
and as a consequence
1 1
SATLA (AL =AY =id and L2 = —N? (—5 +MA) (5 +MA). (20)

These are also manifestations of the Calderon projector being a projection mapping, i.e.
P?2 = P,. We refer to [38, Lemma 5.10] for these and more statements in the L2-setting.
Notice that we are using the opposite sign convention for S, than in [38].

For later reference and completeness we also state the following identities.

Lemma 6.1. For Ae H_%(Div,aﬂ) and f € H%((?Q) we have

divS)A = S\DivA, (21)
curl Syvf = -S\(v x V f), (22)
DivMyA = -2\ -8y A - K5 (DivA), (23)

(vx V)KAf = Xvx S\(vf) + Ma(v x V), (24)
(vxV)Kof = Mo(vxVf). (25)

These identities were for example proved in [38] (Lemmata 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, and 5.11) in slightly
different function spaces containing the image of C{i° (R3,C3) under the tangential restriction
map 7. Since C§°(R3,C?) is a dense subspace in H (curl, R?) the space v,C°(R?, C?) is dense
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in H ‘%(Div,ﬁﬁ). Hence, these equations extend by continuity to the claimed larger space

if we use the continuous mapping properties of the potential layer operators. We note here
1 1

that the gradient V defines a continuous map H2(992) - H 2 (Curl,092) and the map v x V

is continuous from H?2 (092) - H: (Div, 09).

Lemma 6.2. The map Sy satisfies Sy = Sy, where the adjoint is taken with respect to the L2-

induced dual pairing between H%(aﬁ) and H_%((?Q). In other words it is its own transpose,
SY =8x. We also have (Lx(vx))* = La(vx), i.e. Ly is symmetric with respect to the bilinear
form induced by (-, v x ).

Proof. The symmetry of the operator Sy with respect to the real inner product are classical
and follow from the symmetry properties of the integral kernel. See for example Theorem
5.44 in [34]. The statement about £ is Lemma 5.6.1 in [34]. O

The following Lemma is implicit in [34].

Lemma 6.3. The operator :l:%+./\/l)\ is for any Im(\) > 0 an isomorphism from H3 (Div, 090)
to H2(Div,9).

Proof. Assume that Im(\) > 0. It was shown in [34] Theorem 5.52,(d)] that £, is invertible
modulo compact operators and therefore is a Fredholm operator of index zero. Moreover, by
[34, Theorem 5.59] we know that £ is injective and hence invertible. Since A are invertible
it follows from that :t% + M, is. As usual the inverse is continuous by the open mapping
theorem. g

Invertibility of operators i% + M, on several other LP-spaces has been shown in the works
of M. Mitrea and D. Mitrea. (for example Theorem 4.1 in [36]).

Proposition 6.4. The family i%+M)\ is a holomorphic family of Fredholm operators of index
zero from H3 (Div, 09) to H3 (Div,09). The derwative M’ = %MA is a continuous family
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on H (Div, 09).

Proof. We will show that M) is complex differentiable as a family of bounded operators
1
H™2(Div,00) and its derivative is compact. The first part of the theorem then follows from

1 1 A
(:|:§ +M,\)—(ﬂ:§+Mi) = [ Mud/-‘t

and the proposition above. We have used here that Fredholm operators are stable under
compact perturbations (see for example Lemma 8.6 in [44]). It is therefore sufficient to show
that M/ exists and is Hilbert-Schmidt. First choose a compactly supported smooth cut-off
function x supported in (-2R,2R) which equal to one on [—R, R], for sufficiently large R > 0.

-yl

The integral kernel of /\/li A is given by curl,&—— 4ﬂ|x e

For z not far from 092 we can replace
l)\|z y|

T dnfe—yl”

this by x(|z - y|)curl, £ Consider the following Taylor expansion

el)“x_y|

x(|z - yl)curlx— =
4|z -y

iplz—y| eltlz=yl

x(|x - y|)curlz— + x(|z = y|)curl,
A7)z -y

(A= p) +x(Jz =y Ta(z - y) (A - p)?



22 A. STROHMAIER AND A. WATERS

with remainder term 7. This gives rise to an operator expansion
My =My, + Ax(A =) + Ba(\ - p)?.
Here the operators Ay and B) arise as compositions as

Ka,Kp
RN

H2(Div,0Q) 25 H(U) HY (R — H(curl, M) 25 H2(Div, 89),

einlz=yl

where K4 or Kp is the integral operator with kernel x (|z—y|)curl, “— or x(Jz—y|)Ta(z-y)
respectively. Here U is a bounded open neighborhood of 0€2. It is now sufficient to show that
the operator K4, Kp are bounded as Hilbert-Schmidt operators. In view of Lemma [12.3] we
would like to bound the H?(R? x R)-norm of the kernels. Taking two derivatives gives in
both cases an integrable convolution kernel in L'(R%) and the H?(R? x R?)-norm is then, by
Young’s inequality, bounded by the L'-norm of this kernel. ([l

Definition 6.5. The spaces B}, c H‘%(Div,(‘)Q) of interior/exterior boundary data of abso-
lute harmonic forms is defined as

Bia = {71+(9) | ¢ € Hy (D)},
Baa = {vt,-(8) | ¢ € Haps (M)}

It is then obvious that B, = Bjg, @ ... ® Bj,, with respect to the decomposition

H™%(Div,09) = H 2 (Div,8Q1) & ... ® H 2 (Div, 0Qx).

This is not true for the space Bj,. The spaces B}, are also known to be subspaces of
L%(09,C3), see |41, Th. 11.2], but this will not be needed.

The following was announced in [39] by D. Mitrea in the context of LP-spaces, with p
sufficiently close to 2. It is a reflection of general Hodge theory for Lipschitz domains and we
restate and prove this here for our choice of function spaces.

Proposition 6.6. We have
1
Bk, = ker (ig " Mo) c H3(Div0,00). (26)

Proof. We will prove this only in case B}, since the proof for Bj,, when supplemented by
Lemma is exactly the same. Suppose that u € ker(% + M) and define ¢ = —~Mou. Then
¢ is divergence-free and harmonic on M and on 2. The jump relations hold by analytic
continuation for all A € C and they show that v;_¢ =0 and v;+¢ = v and 7,,+¢ = 7, -¢. We
first show that g = 7,,.¢ vanishes, thus establishing the inclusion ¢|o € HL, (),7:+¢ = u.
The proof uses similar arguments as in [50] and reflects the mapping properties of the adjoint
double layer operator.

On the exterior ¢ is a harmonic vector-field satisfying relative boundary conditions. The

decay of curlﬁ implies that ¢ is square integrable. This shows that curl¢ must vanish in
the exterior. From the representation (L3) we obtain, using the jump relations and ;¢ = 0,
élar = VSog.

Taking the normal trace one gets q =, - VSog. Taking the tangential trace one obtains from
the jump relations

Vt,-VSo(1,-8) = VaaSoq = 0.



RELATIVE TRACE 23

This shows that w = Spq is locally constant (and in particular in L2(99)). Using the diver-
gence theorem on the interior of each of the components 2; one finds that |, 00,4 = 0. This

gives (S04, q)r2(a0) = 0 and therefore

(S0q, VuSoa) 1200 = 0.

Since this is the boundary term in the integration by parts formula for (Vgoq, Vgoq) = 0 which
then implies that Syq is constant. Since it decays we must have Soq = 0 and therefore Syq = 0.
By invertibility of the single layer operator one obtains ¢ = 0 as claimed.

