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ABSTRACT. We consider the massless Dirac operator with the MIT bag
boundary conditions on an unbounded three-dimensional circular cone.
For convex cones, we prove that this operator is self-adjoint defined on
four-component H1–functions satisfying the MIT bag boundary condi-
tions. The proof of this result relies on separation of variables and spec-
tral estimates for one-dimensional fiber Dirac-type operators. Further-
more, we provide a numerical evidence for the self-adjointness on the
same domain also for non-convex cones. Moreover, we prove a Hardy-
type inequality for such a Dirac operator on convex cones, which, in par-
ticular, yields stability of self-adjointness under perturbations by a class
of unbounded potentials. Further extensions of our results to Dirac oper-
ators with quantum dot boundary conditions are also discussed.

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we consider the three-dimensional massless Dirac operator Dω
on an unbounded Euclidean circular cone of half-aperture ω ∈ (0, π)

(1.1) Cω :=
{
(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3 : x3 > cotω (x21 + x22)

1
2

}
with the MIT bag boundary conditions. These boundary conditions are related to the
celebrated MIT bag model [C75, CJJT74, CJJ+74, DJJK75, J75], which describes the con-
finement of quarks in hadrons. The cone Cω on which the Dirac operator is defined can
be viewed as a Lipschitz hypograph in the sense of [McL, Eq. (3.26)] and clearly Cω is
non-smooth due to the conical point at the origin 0 ∈ R3. The operator domain of Dω
consists of functions in the space C∞

0 (Cω \ 0;C4) := {u|Cω
: u ∈ C∞

0 (R3 \ 0;C4)} satis-
fying the MIT bag boundary conditions on the boundary of Cω . This densely defined
operator can be shown to be symmetric. The natural question that arises whether this
operator is essentially self-adjoint or whether it has non-zero deficiency indices.

In the existing literature self-adjointness of the three-dimensional Dirac operators
with the MIT bag boundary conditions was first shown for C2-smooth domains with
compact boundaries [OV18, BHM20]; see also [ALR17, ALR20] for related approaches.
It is possible to regard Dirac operators with MIT bag boundary conditions in the frame-
work of Dirac operators with Lorentz-scalar δ-shell interactions; see e.g. [AMV14,
AMV15, AMV16, BEHL16, BHSS21, HOP18, OV18, CLMT21, B22b, R22], the review
papers [BEHL19, OP21], and the references therein. In particular, in [B22b] self-adjoint-
ness for interactions with non-compact supports less regular thanC2-smooth is shown,
but the regularity assumptions there still exclude the conical surface. On the other
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hand, in [BHSS21] self-adjointness for interactions supported on boundaries of gen-
eral bounded Lipschitz domains that can have conical points is proved: a difference
with the approach of [BHSS21] is that they define the Dirac operator with the operator
domain contained in the Sobolev spaceH1/2 whereas in our construction we verify (es-
sential) self-adjointness for a more regular operator domain, contained in the Sobolev
space H1. We remark that the unboundedness of the conical domain is not a real issue:
away from the vertex singularity the boundary of the domain is smooth, so it can be
handled as in [B22b, R20]. Considering a more regular operator domain can in many
cases lead to non-zero deficiency indices and, in fact, this happens in a related setting
of two-dimensional polygons analysed in [LO18, PV19].

We prove that the Dirac operator Dω is unitarily equivalent to an infinite orthog-
onal sum of Dirac operators on the half-line with off-diagonal Coulomb-type poten-
tials, whose coefficients are given by the eigenvalues of an effective essentially self-
adjoint spin-orbit operator Kω on the spherical cap Cω ∩ S2, where S2 ⊂ R3 is the
two-dimensional unit sphere centred at the origin. We characterise the eigenvalues of
Kω in terms of solutions of transcendental equations and show that for convex cones
ω < π/2 all the eigenvalues of Kω escape the critical interval [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ]. This construc-

tion implies that Dω is essentially self-adjoint in this case. Moreover, we show that for
ω < π/2 the domain of the self-adjoint closure Dω of Dω consists of four-component
H1-functions satisfying the MIT bag boundary conditions in the sense of traces. We
complement our analysis by numerical results describing the eigenvalue distribution
of Kω for π/2 < ω < π, supporting the claim that Dω is essentially self-adjoint for
any ω ∈ (0, π): we remark that the numerical approach is only used to find the roots
of explicit transcendental equations associated to the problem. Finally, we study for
ω < π/2 the stability of the self-adjointness Dω under perturbations by Hermitian
matrix-valued potentials that can have Coulombic singularity at the origin.

