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Abstract. We study the propagation of wavepackets along curved interfaces between topo-
logical, magnetic materials. Our Hamiltonian is a massive Dirac operator with a magnetic
potential. We construct semiclassical wavepackets propagating along the curved interface as
adiabatic modulations of straight edge states under constant magnetic fields. While in the
magnetic-free case, the wavepackets propagate coherently at speed one, here they experience
slowdown, dispersion, and Aharonov–Bohm effects. Several numerical simulations illustrate
our results.

1. Introduction

This paper analyzes wavepackets propagating along an interface between two topologically
distinct materials, in the presence of an external magnetic field. It extends constructions
carried out in [BBD+21] for magnetic-free models. We represent here the electron dynamics
via a two-dimensional Dirac equation:

(εDt + /D)Ψ(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R2. (1.1)

In (1.1), /D denotes a Dirac operator with sign-changing mass and magnetic field:

/D = (εD1 − A1(x))σ1 + (εD2 − A2(x))σ2 + κ(x)σ3, where:

• ε > 0 is a small semiclassical parameter and εDt = −iε∂t, εDj = −iε∂j denote the
self-adjoint semiclassical derivatives;
• A = (A1, A2)t ∈ C∞(R2,R2) is a magnetic potential with ∇A ∈ C∞b (i.e. smooth with

all derivatives uniformly bounded), inducing the magnetic field B = ∂1A2 − ∂2A1;
• κ ∈ C∞(R2,R) has varying sign and satisfies ∇κ ∈ C∞b ;
• σ1, σ2, σ3 are the standard 2× 2 Pauli matrices.

The sign of the domain wall κ characterizes the topological phase of the material. Specif-
ically, under the transversality condition

κ(y) = 0 ⇒ ∇κ(y) 6= 0, (1.2)

the interface Γ = κ−1(0) separates regions of distinct local topology [Bal19a,BBD+21]. For
analytic reasons, we consider here a uniform version of (1.2):

inf{
∣∣∇κ(x)

∣∣ : x ∈ Γ} > 0.

The bulk-edge correspondence for Dirac operators [Bal19a] predicts that a tubular neigh-
borhood of Γ = κ−1(0) supports asymmetric currents, hence (some analogue of) edge states
for small ε. For vanishing magnetic potentials, we constructed in [BBD+21] long-lived solu-
tions to (1.1). These were confined and propagating at speed one along Γ. We referred to
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them as dynamical edge states, since we derived them as time-dependent adiabatic modula-
tions of straight edge states. This paper extends the construction to the magnetic case. A
non-zero magnetic field induces several new phenomena for dynamical edge states:

(i) A systematic slowdown, see Figure 1;
(ii) A large phase-shift, generating a Aharonov–Bohm effect when Γ is a loop;

(iii) In general, a mesoscopic dispersion along Γ.

We set a few notations in §1.1, state a simplified main result in §1.2, and detail the effects
(i)–(iii) in §1.3.

B = 0

B = 2

Figure 1. Snapshots of the evolu-
tion of Gaussian wavepackets propagat-
ing along a straight interface κ(x) = x2,
under a constant magnetic field B =
0, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 (from right to left), com-
puted numerically. The packets slow
down in stronger fields.

1.1. Notations. We first define the normal and tangent vector fields to the level sets of κ:

n(x) =
∇κ(x)

|∇κ(x)|
, τ(x) = Jn(x), J =

[
0 −1
1 0

]
.

Given y0 ∈ Γ, we let yt be the solution of the ODE

ẏt = c(yt)τ(yt), c(y) :=
|∇κ(y)|√

|∇κ(y)|2 +B(y)2
, (1.3)

where B = ∇×A is the magnetic field. Note that ∂tκ(yt) = 0 since ∇κ(x) · τ(x) = 0, hence
yt ∈ Γ for any t ∈ R. We then define the quantities

Bt = B(yt), nt =
∇κ(yt)

|∇κ(yt)|
, rt = |∇κ(yt)|, ρt =

√
r2
t +B2

t , γt =
Bt

ρ2
t

.

To capture the local geometry of the interface near yt, we define two smoothly varying
angles ϕt and θt (and the corresponding clockwise rotation Rθt) by

cosϕt =
rt
ρt

:= ct, sinϕt =
Bt

ρt
:= st, Rθt =

[
cos θt sin θt
− sin θt cos θt

]
, (1.4)

see Figure 2; we assume ϕ0 and θ0 belong to [0, 2π) for concreteness. With these notations,
Rθtnt = e2 and ẏt = ctτt with τt = Jnt. Differentiating the equation defining θt, we observe

that ṅt + θ̇tτt = 0. Since ẏt = ctτt, we deduce that θ̇t = −ct(τ · ∂τn)(yt). In particular,

|θ̇t| = ctKt where Kt is the curvature of the curve Γ at yt.

We also introduce the unitary pullback operator Rθt by Rθt as Rθtg(z) = g(Rθtz). Asso-
ciated to θt and ϕt are two spinorial rotations,

U2,ϕt = e−i
ϕt
2
σ2 , U3,θt = e−i

θt
2
σ3 .
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current

κ > 0

κ < 0

κ−1(0)

θt

yt

nt

τt

Figure 2. Geometry of curved interface.

1.2. Simplified main result. For the sake of simplicity, we consider a restricted setup: the
domain wall satisfies a geometric condition and the magnetic field is constant. Our main
result, 6.2, takes then a clearer form.

The aforementioned assumptions are:

• κ ∈ C∞(R2,R) with ∇κ ∈ C∞b satisfies

y ∈ κ−1(0) ⇒
∣∣∇κ(y)

∣∣ = 1, ∆κ(y) = 0; (1.5)

• The magnetic field B is constant.

While (1.5) is analytically restrictive, it is not geometrically restrictive: any one-dimensional
submanifold of R2 is the zero set of a function κ satisfying (1.5). For instance, for the
straight edge Γ = Re2, we can choose κ(y) = y2 while for the unit circle Γ = S1 we can
choose κ(y) = ln |y| (near |y| = 1). When the two above conditions hold, the quantities
rt, Bt, ρt, γt, ϕt, ct and st do not depend on t, and we omit the subscript t.

The most elementary setup with these two conditions consists of κ(x) = x2 and A =
−Bx2e1. The corresponding Dirac operator is:

/D0,B := (εD1 +Bx2)σ1 + εD2σ2 + x2σ3. (1.6)

We remark that the magnetic potential vanishes along the interface Re1 and is parallel to
it. The equation (εDt + /D0,B)Ψ = 0 admits an explicit family of non-dispersive wavepacket

solutions that propagate along Γ at speed c = (1 +B2)−1/2:

Ψ0,B(x) :=
1√
ε
ψ0,B

(
x− cte1√

ε

)
, ψ0,B(z) :=

∫
R
eiξz1−

1
2
ρ(z2+γξ)2 f̂(ξ)dξ · U2,ϕ

[
1
−1

]
, (1.7)

where f̂ is any Schwartz-class function, ρ =
√

1 +B2, γ = B
1+B2 , and ϕ = arctanB.

We extend this statement to interfaces tilted by an angle θ ∈ R. Let /Dθ,B be the Dirac
operator with domain wall and magnetic potential

κ(x) = n · x, A(x) = Bκ(x)τ, n =

[
− sin θ
cos θ

]
, τ = −

[
cos θ
sin θ

]
.
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The equation (εDt + /Dθ,B)Ψ = 0 is unitarily equivalent to the case θ = 0 and admits a
family of solutions constructed from Ψ0,B:

Ψθ,B(x) :=
1√
ε
ψθ,B

(
x− ctτ√

ε

)
, ψθ,B(z) := U3,θRθψ0,B(z).

Our main result produces approximate solutions to (εDt + /D)Ψ = 0 as modulations of
ψθ,B. To state it, we need the distribution gt on R2 defined by:

gt(z) :=

∫
R2

eiζz+iγ(θt−θ0)ζ21dζ =
e−iπ/4

|2πγ(θt − θ0)|1/2
e
i
−z21

4γ(θt−θ0) · δ0(z2). (1.8)

The second equality is valid for θt 6= θ0 and should be replaced by a Dirac mass when θt = θ0.
Our simplified theorem for constant magnetic fields reads then as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that κ satisfies the condition (1.5) and that B is constant. For any
T > 0, the equation (εDt + /D)Ψ = 0 admits solutions that satisfy, uniformly for t ∈ [−T,T]
and x ∈ R2:

Ψ(t, x) =
e
i
ε
χ(t,x)

√
ε

ψ

(
t,
x− yt√

ε

)
+OL2(ε1/2), where ψ(t, z) :=

(
Rθtgt

)
∗ ψθt,B(z), (1.9)

and χ(t, x) =

∫ t

0

ẏs · A(ys)ds+ A(yt) · (x− yt) + (x− yt) ·
(
∇A(yt)

> −Bntτ>t
)

(x− yt).

The leading order term in (1.9):

(i) Propagates at speed c = (1 +B2)−1/2 along Γ, in the prescribed direction τ .
(ii) Is semiclassically localized at the phase-space point (yt, At) with At = A(yt). This is

where the eigenvalues of the symbol of /D are degenerate. While the rapid oscillations
generated by At can be locally gauged away, they cannot be globally neglected when
Γ is a closed loop: this is the Aharonov–Bohm effect.

(iii) Disperses along Γ at rate prescribed by the difference θt − θ0:∣∣ψ(t, z)
∣∣ ≤ C

1 + |θt − θ0|1/2
sup
z∈R2

∣∣ψ(0, z)
∣∣. (1.10)

In particular, the leading part in (1.9) is controlled by ε−1/2|θt − θ0|−1/2. This is a
relatively weak dispersion as it comes from dispersion of the wave envelop Rθtgt ?ψθt,B
rather than dispersive relations of plane waves. It produces effects for times of order
one, in contrast with dispersion in e.g. the semiclassical Schrödinger equation which
arises at time ε.

We detail these three effects in §1.3. Theorem 6.2 will extend the result of Theorem 1.1
to cover varying magnetic fields, general domain walls and longer times of validity. The
corresponding wavepackets will more generally have a variable speed, given by the ODE (1.3);
a phase with properties identical to (ii) above; and a more complicated rate of dispersion.

1.3. Effects of the magnetic field. We comment here on the structure of the wavepacket
(1.7), when B is constant and κ satisfies (1.5); and detail how things change when these
conditions are relaxed (see Theorem 6.2).
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Figure 3. Aharonov–Bohm effect for
the domain wall κ(y) = ln |y| (correspond-
ing to a circle interface). The plot shows
the rapid evolution of the phase of the first
spinor component as the wavepacket per-
forms a single revolution around the cir-
cle. See §7.3 for details.

Turning on a magnetic field systematically slows down the propagation. In the general
setup of Theorem 6.2, the wavepackets move at speed (1 +B2

t )
−1/2, which is smaller than 1

whenever the magnetic field does not vanish.

The wavepacket is semiclassically localized at (yt, At). This point lies in the crossing set
of the semiclassical symbol

/D(x, ξ) =
(
ξ1 − A1(x)

)
σ1 +

(
ξ2 − A2(x)

)
σ2 + κ(x)σ3;

that is, the eigenvalues of /D(yt, At) are repeated. Hence, (yt, At) is an exotic semiclassical
trajectory, in the sense that it is not among those predicted by standard propagation of
singularity, such as [DH72].

The semiclassical action ẏt ·At generates a large phase-shift e
i
ε

∫ t
0 ẏs·Asds that can be locally

– but not globally – gauged away. When Γ is a loop, after a full revolution the phase shift

Figure 4. Snapshots of the evolution of a wavepacket around the unit disc
(with κ(y) = ln |y| and θ̇ = c) in magnetic fields B = 1/2, 1/

√
2, 1 (top row)

and B = 2, 3, 4 (bottom row). We observe gradual dispersion consistent with
our predicted dispersion rate γ|θt−θ0| = γct = B(1+B2)−3/2t, see (1.11). For
equal distance of propagation the dispersion is maximal when B = 1 while for
equal time of propagation the dispersion is strongest when B = 1/

√
2.
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relates to the magnetic flux Φ =
∫

Γ
A: it is e

i
ε
Φ, see Figure 3 for the case of the circle. This

is the Aharonov–Bohm effect.

The envelop of the wavepacket typically disperses along Γ. Under the geometric condition
(1.5), the rate of change of dispersion is |θt − θ0|−1/2. Indeed, writing ψ in terms of gt and
ψ0,B, and using the formula (1.8), we have for |θt − θ0| ≥ 1:

sup
z∈R2

∣∣ψ(t, z)
∣∣ = sup

z∈R2

∣∣gt ∗ ψ0,B(z)
∣∣ ≤ 1√

2πγ|θt − θ0|
sup
z2∈R

∫
R
|ψ(y1, z2)|dy1

≤ C√
γ|θt − θ0|

=
C ′√

γ|θt − θ0|
sup
z∈R2

∣∣ψ(0, z)
∣∣. (1.11)

This yields (1.10). While the rate of change of dispersion |θt− θ0|−1/2 is bounded above if Γ
is asymptotically flat, it can be as small as t−1/2 when Γ is a loop or a spiral. In these cases,
the wavepacket loses coherence over long times as displayed in Figure 4; it should be noted
however that larger magnetic fields do not necessarily give rise to larger dispersion. In the
general setup of Theorem 6.2, the rate of dispersion νt takes a more complicated form: see
Lemma 5.3, (5.3) and (3.21). We comment that dispersion can have long-time effects. When
the dispersion is strongest, νt ∼ t and our construction holds up to times T � ε−1/8; when
it is weakest, νt = O(1) and we recover the time of validity T� ε−1/2 of [BBD+21].