We now show the inclusion in the other direction. Suppose that u = ;4 (h), where h €
H! (). This means in particular that h is divergence-free, curl-free, and Yv,+h = 0. Taking

abs
the tangential trace in representation (14) we obtain

u= (% - Mp)u

and therefore (% + Mo)u =0 as claimed.
It finally remains to show that {v..(¢) | ¢ € Hl ()} c H_%(DivO,(“)Q). This follows

abs

immediately from the fact that curl¢ = 0 and Div oy, = =7, 4 o curl. 0

A similar but easier argument applies to other elements of the real line and gives the
following.

Proposition 6.7. If A = R\ {0} then ker (3 + M,) = {0} in case |\ # i for all k €N, i.e.
[A| is not a Mazwell eigenvalue. Moreover,

her (5 M) = e ) [ € Vi), (27)

where V,,, is the eigenspace of Aq abs for the eigenvalue ,ui on the subspace of divergence-free
vector-fields.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of the previous Proposition and we therefore
only give a brief sketch. As before let u « ker(% +M#k) and ¢ = —Myu. Then @[y is
a purely incoming or outgoing solution of the Helmholtz equation (see e.g. [47, Appendix
C] for details) satisfying relative boundary conditions. It therefore vanishes. By the jump
relations the function ¢|q, satisfies absolute boundary conditions, is divergence-free, and is
a Maxwell eigenfunction with Maxwell eigenvalue u. Moreover, again by the jump-relation,
Yt,+¢ = u. This proves the inclusion in one direction. Conversely, assume that u = ;. ¢,
where ¢ is divergence-free, satisfies absolute boundary conditions, and —A¢ = ,uiqb. Taking
the tangential trace in representation we obtain

- (% My,
and therefore (% + My, )u=0 as claimed. O
7. ESTIMATES AND LOW ENERGY EXPANSIONS FOR THE LAYER POTENTIAL OPERATORS
For 0 < € < 5, define the sector D, in the upper half plane by
De:={zeCle<arg(z) <m-e}.

The next proposition establishes properties of the single layer operator Sy and the operator
L.
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Proposition 7.1. For e€ (0,3), for all X € ®. we have the following bounds:

(1) Let Qo c R be an open subset and assume § = dist(Q,0Q) > 0. Let 0 <8’ <. Assume
that ¢ € Cl} (R3) is bounded with bounded derivative and supported in Qqo. For each
A €D, the operators

oL :H 2 (Div, Q) - H(curl,R?),
P8y sH2(00) > H' (R®),

v\ :H 2(09Q) - LA(R?),

@M, :H "2 (Div,0Q) — H(div,R?)

are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. There exists Csr o >0 such that for all X € ®. we have
the following bounds on the Hilbert-Schmidt norms between these spaces

leLlns < Cyce™® ™, (28)
~ 1 ’

leSallms < A[72 Cyr e M2, (29)
HQDVS)\ [ms < Cg/}eeiéllm)‘, (30)
loMallus < Cyce™ ™2, (31)
”(pS)\DiV”Hs < C(;/,ee_ylm)‘. (32)

(2) For \ € ©. we have the operator-norm bound

= 2

£ ”H*%(Div,ag)_ﬂ(curl,RS) < Ce(1+AF). (33)

(3) For \ € ®. we have the operator-norm bound
HM’\||H-%(Div,am_>L2(R3,<c3) < Ce. (34)

(4) For X\ € ©. we have the operator-norm bounds

- _1 1

15113 oy ey < O (15 AT, (35)

1 _1
(5) On the space of functions of mean zero Hy? (0Q) = {u € H,?(99Q) | (u,1) = 0} we have
for X e ®. the improved estimate

S <C.. 37

I )\|H5%(8Q)”HS (37)

Proof. The operator <p£~>\ can be written as pcurlcurl G gy. Similarly, we have go/\;l A=
pcurl Gy gy; and ¢Sy = G oyp- We choose a bounded open neighborhood U of 92 such
that dist(Qo,U) > ¢’. Since ;. continuously maps H3 (02) to H™1(U) we only need to show
that the map curl curl Gy is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from H~1(U) to H'(Qg) and establish
the corresponding bound on its Hilbert-Schmidt norm. By Lemma the Hilbert-Schmidt

norm can be bounded by the H2(€g x U)-norm of the kernel of curl curl G on Qo xU. The
corresponding bound has been established in Lemma The same argument works for

eM and pSy. This concludes the proof of the estimates , , , , .
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Since the operator norm is bounded in terms of the Hilbert- Schmidt norm and by the
estimates . . it is sufficient to prove the estimates . ., and .
for the operators XL, xS s X/\/l X XVS \ where x € C§° (R3)is a compactly supported function
that equals one near 9€2. We write

XE)\ = XVS)\DiV + /\ZXS/\.

The map ~v; is from H_% (89) to H_I(U) where U is an open neighborhood of 02. To prove
both bounds , , , and it is therefore suﬁi(nent to show that the resolvent
(~Agree — A?)7! is a bounded map from Comp(R?’) to H._(R3) uniformly in A for all A € D,.
This means that we need to show that the cut-off resolvent y(=Agee — A?) !y is a uniformly
bounded map from H~1(R3) to H'(R?) for all A\ € ®.. To see this let n € C5°(R) be a function
that is one near [—Rj, R;], where R; is the diameter of the support of x. Let R be large
enough so that suppn € (-R, R). This implies that y(-A - A2)71x = xR, ax, where R,  is
the operator with integral kernel

(e - yl)ﬁ Pl =y (2 - y).
It is therefore sufficient to show that R, , is uniformly bounded for all A € D, as a map H*(R?)
to H**2(R3). Since this is a convolution operator it commutes with the Laplace operator and
therefore it is sufficient to show that R, ) is uniformly bounded as a map L?(R?) to H*(R?).
We will show that (—-A+1)R, , is uniformly bounded as a map from L*(R?) to L*(R*). Using

(-A+1)(-A =X =id+ (1 +A?)(-A -\
one obtains that the integral kernel of (-A + 1) R, y —id equals

1 iAz— 1 iNz—
(~(Aun(|z = y)) + (L + Az - y|) ———eNT¥ — 29, n(|2 - y|) VMY,
47|z — y| 4|z -y

This is a convolution operator and we can use Young’s inequality to estimate its operator
norm. In particular, using spherical coordinates, the estimates

R 1 . 1
iAr),.2
— dr < Cp——mm,
/0 47r7'|e Irdr R1+|Im/\|2

R 1 .
/0 —— e |r?dr < Cg

1
472 1+[Im |’

show that the convolution kernel is uniformly bounded in L'(R?) for A € .. Thus R, , is
uniformly bounded as a map from L?(R?) to H2(R?) for A e D..

It remains to show the improved estimate . We again choose cut-offs x, ¢ as above and
we arrange them so that ¢+ ¢ = 1. Since the cut-off resolvent y (=Agee—A?) "1y is regular near
zero as a map H™'(R%) to H'(R?) we know that xSy : H_%(aﬂ) — H(curl, R?) i:ls regular

near zero. It is therefore sufficient to establish the bound for ¢Sy as a map from H,%(09) to
H'(R?). We argue similarly as above choosing an open neighborood U such that the support
of ¢ has positive distance from U. For convenience we will also assume that the support of ¢
is sufficiently separated from €2, more precisely we assuie that the support of ¢ has positive

distance to the convex hull of 2. With u € HO_ 2(0€) the distribution v*u is in the space
distributions Hy'(U) = {v € H;*(U) | (v,1) = 0} of mean zero. We therefore only need to
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bound ¢(~Agee —A?) 7! as a map from Hy'(U) to H'(R™). This map is the restriction of the
integral operator with smooth kernel

o) - 6(x) (

to Hy*(U), where z is any fixed point on 992. One shows that this kernel is in the Sobolev
space H?(R? x U) and is uniformly bounded in A € ®.. This kernel and its derivatives are
easily bounded using the mean-value inequality

ei)\\x—y| ei/\|x—z| )

Amlz —y|  Anlz - 2]

105 9(z, )| < |y = 2|sup [0°Vag(a, §)[ < Csup [0%Vag(2,9) ],
geK ye K

where K is the closure of the convex hull of 9Q. The L?-norm of this expression is uniformly
bounded for all A € ®, by the same estimate as in . This works essentially because with
repeated application of the product rule the terms either have improved decay or have an
extra A-factor. i

The proof above can also be applied directly to y£, in the entire complex plane to bound
the operator norm, the norm of the the derivative and the norm of the remainder term. This
gives the following result. We will not repeat the proof but simply state the result.