Our analysis is inspired by the closely related considerations for the Laplace op-
erator on planar domains with corners and three-dimensional domains with conical
points and for the Dirac operator on planar domains with corners. Let us briefly
review the existing literature on the subject. The two-dimensional Laplace operator
with Dirichlet boundary conditions on a curvilinear polygon P ⊂ R2 was first con-
sidered in [BS62] and then further analysed in [G85, Chap. 4], [G92, Chap. 2], [D88]
and more recently in [P13]. In particular, it is proved that the deficiency indices of
such a Laplace operator with the domain H2(P) ∩ H1

0 (P) are (n, n), where n is the
number of non-convex corners of P; i.e. corners with the opening angle larger than π.
A similar effect occurs for the Robin Laplacian, where the coefficient in the bound-
ary conditions having a specific singularity at a boundary point creates deficiency
indices [ES88, MR09, NP18]. The three-dimensional Laplace operator with Dirichlet
boundary conditions on a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R3 with a conical point is analysed
first in [HS67, K67], see also [G85, §8.2.2] and [BDY99, D88]. The appearance of defi-
ciency indices here is more subtle and we discuss it in detail in Remark 2.7. It should
be emphasized that for the Dirichlet Laplacian on a domain that has a conical point
and which is smooth outside it, the transition between self-adjointness and existence
of non-trivial deficiency indices indeed occurs for some critical opening angle of the
cone. In this perspective the phenomenon for the Dirac operator is substantially differ-
ent. As for Dirac operators, analysis of deficiency indices for boundaries with singular
points has only been carried out in two dimensions [FL23, LO18, PV19, CL20] so far.
The deficiency indices on a curvilinear polygon here are characterised in the same
way as for the Dirichlet Laplacian [LO18, PV19]. For the discontinuous infinite mass
boundary conditions on a sector the deficiency indices can be unequal [CL20] while
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for Lorentz-scalar δ-shell interactions supported on star-graphs [FL23] various scenar-
ios are possible and, in particular, the deficiency indices depend on the strength of the
interaction.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we rigorously define the Dirac
operator on an unbounded cone with MIT bag boundary conditions and formulate all
the main results of the paper. Section 3 contains preliminary material used through-
out the paper. In this section we recall the concept of boundary triples, analyse self-
adjointness of a model Dirac operator on the half-line, and find the form of the spin-
orbit differential expression in the spherical coordinates. Further, in Section 4 we study
the spectrum of a model Dirac-type operator on the interval (0, ω). Relying on this
spectral analysis we decompose the operator Dω in Section 5 in spherical coordinates
and using this decomposition we prove all the main results of the paper. Finally, the
paper is complemented by Appendix A with the derivation of expressions for partial
derivatives in spherical coordinates, Appendix B on Dirac systems, and Appendix C
with numerical results for non-convex cones.

2. Setting and the main results

In this section, we will first rigorously define the operator Dω clarifying the MIT bag
boundary conditions. Then we will formulate all the main results of the present paper.

2.1. Definition of the operator. The problem is better described in spherical coordi-
nates (r, θ, ϕ) ∈ R+ × [0, π] × [0, 2π) on R3, which are connected with the Cartesian
coordinates (x1, x2, x3) by the well-known formulae

(2.1)


x1 = r cosϕ sin θ,

x2 = r sinϕ sin θ,

x3 = r cos θ.

In this convention the north pole of the unit sphere S2 has coordinates r = 1, θ = 0, and
ϕ = 0. The cone with the half-aperture ω ∈ (0, π) defined in (1.1) can be alternatively
characterised in the spherical coordinates as

(2.2) Cω =
{
(r sin θ cosϕ, r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ) : r ∈ R+, θ ∈ [0, ω), ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)

}
.