When B or |∇κ| vary along Γ (that is, outside the setup of Theorem 1.1), an additional ef-
fect emerges: time-dependent anisotropic compression/stretching in the normal and tangent
directions of Γ. We refer the reader to the formula (5.6) and Theorem 6.2. The compression
factors,

√
ρt (in the normal direction) and c2

0/c
2
t (in the tangent direction), remain bounded

above and below in the limit t→∞. This contrasts with the parameter νt that controls the
dispersion, which can grow like t.

1.4. Strategy of proof. Conceptually speaking, our approach consists in constructing suc-
cessive transformations of /D that bring us closer to the flat Dirac operator /D0,B of (1.6).
The main steps are as follows:

1. In §2, we conjugate /D by a gauge transform eiχ(t,x)/ε, cooked up so that the resulting
magnetic potential A − ∇χ vanishes along Γ and is tangent to the level sets of κ.
These are shared features with the flat Dirac operator /D0,B. The expansion of the

gauge term eiχ(t,x)/ε near yt produces the large oscillatory phase of (1.9).

2. In §3.1 we look for solutions to the gauge-modified Dirac equation (εDt + /̃D)Ψ̃ = 0
as semiclassical wavepackets localized at (yt, 0). A formal Taylor expansion produces
a hierarchy of equations for the envelops.

3. In §3.2, we perform a series of spatial and spinorial rotations on the leading equation.
The first two rotations (which already appear in [BBD+21]) flatten the interface; the
last is magnetically induced and is among the new ingredients. The result is the
leading equation that one would get starting from /D0,B.

4. Up to a partial shifted Fourier transform, the leading operator takes the same form
as in the absence of magnetic fields [BBD+21]. In §4, we compute explicitly its kernel
and prove stability estimates – later needed for the subleading transport equation.

5. In §5 we explicitly integrate the transport equation. In Fourier variables, the solutions
have a quadratic phase with Hessian θt− θ0 (in the setup of §1.2). In physical space,
this transfers to dispersion at rate |θt − θ0|−1/2.
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6. Higher-order approximations are constructed iteratively in §6. Combining them with
the unitarity of e−it /D and a Duhamel argument, we obtain our main result, Theorem
6.2. It gives an approximate solution to (εDt + /D)Ψ = 0 that propagates along
Γ, slowed down by the magnetic field, and explicitly expressed through the above
transformations.

We then illustrate our findings with a series of numerical simulations in §7.

1.5. Related literature. For systems of semiclassical PDEs, the symbols that govern the
macroscopic transport are the eigenvalues of the (matrix-valued) symbol. A symbolic diago-
nalization argument shows that their Hamiltonian flow governs the leading-order dynamics.
When the eigenvalues of the symbol are degenerate, the classical equations of motion break
down. The situation studied here is among the simplest such cases. Our analysis show
that the phase-space crossing set {

(
x,A(x)

)
, x ∈ Γ} support wavepackets with the dynamics

(1.3). As mentioned above, (1.3) is an exotic semiclassical trajectory not predicted by the
standard results on propagation of singularities [DH72]. In other setups, wavepackets may
e.g. start away from the crossing set, reach it, and undergo a Landau–Zener transition; see
e.g. [Hag94,HJ98,FKG03,CdV04].

From a physical point of a view, our motivation stems from the ubiquity of /D in the
field of topological phases of matter [Wit16,MM21], and in particular one-particle models of
topological insulators and topological superconductors [Vol89,Ber13,PSB16,Bal19a,Bal19b],
which generically come with conical points [Dro21b]. The domain wall κ(x) models the
interface between two topologically distinct insulating phases [FLTW16, Dro19b, DW20].
This in turn generates an asymmetric transport along the interface Γ by a principle called the
bulk-interface correspondence; see e.g. [EG02, GP13, PSB16, Dro19a, Bal20, Bal21, Dro21a,
BM22]. The wavepackets analyzed here encode this asymmetry; see [BBD+21, §1.4] for a
discussion when A = 0. The operator /D also emerges in the effective analysis of graphene
and its pseudomagnetic (strained) analogues, see for instance [GRW21].

Note that the magnetic field is essential in the integer quantum Hall effect [TKNdN82,
ASS94,BvESB94], which was the first observed example of topologically non-trivial state of
matter. There, the insulating gaps are obtained from the degenerate Landau levels associated
to a constant magnetic field. This contrasts with the situation considered here: the non-
trivial topology imposed by the domain wall is stable against magnetic contributions; see
[Bal21]. This means that the magnetic field does not influence the existence of edge states.
It however affect their quantitative features, see §1.3.

Our results in Theorems 1.1 and 6.2 concern weakly dispersive wavepackets with a macro-
scopic center yt propagating along Γ = κ−1(0). Changing the metric (i.e. replacing D by(
Dj + Γj(x))gjk(x)

)
σk) would likely preserve this structure. However, adding an electric po-

tential V (x) to /D modifies the energy landscape, hence the interface Γ = κ−1(0) between the
two topological media cannot properly support wavepackets. These are likely to propagate
instead within a thicker strip close to Γ, with splitting according to Landau–Zener transition
rules.

Acknowledgments. This work is a sequel to [BBD+21], which started during a 2020 AIM
workshop, Mathematics of topological insulators. The authors thank the organizers: Daniel
Freed, Gian Michele Graf, Rafe Mazzeo and Michael Weinstein. In addition, the authors
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are very grateful to Clotilde Fermanian Kammerer, Jianfeng Lu, and Alexander Watson for
initial discussions. The authors acknowledge support form the NSF grants DMS-2118608
and DMS-2054589 (AD), DMS-1908736 and EFMA-1641100 (GB).

2. Gauge transformation

This section constructs a gauge function that reduces /D to an operator with magnetic
properties closer to those of the model operator (1.6).

2.1. Equivalent tangent magnetic potential. We construct first a magnetic potential Ã
on R2 such that ∇× Ã = B near Γ, and Ã vanishes along Γ = κ−1(0) and is carried by the
vector field τ . In particular, the operator

/̃D =
(
εD1 − Ã1(x)

)
σ1 +

(
εD2 − Ã2(x)

)
σ2 + κ(x)σ3 (2.1)

will share many of the characteristics of the model (1.6): the magnetic potential is tangent

to Γ and vanishes along Γ. Moreover, from magnetic equivalence between A and Ã, /D and

/̃D are locally conjugated. We use below the notation (with Euclidean distance d)

Uη =
{
x ∈ R2 : d(x,Γ) < η

}
.

Lemma 2.1. There exist η > 0 and a function β ∈ C∞(R2,R) vanishing on R2\U2η such

that, defining Ã := βκτ , we have

∇× (A− Ã) = ∇× (A− βκτ) = 0 on Uη; β =
B

|∇κ|
on Γ. (2.2)

Proof. We first note that it suffices to construct β on Uη and extend it to R2 as a smooth
function with support in U2η. For f a smooth function, we observe that

∇× (fτ) = ∇f × τ + f∇× τ = ∂nf + f∇× τ, (2.3)

where we used ∇f × τ = ∂1fτ2 − ∂2fτ1 = ∂nf . Let B = ∇ × A. To find β such that
B = ∇× (βκτ), we first solve

∂nf + f∇× τ = B, f |Γ = 0. (2.4)

We note that the coefficients of ∂n are in C∞b . In particular, the flow es∂n(x) is defined for
all times. We now define the map Φ : Γ× R→ R2 by

Φ(x, s) = es∂n(x).

If f solves (2.4), then f̃ = f ◦ Φ solves

∂sf̃ + f̃ · (∇× τ) ◦ Φ = B ◦ Φ, f̃ |Γ = 0.

This equation clearly admits a solution f̃ ∈ C∞(Γ × R,R). Moreover, note that ∂n is
transverse to Γ; that |∇κ| is uniformly bounded above and below; and that κ ∈ C∞b , Φ is
a diffeomorphism from Γ× (−δ, δ) to its range, which contains a neighborhood of the form

Uη. Therefore, f̃ induces the solution f = f̃ ◦ Φ−1 ∈ C∞(Uη,R) of (2.4).

Because f vanishes on Γ and κ vanishes transversely on Γ (with |∇κ| bounded below),
after potentially reducing η we can write f = βκ for some smooth function β on Uη. From
the equation (2.4) and the identity (2.3), we conclude that

∇× A = B = ∂nf + f∇× τ = ∇× (fτ) = ∇× (βκτ).
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Moreover, using that f and κ vanish on Γ, we have along Γ:

B = ∂nf = ∂n(βκ) = β∂nκ = β|∇κ|.
This completes the proof. �

Thanks to (2.2), A and Ã give rise to the same magnetic field on Uη, hence the difference

A− Ã is locally a gradient field:

Lemma 2.2. Let η > 0 given by Lemma 2.1 and U ⊂ Uη be a simply connected set. For any
(y0, η0) ∈ U × R, there exists a unique χ0 ∈ C∞(U,R) such that

Ã = A−∇χ0 in U ; and χ0(y0) = η0.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Thanks to (2.2), we have ∇× (A−βκτ) = 0 on Uη, hence on U . Since
U is simply connected, by Poincaré’s lemma there exists a unique χ0 ∈ C∞(U,R) such that
∇χ0 = A− βκτ and χ(y0) = η0. �

It follows from Lemma 2.2 that the operators /D and /̃D defined in (2.1) are locally conju-
gate: on open sets U produced by Lemma 2.2, we have

e−iχ0/ε /Deiχ0/ε = /̃D. (2.5)

2.2. Global gauge. When Γ is simply connected, we can pick U = Uη in Lemma 2.2, and
the conjugation relation (2.5) holds on a full neighborhood of Γ. This however fails when Γ
is a loop: χ0 is only defined on part of Γ. We circumvent this obstacle by using instead a
time-dependent gauge that follows the center of mass yt of our wavepacket, i.e. defined on a
set of the form

Ωδ =
{

(t, x), t ∈ R, |x− yt| < δ
}
.

Proposition 2.3. Let Ã be as defined in Lemma 2.1. There exist δ > 0 and χ ∈ C∞(R ×
R2,R) with support in Ω2δ with χ(0, y0) = 0 and such that for (t, x) ∈ Ωδ:

Ã(x) = A(x)−∇χ(t, x), ∂tχ(t, x) = 0. (2.6)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1, it suffices to construct χ on Ωδ and to extend it to R2

as a smooth function with support in Ω2δ. Without loss of generality, we can assume that Γ
is connected. If Γ is also simply connected, then we simply take δ = η and χ(t, x) = χ0(x).
If Γ is not simply connected, then it is a loop; in particular it is compact.

Fix t ∈ R. According to Lemma 2.2, there exists δt > 0 and a smooth function χ(t, ·)
defined on the ball B(yt, δt) such that

Ã(x) = A(x)−∇χ(t, x), x ∈ B(yt, δt); χ(t, yt) =

∫ t

0

ẏs · A(ys)ds. (2.7)

Since Γ is compact, we can pick δt independent of t; we write below δ = δt. Varying t, we
obtain a uniquely defined function χ on Ωδ. We take time-derivative of both identities in
(2.7). The first one yields ∇∂tχ(t, x) = 0 for x ∈ B(yt, δ). The second one gives

∂tχ(t, yt) = ∂t
(
χ(t, yt)

)
− ẏt · ∇χ(t, yt) = ẏt · A(yt)− ẏt · A(yt) = 0,

where we used ∇χ = βκτ − A hence ∇χ(t, yt) = A(yt). From these identities, we deduce

that ∂tχ(t, x) = 0 for x ∈ B(yt, δ); in particular ∂tχ is smooth. Moreover, ∇χ = A − Ã is
also smooth. This implies that χ is smooth, which completes the proof. �
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Thanks to (2.6), we have the relation

e−iχ/ε
(
εDt + /D

)
eiχ/ε = εDt + /̃D +R, where: (2.8)

R = ∂tχ+ (∂1χ− A1 + Ã1)σ1 + (∂2χ− A2 + Ã2)σ2. (2.9)

It follows from (2.8) that Ψ solves (1.1) if and only if Ψ̃ = e−iχ/εΨ solves(
εDt + /̃D +R

)
Ψ̃ = 0. (2.10)

While R looks like a leading-order term, it will effectively be of order ε∞ because it vanishes
on Ωδ – a domain where our wavepacket is concentrated. We will eventually treat it as a
small source term in §6.