Lemma 7.2. The families Ly : H’%(Div,ﬁQ) - Hype(curl, M) ® Hye(curl,Q) and Ly :
H‘%(Div,aﬁ) - H_%(Div,(?Q) are holomorphic families of bounded operators in the com-
plex plane.

Lemma 7.3. The families E;l, A3 are meromorphic in A as families of bounded operators on
H_%(Div,afz). The family A has no poles in R\ {0} and in the upper half-plane.

Proof. By Prop. and Lemma the operator (% + M )\) is an analytic family of Fredhom
operators which is invertible for Im A > 0. By the analytic Fredholm theorem the inverse
(% + M )\)—1 is a meromorphic family of finite type, i.e. the negative Laurent coefficients are
finite rank operators. We have

£ = -\ 25+ M) G - M)

which shows that E;Q is meromorphic. Since L) is holomorphic this shows that L';\l is mero-
morphic. Finally A* is meromorphic by . Poles of A} are absent in the closed upper half
space because of the uniqueness of the exterior boundary value problem. Indeed, the most
negative Laurent coefficient would give rise to an outgoing solution of the Helmholtz equation
satisfying relative boundary conditions. But such an outgoing solution vanishes. O

Remark 7.4. The above cannot be easily concluded from analytic Fredholm theory since the
operators Ly and A* are not Fredholm operators. Indeed, the singular Laurent coefficients are
not finite rank operators.

We now aim to show a new formula for the voltage-to-current map in order to find bounds
on L;l where it is well defined.

Theorem 7.5. The interior voltage-to-current mapping A3 satisfies

A} = %T Y
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where T is a bounded operator on H_%(DiV,BQ) and Uy is a meromorphic family of bounded
operators on H_%(Div 00N) which is reqular at A =0. We have explicitly

1
TA= Z A, yribo ) 2 o0y 1t (ok) + D) )\2_<A77Tvvk)L2(6Q)7t(VUk)v
)\N,k>0 N,k)

UrA = Z ! (WT%)LZ(@Q)%(W)

for Ae H ™2 (Div,09). Both sums converge in H~ 3 (Div,0Q). Here f; = dim H}
first Betti number of the domain. We have T2 =0 and TUy + UT =id -\2U,.

() is the

abs

Proof. We start with an interior solution E € H(curl,2) of the Maxwell system and assume

A=~y(F) € H_%(Div,aﬁ). First note that E satisfies divE = 0 but it is not in general in
ker(divg) because it may not satisfy the correct boundary conditions. We have that

L2(2,C?) = g () @ {05 1 > 0} @ {VurAn ), (38)
where vy, is an orthonormal basis of Neumann eigenfunctions on 2. Define
~ 1
1/% = gradvk. (39)
ANk
Now we can write
E =SB, i)te + > (B, i)t (40)
which we need to show converges in H(curl,{2). We have that
1
(B k) r2cq) = o2 ((-AE, i) 12(50) — (B, ~A¢k)12(50)) = (41)
k

o2 ((vecurlE, yrie) r2a0) + (Ve B, yreurly) 1200 ) =
p

A2 A2
i\
22— M%

where we have used Stokes theorem as well as Maxwell system properties in repeat-
edly. Since E € L?(Q,C3) the sum Y(E, )10, converges in L?(Q,C3). Let ¢, denote an
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of A.,. We now note that

S (B, gp)eurlpy, = 3 <E,wk>curlicurl¢k = B, )

A0 pi#0 A0

1 i\
ﬁ(%cuﬂE,ka)m(an) = fﬂg(%H, Yr¥k) 12(00) =
P K

(AX A TYr) L2 (00)

converges in L?(Q,C?) whenever ({E, V1) L2 () 1k )k € 2. The latter is true because

1l B ) 1200y = (B, curlgy) 2(qy = (cwrlE, ¢p) 12(q) € £° (42)
where we have used the fact curlE € L?(£2,C3). Therefore

Z (E i) (43)
k=1
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converges in H (curl, ). For the second term, now we have

~ i

1
(E,¥r) L2 () :X<CUT1H, mgradvkh?(g)

i i
o (curlH, gradvg) 2 () = m(%ﬂ Yrgradvg) 2 aq) (44)
this also gives
> B, P (45)
Ar#0

converges in H(curl,(2) as /\j\%k is summable. Therefore we have that

s iA
E= kZ{:} m(%H, YrUR) 200Uk + (veH,yrgradvg) 2 90)gradvy (46)

i
2
k )‘N,k¢0 )\k‘)\
and this representation converges in H (curl,€2). Because of this, we have convergence in

H3 (Div, 09) of

A=vxElpg= ).

M0

1
N2 _ M2_<%H’ YT ¥r) 12 (00) 7t (Vr)
k

i
Y, 5 (veH,yrgradvg) r2(90) 7 (grado ). (47)

2
AN 520 )‘N,k)‘

Then using the fact that (1 (H)) = A(%(E)) = A;(A) and remarking that (A*)? = —id,
we obtain the desired result. Expanding the formula (iA*)? = id also gives the claimed
identities. g

We now aim to show operator bounds on the electric dipole map in order to find bounds
on the large |A| behavior of £3!. Note that for A € D, we have the estimate

Im(A) = |[Im(N\)| < |A| € CeIm(N),

where C, :=sin(e)™! is independent of A € D..

Theorem 7.6. There exists a constant C' such that for all Tm(X) > 0 we have the estimate

1A% <ol (1+M). (48)

H™3 (Div,0Q)~H ™3 (Div.o) = [)| Tm \

Proof. We first consider the case Re(A\?) < 0, i.e. |Im(\)| > |Re()\)|. We have the following
integral identity

(v, curlu) 2 (ar) = (curlv, u) 2 ary = (90, Yrud L2 (00) (49)
for u,v € H(curl, M). Applying this integral identity with £ and H gives
INH, Y1 E) 12(50) = 1A ((H, curlE) 2 (yr) — (curlH, E) r2(pr)) = (curlE, curlE) - N*(E, E)
Taking the real part we obtain
|Re(W)(E, B) 2 (ary < - | H AT E) 1200 |-
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The antisymmetric bilinear form (v x u,v) 290y extends continuously to H _%(DiV,BQ) (see
for example Lemma 5.61 in [34]) we therefore have

1B qan) < CUNCReOD) 6B l-3 oDl o e (50)

Now we use the continuity of the tangential trace map and obtain

2 2 _ 2 4 2
FreCcatl )2y oy S Ol ) gy = Co (lenrl B aary + N E L2

= Co (IAPIEI 2 qapy + N IE 2 ary + (0B, yrourl E) 2 oy )

< Co (WA + P)IE I + 0B lrucurl2]

H~% (Div,00) H™% (Div,00) )

Choosing a = Cs ”%EHH-%(DW 89)
1

3(a” +b?) one obtains

and b = ||ycurl || and using the inequality |ab| <

H™% (Div,00)