The unit normal vector to the boundary ∂Cω of the cone Cω pointing outwards is ex-
plicitly given as

νω(r, ϕ) = (cosω cosϕ, cosω sinϕ,− sinω), r ∈ R+, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π).

After having described the geometric setting, we can proceed to the definition of the
Dirac operator on Cω . To this aim we recall the expressions for the C2×2 Pauli matrices

σ1 :=

(
0 1

1 0

)
, σ2 :=

(
0 −i

i 0

)
, σ3 :=

(
1 0

0 −1

)
,

and for the C4×4 Dirac matrices αj , j = 1, 2, 3, and β

αj :=

(
0 σj
σj 0

)
, j = 1, 2, 3, β =

(
I2 0

0 −I2

)
,

where I2 is the identity matrix in C2. The Dirac matrices are Hermitian and they satisfy
the anti-commutation relations

αkαj + αjαk = 2δkj and αkβ + βαk = 0, k, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},
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where δkj is the Kronecker symbol. We define the triple of the Dirac matrices α :=

(α1, α2, α3) and define α · b with b ∈ C3 as α · b = α1b1+α2b2+α3b3. With all the above
preparations, the Dirac differential expression in R3 is given by

D := −iα · ∇ = −i(α1∂1 + α2∂2 + α3∂3).

We consider the following Dirac operator in the Hilbert space (L2(Cω;C4), (·, ·)Cω
)

(here and in the following all the inner products are linear in the first entry)

(2.3)
Dωu := Du,

domDω :=
{
u ∈ C∞

0 (Cω \ 0;C4) : u|∂Cω
+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω

= 0
}
,

where C∞
0 (Cω \ 0;C4) = {u|Cω

: u ∈ C∞
0 (R3 \ 0;C4)} is the space of smooth four-

component functions on Cω , the support of which is a compact subset of the closure of
the cone with the removed tip Cω\0. The operator Dω is symmetric. Indeed, integrating
by parts we find for u, v ∈ domDω

(−iα · ∇u, v)Cω
− (u,−iα · ∇v)Cω

=

∫
∂Cω

⟨−i(α · νω)u|∂Cω
, v|∂Cω

⟩C4dσ

=

∫
∂Cω

⟨(α · νω)(β(α · νω))u|∂Cω
, iβ(α · νω)v|∂Cω

⟩C4dσ

=

∫
∂Cω

⟨i(α · νω)2(β2(α · νω))u|∂Cω
, v|∂Cω

⟩C4dσ

=

∫
∂Cω

⟨i(α · νω)u|∂Cω
, v|∂Cω

⟩C4dσ = 0,

where we used that β2 = (α · νω)2 = 1 in the penultimate step.
It can be shown by the same integration by parts that the extension

(2.4) {u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω
+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω

= 0} ∋ u 7→ Du

of the Dirac operator Dω is symmetric, where the boundary conditions are understood
in the sense of traces in the Sobolev space H1/2(∂Cω;C4).

The MIT bag boundary condition u|∂Cω
+ iβ(α ·νω)u|∂Cω

= 0 can be written in terms
of components u = (u1, u2, u3, u4)

⊤ of the vector-valued function u
1 0 −i sinω i cosωe−iϕ

0 1 i cosωeiϕ i sinω

i sinω −i cosωe−iϕ 1 0

−i cosωeiϕ −i sinω 0 1



u1(r, ω, ϕ)

u2(r, ω, ϕ)

u3(r, ω, ϕ)

u4(r, ω, ϕ)

 = 0,

where r ∈ R+ and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π). This condition is equivalent to{
u1(r, ω, ϕ)− i sinωu3(r, ω, ϕ) + i cosωe−iϕu4(r, ω, ϕ) = 0,

u2(r, ω, ϕ) + i cosωeiϕu3(r, ω, ϕ) + i sinωu4(r, ω, ϕ) = 0.