2.3. Gauge expansion. We conclude this section with an expansion of χ near (t, yt), which
will serve to prove Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.4. We have:

χ(t, yt) =

∫ t

0

ẏs · Asds; ∇χ(t, yt) = At; ∇2χ(t, yt) = ∇A>(yt)−Btntτ
>
t . (2.11)

Proof. The first formula of (2.11) comes from the equation (2.7) defining χ. The second one
follows from

∇χ(t, yt) = A(yt)− β(yt)κ(yt)τ(yt) = At.

In order to see the last one, we notice that

∇2χ(t, yt) = ∇ ·
(
∇>χ

)
(yt) = ∇

(
A> − βκτ>

)
(yt)

= ∇A>(yt)− β(yt)∇κ(yt)τ
>(yt) = ∇A>(yt)−Btntτ

>
t ,

where we used βt = Bt/rt on Γ, see (2.2). This completes the proof. �

3. Local normal form

We now start our construction of approximate solutions to (εDt + /̃D)Ψ̃ = 0. This section
describes a series of transformations that allows us to explicitly invert an operator that
governs the leading dynamics: a rescaling of Ψ̃ in natural coordinates, spatial and spinorial
rotations, and finally a shifted partial Fourier transform.

3.1. Spatial rescaling. We first write the wavepacket in natural coordinates:

ψ(t, z) = ε
1
2SΨ̃(t, z),

with the scaling transformation defined as

Sf(z) = f(yt +
√
εz), S−1f(x) = f

(
x− yt√

ε

)
. (3.1)

We observe that ε
1
2S is an isometry on L2(R2), while formally,

Sf(z) =
∑
α

ε
|α|
2 zα

α!
∂αf(yt) =

∑
j≥0

ε
j
2Sjf(z), Sjf(z) :=

∑
|α|=j

zα

α!
∂αf(yt). (3.2)

This scaling emerges from the following consideration. For κ(x) = x2, the wavepacket
is confined by a harmonic-like oscillator εD2σ2 + x2σ3 and hence comes with a natural
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scale
√
εx2. This scale is then imposed to all directions when κ admits more sophisticated

variations, i.e. when Γ is curved.

We then verify that ψ(t, z) solves

Lψ = 0; L = ε−
1
2S(εDt + /̃D)S−1 = ε

1
2Dt − ẏt ·D + (D + ε−

1
2Sh(z)) · σ (3.3)

with D = (D1, D2, 0)t, σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3)t, and h = (−Ã1,−Ã2, κ)t = (−βκτ, κ)t. We still use

ẏt for (ẏt, 0)t ∈ R3. Using (3.2), we find formally L =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2Lj, where we observe that

L−1 = 0 since Ã and hence h vanish on Γ = κ−1(0), and

L0 = −ẏt ·D +D · σ + S1h · σ (3.4)

L1 = Dt + S2h · σ (3.5)

Lj = Sj+1h · σ =
∑
|α|=j+1

1

α!
zα∂αh(yt) · σ, j ≥ 2. (3.6)

Our next objective is to transform L0 in an appropriate basis so that its infinite dimensional
kernel and its inverse on the orthogonal complement may be written explicitly.

3.2. Rotations. We now introduce spatial and spinorial rotations already mentioned in the
introduction. We define, for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3 and θ ∈ R, the spinor rotation acting on C2:

Uj,θ = e−i
θ
2
σj = cos

(
θ
2

)
− i sin

(
θ
2

)
σj.

Associated to it is a standard three-dimensional rotation acting on R3 of angle θ about the
j-axis (with usual orientation) R̃j,θ such that for c ∈ R3:

R̃j,θc · σ = c · U∗j,θσUj,θ, U∗j,θσUj,θ =: R̃∗j,θσ.

Note that

U∗k,θσjUk,θ = δj 6=k cos θσj + εjkl sin θσl + δjkσj.

From this, we deduce two formulas that we will use later:

R̃2,ϕt =

cosϕt 0 − sinϕt
0 1 0

sinϕt 0 cosϕt

 =

ct 0 −st
0 1 0
st 0 ct

 , R̃3,θt =

[
Rθt 0
0 1

]
, (3.7)

where Rθt is the spatial rotation defined in (1.4). We finally define the L2-unitary transform
related to the spatial rotations

Rθtf = f ◦Rθt

and the operator

Ut = U2,ϕtU3,θtRθt . (3.8)

When ϕt ≡ 0 (i.e., when B = 0), this transformation already appears in [BBD+21]. We now
compute the operators U∗t Lj Ut. We start with preliminary relations:

Lemma 3.1. We find:

U∗t (−ẏt ·D) Ut = ctD1, U∗t D · σUt = (ctσ1 + stσ3)D1 + σ2D2, (3.9)

U∗t Dt Ut = Dt −
ϕ̇t
2
σ2 −

θ̇t
2

(−stσ1 + ctσ3)− θ̇t(z1D2 − z2D1). (3.10)
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Moreover U∗t Sjh · σUt is a multiplication operator by a time-dependent homogeneous poly-
nomial of degree j in z; and for j = 1, 2:

U∗t S1h · σUt = ρtz2σ3, U∗t S2h · σUt = −rtctz2 〈z,∇β(yt)〉+ qt(z) · σ (3.11)

where qt · σ is a matrix-valued quadratic form in z carried by σ2, σ3.

Proof. 1. Space differentiation. We first observe that

R∗θtDRθt = R̃∗3,θtD, R∗θtD · vRθt = D · R̃3,θtv. (3.12)

Applied to v = −ẏt with Rθt ẏt = −cte1 by construction, we find −R̃3,θt ẏt ·D = ctD1. Since
spinorial rotations commute with scalars, we obtain the first relation in (3.9).

We now apply (3.12) to v = σ and find

(RθtU3,θt)
∗D · σRθtU3,θt = D · σ.

Therefore, using (3.7), we find

U∗t D · σUt = U∗2,ϕtD · σU2,ϕt = D · R̃∗2,ϕtσ = (ctσ1 + stσ3)D1 + σ2D2.

This proves the second identity in (3.9).

2. Time differentiation. We note that

R∗θtDtRθt = Dt − θ̇tJz ·Dz, U∗3,θtDtU3,θt = Dt −
θ̇t
2
σ3, U∗2,ϕtDtU2,ϕt = Dt −

ϕ̇t
2
σ2.

We deduce that

U∗t Dt Ut = U∗2,ϕt

(
Dt −

θ̇t
2
σ3

)
U2,ϕt − θ̇t(z1D2 − z2D1)

= Dt −
ϕ̇t
2
σ2 −

θ̇t
2

(−stσ1 + ctσ3)− θ̇t(z1D2 − z2D1).

This proves (3.10).

3. Multiplicative operators. We observe that R∗θtShRθt = h(yt +
√
εRθtz) as a multiplica-

tion operator so that

U∗t Sh · σUt = R̃2,ϕtR̃3,θth(yt +
√
εRθtz) · σ =

∑
j≥1

ε
j
2

∑
|α|=j

zανα · σ,

where we have defined the 3−vectors να = 1
α!
R̃2,ϕtR̃3,θt(R−θt∇)αh(yt). Indeed,

h(yt +
√
εRθz) =

∑
j≥1

1

j!
(
√
εz ·R−θ∇)jh(yt) =

∑
j≥1

ε
j
2

∑
|α|=j

zα

α!
(R−θ∇)αh(yt)

using multinomial coefficients. Therefore, Sjh · σ is a multiplicative operator by a homo-
geneous polynomial of degree j depending on t; composing with rotations preserves this
feature: U∗t Sjh · σUt is also a homogeneous polynomial of degree j.

We now focus on j = 1. Define h̃ = (−βτ, 1)t so that h = κh̃. Since κ(yt) = 0, we have

S1h = h̃(yt) · S1κ. Since spinorial rotations commute with the scalar S1κ,

U∗t S1h · σUt = R∗θtS1κRθt U∗t h̃(yt) · σUt . (3.13)
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We now compute separatelyR∗θtS1κRθt and U∗t h̃(yt)·σUt (note thatRθt does not technically

affect that last term since h̃(yt) does not depend on z). We have:

R∗θtS1κ · σRθt = R∗θtz · ∇κ(yt)Rθt = z ·Rθt∇κ(yt) = rtz2. (3.14)

Moreover, since Bt = βtrt, we have h̃(yt) = (−r−1
t Btτt, 1)t hence R3,θth̃ = (r−1

t Bt, 0, 1). We
deduce

U∗3,θth̃(yt) · σU3,θt = R3,θth̃(yt) · σ =
Btσ1

rt
+ σ3 =

ρt
rt

(stσ1 + ctσ3).

By (3.7), U∗2,ϕt(stσ1 +ctσ3)U2,ϕt = σ3, which is the main motivation for the definition of U2,ϕt .
Hence,

U∗t h̃(yt) · σUt = U∗2,ϕtU
∗
3,θth̃(yt) · σU3,θtU2,ϕt =

ρt
rt
σ3. (3.15)

Multiplying (3.14) and (3.15) and going back to (3.13), we conclude that:

U∗t S1h · σUt = ρtz2σ3.

We go on with the case j = 2. We compute U∗t S2h ·σUt. We recall that h = κh̃, therefore
(using again κ(yt) = 0):

S2h = 2(S1κ)(S1h̃) + (S2κ)h̃(yt). (3.16)

We start with the contribution of (S2κ)h̃(yt), i.e. the term U∗t (S2κ)h̃(yt) · σUt. Using that

S2κ is a scalar and h̃ · σ does not depend on z we have

U∗t (S2κ)h̃(yt) Ut = R∗θt(S2κ)Rθt U∗t h̃(yt) · σUt = R∗θt(S2κ)Rθt

ρt
rt
σ3, (3.17)

where we used (3.15) in the last equality. This term is carried by σ3.

We now focus on U∗t (S1κ)(S1h̃(yt) · σ) Ut. Using (3.14) and that spinorial rotations com-
mute with scalars, we obtain:

U∗t (S1κ)(S1h̃) · σUt = R∗θt(S1κ)Rθt Ut(S1h̃) · σUt = rtz2 Ut(S1h̃) · σUt . (3.18)

It remains to compute Ut(S1h̃) · σUt. We recall that h̃ = (−βτ, 1)t. Moreover, τ has unit
norm: 〈τ, τ〉 = 1. Taking derivatives of this expression shows that ∂jτ is normal to τ ; we
write ∂jτ = αjn below. We deduce that

(S1h̃) · σ = −
2∑

j,k=1

zj∂j(βτk)σk = −
2∑

j,k=1

zj(∂jβ)τkσk − β
2∑

j,k=1

zj∂jτkσk

= −(S1β)τ · σ − β
2∑

j,k=1

zjαjnkσk = −(S1β)τ · σ − 〈z, α〉n · σ.

We observe that:

U∗3,θtτ · σU3,θt = R3,θtτ · σ = −σ1, U∗2,ϕtσ1U2,ϕt = R2,ϕte1 · σ = ctσ1 − stσ3;

U∗3,θtn · σU3,θt = R3,θtn · σ = σ2, U∗2,ϕtσ2U2,ϕt = σ2.

Therefore, the following equality is valid modulo terms carried by σ2, σ3:

Ut(S1h̃) · σUt = R∗θtS1βRθtctσ1 = ct 〈z,Rθt∇β(yt)〉σ1.



14 G. BAL, S. BECKER, AND A. DROUOT

Going back to (3.16), (3.17) and (3.18), we conclude that – again with equality valid modulo
terms carried by σ2, σ3:

U∗t S2h · σUt = U∗t (S1κ)(S1h̃) · σUt = −ctrtz2 〈z,Rθt∇β(yt)〉σ1.

This completes the proof of (3.11), hence of the lemma. �

Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we can describe U∗t Lj Ut. For j ≥ 2, U∗t Lj Ut is a multiplication
operator by a homogeneous polynomial of degree j. For j = 0, 1, we have explicit expressions:

U∗t L0 Ut = ct(1 + σ1)D1 + σ2D2 + (ρtz2 + stD1)σ3; (3.19)

U∗t L1 Ut = Dt − θ̇t(z1D2 − z2D1) +

(
θ̇tst
2

+ jtz1z2 + ktz
2
2

)
σ1 + E1, (3.20)

where E1 is a multiplication operator by a polynomial of degree two and carried by σ2 and
σ3 (we will see later that it does not contribute to leading order). The coefficients jt and kt
are explicitly given in terms of β:[

jt
kt

]
= rtctRθt∇β(yt) = rtct

[
−∂τβ(yt)
∂nβ(yt)

]
.

We end this section with a few important relations:

jt = −rtβ̇t; jtγt =
d ln ct
dt

; kt =
ct
2

(
∂nB(yt)−Bt

∆κ(yt)

rt

)
. (3.21)

Proof of (3.21). We start with the first identity in (3.21). We recall that ẏt = ctτt. Since ∂τ
is tangent to Γ and β = B/|∇κ| along Γ:

jt = −rtct∂τβ(yt) = −rtctτt · ∇
(

B

|∇κ|

)
(yt) = −rtẏt · ∇

(
B

|∇κ|

)
(yt) = −rtβ̇t. (3.22)

Regarding the second identity: using (3.22) and βt = Bt/rt on Γ, we obtain:

jtγt = − rtBt

r2
t +B2

t

β̇t = − βtβ̇t
1 + β2

t

= −1

2

d

dt
ln
(
1 + β2

t

)
= −1

2

d

dt
ln

1

c2
t

=
d ln ct
dt

.