2 2 2 2 2 2
el B) 2y < (2G4 AR By + GBIy )

Using this gives further

1E)|?
|yt (curlE) | -} (Div,o2)

AP(L+ AP
ca(PE D e

1B
o) IycurlE|

2
% (Div,00) % (Div,00) ”%E”H-%(Div,aﬂ)) '

; - - O, PEAHAP) _
The same trick as before with a = Cy "5 |1 E| and b = ||ycurlE||

—Re(\?) H™% (Div,09) H™% (Div,09)
yields
2 2 AIT(1L+ ]A%)? 2
”%(CUHE)”H*%(Div,aQ) < (C’4 (“Re(\2))? +2Cy ”%EHH’%(Div,aQ)’
which finally gives
AP+ AP)
(B 5 g €1+ PEE B B 4 1)

Next consider the case Im(A\?) < 0. The same proof with imaginary parts taken instead of
real parts gives the estimate

AP+ AP)
(BN, g €1+ PEL D B 4 52)
These two estimates cover the upper half space and are combined into
AL+ A
BBy g <€ (1 P 0B, (53)

which holds in the upper half space except when Im(\) < Re(\). The estimate holds in this
region too as can be seen by replacing A by -\, which is a symmetry operation of the Maxwell
system that preserves the radiation condition. Hence, the estimate holds in the upper half
space. Since iAH = curlE this proves the claimed estimate. The same proof works for the
interior with M replaced by €. U
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Lemma 7.7. The operator (% + /\/l,\)_1 is meromorphic of finite type and we have near zero
the expansion

1 L P B
(z+4) % 3@ 59

where P and B are finite rank operators and Q) is analytic near A = 0 taking values in the
1
bounded operators on H™2(Div,0). We also have

image(P) uimage(B) € Bpq, P(rxVu)=B(rxVu)=0
for all u e H%((‘?Q)

Proof. By proof of Lemma we know that (% + M ,\)_1 is a meromorphic family of finite
type. The order of the singularity at zero is at most two since for A € ®., A # 0 we have

1 -1
(3+M) =-A3a5-45) (55)
and the bound in Theorem holds. Hence, (% + M ,\)_1 has the claimed form

1 L P B
— + = —+—+
(2 MA) SRR
with P, B of finite rank.
We must naturally have for these A

(l+./\/l )_1(1+M)—(1+M)(1+M )_l—id (56)
2 ) N2 ) T T g ) T
Expanding (% + M ,\) around A = 0 we see that it has operator kernel:

1 1 1
=+ v eurl [ —— | + O(N? 57
3+ e () 00%) 7

since the first order term in the expansion distributional kernel of the free Green’s fucntion
is constant, and therefore curl-free. Hence,

1 1
(5 +MA) =5 + Mg +0()\?)
near A = 0. Inserting this into and comparing coefficients one obtains
1 1 1 1
(§+M0)P:O, (§+M0)B:O, P(§+/\/(0)ZO7 B(§+Mo)=0.

By Prop. we therefore obtain image(P),image(B) € Byq as claimed. It remains to show
that

P(vxvu) =B(vxVu) =0.
To see this it is sufficient to show that v x Vu is in the range of % + M. To see this we use
a classical result in potential layer theory, namely the invertibility of (3 +Ko) (see [50]). We

then have by Equ.

UXVUu=vXx V(% + ICO)(% + ICO)_lu = (% + Mp)(v x V(% + Ko)_lu).
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Lemma 7.8. The non-zero poles of (% + M)t in the closed upper half-space are precisely
the Maxwell eigenvalues of Q). Near a Maxwell eigenvalue p = p we have the expansion

1 -1 P, B,
(5 +MA) = ()\_M)2+)\_M+QW\7 (58)

. ‘ . -1 .
where P, and B,, are finite rank operators with range in ker(% +Mu) and Q. is holo-
morphic in A near u.

Proof. The poles are precisely where (% + M A) is not injective. On the closed upper half
space this means that the only poles are at zero and at the Maxwell eigenvalues, by Prop.
and Prop. The statement now follows immediately from the formula

1 -1
(3+M) =-a3(A5-49) (59)
the expansion of Theorem and the fact that A~ is holomorphic near R \ {0} by Lemma
3l O
Theorem 7.9. For any ¢ >0 we have there exists a constant C' >0 such that

1+ A2
H3(Div,oQ)~H 3 (Div,o2) = |\]2

|IDivo (£3') o (vx V)| <C(1+[AP)

oy C(1+A%),

H 3 (00)~H"% (99)
for all X in the sector ®..
Proof. We use the identity, derived from ,

(AL -AY)

L3 =
A A

(60)

to reduce the analysis to that of AY. The bounds on the operator norm on the space
H _%(Div, 0R2) then follow immediately from Theorem By we have the identity

1 1
ﬁ_l — _A+ - —l'
VMG MY
Using Theorem [7.5] we obtain

4 1 11
&= () (P e 3+ @)
1 1
:_ﬁ (TQ)\+U)\P)—XU,\B+U)\Q,\. (61)

We have used that TP = TB = 0 which follows from Lemma [7.7 and Theorem [.5l Since
DivoT =0, Po(rxV)=0, and Bo (v x V) =0 we then obtain

Divo (£3) o (rx V) =DivoUyQyo (v x V),

which is regular at zero. ([l
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8. RESOLVENT FORMULAE AND ESTIMATES

Proposition 8.1. Assume that Im(\) > 0. For f e CF (R, C?) we have the following formu-
lae for the difference of resolvents:

(A1 = A) ™" = (~Apee = X)) curleurl f = =L (£2) 7" (vx) LS f, (62)
((=Are = A) ™ = (Ao = A) ) curlf = =L (L£2) H(rx) M5 S, (63)
curl ((=Ave = A*) 7! = (Apee =A%) ) curlf = =N M (L) (vx) MG f. (64)

Here E‘j\ is the transpose operator to Ly obtained from the real L*-inner product, i.e. Eif =

ﬁ;? Simialarly, N} is the transpose of M.

Proof. We begin with the first formula. We know that £y maps to functions satisfying
the Helmholtz equation (—A - )\2)11 = 0. Therefore we only need to show that, given f €

Ce°(R3,C3), the function
u = (=Aee = A1) eurlenrl f - £3(£3) 7 (vx) L3 f

satisfies relative boundary conditions. Since clearly divu = 0 we only need to check that
Yu = 0. One computes

yeu = ygeurl curl(=Agee — A2) 1 f = La(L2) (X)L f
= yeurl curl(=Agee — A2) 71 f = (vx)ypeurl curl(=Agee = A2) 1 f = 0,

which gives the result.
Next consider the second formula. We again only need to check that ;. (u) = 0 where

U= (~Apee = A) ourl f = L3 (£2) T (rx)MS £

The third formula follows from the second by applying the curl-operator from the left and
using curl curl curl Sy = A?curl Sy. ]

This can be used to show the following.