2.2. Main results. In order to formulate our first main result we need some prepara-
tion. We introduce for ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 } the following matrix differential expressions on
the interval Iω := (0, ω)

τk :=

(
k + 1 − d

dθ −
(
k + 1

2

)
cot θ

d
dθ −

(
k + 1

2

)
cot θ −k

)
, Tk :=

(
τk 0

0 τk

)
, k ∈ Z,

and associate to them the differential operators Tk, k ∈ Z, in the Hilbert spaceL2(Iω;C4)

defined by

(2.5)
Tkψ := Tkψ,

domTk :=

{
ψ ∈ ACloc(Iω;C4) : ψ,Tkψ ∈ L2(Iω;C4),

(
ψ1(ω)
ψ2(ω)

)
= Aω

(
ψ3(ω)
ψ4(ω)

)}
,
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where the matrix Aω is given by

Aω :=

(
i sinω −i cosω

−i cosω −i sinω

)
.

We check that the operators Tk, k ∈ Z, are self-adjoint, that their spectra are discrete,
simple and symmetric about the origin and that zero is not an eigenvalue of any of
these operators. Moreover, it turns out that σ(Tk) = Zk ∪ (−Zk), where the discrete
subsets Zk, k ∈ Z, of the real axis are defined by

(2.6)
Zk :=

{
λ ∈ R : (λ+ k + 1)P−k−1

λ (cosω) = P−k
λ−1(cosω)

}
, k ∈ N0,

Zk :=
{
λ ∈ R : (λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = −Pk+1

λ (cosω)
}
, −k ∈ N,

where Pµν (x), x ∈ (−1, 1), is the Ferrers function of the first kind [O97, §5.15] and [GR07,
§8.7 and 8.8]. Here, we drop the dependence on ω in the notation Tk and Zk for the
sake of brevity.

For λ ∈ R, we introduce the auxiliary one-dimensional Dirac operator in the Hilbert
space L2(R+;C2) by

(2.7) dλψ :=

(
0 − d

dx − λ
x

d
dx − λ

x 0

)(
ψ1

ψ2

)
, domdλ := C∞

0 (R+;C2).

In the first main result we decompose Dω into an orthogonal sum of the fiber operators.

Theorem 2.1. Let ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 } and let the Dirac operator Dω be as in (2.3). Let the
operators Tk, k ∈ Z, be as in (2.5), the discrete sets Zk be as in (2.6) and let the fiber operators
dλ be as in (2.7). Then the following unitary equivalences hold

(2.8) Dω ≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈σ(Tk)∩(0,∞)

dλ ≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈Zk

dλ.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on the representation of Dω in spherical coordinates,
in which the spin-orbit operator Kω acting in the Hilbert spaceL2([0, ω)×[0, 2π); sin θdθdϕ)

arises. The spin-orbit operator Kω is defined in (5.4) below. The operators Tk, k ∈ Z,
appear naturally in the analysis upon separation of variables for the spin-orbit operator
Kω . We decompose the Hilbert space L2(Cω;C4) into an orthogonal sum of subspaces,
whose construction is based on the eigenfunctions of the aforementioned spin-orbit
operator Kω . This orthogonal decomposition of L2(Cω;C4) enables to characterise the
reducing subspaces for Dω . It turns out that the compressions of Dω to these reducing
subspaces are unitarily equivalent to the one-dimensional fiber operators in (2.7) with
specific λ ∈ R.

Remark 2.2. The case ω = π
2 does not fit to our general scheme of reduction and requires

a separate consideration within our approach. However, in this case the cone Cπ/2 is
the half-space and the theory is already established. The reader is referred to [ALR20,
B22a], where it is shown that the Dirac operator on Cπ/2 is self-adjoint defined on
functions in the Sobolev spaceH1(Cω;C4) satisfying the MIT bag boundary conditions.
For this reason, we exclude the case ω = π

2 from our results.

Relying on the analysis of the fiber operators we get the following second main
result.

Theorem 2.3. Let Dω be defined as in (2.3). If ω ∈ (0, π/2) then Dω is essentially self-adjoint
and

(2.9) domDω :=
{
u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω

+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω
= 0
}
,

where the trace u|∂Cω
is well defined as a function in the Sobolev space H1/2(∂Cω;C4).
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The proof of Theorem 2.3 is based on the decomposition in Theorem 2.1 and re-
duces to showing that the eigenvalues of the spin-orbit operator Kω escape the critical
interval [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ] or, equivalently, that σ(Tk) ∩ [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ] = ∅ for all k ∈ Z.