For the last identity, we first note that |∇κ| = ∂nκ. Since f = βκ solves (2.4):

B = ∂nf + f∇× τ = ∂n(βκ) + βκ∇× τ = κ∂nβ + β∂nκ+ βκ∇× τ.

Therefore, since κ vanishes on Γ, we deduce that on Γ:

∂nB = 2∂nκ∂nβ + β
(
∂2
nκ+ ∂nκ∇× τ

)
= 2|∇κ|∂nβ +B

(
∂2
nκ

|∇κ|
+∇× τ

)
. (3.23)

Moreover, using |∇κ| = ∂nτ and ∇f × J∇g = ∇f · ∇g:

∇× τ =
∇× J∇κ
|∇κ|

+∇ 1

|∇κ|
· J∇κ =

∆κ

|∇κ|
− ∂2

nκ

|∇κ|
. (3.24)

Plugging (3.24) into (3.23) and using the defining equation κt = rtct∂nβ(yt) yield (3.21). �
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3.3. Shifted Fourier transform. We finally introduce the L2− unitary transformation

Vta(z) =
1√
2π

∫
R
eiz1ξa(ξ, z2 + γtξ)dξ. (3.25)

Its inverse is given explicitly by

V∗t a(ξ, ζ) =
1√
2π

∫
R
e−iz1ξa(z1, ζ − γtξ)dz1.

Above, ξ is the one-dimensional dual Fourier variable to z1 while the one-dimensional variable
ζ is a shift of z2 given by ζ = z2 + γtξ. This shifted partial Fourier transform, which reduces
to a partial Fourier transform in the first variable z1 → ξ when B = 0 and introduces
an additional shift γtξ to z2 otherwise is reminiscent of the parametrization of Landau level
eigenfunctions in a Landau gauge when B 6= 0. The construction of our wavepackets involves
many functions of the form a(t, ξ, ζ) = f(t, ξ)φ(ζ), with f describing the wavepacket profile
along Γ while φ describes the wavepacket profile across Γ.

The global transformation we need to consider is the composition of Ut introduced in the
preceding section and Vt given above. We thus set Ut = Ut Vt. The operator in this new
set of variables is T := U∗tLUt with L defined in (3.3). We similarly define Tj = U∗tLjUt for
j ≥ 0. We will also be using Dξ = −i∂ξ and Dζ = −i∂ζ .

In T1, it will turn out that the terms carried by σ2 or σ3 and the terms that are odd in
(Dζ , ζ) do not appear to leading order in our expansion. Therefore, we use the notation

P1 ≡ P2

if P1−P2 is a differential operator made of odd terms in (ζ,Dζ) and terms carried by σ2, σ3.

Lemma 3.2. With Ut = Ut Vt and Tj = U∗tLjUt, we have:

T0 = ct(1 + σ1)ξ +Dζσ2 + ρtζσ3, (3.26)

T1 ≡ Dt + θ̇tγt
(
D2
ζ − ξ2

)
+
( θ̇tst

2
+ jtγt(Dξξ −Dζζ) + kt

(
ζ2 + γ2

t ξ
2
))
σ1. (3.27)

Moreover Tj is a linear combination of differential operators of the form ξkζ`Dm
ξ D

j+1−k−`−m
ζ ,

with k, l ≥ 0 and coefficients bounded with respect to t.

Proof. We note that Vt satisfies the canonical relations

V∗t (z2 + γtD1)Vt = ζ, V∗tD2Vt = Dζ , V∗tD1Vt = ξ, V∗t z1Vt = −(Dξ + γtDζ). (3.28)

We deduce (3.26) for T0 = U∗tL0Ut from the expression (3.19). Thanks to (3.28) we obtain
V∗t z2Vt = ζ − γtξ, hence using the notation ≡:

V∗t z1z2Vt = −(Dξ + γtDζ)(ζ − γtξ) ≡ γt(Dξξ −Dζζ)

V∗t z2
2Vt = (ζ − γtξ)2 ≡ ζ2 + γ2

t ξ
2

V∗t (z1D2 − z2D1)Vt = −(Dξ + γtDζ)Dζ − (ζ − γtξ)ξ ≡ −γt(D2
ζ − ξ2).

Moreover, we observe that

V∗tDtVt = Dt + γ̇tξDζ ≡ Dt.
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We deduce from (3.20) the expression for T1:

T1 ≡ Dt + θ̇tγt(D
2
ζ − ξ2) +

( θ̇tst
2

+ jtγt(Dξξ −Dζζ) + kt
(
ζ2 + γ2

t ξ
2
))
σ1.

Finally, since Lj is multiplication operator by a homogeneous polynomial of degree j + 1,

Tj is a linear combination of differential operators of the form ξkζ`Dm
ξ D

j+1−k−`−m
ζ , with

coefficients bounded with respect to t. This completes the proof. �

3.4. Conjugation and asymptotic expansion. Introducing a = U∗tψ and recalling that
T = U∗tLUt, equation (3.3) is equivalent to Ta = 0. With Lj given in (3.4)–(3.6) and

Tj = U∗tLjUt, we decompose a as a =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2aj to reduce the equation Ta = 0 to the

triangular system

T0a0 = 0, T1a0 + T0a1 = 0,

j∑
k=0

Tj−kak = 0, j ≥ 2. (3.29)

In §4 we identify the kernel of T0 and we produce explicit formula for its inverse on the
orthogonal complement. We describe how to solve the subleading equation T1a0 + T0a1 = 0
in §5. We finally present the higher-order asymptotic expansions and corresponding error
estimates in §6.

4. Inversion of leading operator

To study the kernel of the operator

T0 = ct(1 + σ1)ξ +Dζσ2 + ρtζσ3,

and invert it on the orthogonal complement, we first bring it to a normal form. Thanks to the

change of variables (ξ, ζ) 7→ (ρ
1/2
t c−1

t ξ, ρ
−1/2
t ζ), we can assume that ρt = ct = 1. Moreover,

with Q = Q∗ = 1√
2
(σ1 + σ3), we have

Qσ1Q = σ3, Qσ2Q = −σ2, Qσ3Q = σ1.

It suffices then to work with the model operator

H = ξ(1 + σ3) + σ1ζ −Dζσ2 =

(
2ξ aζ
a∗ζ 0

)
, aζ = ∂ζ + ζ,

instead of T0. Multiplication by 2ξ may also be written as aξ + a∗ξ with aξ = ∂ξ + ξ.

4.1. Functional setting. To study the operator H, we use the standard basis of Hermite
functions on L2(R) given by

h0(ζ) = π−
1
4 e−

1
2
ζ2 , hn(ζ) =

1

2
n
2

√
n!

(a∗ζ)
nh0(ζ), n ≥ 1.

They satisfy the relations

aζh0 = 0; aζhn =
√

2nhn−1, n ≥ 1; a∗ζhn =
√

2n+ 2hn+1, n ≥ 0.
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With the decomposition L2(R) 3 ψ(ζ) =
∑

n≥0 ψnhn(ζ), we may then define

a−1
ζ ψ(ζ) =

∑
n≥1

1√
2n
ψn−1hn(ζ), ψ ∈ L2(R) (4.1)

(a∗ζ)
−1ψ(ζ) =

∑
n≥0

1√
2n+ 2

ψn+1hn(ζ), ψ ∈ (Ker aζ)
⊥ = Ran a∗ζ = {ψ ∈ L2(R); ψ0 = 0}.

A natural scale of Hilbert spaces for p ∈ N associated to this decomposition is Sp(R) =
{ψ ∈ L2(R); (a∗ζ)

pψ ∈ L2(R)} endowed with the norm

‖ψ‖2
p = ‖(a∗ζ)pψ‖2

0
∼= ‖ψ‖2

0 + ‖Dp
ζψ‖

2
0 + ‖ζpψ‖2

0,

where ‖ · ‖0 is the usual L2(R)−norm and where a ∼= b when there exists Cp > 0 such that
C−1
p a ≤ b ≤ Cpa. That the two above expressions for the norm are equivalent may be

obtained by induction from the classical result

‖a∗ζψ‖2
0 = ‖Dζψ‖2

0 + ‖ζψ‖2
0 + ‖ψ‖2

0

for ψ ∈ S1(R). Note that S0(R) ≡ L2(R).

With the decomposition L2(R2) 3 ψ(ξ, ζ) =
∑

m,n≥0 ψmnhm(ξ)hn(ζ) in two-dimensional

spaces, we similarly define Sp(R2) = {ψ ∈ L2(R2); (a∗ξ)
pψ ∈ L2(R2) and (a∗ζ)

pψ ∈ L2(R2)}
endowed with the norms

‖ψ‖2
p =

p∑
j=0

‖(a∗ξ)j(a∗ζ)p−jψ‖2
0
∼= ‖(1 + |ξ|p + |ζ|p)ψ‖2

0 + ‖Dp
ξψ‖

2
0 + ‖Dp

ζψ‖
2
0.

For vector-valued functions, we also define the spaces Sp(Rd,Cq) component-wise. Below we
simply write Sp when the domain Rd and range Cq are clear and ‖ · ‖p the associated norm.

4.2. Inversion of model operator. As the lemma below demonstrates, the kernel N ⊂
L2(R2,C2) of H and its orthogonal complement are given by

N =

{
ψ(ξ, ζ) = f(ξ)h0(ζ)

[
0
1

]
, f ∈ L2(R)

}
,

N⊥ =
{
ψ ∈ L2(R2,C2),

(
ψ2(ξ, ·), h0(·)

)
2

= 0, ∀ξ ∈ R
}
,

where (·, ·)2 is the standard L2(R)−inner product in the second variable ζ and ψ = (ψ1, ψ2)t.

Lemma 4.1. For p ∈ N, we define the bounded linear operator H−1 from N⊥ ∩ Sp+1 to
N⊥ ∩ Sp as

H−1 =

[
0 (a∗ζ)

−1

a−1
ζ −a−1

ζ 2ξ(a∗ζ)
−1

]
.

All solutions ψ ∈ Sp of the equation Hψ = g for g ∈ N⊥ ∩ Sp+1 are of the form ψ =
H−1g + ψ0 with ψ0 arbitrary in N ∩ Sp. In particular KerH = N on S0.

Proof. The system Hψ = g is equivalent to a∗ζψ1 = g2 and aζψ2 + 2ξψ1 = g1. Using (4.1),

we find for (g2, h0(ζ))2 = 0, i.e., g ∈ N⊥, that ψ1 = (a∗ζ)
−1g2 and then ψ2 = a−1

ζ (g1 − 2ξψ1)

and hence the above result. We then note that a−1
ζ has range in N⊥.
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That ψ ∈ Sp when g ∈ Sp+1 follows directly from the fact that the following operators are
bounded: a−1

ζ : Sp+1 → Sp+1 ∩N⊥, (a∗ζ)
−1 : Sp+1 ∩N⊥ → Sp+1, as well as ξ : Sp+1 → Sp.

Any function ψ ∈ Sp solution of Hψ = g may be decomposed as ψ0 +ψ1 with ψ0 ∈ N and
ψ1 ∈ N⊥. Since Hψ0 = 0 and hence ψ1 = H−1g, ψ0 is arbitrary in KerH = N . �

4.3. Microscopic balance. Our geometric assumptions impose that C−1 ≥ ρt ≥ C > 0
and that 0 < c0 ≤ ct < 1 for constants C and c0 independent of t ≥ 0.

For a fixed time t, we now solve the equation T0a = b. We introduce

φt(ζ) :=
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
e−

ρt
2
ζ2
[

1
−1

]
, Nt = Ker T0 =

{
f(ξ)φt(ζ); f ∈ S0(R;C)

}
. (4.2)

The normalization implies that ‖φt‖L2(R,C2) = 1. That Nt is the kernel of T0 comes from
Lemma 4.1 and the change of variables given in the last section. We still denote by Sp(R2,C2)
the spaces of functions in the (ξ, ζ) variables, which are equivalent to the corresponding spaces

in the variables (ρ−1
t ctξ, ρ

1/2
t ζ) by assumption on (ct, ρt).

The leading order equation is then solved as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let b ∈ N⊥t ∩ Sp+1. The equation T0a = b admits a unique solution T−1
0 b :=

a ∈ N⊥t ∩ Sp with inverse operator given explicitly by

T−1
0 = Q

[
0 (ρtζ − ∂ζ)−1

(ρtζ + ∂ζ)
−1 −2ξct(ρtζ + ∂ζ)

−1(ρtζ − ∂ζ)−1

]
Q, Q =

1√
2

(σ1 + σ3).

All solutions of that equation in Sp are of the form a = T−1
0 b + f(ξ)φ(ζ) for arbitrary

f(ξ) ∈ Sp(R,C).

Proof. This is a corollary of Lemma 4.1 and the invertible transform from T0 to H. The
operator T0 is thus invertible on the orthogonal complement of φt(ζ) with T0a = b solvable
if and only if (b, φt)2 = 0 in which case all solutions are given by a = T−1

0 b + f(ξ)φt for f
arbitrary in Sp. �

The solution to the leading equation T0a0 = 0 is therefore given by

a0(t, ξ, ζ) = f0(t, ξ)φt(ζ) (4.3)

with f0(t, ξ) arbitrary at this level.