Theorem 8.2. Let € >0 and also suppose that Qo is a smooth open set in R3 whose comple-
ment contains 0. Let § = dist(0Q,Qq). If p is the projection onto L*(;C?) in L?(R3;C?)
then the operators

p(=Avel = M) teurleurl p — p(=Agree — )\2)7lcurlcurlp,
P(=Aaps — A2) Leurleurl p — p(—Agee — A?) L curleurl p,

are trace class for all A € ©. as operators on L*(R3;C3). Moreover for any &' € (0,0), their
trace norms satisfy the bounds

[p(=Arer — AQ)_lcurlcurlp - p(—Afree — /\2)_10urlcur1p||1 < C(gr’ee_‘s/ Im()‘), (65)
Ip(=Aabs = X)) eurleurl p — p(=Agree — A2) Feurleurl p|; < C(gr’ee_‘s’ Im()‘), (66)

for all X € ®.. Moreover, both operators have integral kernels krel x, Kabs,x that are smooth on
Qo x Qo for all X\ e D.. There exists Cq, . >0, depending on Qo and € such that

(67)

6—dist(x7aﬂ) Im A
(@) + [hapon (2,2)] < (cn ) -

(dist(z, 90))2
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Proof. Given ¢’ € (0,0) we choose a compactly supported smooth cut-off function x which
vanishes in Qg such that the support of ¢ = 1 -y has distance at least 6’ from €. Then, since
wp = p it is sufficient to show the estimates with p replaced by . From , we have

P(=Arar =A%) 7 (curleurl)p — (= Agree = A?) ™ (curleurl)p =
— PLALY (1) L5 = (LA L3 (n) (L))", (68)
The operator pL) is Hilbert-Schmidt by Proposition Since ﬁ;l is bounded by Corollary
(7.9) on the correct domains, this f~act0ris§s the right hand side of into a product of the
two Hilbert-Schmidt operators (L)), (¢£y)* and a bounded operator £3'(vx). This shows
it is trace-class (see for example [44], (A.3.4) and (A.3.2)). We need to show the bound for
the trace-norm. We now employ the more explicit description of Ly = (VS \Div + A2Sy).
This gives
(LA L3 (vx) (9L2)" = (pVSADIv + N8y ) L3 (vx) VSKdivep + A (1) (083)")
= (chS)\Div + )\2g0g§,\) £yt ((I/X)VS}:\CHVQO + )\2(1/><)(g03>\)t)
= pVS\DIivLy (vx) VSEdive + A pSy L3 (%) (983)F + AN ovS\DivLy ! (vx) (¢Sy)*
+ M08\ L3 (vx)VSEdive = (I) + (IT) + (III) + (IV).
We will show that the estimate holds for the individual terms. The trace-norm of (I) is
bounded by [pVSy|#g - [DivL (vx)V|, using the fact that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm is
invariant under transposition. This is bounded by Ce~m(MY in the sector by Prop. and
the estimate of Prop. |7.1 .
The trace-norm of term (II) is bounded by [A[*|pS)|%s| £ This is again bounded by

Ce~ N by Prop. and of Prop. Expression (III) is the transpose of (IV) as
one computes easily from Lemma It is therefore sufficient to bound the trace-norm of
(IV). We have that

(IV) = NS, (—% (TQx+UsP) - %U)\B + UAQ)\) (vx)V(8))" (69)

- 1 -
- N (80 (13T + UhQx ) (X () (70)
where we have used Lemma the expansion and the fact that P(v x V) = 0 and
1

B(v x V) = 0. The range of T consists of distributions in H, 2 (9,C3) n H_%(Div,ﬁQ). To
see this, note that the range of T' consists, by Theorem of limits in H _%(Div,aQ) of
boundary values of curl-free vector fields. Applying the integration by parts formula with
¢ erg(T) and E a constant unit vector field, noting that curlg = curlE' = 0, one obtains that
(19, YE) 12(90,c3) = (10, 77 E) 12(90,c3) = 0 as claimed. It follows that the trace-norm of (III)
and (IV) are bounded by Ce~m(Nd by Prop. and by the estimates (30)), (29).

Next we use to obtain

©(=Aaps — A2 Hcurleurl) g — p(~Agree — A2) 7 (curleurl)p =
= NXoMALY () MK = =X (M) L3 (vx) (o M)*. (71)
The operators M, (go/\;l A)* are Hilbert-Schmidt and their Hilbert-Schmidt norms are bounded

by e~ Im(A) by Prop. Equ. (31)). This gives the claimed estimate for the trace-norm
since the operator )\2£X is polynomially bounded in any sector by Theorem
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It remains to show the estimate on the diagonal of the integral kernel. This is done the
same way using pointwise estimate

1 ~1 Im(\)dist(z,89)
st (e, o)y el €

”8?3/\(377 M z-1(00) <

which is easily obtained directly from the integral kernel, noting that differentiation in the x
or y-variable gives a linear combination of terms that are bounded by

)\k(diSt(l"aaQ))k —Im(\)dist(z,89) <C 1 o 5 Im(N)dist(x,00)
(dist(z, 09)) 1+l =P (dist(x, 0Q) ) e

with 0 < k < . One now applies this estimate to each of the four terms (I), (II), (III), (IV)
and observes that every factor of A can be absorbed using the bound

. 1 1 .
A k_—TIm(X)dist(z,0Q) _ . 7fIm()\)dlst(m,89).
Al"e ke dist(z, 0Q)F

This gives the first claimed estimate. The second estimate follows the same way, since the
above implies

1 -3 Tm(\)dist(2,09)

MG 00 < C g o)z

9. THE FUNCTION =

Recall that the boundary 0 consists of N connected components 0€2;. To keep the
discussion meaningful we will assume throughout this section that N > 2. This gives a
natural decomposition

N
H~2(Div,d9) = @ H™ 2 (Div, 89;).
j=1
Let g; be the orthogonal projection H_%(Div,aQ) - H_%(Div,an), and L; = q;Lrq;. We
then can write

N
[,)\Z Z['j,)\"‘ZQjLAQkZ»CD,)\*"T)\- (72)
j=1 J*k

We remark that £; ) which is regarded as a map from H_%(Div,aﬁ) - H_%(Div,aQ) is
independent of the other components. The sum Lp ) describes the diagonal part of the
operator £ with respect to the decomposition above.

We have a similar decomposition for the operator

My =Mp+Th.
We set
d= mi]?dist(ﬁQj,(?Qk) > 0. (73)
VES

Then we have the following proposition:
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Proposition 9.1. The families Ty, Jy : H_%(DiV,BQ) - H_%(Div,(“)Q) are holomorphic
families of trace-class operators in the complex plane. For any € >0 and any 6" € (0,0) the
following estimates for their trace-norms |- |1 hold:

I75l1 < Coree™ ™, | Tal1 < Cyree™® ™ (74)
=Tl < Caee 1, [ < e (75)
for all X\ the sector ®.. We also have
17343 v o0y 1 S CoreAPe™ (76)
1273 Iy < Cyr e, (77)

" ME b (Divo,o0)

Proof. We will prove this estimate only for 7, as the estimate for 7y is proved in the same
way. It is sufficient to show this for the individual terms ¢;£xg; with j # k. We choose an
open bounded neighborhood U of 0f2; and an open bounded neighborhood V' of 0€2; such
that dist(U,V) > §’. The first two estimates are implied by Lemma by observing that
the operator is the composition

H™2(Div, Q) - H (V) - HY(U) » H"2(Div, 09),
and the map H~}(V) - H'(U) has smooth integral kernel
ei)\\x—y|
x(x,y)curl curl,
Arla -yl
for a suitable cut-off function that is compactly supported in U x V. The same argument
applies to the A-derivative.