Remark 2.4. We conjecture that Theorem 2.3 is true for all the values ω ∈ (0, π) of
the aperture angle. In Appendix C we provide numerical evidence to support our
conjecture, showing that for π/2 < ω < π all the eigenvalues of the spin-orbit operator
Kω escape the critical interval [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ]. This implies essential self-adjointness of Dω and

the validity of (2.9) for all ω ∈ (0, π).

Remark 2.5. The operator Kω can be viewed as a Dirac-type operator on the manifold
S2 ∩ Cω . Geometric spectral bounds in the spirit of [HMZ01] can also be useful to
show that there are no eigenvalues of Kω in the interval [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ]. This approach is also

suitable to deal with general non-circular cones, for which separation of variables can
not be used any more.

Remark 2.6. In the literature, sometimes also the following operator D−
ω is called Dirac

operator with MIT bag boundary conditions:

(2.10)
D−
ω u := Du,

domD−
ω :=

{
u ∈ C∞

0 (Cω \ 0;C4) : u|∂Cω
− iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω

= 0
}
,

the difference between Dω and D−
ω standing in the minus sign in the boundary con-

ditions of D−
ω . The operator D−

ω is unitarily equivalent to Dω through the unitary and
self-adjoint matrix

γ5 =

(
0 I2
I2 0

)
,

i.e. D−
ω = γ5Dωγ5, see [BHM20, Proof of Prop. 3.4]. As a consequence, Theorem 2.3

immediately implies that for ω ∈ (0, π/2) the Dirac operator D−
ω is essentially self-

adjoint and

domD−
ω :=

{
u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω

− iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω
= 0
}
.

Remark 2.7. It is interesting to compare Theorem 2.3 with related results for the Laplace
operator with Dirichlet boundary condition. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain such
that 0 ∈ ∂Ω, that ∂Ω \ {0} is C2-smooth and that there exists a neighbourhood of V of 0
such that in V the domain Ω coincides with an unbounded circular cone Cω with half-
aperture ω ∈ (0, π). We consider the densely defined symmetric Dirichlet Laplacian on
Ω

HΩ
Du := −∆u, domHΩ

D := H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω).

Let t0 be the zero of P0
1
2

on the interval (−1, 1), and set ωcr := arccos(t0) ≈ 0.726π. The

operator HΩ
D is closed by [G85, Thm. 8.2.2.1] and [HS67, Lem. 4.1] for all ω ̸= ωcr. Com-

bining [G85, Thm. 8.2.2.6] and [HS67, Sec. 4] one gets that if the angle ω > ωcr then
the deficiency indices of HΩ

D are (1, 1) while if ω < ωcr the operator HΩ
D is self-adjoint.

Similar results are expected to hold also for the Dirichlet Laplacian on Cω , but to the
best of our knowledge they are not stated in the existing literature in terms of defi-
ciency indices. In this perspective the result for the Dirac operator Dω is qualitatively
different. The transition to non-trivial deficiency indices for large half-aperture does
not happen for Dω as suggested by our numerical analysis of the problem.

It is possible to consider more general boundary conditions for the Dirac operator.
For θ ∈ [0, 2π), the Dirac operator Dθω with quantum dot bondary conditions is defined
as follows:

(2.11)
Dθωu := Du,

domDθω :=
{
u ∈ C∞

0 (Cω \ 0;C4) : u|∂Cω
= [(cos θ)i(α · νω)β + (sin θ)β]u|∂Cω

}
.
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One sees that D0
ω = Dω and Dπω = D−

ω are the Dirac operators with MIT bag boundary

conditions defined in (2.3) and (2.10) respectively; the operators D
π
2
ω and D

3π
2
ω are called

Dirac operators with zig-zag boundary conditions. From Theorem 2.3 it is immediate to
give a result on essential self-adjointness and self-adjointness for Dirac operators with
quantum dot boundary conditions, except for the case of zig-zag boundary conditions.

Proposition 2.8. Let θ ∈ [0, 2π) \ {π2 ,
3π
2 } and let Dθω be defined as in (2.11). If ω ∈ (0, π/2)

then Dθω is essentially self-adjoint and

(2.12) domDθω :=
{
u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω

= [(cos θ)i(α · νω)β + (sin θ)β]u|∂Cω

}
,

where the trace u|∂Cω
is well defined as a function in the Sobolev space H1/2(∂Cω;C4).