5. Transport equation

Lemma 4.2 states that the subleading equation in (3.29), T0a1 = −T1a0, admits a solution
if and only if T1a0(t, ·) ∈ N⊥t for every t. From the expressions (4.3) of a0 and (4.2) of Nt

and φt(ζ), we deduce that T0a1 = −T1a0 is solvable if and only if T f0 = 0, where

T f(t, ξ) :=

∫
R
φt(ζ) · T1[f(t, ξ)φt(ζ)] dζ. (5.1)

In this section we provide an explicit expression for T and for the solutions to T f0 = 0 and
more generally T f0 = g. We also provide a functional setting to analyze the map g → f0

when the dispersion is strongest.
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5.1. Derivation of the transport operator.

Lemma 5.1. We have the identity

T = Dt −
kt
2ρt
− jtγt

ξDξ +Dξξ

2
−
(
θ̇tγt + ktγ

2
t

)
ξ2. (5.2)

Proof. We first observe that 〈[
1
−1

]
, σj

[
1
−1

]〉
= −2δ1j.

Therefore, the terms in T1 that are carried by σ2, σ3 do not contribute to T . Likewise, we
observe that ∫

R
φ(ζ) · ζφ(ζ)dζ =

∫
R
φ(ζ) ·Dζφ(ζ)dζ = 0.

Hence, for the purpose of computing T , we can ignore terms in T1 carried by σ2 or σ3, and
terms linear in (ζ,Dζ). In other words, we can replace T1 in (5.1) by the right hand side of
(3.27):

Dt + θ̇tγt
(
D2
ζ − ξ2

)
+

(
θ̇tst
2

+ jtγt(Dξξ −Dζζ) + kt
(
ζ2 + γ2

t ξ
2
))

σ1.

We note moreover that

Dζζφ = i(ρtζ
2 − 1)φ, D2

ζφ(ζ) = (ρt − ρ2
t ζ

2)φ(ζ), Dtφ(ζ) = i
ρ̇t
2
ζ2φ(ζ)− i ρ̇t

4ρt
φ(ζ).

Therefore, we deduce that

T =
(ρt
π

) 1
2

∫
R
e−ρtζ

2
(
Dt + i

ρ̇t
2
ζ2 − i1

4

ρ̇t
ρt

+ θ̇tγt
(
ρt − ρ2

t ζ
2 − ξ2

)
−
( θ̇tst

2
+ jtγt(Dξξ − iρtζ2 + i) + kt

(
ζ2 + γ2

t ξ
2
)))

dζ.

Furthermore, we have(ρt
π

) 1
2

∫
R
e−ρtζ

2

dζ = 1,
(ρt
π

) 1
2

∫
R
ζ2e−ρtζ

2

dζ =
1

2ρt
.

Hence, after performing the integration and realizing that the coefficients involving ρ̇t cancel
out, we obtain the formula

T = Dt + θ̇tγt

(ρt
2
− ξ2

)
− θ̇tst

2
− jtγt

(
Dξξ +

i

2

)
− kt

(
1

2ρt
+ γ2

t ξ
2

)
= Dt − θ̇tγtξ2 − jtγt

ξDξ +Dξξ

2
− kt

(
1

2ρt
+ γ2

t ξ
2

)
= Dt −

kt
2ρt
− jtγt

ξDξ +Dξξ

2
−
(
θ̇tγt + ktγ

2
t

)
ξ2,

where in the second line we used γtρt = st. �
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5.2. Solving the transport equation. To produce an explicit solution of the transport
equation T f = 0 we define (λt, µt, νt) such that

λt =

∫ t

0

ks
2ρs

ds, νt = 2

∫ t

0

c2
0

c2
s

(
θ̇sγs + ksγ

2
s

)
ds, eµt =

ct
c0

. (5.3)

Lemma 5.2. The solution to T f = 0 is given by

f(t, ξ) = exp
(
iλt + i

νt
2

(eµtξ)2
)
e
µt
2 f (0, eµtξ) . (5.4)

Proof. 1. We recall that the self-adjoint operator 1
2
(ξDξ + Dξξ) generates the semigroup of

(L2−unitary) dilations; that is, for F independent of t:(
Dµ −

ξDξ +Dξξ

2

)
UµF = 0, UµF (ξ) = e

µ
2F
(
eµξ
)
. (5.5)

We note that eµ0 = 1; moreover, thanks to (3.21), we have µ̇t = ∂t ln(ct) = jtγt. Therefore,
by the chain rule and (5.5), we have

U−1
µt

(
Dt − jtγt

ξDξ +Dξξ

2

)
Uµt = Dt.

2. We deduce, using U−1
µt ξ

2Uµt = e−2µtξ2, that

U−1
µt T Uµt = Dt −

kt
2ρt
− e−2µt

(
θ̇tγt + ktγ

2
t

)
ξ2 = Dt − λ̇t −

1

2
ν̇tξ

2 = eiλt+iνt
ξ2

2 Dte
−iλt−iνt ξ

2

2 ,

where we used the relations (5.3) for λt and νt. For the formula (5.5) for Uµ, we deduce that

the solution to T f = 0 = T Uµteiλt+i
νt
2
ξ2g is Dtg = 0 and hence

f(t, ·) = Uµte
iλt+i

νt
2
ξ2f(0, ·).

Since eµt = ct/c0, we conclude that

f(t, ξ) = e
µt
2 exp

(
iλt + i

νt
2

(eµtξ)2
)
f (0, eµtξ) .

This completes the proof. �

5.3. Dispersive estimate. In this section, we study the L∞-decay of the leading order
solution of (3.3), ψ0 = Uta0, where a0 takes the form prescribed by (4.3) and (5.4):

a0 = eiλt ã0

[
1
−1

]
, ã0(t, ξ, ζ) =

( ρt
4π

) 1
4
e
µt
2 exp

(
i
νt
2

(eµtξ)2 − ρt
2
ζ2
)
f̂ (eµtξ) , (5.6)

where f̂(ξ) denotes the Fourier transform of a function f(z1).

Lemma 5.3. (i) With ψ0 = Uta0 and a0 given by (5.6), we have whenever Bt 6= 0 or νt 6= 0:

ψ0(t, z) = eiλt Ut

(
Gt ∗1 f

)
(e−µtz1, e

µtz2)

[
1
−1

]
,

where ∗1 denotes convolution with respect to the first variable and

Gt(e
−µtz1, e

µtz2) =
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
(eµt
Qt

) 1
2
e−

1
2
ρtz22e−

1
2
Q−1
t (z1+istz2)2 , Qt = stγt − ie2µtνt. (5.7)

We recall that st = γtρt.
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(ii) In particular, there exists C > 0 such that as long as νt 6= 0:

sup
z∈R2

∣∣ψ0(t, z)
∣∣ ≤ C min

(‖f‖L1

|νt|1/2
, ‖f̂‖L1

)
. (5.8)

Proof. We recall that Ut = Ut Vt and we first write a formula for Vtã0. We have:

Vtã0(z) =
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
e
µt
2

∫
R
eiz1ξ exp

(
i
νt
2

(eµtξ)2 − ρt
2

(z2 + γtξ)
2
)
f̂ (eµtξ)

dξ√
2π
.

Hence,

Vtã0(eµtz1,
z2

eµt
) =

( ρt
4π

) 1
4

∫
R
eie

µtz1ξ exp

(
i
νt
2

(eµtξ)2 − ρte
−2µt

2
(z2 + γte

µtξ)2

)
f̂ (eµtξ)

e
µt
2 dξ√
2π

=
( ρt

4π

) 1
4

∫
R
eiz1ξ exp

(
i
νt
2
ξ2 − ρte

−2µt

2
(z2 + γtξ)

2

)
f̂ (ξ)

e−
µt
2 dξ√
2π

. (5.9)

The left-hand side involves the inverse Fourier transform in z1 of a product and may therefore
be written as the convolution

Vtã0(eµtz1, z2) = (f ∗1 Gt)(z1, e
µtz2) (5.10)

where the Gaussian Gt is given by

Gt(z) =
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
e
−µt
2

∫
R
eiz1ξ exp

(
i
νt
2
ξ2 − ρte

−2µt

2
(z2 + γtξ)

2

)
dξ√
2π
, (5.11)

so that

Gt(z1, e
µtz2) =

( ρt
4π

) 1
4
e
−µt
2 e−

1
2
ρtz22

∫
R
e−

1
2
Q̃tξ2eiξ(z1+iρtγte−µtz2) dξ√

2π
, Q̃t = ρtγ

2
t e
−2µt − iνt

=
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
e
−µt
2 e−

1
2
ρtz22Q̃

− 1
2

t e−
1
2
Q̃−1
t (z1+iρtγte−µtz2)2 , (5.12)

as the Fourier transform of a Gaussian function when Q̃t 6= 0. Since Qt = e2µtQ̃t, we find
(5.7). Then (5.6) follows from applying Ut to Vta0 using (5.6) and (5.10).

To prove the second part of the lemma, we first take L∞-norms on both sides of (5.10)
and we apply Young’s L1 − L∞ convolution inequality (in the variable z1). This produces:

sup
z∈R

∣∣Vtã0(z)
∣∣ = sup

z2∈R
sup
z1∈R

∣∣f ∗1 Gt(z)
∣∣ ≤ sup

z2∈R
‖f‖L1 sup

z1∈R

∣∣Gt(z)
∣∣ = ‖f‖L1 sup

z∈R

∣∣Gt(z)
∣∣. (5.13)

The Gaussian |Gt| attains its maximum at z = 0 because the real part of the quadratic form
in z in (5.7) satisfies

<
(
ρtz

2
2 +

1

Qt

(z1 + istz2)2
)

=
ρt

(stγt)2 + ν̃2
t

(γtz1 − ν̃tz2)2 ≥ 0, ν̃t = e2µtνt,

as we verify by an elementary computation using ρtγt = st. Using (5.13), we find

sup
z∈R

∣∣Vtã0(z)
∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖L1

∣∣Gt(0)
∣∣ =

( ρt
4π

) 1
4

(
eµt

|Qt|

) 1
2

‖f‖L1 .

From (5.9), we also obtain that supz∈R
∣∣Vtã0(z)

∣∣ ≤ C‖f̂‖L1 . To end up with (5.8), we observe
that Ut preserves L∞-norms, that |Qt| ≥ |νt| and that ct is bounded above and below for all
times t. �
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When Qt = 0, we have νt = 0, ct = 1, ρt = rt and the formulas (5.10) and (5.11) remain
valid. But instead of being a Gaussian, Gt is now a multiple of the Dirac mass, and

Gt(z) = c
1/2
0

( rt
4π

)1/4

exp
(
−rt

2
z2

2

)
δ0(z1), ψ0(t, z) = c

1/2
0

( rt
4π

)1/4

Ut e
− rt

2
z22f(z1).

5.4. Dispersion-dependent functional setting. The solution of T f = 0 with given ini-
tial condition admits an explicit expression as we saw in Lemma 5.2. In the analysis of
the asymptotic expansion of ψ(t, z) in powers of ε, we need to solve transport equations
of the form T f = g with time-dependent source terms. To quantify the stability of the
inverse transport operators and that of other relevant transforms, we introduce the following
functional setting.

We recall the functional spaces Sp were defined in section 4.1. To handle the time-
dependence for t ∈ [0,T] of the wavepackets, we introduce the spaces for p ∈ N and
k = bp

2
c ∈ N (i.e., p = 2k or p = 2k + 1) defined for an interval I ⊂ R by

Sp(I,Rd,Cq) = ∩kr=0C
r(I;Sp−2r(Rd,Cq))

with norm given by the sum of the natural norms for the above spaces (see (5.16) below).
The spaces are constructed so that any derivative in time corresponds to a loss of order 2 in
the remaining variable.

To quantify the effects of dispersion, we define

〈ν〉T = 1 + sup
0≤t≤T

|νt| and ς = 〈ν〉−
1
2

T . (5.14)

We saw in Lemma 5.2 that dispersion resulted in a multiplication operator of the form

φt(ξ) = ei
1
2
ν(t)ξ2 . The operator Dtφt = φt(Dt + 1

2
ν ′(t)ξ2). This explains why the spaces Sp

are constructed so that both ∂t and ξ2 map Sp+2 to Sp.
Similarly, ∂ξφt = φt(∂ξ + iν(t)ξ), so that (the operator of multiplication by) φt is large as

an operator on S1 when 〈ν〉T is. Yet clearly, φ2
t is comparable to φt in the same sense. Since

the construction of our wavepackets requires repeated application of operators of the form
φt, we introduce scaled metrics on Sp and Sp so that application of φt results in a bounded
operation independent of 〈ν〉T.