To show the bounds on the restriction to H _%(DivO,GQ) one uses that we have L) =
7 VS\Div + A2Sy. To bound the trace-norm of )\quS \qr one uses exactly the same argument

as above applied to the kernel
ei)“x_yl

Nx(@,y)———
drlz — y|
and its A-derivative. O

Proposition 9.2. Fiz € > 0. Then (L)\L7, - id) : H 2(Div,09Q) — H 2(Div,09) is a
meromorphic family of trace-class operators with mo poles in the closed upper half-plane. In
the sector we have for any 0" € (0,0) the estimate

|LoALx=id |1 = [L2LD 5 —id 1 < iy 81 (78)

Proof. We use ([19) we obtain

1. 1 1 -

LAL7 —id = (5 . MA) (5 ; MD,A) “id,
bearing in mind that A} = A}, . With
1 ! 1

(§+MD7)\) :pPD+XBD+Q)\

we remark that

1 1
(§ +MD70) PD = (5 +MD,0) BD =0
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but then also
1 1
(§+M0)PD = (5 +M0)BD:0

because according to Prop. we know that the kernels of (% + Mo) and (% + M D70) co-
incide. We have used here, as in the proof of Lemma that the first order terms in the
expansion of M at vanish at A =0, i.e. (%M,\)b\zo = (;xMb)|xr=0 = 0. Using the abbre-
viation Jy = M) — Mp  this implies JoPp = JoBp = 0. Moreover, J) is trace-class. This
shows that

(1 +M)\) (1 +MD )\)_1 —id

2 2 '

is a meromorphic family of trace-class operators and zero is not a pole. Interior Maxwell
eigenvalues are not poles by the same argument, since the kernel of (% + Mu) coincides with

the kernel of (% + M D,u) and by the expansion of Lemma |7.8

Moreover, (% +Mp, A) is invertible for all the other points in the closed upper half-space,
and hence there are no poles there. To show the estimate in the sector we note that

LALDy —id=ThLD y. (79)
Then the bound for large |\| is a result of Corollary and Proposition O

Proposition 9.3. The Fredholm determinant det(ﬁAﬁb{)\) in the space H_%(Div,ﬁﬂ) is
well-defined and holomorphic in a neighborhood of the closed upper half space. For any € >0
and §' € (0,9) we have the bound

|det(L3Lp) - 1] < Cgr e 1Y) (80)
for all A in the sector ®.. Moreover, det(ﬁ;ﬁb{/\) is mon-zero in the closed upper half space.
Proof. The trace of (E;Lbl’ AT id) is bounded by Proposition Using the bound

|det(1+A) - 1] < At I4k
for the Fredholm determinant (see for example [43, Equ. (3.7)]) one obtains
IE(V)] < |logdet(LALD )| < Cpr e A, (81)

By analyticity of ([,,\[,]517)\ - id) = j,\(% + MD,/\)_l as a family of trace-class operators in the
upper half space and near zero the determinant also depends analytically on A (e.g. [43,
Theorem 3.3]). By invertibility of the operator in the closed upper half space the determinant
never vanishes ([43, Theorem 3.9]) and therefore logdet is analytic in union of the upper half
space and a neighborhood of zero. O

Since the determinant does not vanish near the closed upper half space we can choose a
simply connected open neighborhood U of the closed upper half space and it then defines
a holomorphic function &4 - C \ {0} which we can lift to a holomorphic function on the
logarithmic cover of the complex plane, where we choose the branch cut to be the negative
real line (—o00,0). Composition with log is then well-defined and we write log det(ﬁ;ﬁb{ \)
to mean this composition. This means that this function and the branch of the logarithm is
fixed by requiring this to be a holomorphic function that decays exponentially fast along the
positive imaginary axis.
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Definition 9.4. The function = is defined in a sufficiently small simply connected open
neighborhood of the closed upper half space by

E(N) =logdet(LAL1 ),
where the branch of the logarithm is chosen as explained above.

Theorem 9.5. The function Z(\) is holomorphic near the closed upper half space and for
any € >0 and &' € (0,8) we have the bounds

E(V)] < Cyrce™ ™ E/(V)] < Cir e (82)
for X in the sector 3.

Proof. The first bound is a direct consequence of the proposition above. The second bound
is a direct consequence of the maximum modulus principle. O

10. RELATIVE TRACE FORMULA

We consider the two Maxwell resolvent differences

N
RD,rel,)\ = (((_Arel - )‘2)71 - (_Afree - )‘2)71) - ((_Arel,j - )\2)71 - (_Afree - )‘2)1)) CUI'ICUI‘I,

7=

—_

M=

RD,abs,)\ = (((_Aabs - )\2)_1 - (_Afree - )\2)_1) T

((—AabS,j - )\2)_1 - (—Afree — )\2)_1)) curlcurl.
J

1
Using and , we conclude
((~Arerj = A*) ™" = (~Apee = A%) ™) curleurl = —£,L55 (vx) LS,
((—Aabs’j A - (“Afee - )\2)71) curlcurl = —)\2/\;1,\£;i\(1/><)./\;lt,
and hence
Rpen = —LaLy (vX) LY + LALD A (vx) LS,
Rpabsy = ML () M5 + MuLpy (vx) M5,
We have the following improvement of Theorem in the relative setting:

Proposition 10.1. Let € > 0 and let 6" > 0 be smaller than 6 = dist(99Q;,09y). Then the
operators Rp re1 x, RD . abs ) L*(R3,C3) — L*(R3,C?) are trace-class for all A € D and their
trace norm can be estimated by

IRD vt + | RD.abs a1 € 05',56_6/ () NeD,.
Proof. First note that
(L3 = L3p) = ~(L3' TWL3p)

is a meromorphic family of trace-class operators H 3 (Div,09Q) - H 3 (Div,09) in the com-
plex plane. For [A| > 1 the bound then follows from Prop. and the bounds Theorem
In particular the expansion

_ _ 1 1
(ﬁ)\l - ﬁ)\’lD) = ELQ + XLI + L07)\
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resulting from is in terms of trace-class operators Lo, L1 and the holomorphic family of
trace-class operators L ). Specifically,

Ly=-T(QV - QW) - 0 @OPr -V Pp) = TWy + Vs,
L =-T(QW -QW)y - wOB-UWBp) -0V P-UP Pp) =TW, + W,

where Q(©, Q") are the expansion coefficients of
Q=0+ QWA+ 0(AP)

near A = 0. The same notation is used for the expansion coefficients of Qp x,Ux,Up . Since
the operator

1 _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _
(§+MA) 1_(§+MD,>\) ! =_(§+M/\) 1JA(§+MD,A) !

is a meromorphic family of trace-class operators we know that the expansion coefficients
Wy = QO — Qg) and W = QM) — QS) are trace-class. We also record that V(v x V) =0
and Vi(v x V) = 0 and recall that DivT = 0. Now we are ready to estimate the resolvent
differences. We first focus on Rp re1x. We have

Rpyey=—LA(L3" - CBI,A)(VX)ZK

= —E,\ (%(TWQ + VQ) + %(TWl + Vl) + Loy)\) (VX)EK

We expand this further using ENA = VS)\DiV + /\QSA to obtain that modulo terms that have
bounded trace-norm near A = 0 the operator Rp \ equals

(VE:Div + A28)) (%(TWQ V) + %(TWl : vl)) () v&tdiv + A2 (vx)(S)Y)

= VS\Div ((TWy + Vo) + NTWy + V1)) (vx)(Sy)*
+ 8 ((TWo + Vi) + \(TW, + W) (vx)VSEdiv

- (1 1 .

N (ﬁ(TWQ Vo) 45 (TW; + vl)) ()(S)* = (1) + (IT) + (IT).