Remark 2.9. The Dirac operators D
π
2
ω and D

3π
2
ω with zig-zag boundary conditions repre-

sent different phenomena and are not considered in this work. We refer to [H21] and
references therein.

We complete our manuscript with a result on stability of essential self-adjointness
and self-adjointness under perturbations of Dω by regular potentials.

Theorem 2.10. Let ω ∈ (0, π/2) and V : Cω → C4×4 such that V(x) is Hermitian for all
x ∈ Cω and

(2.13) sup
x∈Cω

|x||V(x)| = ν.

If ν ≤ π
4ω , then the Dirac operator Dω +V is essentially self-adjoint, with

(Dω +V)u = (D+V)u,

dom (Dω +V) = dom (Dω) =
{
u ∈ C∞

0 (Cω \ 0;C4) : u|∂Cω
+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω

= 0
}
.

Moreover, if ν < π
4ω , then Dω +V = Dω +V is self-adjoint, with

(Dω +V)u = (D+V)u,

dom (Dω +V) = domDω =
{
u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω

+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω
= 0
}
.

Theorem 2.10 is worth to compare with the perturbation results for the Dirac oper-
ator in R3. By [K95, Thm. V 5.10] the operator

H1(R3;C4) ∋ u 7→ −i(α · ∇)u+Vu

is self-adjoint in L2(R3;C4) if the Hermitian matrix-valued function V : R3 → C4×4

satisfies the condition supx∈R3 |x||V(x)| < 1
2 . For the Coulomb potential VC(x) =

γ
|x|I4

finer results are available, and, in particular, by [GR73, Thm. 2.1] the above Dirac oper-
ator with V = VC is self-adjoint provided that |γ| <

√
3
2 . More detailed discussion and

further references can be found in [CP18]. According to Theorem 2.10, self-adjointness
of the Dirac operator on convex cones with MIT bag boundary conditions is stable un-
der adding general matrix-valued potentials with stronger singularities at the origin,
than in the case of the full space. In particular, we can add Coloumb potentials (having
singularity at the tip of the cone) with arbitrary large coefficient γ provided that the
opening angle of the cone is sufficiently small.

Theorem 2.10 is a consequence of the Hardy inequality in the following proposition,
that we state because it has an independent interest. Thanks to it, the proof of Theo-
rem 2.10 descends immediately from the Kato-Rellich theorem and the Wüst theorem.

Proposition 2.11. Let Dω be defined as in (2.3). If ω ∈ (0, π/2) then

(2.14)
∫
Cω

|(Dωu)(x)|2dx ≥
(
π

4ω

)2 ∫
Cω

|u(x)|2

|x|2
dx, for allu ∈ domDω.
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Remark 2.12. The constant in the inequality (2.14) follows from the estimate (4.40). Nu-
merical evidence in Appendix C shows that this constant is not sharp. However, it can
also be seen from numerics that the difference between the sharp constant and

(
π
4ω

)2
tends to zero as ω → π

2 .

3. Preliminaries

In this section we provide preliminary material that will be used in the proofs of our
main results. In Subsection 3.1 we recall the concept of boundary triples and provide
some basic facts related to it. Further, in Subsection 3.2 we study self-adjointness of a
class of one-dimensional Dirac operators. Finally, in Subsection 3.3 we represent the
spin-orbit operator on the spherical cap in the spherical coordinates.

3.1. Boundary triples for adjoints of symmetric operators. In this subsection we re-
call the concept of ordinary boundary triples. This concept is introduced in [Bru76,
Ko75], further developed in e.g. [DM91, DM95] and presented in detail in the mono-
graphs [BHdS20, S12]. Throughout this subsection A denotes a densely defined sym-
metric operator in a Hilbert space (H, (·, ·)H).

First, we define the notions of deficiency subspaces and deficiency indices of a sym-
metric operator.

Definition 3.1. The deficiency subspaces of the symmetric operator A are defined as

Ni(A) := ker(A∗ − i) and N−i(A) := ker(A∗ + i).

The deficiency indices of A are given by n±(A) := dimN±i(A).

Next, we recall the definition of the concept of a boundary triple for the adjoint of a
symmetric operator.