This is simply achieved by replacing a∗ξ = −∂ξ + ξ by a∗ξς = −ς∂ξ + ς−1ξ and endowing the

spaces Sp(R) and Sp(R2) respectively with the norms

‖ψ‖2
pς = ‖(a∗ξς)pψ‖2

0 and ‖ψ‖2
pς =

p∑
j=0

‖(a∗ξς)j(a∗ζ)p−jψ‖2
0. (5.15)

We call Spς the spaces Sp endowed with these dispersion-scaled norms.

The space Sp(I,Rd,C) are similarly endowed for d = 1, 2 with the norms (and called Spς)

‖ψ‖2
pς = sup

t∈I

b p
2
c∑

r=0

‖(a∗ξς)p−2r∂rtψ‖2
0 and ‖ψ‖2

pς = sup
t∈I

b p
2
c∑

r=0

p−2r∑
j=0

‖(a∗ξς)j(a∗ζ)p−2r−j∂rtψ‖2
0. (5.16)

Spaces of vector-valued functions are similarly constructed componentwise.
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Note that ςp‖f‖p . ‖f‖pς . ς−p‖f‖p. Here and below, we use the notation a . b to
mean the existence of a ς−independent constant C such that a ≤ Cb. Here is a number of
dispersion-dependent estimates we will be using.

Lemma 5.4. All operator bounds below are meant to be ς-independent bounds.

Any operator B ∈ {ςDξ, ς
−1ξ,Dζ , ζ} is bounded from Sp+1,ς to Spς and from Sp+1,ς to Spς .

The operator ∂t is bounded from Sp+2,ς to Spς .
Let φ(ξ) = ei

1
2
νξ2 with |ν| . 〈ν〉T. Then the operator of multiplication by φ(ξ) is bounded

from Spς to itself.

Let φ(t, ξ) = ei
1
2
ν(t)ξ2 with supt∈I |ν(t)| . 〈ν〉T and supt∈I |ν(j)(t)| ≤ Cj for j ≥ 1. Then

the operator of multiplication by φ(t, ξ) is bounded from Spς to itself.

Proof. The first statement comes from the construction of the spaces since a∗ξς controls ς∂ξ
and ς−1ξ in the sense that

‖a∗ξςψ‖2
0 = ς2‖∂ξψ‖2

0 + ς−2‖ξψ‖2
0 + ‖ψ‖2

0.

One obtains from (5.16) for p ≥ 2 that ‖∂tψ‖2
pς . ‖ψ‖2

p−2,ς and hence the bound on ∂t.

Consider now the operator of multiplication by φ(ξ) in one dimension d = 1. We wish to
show that

‖φψ‖2
pς = ‖(a∗ξς)p(φψ)‖2

0 . ‖(a∗ξς)pψ‖2
0 = ‖ψ‖2

pς .

This holds when p = 0. Assume it holds for p− 1 ≥ 0. Then

‖φψ‖2
pς = ‖(a∗ξς)p−1(a∗ξς)(φψ)‖2

0 = ‖(a∗ξς)p−1(φψ1)‖2
0 . ‖ψ1‖2

p−1,ς

by induction hypothesis, where ψ1(ξ) = (a∗ξς − iςνξ)ψ. By construction of the functional

spaces and the above result for the operator ς−1ξ knowing that ς|ν| . ς−1, we find ‖ψ1‖2
p−1,ς .

‖ψ‖2
p,ς and the result is proved. The same proof applies in two dimensions d = 2 as well

using the norm for Sp(R2) in (5.15) and that the commutator [a∗ζ , φ] = 0.

The proof in the time-dependent setting uses that

∂rt (φψ) = φ
(
∂t + i

1

2
ν ′(t)ξ2

)r
ψ = φψr, ψr =

( r∑
j=0

νj(t)ξ
2(r−j)∂jt

)
ψ

for smooth and bounded functions νj(t) independent of 〈ν〉T by assumption on ν(t). Assume

dimension d = 1 as d = 2 is treated similarly. Using that ξ2(r−j)∂jt maps Spς to Sp−2r,ς for
each 0 ≤ j ≤ r and the bounds proved above in the time-independent setting, we find

‖(a∗ξς)p−2r∂rt φψ‖0 = ‖(a∗ξς)p−2rφψr‖0 . ‖ψr‖p−2r,ς . ‖ψ‖pς .
The explicit expression of the norms in (5.16) and the above estimate conclude the proof of
the lemma. �

5.5. Stability of the transport and other operators. We then have the following sta-

bility result for the transport equation T f = g. We recall that ς = 〈ν〉−
1
2

T .

Lemma 5.5. Let p ∈ N. The solution f0(t, ξ) of T f0 = g on [0,T]×R with initial condition

f0(0, ξ) = f̂(ξ) ∈ Spς(R,C) and source term g ∈ Spς(R,C) satisfies the estimate

‖f0‖pς ≤ Cp
(
‖f̂‖pς + 〈T〉‖g‖pς

)
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where 〈T〉 = 1 + T and Cp is independent of T.

Proof. We first adapt Lemma 5.2 to handle volume sources and define

λs,t =

∫ t

s

kτ
2ρτ

dτ, ν̃s,t = 2

∫ t

s

c2
t

c2
τ

(
θ̇τγτ + kτγ

2
τ )dτ, eµs,t =

ct
cs
,

to obtain that the solution to T f = 0 with initial condition f(s, ·) is given by

f(t, ξ) = exp

(
iλs,t + i

ν̃s,t
2
ξ2

)
eµs,t/2f (s, eµs,tξ) . (5.17)

By an application of the Duhamel principle, the solution to T f = g for 0 ≤ t ≤ T with
f(0, ξ) = 0 is thus given explicitly by

f(t, ξ) = i

∫ t

0

exp
(
iλs,t + i

1

2
ν̃s,tξ

2
)
eµs,t/2g(s, eµs,tξ)ds.

Consider the solution in (5.17) at a fixed time s with the explicit time-dependence λ(t) =
λs,t, e

µ(t) = eµs,t and ν(t) = ν̃s,t to simplify notation. We prove the lemma for the operator

f(t, ξ)→ eiλ(t)e
µ(t)
2 ei

1
2
ν(t)ξ2f(t, eµ(t)ξ).

The term eiλ(t) generates a smooth in time modulation. Since µ(t) is smooth and bounded
above and below by positive constants independent of t, eµ(t)/2 is also smooth. The operator

f(t, ξ)→ e
µ(t)
2 eiλ(t)f(t, ξ) is therefore bounded in the norms ‖ · ‖pς .

All other time dependent coefficients are smooth and uniformly bounded in time indepen-
dent of T except for ν(t) that may grow linearly with ν ′(t) uniformly bounded. Consider the

operator f(t, ξ) 7→ h(t, ξ) = f(t, eµ(t)ξ) with f̂ ∈ Spς . Plugging h(t, ξ) into the definition of
the norms (5.16), we directly obtain that ‖h‖pς . ‖f‖pς .

The final transformation (with ν(t) replaced by ν(t)e−2µ(t))

f(t, ξ) 7→ h(t, ξ) = f(t, ξ)ei
1
2
ν(t)ξ2

was analyzed in Lemma 5.4. This concludes the analysis of the map from f̂(ξ) to f0(t, ξ).

The volume source term g(t, ξ) is treated similarly by the Duhamel principle, with an
additional possible integration in time that provides the extra multiplication by 〈T〉. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. �

We conclude this section with a summary of the operators we introduced to construct
approximations of the Dirac equation and some estimates they satisfy.

The terms in T0 and T1 that contribute to the construction of the leading term a0(t, ξ, ζ)

in the formal expansion a =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2aj were given in Lemma 3.2. Constructing higher-order

terms aj and proving convergence results require estimates on the operators Tj, which are
constructed as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 and given explicitly by

T1 = Dt +A+ T̃1, Tj = T̃j, j ≥ 2,

with U∗tDtUt = Dt +A where

A := −1

2
(ϕ̇tσ2 + θ̇t(−stσ1 + ctσ3)− θ̇t(−DξDζ − ζξ + γt(ξ

2 −D2
ζ))) + γ̇tξDζ ,
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and for j ≥ 1,

T̃j =
∑
|α|=j+1

V∗t zαVtνα · σ, C3 3 να =
1

α!
R̃2,ϕtR̃3,θt(R−θt∇)αh(yt).

We verify for completeness that V∗t zαVt = (ζ − γtξ)α2(−1)α1(Dζ + γtDξ)
α1 .

We recall that (jt, kt) = (ν111, ν021) while ν201 = 0 was important to obtain an explicit
expression for the transport solution since the transport operator involves no term of the
form D2

ξ . We now summarize the estimates we will be needing.

Lemma 5.6. We may write T−1
0 = T−1

01 + T−1
02 and T1 = T11 + T12 such that the following

operators are bounded with 〈ν〉T−independent bounds:

ς−1T−1
01 : N⊥t ∩ Sp+1,ς → Spς , T−1

02 : N⊥t ∩ Spς → Spς ,
ςT11 : Sp+1,ς → Spς , T12 : Sp+2,ς → Spς ,

ςj+1Tj : Sp+j+1,ς → Spς , j ≥ 2, 〈T 〉−1T −1 : Spς → Spς .

Proof. From Lemma 4.2 and the decomposition

T−1
01 = Q

[
0 0
0 −2ξct(ρtζ + ∂ζ)

−1(ρtζ − ∂ζ)−1

]
Q, T−1

02 = T−1
0 − T−1

01 ,

and Lemma 5.4, we obtain the above first two bounds.

We define T1 = T11 + T12 with T11 the contribution that is linear in Dξ while T12 accounts
for the rest (no contribution in T1 is quadratic in Dξ). The above corresponding bounds
then follow from Lemma 5.4 for quadratic expressions in Dξ, Dζ , ξ, and ζ. The same lemma
is used to bound Tj for j ≥ 2. The final estimate is a repeat of Lemma 5.5. �

6. Asymptotic expansion and error estimates

We recall that our objective is to construct approximations of solutions Ψ(t, x) of the

Dirac equation (1.1). Our first step was to perform a gauge transformation Ψ̃(t, x) =

e−iχ(t,x)/εΨ(t, x) replacing the Dirac operator /D by /̃D + R in (2.10). Since R in (2.9) is
a negligible perturbation to arbitrary order in ε, our second step was to look for wavepackets

Ψ̃(t, x) in the kernel of εDt + /̃D.

Wavepackets in natural coordinates ψ(t, z) = ε
1
2SΨ̃(t, z) with the scaling S defined in (3.1)

then solve Lψ = 0 in (3.3). Further transformations resulted in the definition of a(ξ, ζ) =
U∗tψ(ξ, ζ), where Ut = Ut Vt with Ut defined in (3.8) and Vt in (3.25). The problem Lψ = 0

is then equivalent to Ta = 0 for T = U∗tLUt. Writing L =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2Lj with Lj presented in

(3.4)-(3.6), we have a corresponding expansion T =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2Tj with Tj = U∗tLjUt.

6.1. Construction of the asymptotic wavepacket. Using the notation recalled above,

we now construct approximations aJ =
∑J

j=0 ε
j
2aj of a(t, ξ, ζ) solution of Ta = 0. Plugging

the expansion for aJ in the equation TaJ = 0, using T =
∑

j≥0 ε
j
2Tj, and equating like
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powers of ε gives the sequence of equations (3.29), which we recall here:

j∑
k=0

Tkaj−k = 0, 0 ≤ j ≤ J. (6.1)

We solve these equations in turn.

The leading order equation T0a0 = 0 combined with Lemma 4.2 shows that a0(t, ξ, ζ) =
f0(t, ξ)φt(ζ) with φt defined in (4.2). The compatibility condition for the next equation
T0a1 = −T1a0 implies T f0 = 0 with the transport operator T defined in Lemma 5.2. For

a fixed initial condition f0(0, ξ) = f̂(ξ), Lemma 5.5 provides a unique solution f0(t, ξ) of
T f0 = 0 and a leading term a0(t, ξ, ζ) = f0(t, ξ)φt(ζ).

Consider next the construction of a1, solution to T0a1 + T1a0 = 0. It is given according to
Lemma 4.2 by

a1 = −T−1
0 T1a0 + f1φt

with f1 arbitrary at this stage. We will consider regularity properties in a lemma below.

We now extend the construction to higher-order approximations. Let j ≥ 2 and assume
ak for 0 ≤ k ≤ j − 1 constructed except for fj−1. In order to define aj, we impose the
compatibility condition( j∑

k=1

Tkaj−k, φt

)
2

= 0 or equivalently T fj−1 = gj−1, gj−1 = −
( j∑
k=2

Tkaj−k, φt

)
2
.

We recall that (·, ·)2 is the standard inner product in L2(R,C2) in the ζ variable. By lemma
5.5, this is a well-posed transport equation for fj−1. Then, by lemma 4.2,

aj = T−1
0

(
−

j∑
k=1

Tkaj−k
)

+ fjφt.

This constructs aj for 0 ≤ j ≤ J iteratively and we set fJ = 0 for concreteness. This
concludes the construction of the approximation

aJ =
J∑
j=0

ε
j
2aj

of formal order ε
J+1
2 of a solution of Ta = 0.