Since Lp \ and L) are self-adjoint with respect to the antisymmetric bilinear and since
-1 -1 1 1
E}\ - ﬁD,A = (E(TWQ + ‘/2) + X(TWl + VI) + L07)\)
one obtains that
1 1 t 1 1
((ﬁ(:rw2 #12)+ L (T + vl)) (Vx)) _ (E(TWQ +V2) 45 (TW; + vl)) (%)

and therefore (II) is the transpose of (I). (IIT) has bounded trace-norm near A = 0. Finally

(IT) = Sy ((TWa + Va) + M(TW1 + V1)) (vx)VStdiv = Sy (TW2) + M(TW1)) (vx)vSidiv,
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has bounded trace-norm near A = 0 as S\T' ; ng\div have bounded operator norm and W5 and
W7 are trace-class. Finally we consider Rp ahs x. We compute as above

Rpabsy = ~ N My (L3 - L_DIA)(VX)Mt
= -\ M, (—(TW2 + Vo) + = (TW1 + V1) + Lo A) (vx)ME
= - My ((TWo + Va) + A(TWl + V1) + A2 Lo ) (vx) M5,
whose trace-norm is bounded near zero since M is uniformly bounded. (]
Lemma 10.2. We have
tr (Rprern) = tr (Rpabsy) = —%5'()\)‘
Proof. One has
(VX)ERE)\ = vyieurl curl curl curl (= Agee — )\2)_27} = yeurl curl (—Agree ) (—Afree — )\2)_27}
= yeeurl curl (=Agee — A2) 5 + yicurl curl A2 (= Agree — A2) 298 = Ly + 51@

2.dA
Similarly, we also have

At A Ad
M (v ) MEMy, = Nyscurl curl (—Agee — A?) 2% = Sl

Using invariance of the trace in H _%(Dim 00) under cyclic permutations we get

- N A d _
tr (RD,rel,)\) =—tr (—5/\(£,\1 - EDIA)(VX)EC) —tr ((ﬁ/\ + §d)\['>\)(£/\ ‘CDl,/\))
A d _ Ad _
= —tr (([d-LrLpy)) - 2 o, log det (LALD ) = —5 3y los det (LALD )

Here we have used that tr (/JD /\d)\(TA)) 0, tr (L’bl/\T)\) = 0. Indeed this follows as
Tr (E)\ D(—7j\ ) Z Tr (['A D(%(d)\ﬁ/\ Qk)) Z Tr ((%E,\ Dd)\'CA)Qk)

J#k Jj#k

We also used the fact that for a holomorphic family of trace-class operators A(\) we have
that logdet(id+A(\)) is holomorphic and we have the identity

% log det(id+A(\)) = tr ((1d A A(A))
so that

d _ . d 4 d
T log det (EAEDI’A) =1tr (ﬁ,\la(ﬁ/\) - ﬁDl,Aa(ﬁDJ\)) .

In the same way,

~ B B - d B B
tr (Rp,absy) = —t1 (NPMA(LY = L)) (vx)MF) = —tr ((Eﬁﬁ,\)(gl - z:D{A))

Ad -
_ 5% log det (ﬁ)\EDl,/\)
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11. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS
Proof of Theorem[I.1l This theorem is the combination of Prop. [0.3] and Theorem in

Section [Ql O
Proof of Theorem[1.3. We set f(z) = 272g(2*) where g € P.. By the decay properties of =
it is sufficient to show equality for small €, so we assume € < 7. Then the function e

is holomorphic in the sector &, and decays faster than exponentially. The function g, (z) =

e n’ g(z) is therefore an admissible function for the Riesz-Dunford functional calculus and
we therefore have

Ful(~Ara) eurlcurl = f((54)3)00 = g (5) = - [ 0a-2)"gu()az

and similarly for the other terms appearing in Rp e 2. The integral converges despite the
pole of order one at zero since g € P, implies that g,(z) = O(|z|*) for some « > 0 near
z = 0. Here f,(2) = 272gn(2%). If h € C(X,C?) then we have convergence of g,(dd) to
g(6d) in L2. Indeed, by our definition of the function class P, the function g is polynomially
bounded on the real line and therefore & is in the domain of the operator g(dd). Consequently
the function g is square integrable with respect to the measure (dE\h,h), where dE) is the
spectral measure of dd. Then we have

I (9(5d) = gu () hll2 = [ (1= 2lg (@) (AR, h),

which tends to zero as n - oo by the dominated convergence theorem.
We note now that

(A —2)716d = (6d - 2)7tod = id +2(6d - 2) 71,

and again this formula applies to the other terms in Rp ;1 ». This gives
1 1 1
Drel,fn = _2 : f RD,rel(\/z)_gn(z)dZ = - [ RD,rel(A)Afn()\)d)\-
i Jr. z im JT s

Moreover, D, 7, h converges in L? to Dol th for any h e C§° (X, C?). By the decays proper-
ties of Rp re1(A), Proposition the integral converges in the Banach space of trace-class
operators, and the sequence Dy, is Cauchy in the Banach space of trace-class operators. We
conclude that D, f is trace-class.

To compute the trace we can again use the convergence of the integral in the space of trace-
class operators and therefore, using Lemma we obtain

1 1
Dy == [ ReanMA A= — [ (E )X F(Nax

Integration by parts and the decay of =, Theorem then completes the proof for D, ;.
The proof for D,y s is exactly the same. ]

Proof of Theorem[1.} We first establish the smoothness away from the objects. To see this
we again use the Riesz-Dunford functional calculus. Let xy(x,y) be the integral kernel of the
difference

(-Are - A?)Leurl curl - (~Agree — A2) Leurl curl.
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Let U be an open neighborhood of 92 such that dist(U, ) > ¢’ € (0,0). Then, on Qy x Q
the integral kernel of k) (x,y) satisfies the estimate

“’ik(xay)HCk(K) < Ck7Ke_6 Im A

for any compact subset K c g x 9. This can be seen directly from as Lemma m
implies that the integral kernel of L) is smooth, and C*®-seminorms satisfy an exponential
decay estimate on Qg x U, whereas the norm of E;l is polynomially bounded by Theorem
By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem above the integral

2ffd2 k(@ )AL (A)dA

then converges in C* (2 x {2g) to the integral integral kernel of By restricted to 2o x €.
Hence this kernel is smooth on Qg x . It remains to show the decay estimate. For large |z|
we have by the estimate

c 6—6’\x| Im A
|
Then, using functional calculus as before, we have the representation

k(z,z) = % ffe Ex(z, 2)Af(A)dA,

2

[ra(z, z)] <

which gives the estimate

© C | 5\l Ji PO eilelyagy < G
< — e AN — e PN < .
IsCe.m)l < [ e *y e < v

This shows that x(z,z) is integrable and by Mercer’s theorem the integral of tr(x(z,x)) is
equal to the trace, as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem [1.5 Define the relative spectral shift function

1 det Sy
)\ = —]_ .
o) = 5 108 o8 det (S )

By the Birman-Krein formula we have

Dy =~ [T () 5O

for any even Schwartz function f.

Recall that 2’ has a meromorphic extension to the complex plane and it is holomorphic
on the real line. Now assume that f is a compactly supported even test function and let f
be a compactly supported almost analytic extension (see for example |18] p.169/170). Let
dm(z) = dzdy be the Lebesgue measure on C. By the Helffer-Sjostrand formula ([18,28]),
combined with the substitution z — z2, we have

) .
curlcurlf(Aie/lz) = —curl curl f z% (Al — 22) Ldm(z),
T Im(z)>0 :
Therefore

2 0
Drel,f = f Z_J_CRD,rel(z)dm(z)’
s 0z
Im(z)>0



42 A. STROHMAIER AND A. WATERS

and hence, by Lemma [10.2] we have

1 of _
Tr(Drer ) = - f z2a—£z'(z)dm(z).
Im(z)>0

Using Stokes’ theorem in the form of |29} p.62/63], we therefore obtain

Tr(Dy) = % A (E(z) + E'(—x))xzf(a:)dx.