Definition 3.2. A boundary triple for A∗ is a triple {G,Γ0,Γ1} of a Hilbert space (G, (·, ·)G)
and linear mappings Γj : domA∗ → G, j = 0, 1 such that

(i) (A∗f, g)H − (f,A∗g)H = (Γ1f,Γ0g)G − (Γ0f,Γ1g)G for all f, g ∈ domA∗;

(ii) the mapping domA∗ ∋ f 7→ (Γ0f,Γ1f) ∈ G× G is surjective.

In the next proposition we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for the
boundary triple for the adjoint of a symmetric operator to exist.

Proposition 3.3. [S12, Prop. 14.5] There exists a boundary triple {G,Γ0,Γ1} for A∗ if and
only if the symmetric operator has equal deficiency indices. We then have n+(A) = n−(A) =

dimG.

For A a densely defined symmetric operator in a Hilbert space H, the knowledge of
a boundary triple for the operator A∗ allows to parametrize its self-adjoint restrictions.
Let Θ be a linear operator in G. We define the operator AΘ := A∗ ↾ domAΘ, where

domAΘ := {f ∈ domA∗ : Γ0f ∈ domΘ,Γ1f = ΘΓ0f}.

Proposition 3.4 ([S12, Prop. 14.7 (v)]). The operator AΘ is self-adjoint in H if and only if Θ
is self-adjoint in G.

Remark 3.5. One can not parametrize all self-adjoint extensions of A by self-adjoint
linear operators Θ as described above. In order to cover all self-adjoint extensions self-
adjoint linear relations in the boundary conditions should be considered; cf. [S12, Thm.
14.10]. This most general construction is not necessary for our purposes.
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3.2. Deficiency indices and self-adjoint extensions for a class of 1-D Dirac operators.
In this subsection we consider a model one-dimensional Dirac operator on the interval
(0, b) with b ∈ (0,∞]. We find the deficiency indices and characterise the self-adjoint
extensions. In the analysis we rely on the general approach to one-dimensional Dirac
operators briefly outlined in Appendix B.

Let the parameter α ∈ R be fixed. We consider the following Dirac differential
expression on the interval I := (0, b) with b ∈ (0,∞]

(3.1) ταf :=

(
0 1

−1 0

)
f ′ +

(
0 α

x
α
x 0

)
f,

where f = (f1, f2)
⊤ : I → C2. The differential expression τα is of the type (B.1) with

the potential

(3.2) q(x) =

(
0 α

x
α
x 0

)
.

Next we classify the endpoints of the interval I for τα in the sense of Definition B.3. The
differential expression τα is singular at x = 0 for α ̸= 0, because the matrix norm of the
potential q in (3.2) has a non-integrable singularity at the origin, while τ0 is regular at
x = 0. The differential expression τα is singular at the right endpoint x = b if b = ∞
and regular at x = b if b <∞.

In view of (B.2), the maximal operator associated with τα is given by

Tαf := ταf,

domTα :=
{
f ∈ L2(I;C2) : f ∈ ACloc(I;C2), ταf ∈ L2(I;C2)

}
.

(3.3)

For z ∈ C \R, we define the deficiency subspaces by

(3.4) Nα,z := ker(Tα − z).

According to (B.3) the densely defined preminimal operator is given by

(3.5) T′′
0,αf := ταf, domT′′

0,α := C∞
0 (I;C2).

By Proposition B.2 the closed minimal symmetric operator T0,α := T′′
0,α is charac-

terised by

T0,αf = ταf,

domT0,α = {f ∈ domTα : [g, f ]0 = [g, f ]b = 0, ∀ g ∈ domTα}
= {f ∈ domTα : [g, f ]0 = [g, f ]b = 0, ∀ g ∈ Nα,i +Nα,−i},

(3.6)

where the boundary values of Lagrange brackets [g, f ]0 and [g, f ]b are defined via (B.5)
and Proposition B.1. By Proposition B.5 we have

(3.7) (T′′
0,α)

∗ = (T0,α)
∗ = Tα.