Note that the initial conditions for aj(0, ξ, ζ) for j ≥ 1 are defined implicitly by the above

construction. Only f̂(ξ) in the initial condition a0(0, ξ, ζ) = f̂(ξ)φt(ζ) is prescribed. Our
construction aims to propagate wavepackets that belong to an appropriate (non-dispersive)

branch of continuous spectrum of /̃D. The initial condition for aJ ensures that the latter
belongs to that branch with sufficient accuracy.

The terms of the above expansion satisfy the following estimate:

Lemma 6.1. Let aj be constructed as above for 0 ≤ j ≤ J (with fJ = 0) and for p ∈ N, let

f̂ ∈ Sp+3J . Then we have the estimates for 0 ≤ j ≤ J − 1,

‖aj‖p ≤ CpJ
(
〈T〉〈ν〉3T

)j〈ν〉pT‖f̂‖p+3j, ‖aJ‖p ≤ CpJ
(
〈T〉〈ν〉3T

)J−1〈ν〉p+1
T ‖f̂‖p+3J ,

with constants CpJ independent of T and 〈ν〉T.
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Proof. Consider 0 < j < J . The estimate for aJ is a bit different since fJ = 0.

We first observe that by construction of the terms aj for 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1,

aj = −T−1
0

j−1∑
k=0

Tj−kak − φt(ζ)T −1

j−1∑
k=0

(Tj+1−kak, φt)2. (6.2)

We wish to prove by induction that

‖aj‖pς . (〈T 〉ς−3)j‖a0‖p+3j,ς , ‖aJ‖pς . (〈T 〉ς−3)J−1(ς‖a0‖p+3J,ς + ‖a0‖p+3J−1,ς). (6.3)

Using that ‖a0‖pς = ‖f0φt‖pς . ‖f̂‖pς thanks to Lemma 5.5, then ςp‖f‖p . ‖f‖pς . ς−p‖f‖p
and ς = 〈ν〉−

1
2

T thus provide the results stated in the lemma. It remains to verify (6.3).

From (6.2) for j = 1, we obtain a1 = −T−1
0 T1a0−φtT −1(T2a0, φt)2 so that using the result

of Lemma 5.6, we find the second term to be the least regular and

‖a1‖pς . 〈T 〉ς−3‖a0‖pς+3

so that (6.3) holds when j = 1. Assume it holds for j− 1 ≥ 1. Then using (6.2) and Lemma
5.6, we find

‖aj‖pς . 〈T 〉
j−1∑
k=0

ς−(j+2−k)‖ak‖p+j+2−k,ς . 〈T 〉
j−1∑
k=0

ς−(j+2−k)(〈T 〉ς−3)k‖a0‖p+2k+j+2,ς ,

which is largest when k = j − 1 and provides the sought estimate when 0 ≤ j < J . It
remains to consider the term

aJ = −T−1
0

J−1∑
k=0

TJ−kak = −T−1
0 Πt

J−1∑
k=0

TJ−kak = −T−1
0 ΠtT1aJ−1 − T−1

0 Πt

J−2∑
k=0

TJ−kak,

by construction of the wavepackets, where Πt projects onto N⊥t . This operator has a smooth
Schwartz kernel in (t, ζ, ζ ′) that is independent of ξ. Therefore Πt is bounded from Spς to
itself with ς−independent bound.

Since T−1
0 is bounded from N⊥ ∩ Sp+1,ς to Spς , we find for 0 ≤ k ≤ J − 2

‖T−1
0 ΠtTJ−kak‖pς . ‖ak‖p+2+J−k,ς . (〈T〉ς−3)k‖a0‖p+2+J+2k,ς . (〈T〉ς−3)J−1‖a0‖p+3J−1,ς

since 2 + J + 2k ≤ 3J − 1.

It remains to consider T−1
0 ΠtT1aJ−1. We decompose T−1

0 ΠtT1 = A + B with A =
T−1

01 ΠtT11 + T−1
02 ΠtT12 with bound 〈T 〉 from Sp+2,ς → Spς and B = T−1

01 ΠtT12 + T−1
02 ΠtT11

with bound 〈T 〉ς from Sp+3,ς → Spς as per Lemma 5.6. This implies

‖aJ‖pς . (〈T 〉ς−3)J−1(ς‖a0‖p+3J,ς + ‖a0‖p+3J−1,ς)

as was to be shown. Thus (6.3) holds and this concludes the proof of the lemma. �

6.2. Main approximation result. We can now state our main result.

Theorem 6.2. Let Ψ be the solution on [0,T]×R2 of (εDt + /D)Ψ = 0 with initial condition

Ψ(0, x) = ΨJ(0, x) where ΨJ(t, x) = e
i
ε
χ(t,x)(ε−

1
2S−1Uta

J)(t, x) with aJ constructed in section

6.1 based on an initial condition f̂(ξ) ∈ S3J+2(R,C).
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Then there exists CJ > 0 independent of T such that for every ε ∈ (0, 1],

sup
t∈[0,T]

‖Ψ−ΨJ‖L2(R2,C2) ≤ CJ
(
〈T〉〈ν〉3T

)J
ε
J
2 .

We recall that 〈ν〉T is defined in (5.14) and 〈T〉 = 1 + T. In particular, the approximation

error is controlled so long as ε
1
2 〈T 〉〈ν〉3T � 1. When 〈ν〉T is uniformly bounded, errors are

controlled up to times T � ε−
1
2 as in [BBD+21]. However, when 〈ν〉T is of order T, then

errors are controlled up to times T� ε−
1
8 .

Note that such results are qualitatively reasonable: in the presence of dispersion, it be-
comes more difficult to control spatial moments (necessitated by the Taylor expansion of the
coefficients h) of the solution.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of this theorem. It is based on a simi-
lar approximation result in the local variables z = (z1, z2), which we state as a result of
independent interest.

Proposition 6.3. Let ψ be the solution on [0,T] × R2 of Lψ = 0 with initial condition
ψ(0, z) = ψJ(0, z) where ψJ(t, z) = Uta

J(t, z) with aJ constructed in section 6.1 based on an

initial condition f̂(ξ) ∈ S3J+2(R,C).

Then there exists CJ > 0 independent of T such that for every ε ∈ (0, 1],

sup
t∈[0,T]

‖ψ − ψJ‖L2(R2,C2) ≤ CJ
(
〈T〉〈ν〉3T

)J
ε
J
2 .

Proof. Solutions of the local problems Lψ = 0 and Ta = 0 are equivalent via the relation

ψ = Uta. We now show that ψJ =
∑J

j=0 ε
j
2ψj with ψj = Utaj approximately solves Lψ = 0

when J ≥ 1. Define for J ≥ 1 the remainder operator

L≥J = ε−
J
2

(
L−

J−1∑
j=0

ε
j
2Lj

)
and the reduced operator L̃≥J = L≥J − δ1JDt involving only the coefficients h.

We deduce from (6.1) that
∑j

k=0 Lkψj−k = 0 for 0 ≤ j ≤ J and hence

LψJ =
J∑
j=0

ε
j
2Lψj =

J∑
j=0

( J−j∑
k=0

ε
j+k
2 Lkψj + ε

J+1
2 L≥J+1−jψj

)
= ε

J+1
2

J∑
j=0

L≥J+1−jψj,

since
J∑
j=0

J−j∑
k=0

ε
j+k
2 Lkψj =

J∑
j=0

J∑
l=j

ε
l
2Ll−jψj =

J∑
l=0

ε
l
2

l∑
j=0

Ll−jψj = 0.

We thus obtain

LψJ = ε
J+1
2

(
DtψJ +

J∑
j=0

L̃≥J+1−jψk

)
=: rJ . (6.4)

We now derive a uniform bound in time of order ε
J+1
2 in L2(R2,C2) for rJ .

We observe that VtSp(Rd;Cq)V∗t ∼= Sp(Rd;Cq) as spaces of functions (of z for d = 2). In
other words, ‖g‖p ∼= ‖V∗t g‖p define equivalent norms for each p. The reason is that the above
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spaces based on Hermite functions are invariant by conjugation by Fourier transforms as well
as invariant under invertible linear transforms (ξ, z2) 7→ (ξ, z2 + γtξ) of the base variables
(uniformly in time since γt is bounded). Since γt is smooth, we also obtain the equivalence
of the norms of VtSp(Rd;Cq)V∗t ∼= Sp(Rd;Cq). Note that there is no meaningful notion of
anisotropic space Spς in the variable z.

The regularity results of lemma 6.1 therefore apply to ψj = Utaj since conjugation by Ut

also preserves norms as the rotation angles θt and ϕt are smooth in t. As a consequence,

‖ψJ‖2 . 〈T 〉J−1〈ν〉3JT ‖f̂‖3J+2, (6.5)

‖ψj‖J−j+2 . (〈T 〉〈ν〉3T)j〈ν〉J−j+2
T ‖f̂‖J+2j+2 . 〈T 〉J−1〈ν〉3JT ‖f̂‖3J+2

for 0 ≤ j ≤ J − 1.

Since Dt is bounded from Sp+2 to Sp, we obtain that ‖DtψJ‖0 . 〈T 〉J−1‖f̂‖3J+2.

Using Taylor expansions of the coefficients for 1 ≤ j ≤ J ,

h(yt +
√
εz) =

∑
|α|≤j

1

α!
∂αh(yt)ε

|α|
2 zα + ε

j+1
2

∑
|β|=j+1

zβRβ(yt +
√
εz),

with smooth functions Rβ by regularity assumptions on κ and A, we observe that L̃≥j has

the same regularity properties as L̃j. In particular, it maps Sp+j+1 to Sp. Therefore, for

0 ≤ j ≤ J , ‖L̃≥J+1−jψj‖0 . ‖ψj‖J+2−j . 〈T 〉J−1〈ν〉3JT ‖f̂‖3J+2 thanks to (6.5).

By definition (6.4), this shows that

‖rJ‖0 . ε
J+1
2 〈T 〉J−1〈ν〉3JT ‖f̂‖3J+2. (6.6)

Define L̃ = L − ε
1
2Dt, which we verify is self adjoint [Tha92]. We thus observe that

L(ψJ − ψ) = rJ is equivalent to

(Dt + ε−
1
2 L̃)(ψJ − ψ) = ε−

1
2 rJ .

By unitarity of the above Dirac operator [Tha92], we obtain an error on ‖ψJ − ψ‖0 of order

〈T 〉ε− 1
2‖rJ‖0 . ε

J
2 〈T 〉J〈ν〉3JT . This concludes the proof of the proposition. �

Proof. (Theorem 6.2) Let Ψ̃ be the solution of (εDt + /̃D)Ψ̃ = 0 with initial conditions

Ψ̃(0, x) = Ψ̃J(t, x) = (ε−
1
2S−1Uta

J)(t, x). Since Ψ̃ = ε−
1
2S−1ψ and Ψ̃J = ε−

1
2S−1ψJ for

ε−
1
2S−1 an L2−isometry, we directly deduce from Proposition 6.3 that

sup
t∈[0,T]

‖Ψ̃− Ψ̃J‖L2(R2,C2) ≤ CJ
(
〈T〉〈ν〉3T

)J
ε
J
2 .

By construction, ΨJ(t, x) = e
i
ε
χ(t,x)Ψ̃J(t, x) = e

i
ε
χ(t,x)ε−

1
2S−1ψJ(t, x) so that

(εDt + /D)ΨJ = e
i
ε
χ(t,x)(εDt + /̃D +R)Ψ̃J = e

i
ε
χ(t,x)ε−

1
2S−1[ε

1
2 rJ + (ε

1
2SR)ψJ ],

where we used εDt + /̃D = S−1Lε
1
2S and where rJ defined in (6.4) and estimated in (6.6).

By unitarity for (εDt+ /D), the statement of the theorem follows if we show that SRψJ(t, z) =
R(t, yt +

√
εz)ψJ(t, z) satisfy a bound similar to rJ as in (6.6).
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Since R vanishes on Ωδ and is uniformly bounded on R×R2 by construction, we find that
for every p ≥ 0,

‖(1 + |z|2)
p
2R(t, yt +

√
εz)‖∞ . ε

p
2 .

Therefore, thanks to (6.5),

‖R(t, yt +
√
εz)ψJ‖0 .

J∑
j=0

ε
j
2‖R(t, yt +

√
εz)ψj‖0 .

J∑
j=0

ε
J+1
2 ‖(1 + |z|2)

J−j+1
2 ψj‖0

. ε
J+1
2

J∑
j=0

‖ψj‖J−j+1 . ε
J+1
2 〈T 〉J−1〈ν〉3JT ‖f̂‖3J+2.

Thus, SRψJ satisfies the same estimate (6.6) as rJ . Since /D is self-adjoint, we conclude the
proof of Theorem 6.2 by the same unitarity principle as in Proposition 6.3. �

Proof. (Theorem 1.1) The above result with J = 1 also provides a proof of Theorem 1.1
when the gauge transformation is based on χ(t, x). Indeed, in this simplified setting with
B constant and ∆κ = 0, we observe that a0(t, ξ, ζ) is given by (5.6) with λt = 0, eµt = 1,
and ν̃t = νt = 2γ(θt − θ0) with γ = B

1+B2 . This provides the expression for the kernel gt(z)

in (1.8), which quantifies the dispersive effects while ψθt,B(z) captures all other effects in
Uta0(z) as one readily verifies.