Comparing this with the Birman-Krein formula in Theorem gives ﬁ (E'(z) +Z'(-2)) =

¢p(x). Since both functions are meromorphic this shows that this identity holds everywhere.
We conclude that i (E(N) =Z(=N)) —&p(N) is constant. Clearly, (2(\) —Z(-))) vanishes
at zero, so the statement follows if we can show that {p(0) = 0. The estimate [47, Theorem
1.10] shows that Sy = S10 = ... =Sy = id, which then indeed implies {p(0) = 0. The paper
[47] assumes the boundary of 2 to be smooth, but the section on the expansions in this paper
carry over unmodified to the Lipschitz case (see also the remarks in [46] where this is made

explicit). O

12. APPENDIX

12.1. Norm Estimates. In the following we assume that {2 and M are as in the main body
of the text. Recall that the integral kernel of the free resolvent is given by . We will
subsequently prove norm and pointwise estimates for G, o and its derivatives, which are used
in the main body of the text.

Lemma 12.1. Let Qg c M be an open set with dist(€y, Q) = 6 > 0 and choose € € (0,7].

Let U be a bounded open neighborhood of the boundary 92 such that dist(Qo,U) >0 and fix

8" >0 such that 6" < dist(Qo,U) <6. Then for any k € Ny there exists Cy s >0 >0 such that

we have

(1+Tm\)e 20" mA
Im A ’

” VxG)VO”iIk(Q()XU) < Ck,é’,e 6_25 Im)\’ (84)

||G/\,0||§{k(QOXU) < Chyste (83)

for all X € ©.. Here V, denotes differentiation in the first variable, i.e. (V.Gy))(x,y) =
va)\(xay)'

Proof. Let us set A = 6|A\| and note that Im(6) > sin(e) > 0. Since the kernel Gy satis-
fies the Helmholtz equation in both variables away from the diagonal we have ((-Az)¥ +
(-A)F)Gro(x,y) = 202G o(7,y). We then change variables so that 7 := |z —y| > &. By
homogeneity, all of the integration will be carried out in this variable, with the angular vari-
ables only contributing a constant. Substituting s :=Im A 7, into the formula for the Green’s
function implies for all k£ € N that

185G 0l gy < CeimN ™ [ [Gao(rPrdr < Cutm )™ [ 23 ar - (85)
50 60

Here we have enlarged the domains slightly so that € x U’ has positive distance from Qo x U
and dist(, U") > ¢’. This allows us to estimate the Sobolev norms using Lemma We
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then have
® —280 Im A
—2Im Ar €
dr = ———. 86
g[e " -2Im A\ (86)
0

Let Cy  r denote a generic constant depending on ¢', ¢, k. Using and interpolation, as a
result we can conclude for all £ > 0 we have

(1+Tm\)e 20" mA

”G)\,O”i[k(gox[]) < Cé’,s,k Tm \ (87)
The second inequality follows by replacing G g by V.G o in . We then have
|ASV2Grol 720 oy < (83)
[ee] [ee] 1 ,
Cpp(Im \)** f VoG o(r)Pridr < Cy(Im A )4k f (| Im A\ + —2) e 2ImAT g < O 20 A,
(5() 50 "
O

We now combine these estimates to get an estimate on the Maxwell layer potential operator.

Lemma 12.2. Let Qo c M be an open set with dist(Qp, Q) =6 >0 and X\ € D. Then, for any
0<¢" <9 there exists Cy o >0 such that we have

125l

_os/
A <Cs e 26" Im A (89)
H™ 2 (Div,00)—H (curl,Qo) ’

and

52 < Co | Tm \3e-20 TmA
”E)\”H_%(DivO,&Q)aH(curl,Qo) < Cyc|ImA[e (90)

Proof. We choose as in Lemma a bounded open neighborhood of 09). For a € H_%(aﬂ)
the distribution 7; (a) is, by duality, in H;'(U). The first inequality then follows by using
Lemma bearing in mind that integration defines a continuous map

HE(Qo x U) x He*(U) » H** ()

for k large enough. The second inequality follows from the identity , namely that we can
write

Lra=vS\Diva+\28ya aeH 2(Div,d0) (91)
and again using Lemma in the same way as above. ([l

Lemma 12.3. Let k ¢ H*(RY x RY). Then k is the integral kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt
operator

K (R > H (R,
with Hilbert-Schmidt norm bounded by ||k g2 (gaxmay-

Proof. Let K be the integral operator with kernel k. Since (-A + 1)% is an isometry from
L*(RY) to H™1(R?) and from H'(R?) to L?(R?) it suffices to show that (—A+1)%K(—A+ 1)%
is Hilbert-Schmidt from L?(RY) to L?(R?) and bound its Hilbert-Schmidt norm. This is

equivalent to the distributional integral kernel of (-A + 1)%K (-A+ 1)% to be in L2(RY x RY)
(see for example [44]). The Hilbert-Schmidt norm is equal to the L?-norm of the kernel. The
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Fourier transform is (&2 + 1)% (n?+ 1)%l%(f, n) and this is in L? with the L?-norm bounded by
||l r2(rixray thanks to the inequality

(D202 +1)3
E+n?+1 -

0

Lemma 12.4. Let k ¢ Hf(R?’ x R3) be supported in a compact set Q x Q c R xR3. Then k
is the integral kernel of a nuclear operator

K :HY(R?) - HY(R?),
with trace norm bounded by Cq|k| ga(raxray-

Proof. Since k is compactly supported in () we can assume without loss of generality that
Q is a subset of a torus T" by imposing periodic boundary conditions on a sufficiently large
rectangle and remarking that the Sobolev norms on the torus restricted to a neighborhood
of Q are then equivalent to those of R? restricted to that neighborhood. We can therefore
assume without loss of generality that we are on a compact manifold Y. We can then write
K as K = (-Ay +1)"}(=Ay + 1)K. The operator (-Ay + 1)7! is Hilbert-Schmidt from
HY(Y) to HY(Y), as for example can be seen from Weyl’s law. The operator (-Ay + 1)K
is Hilbert-Schmidt by Lemma Since we have written the operator as a product of two
Hilbert-Schmidt operators it is nuclear and the corresponding estimate for the nuclear norm
follows by estimating in terms of the Hilbert-Schmidt norms. U

Lemma 12.5. Suppose that §) c R? is an open subset and assume that Q' c R? is a larger
subset such that Q c Q' and dist(0Q,09') > 0. Let N € N. Then for any f € L*(') with
(=AY f e L2(QY) for all k = 0,1,...,N we have flo € H*N(Q) and there exists a constant

Cna .0 >0, independent of f, such that | flol gov ) < O 0 Zren H(_A)kf”LQ(Q/).

Proof. This is the usual proof of interior regularity applied to the possibly non-compact
domain €. We will show that f € H*(Q),Af € H*(Y) implies f ¢ H*"(Q) with the
corresponding norm-estimates. The result then follows from this statement by iterating using
a sequence of intermediate domains Q c Q1 c ... c Qn_1 ¢ Q. We will choose U so that
Q c U c Q while is still such that dist(0U,9Q") > 0,dist(0U,02) > 0. We can choose
a regularised distance function and construct a function y € C’,;"’(Rd) which is compactly
supported in Q' which equals one in a neighborhood of U. Then, if f € H*(Q'),Af € H*(Q)
we have
(1-2)(xf) = (X =A0))f = XAf =2(VX)V /.

From this we see that (-A + 1)(xf) € H*'(R?) and therefore yf ¢ H**'(R%). Hence, the
restriction of f to U is in H**'(Q;). Now we choose another cut-off function 7 in Cf°(R%)

supported in U that equals one near 2. Then (Vn)Vf is in H*(U) and we now conclude in
the same way that f|o € H¥"2(Q). O
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