An additional error in Ψ1(t, x) = e
i
ε
χ(t,x)ε−

1
2S−1ψ1(t, x) comes from replacing χ(t, x) by

its quadratic expansion χ2(t, x) (called χ(t, x) in Theorem 1.1) in (1.9). In the z variables,
we find

ei
1
ε
χ(yt+

√
εz) = ei

1
ε
χ2(yt+

√
εz) +O(ε

1
2 )|z|3.

This term is multiplied by ψ1 = ψ0 +
√
εψ1 and yields an error of order ε

1
2 in the L2−sense

for (e
i
ε
χ(t,x) − e

i
ε
χ2(t,x))ε−

1
2S−1ψ1(t, x) when ψ1 ∈ S0 and when |z|3ψ0 ∈ S0 as well. Both

bounds hold as soon as ψ0 ∈ S3, and hence when f̂ ∈ S5 as required for J = 1 in Theorem
6.2 with a bound

‖[ei
1
ε
χ(yt+

√
εz) − ei

1
ε
χ2(yt+

√
εz)]ψ1‖S0 ≤ Cε

1
2 .

We therefore obtain an overall bound on Ψ−e iεχ2(t,x)ε−
1
2S−1ψ1(t, x) growing as Cε

1
2 on an in-

terval [0,T] with T fixed. Since
√
εψ1 is also of order ε

1
2 , then so is Ψ−e iεχ2(t,x)ε−

1
2S−1ψ0(t, x).

The construction performed on [0,T] clearly holds on [−T, 0] as well. This completes the
proof of Theorem 1.1. �

7. Numerical simulations

In this section, we illustrate numerically the main effects of the magnetic field and the
curved interface on the propagating wavepackets: (i) slowdown; (ii) Aharonov–Bohm phase-
shift; (iii) dispersion.

The leading term in the asymptotic expansion provided by Theorem 6.2 is given by

Ψ0(t, x) = ε−
1
2 e

i
ε
χ(t,x)(Uta0)

(
t,
x− yt√

ε

)
, where: (7.1)

• Uta0(t, z) = Ut Vta0(t, z) with Ut a spatial and spinorial rotation that does not quan-
titatively affect the amplitude landscape of the wavepacket;
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• Vt is a Fourier-like transform given explicitly in (3.25).
• a0(t, ξ, ζ) = f0(t, ξ)φt(ζ) with f0(t, ξ) given respectively by (5.4) and (4.2).

For concreteness, we work below with the Gaussian initial condition f0(0, ξ) = e−
1
2
σξ2 for

σ > 0. Thanks to (5.4) and (5.12), we obtain

Vta0(t, z) =
( ρt

4π

) 1
4
e

1
2
µt(Qσ)−

1
2 eiλte−

1
2
ρtz22e−

1
2
Q−1
σ (z1+istz2)2

[
1
−1

]
, (7.2)

with Qσ = e2µtσ + stγt − ie2µtνt. The various constants that appear in these formulas are
collected as follows

rt = |∇κ(yt)|, ρt =
√
r2
t +B2

t , ct =
rt
ρt
, st =

Bt

ρt
, γt =

Bt

ρ2
t

, jtγt =
d ln ct
dt

,

kt =
ct
2

(
∂nB(yt)−Bt

∆κ(yt)

rt

)
, λt =

∫ t

0

ks
2ρs

ds, eµt =
ct
c0

, νt = 2

∫ t

0

c2
0

c2
s

(θ̇sγs + ksγ
2
s )ds,

and n(yt) and τ(yt) are the normal and tangent vectors to Γ at yt.

The rate of change of dispersion ν̇t is, up to the multiplicative constant 2γte
−2µt given by

the two contributions θ̇t + γtkt, which we write explicitly as

θ̇t + γtkt = ct

(
εtKt +

1

2

B∂nB −B2r−1
t ∆κ

B2 + r2
t

(yt)
)
,

with εt = ±1 when {∓κ > 0} is convex in a neighborhood of yt. This provides an expression
to assess how the geometry of κ and that of B combine to amplify or suppress dispersion.

7.1. Magnetic slowdown in constant B-field. The most visible impact of the magnetic

field is the slowdown of the wavepacket: it propagates at speed ct = (1 + B2
t )
− 1

2 , which is
strictly less than 1 whenever Bt 6= 0. This is confirmed by the results shown in Figure 5.

In this simulation, a constant magnetic field for a straight interface given by κ(x) = x2

is modeled by Ã = A = −Bx2e1 = Bx2τ (with therefore χ = 0 and β = B). This implies

jt = kt = 0 so that eµt = 1 and νt = 0. The terms ρ =
√

1 +B2 and γ = B
1+B2 are constant.

The wavepacket velocity is constant and given by

ẏt = − 1√
1 +B2

e1 = −ce1.

The wavepacket in (7.2) takes the simpler form

Vta0(t, z) =
( ρ

4π

) 1
4
( 1

σ + ργ2

) 1
2
e
− 1

2

(
ρz22+ 1

σ+ργ2
(z1+isz2)2

) [
1
−1

]
.

The oscillations of the spinor components are clearly visible in Figure 5.

7.2. Aharonov–Bohm effect for a circular interface. This effect emerges in the phase
χ(t, x)/ε in (7.1) when Γ is a loop. Once yt completes an exact full rotation around Γ, the
wavepacket acquires the phase shift

χ(t, yt)

ε
=

1

ε

∫ t

0

ẏsA(ys)ds =
1

ε

∫
Γ

A, (7.3)

see (2.11). This is a gauge-independent quantity involving the magnetic flux Φ =
∫

Γ
A

enclosed by Γ, and of order 1/ε.
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Figure 5. ε = 0.05. Snapshots of real part (left figures) and imaginary part
(right figures) of first (top figures) and second (bottom figures) component of
the wavepacket with straight interface κ(x) = x2. The wavepacket is propa-
gating towards the reader, for constant magnetic fields B = 1.5, 0.75, 0 (from
left to right in each individual figure).

Consider a magnetic vector potential with flux Φ > 0 given in polar coordinates by

A(r, θ) =
Φ

2πr
eθ

and a circular interface Γ given by |x| = R > 0. Note that B = ∇×A = Φδ0 vanishes away
from the origin and in particular in the vicinity of Γ. However, the wavepacket still feels a
magnetic effect: after a full revolution around Γ, it acquires according to (7.3) a measurable
phase-shift Φ/ε that cannot be gauged away. This is the Aharonov–Bohm effect.

7.3. Dispersive and phase effects in closed interfaces. The coefficient Qσ in (7.2)
controls the dispersion. The only term there that can grow with t is

νte
2µt = 2

∫ t

0

c2
t

c2
s

(
θ̇sγs + ksγ

2
s

)
ds.

Consider now a circle of radius R and a choice of domain wall κ(x) = |x|m−Rm
mRm−1 for m > 0

with |∇κ| = 1 = r and ∆κ = m|x|−1 equal to mR−1 on Γ. Assume B constant so that all
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Figure 6. Aharonov–Bohm effect with ε = 3/40, κ(x) = |x|2−1
2

and A(x) =
Φ

2π|x| . The left and right panels correspond to Φ = 0 and Φ = 2π, respectively.

The bottom panels are plots of t 7→ (cosϕt, sinϕt, t), where ϕt is the phase of
the top spinor component. The case Φ = 2π induces 1/ε ' 13 revolutions of
the phase as the wavepacket travels once around the circle.

Figure 7. ε = 0.05. Snapshots showing one revolution of wavepacket, start-
ing at 4 o’clock, on circular edge in different constant magnetic fields B = 1/

√
2

(left, enhanced spreading) and B = 3/2 (right, reduced spreading) with com-

mon interface κ(x) = |x|2−1
2

.

coefficients are independent of time and given by

c =
1√

1 +B2
, k = −cBm

2R
, θ̇ =

c

R
, θ̇ + γk =

c

R

(
1− mB2

2(1 +B2)

)
.
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We thus observe that νt = 2tγ(θ̇+γk) grows linearly in time provided that θ̇+γk 6= 0. In this
case, the resulting wavepacket decreases like t−1/2, in a way depending on B (higher magnetic
fields, however, do not necessarily enhance dispersion). This was predicted in Lemma 5.3
and (7.2) and is numerically confirmed in Figure 7.

In the other hand, when m = 2(1+B2)
B2 , the resulting domain wall prevents dispersion; see

Figure 8. This can be of interest in application where one wants to slow down propagation
without losing on coherence.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Time

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

 

Figure 8. Homogeneous magnetic field strength B = 1 with κ(x) = |x|4−1
4

.
Snapshots showing an almost dispersion-free propagation around the circle.

In this scenario we can explicitly construct the local gauge χ. We have n = er and τ = −eθ,
by using the defining relations ∂τχ = Aτ on Γ followed by ∂nχ = An across it. We have

A = Bx1e2 =
Br

2

(
(1 + cos 2θ)eθ + sin 2θer

)
so that integrating along Γ, then across Γ, we obtain

χ(R, θ) =
BR2

2

(
θ +

sin 2θ

2

)
, χ(r, θ) = BR2 θ

2
+Br2 sin 2θ

4
.

This shows that χ(r, θ) is not globally defined as a continuous function on R2: the term
BR2 θ

2
jumps after each revolution. The increment πBR2 is the magnetic flux: we retrieve a

Aharonov–Bohm effect.

7.4. Dispersive and (limited) compression effect in varying magnetic fields. We
consider here the setting of a flat interface (with κ(x) = x2) but with a varying magnetic
field. We then observe compression and dispersive effects consistent with (7.2).

In Figure 9, the intensity of the magnetic field increases as the wavepacket propagates
along Γ. We thus expect an increase in ρt and as a result a compression of the wavepacket.
This is confirmed by the numerical simulations of Figure 9.

We next consider the setting of a magnetic field that increases transversely to Γ: B(x) =

1 + 4B2x2. Set A = Ã = −(1 + 2B2x2)x2e1, resulting in β = 1 + 2B2x2; in particular
∂nβ = 2B2 and k = kt = cB2 is constant. This shows that νt grows linearly with time. The
wavepacket decays like t−1/2, as confirmed numerically in Figure 10.

The amplitude drop generated by dispersion is, however, reversible. For instance, the
magnetic field B(x) = 1 + 4 cos(2πx1/15)x2 generates time-dependent oscillations in νt: this
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Figure 9. Snapshots of wavepacket, starting on the right, for a potential
A1(x) = −B0x2(1− tanh(x1− 2)) with B0 = 0, 1, 2 from bottom to top, which
corresponds to a magnetic field B(x) = B0(1 − tanh(x1 − 2)), on a straight
interface κ(x) = x2. Right figure with B0 = 1.
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Figure 10. ε = 0.075, B = 1+4B2x2 with B2 = 0, 0.5, 1 and κ(x) = x2. The
left figure shows the snapshots of the three wavepackets, starting on the right,
and on the right, we see the power-law decay in the non-constant magnetic
field. The right figure shows the L∞-decay of the amplitudes.

coefficient is proportional to sin(2πt/15). There is no dispersion for t ∈ 15Z, as shown in
Figure 11.
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Figure 11. ε = 0.1, snapshots of a wavepacket, starting on the right, for a
straight interface κ(x) = x2 with B(x) = 1 + 4 cos(2πx1

15
)x2, a periodic modu-

lation of the field in Figure 10, sampled over half a period of the cosine. The
reversible amplitude drop caused by dispersion is clearly visible.
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[DH72] J.J. Duistermaat and L. Hörmander, Fourier integral operators. II., Acta Math. 128 (1972),

no. 3-4, 183–269.
[Dro19a] Alexis Drouot, The bulk-edge correspondence for continuous honeycomb lattices, Communication

in Partial Differential Equations 44 (2019), no. 12, 1406–1430.
[Dro19b] Alexis Drouot, Characterization of edge states in perturbed honeycomb structures, Pure and

Applied Analysis 1 (2019), no. 3, 385–445.
[Dro21a] Alexis Drouot, Microlocal analysis of the bulk-edge correspondence, Communications in Mathe-

matical Physics 383 (2021), 2069–2112.
[Dro21b] Alexis Drouot, Ubiquity of conical points in topological insulators, Journal de l’Ecole Polytech-

nique 8 (2021), 507–532.
[DW20] Alexis Drouot and MI Weinstein, Edge states and the valley Hall effect, Advances in Mathe-

matics 368 (2020), 107142.
[EG02] Peter Elbau and Gian-Michele Graf, Equality of bulk and edge Hall conductance revisited, Com-

munications in mathematical physics 229 (2002), no. 3, 415–432.

arXiv:1906.08345
arXiv:1906.08345
arXiv:2106.08480
arXiv:2106.00729
arXiv:2106.00729
arXiv:2101.06330


MAGNETIC SLOWDOWN OF TOPOLOGICAL EDGE STATES 37

[FKG03] Clotilde Fermanian Kammerer and Patrick Gérard, A Landau-Zener formula for non-
degenerated involutive codimension three crossings, Ann. Henri Poincaré 4 (2003), 123–168.
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