Further, we characterise the deficiency indices and the self-adjoint extensions of T′′
0,α

under different assumptions on b and α. This analysis is reminiscent of the one in [LO18,
Lem. 2.5] and [CP18, Thms. 1.1 and 1.2], [CP19]. We provide it in full detail for con-
venience of the reader and also because we need to cover some additional aspects. We
remark that item (iii) of the below proposition will not be used in the proofs of our
main results and is provided only for completeness.

Proposition 3.6. Let the maximal operator Tα, the preminimal operator T′′
0,α and the minimal

operator T0,α be as in (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6), respectively.
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(i) For |α| ≥ 1
2 and b < ∞ the preminimal operator has deficiency indices (1, 1) and the

triple {C,Γ0,Γ1} with the well-defined mappings

(3.8) Γ0,Γ1 : domTα → C, Γ0f := f1(b), Γ1f := f2(b)

is a boundary triple for Tα = (T′′
0,α)

∗. Moreover, any self-adjoint extension of T′′
0,α has

purely discrete spectrum.

(ii) For |α| ≥ 1
2 and b = ∞ the preminimal operator T′′

0,α is essentially self-adjoint. If,
moreover, |α| > 1

2 , then domT0,α = H1
0 (R+;C2).

(iii) For α ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 ) and b = ∞ the preminimal operator T′′

0,α has deficiency indices (1, 1)

and the deficiency subspaces are given by

Nα,±i = ker(Tα ∓ i) = span
{
f±α

}
, f±α (x) :=

(
x1/2K 1

2−α
(x)

∓ix1/2K 1
2+α

(x)

)
,

where Kν stands for the modified Bessel function of the second kind and order ν. All
self-adjoint extensions of T′′

0,α are characterised by

(3.9) Tγ,αf = ταf, domTγ,α =
{
f + c(f+α + γf−α ) : f ∈ domT0,α, c ∈ C

}
,

for γ ∈ C with |γ| = 1.

Proof. It is clear from (3.3), (3.4), and (3.7) that the deficiency indices of T′′
0,α are given

by
n±(T′′

0,α) = dimNα,±i.

In order to characterise Nα,±i we need to find all square-integrable solutions of the
differential equations ταf = ±if .

The differential equation ταf = ±if is equivalent to the system

(3.10)

{
−f ′1(x) + α

x f1(x) = ±if2(x),

+f ′2(x) +
α
x f2(x) = ±if1(x).

We express f2 through f1 from the first equation in (3.10) and substitute it into the
second equation

(3.11)

{
f2(x) = ±

(
if ′1(x)− iαx f1(x)

)
,

if ′′1 (x)− i
(
α
x f1(x)

)′
+ α

x

(
if ′1(x)− iαx f1(x)

)
− if1(x) = 0.

The second equation in the above system can be transformed into

f ′′1 (x) +
(
α

x2
f1(x)−

α

x
f ′1(x)

)
+
α

x

(
f ′1(x)−

α

x
f1(x)

)
− f1(x) = 0

and then simplified as

(3.12) f ′′1 (x)−
α(α− 1)

x2
f1(x)− f1(x) = 0.

By making the substitution f1(x) = g(x)x1/2 in (3.12) we find that g satisfies the ordi-
nary differential equation

(3.13) x2g′′(x) + xg′(x)−
((

α− 1

2

)2
+ x2

)
g(x) = 0.
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According to [AS64, §9.6] there are exactly two linearly independent solutions of the
above equation given by the modified Bessel functions Kν(x) and Iν(x) of the order

ν =
∣∣∣α− 1

2

∣∣∣ ,
and any solution of (3.13) is a linear combination of them. Recall also that the modified
Bessel functions are smooth on R+.

Hence, the two linearly independent solutions of (3.12) are given by

(3.14) f+1 (x) = x1/2Iν(x) and f−1 (x) = x1/2Kν(x).

Using the first equation in (3.11) we also find the second component of the solution to
the system (3.10) associated with f+1

f+2 (x) = ±i
(
(x1/2Iν(x))

′ − α

x1/2
Iν(x)

)
= ±i

(
x1/2Iν−1(x)−

ν + α− 1/2

x1/2
Iν(x)

)
,

(3.15)

where we used that I ′ν(x) = Iν−1(x)− ν
xIν(x); cf. [AS64, 9.6.26]. The second component

associated with f−1 can be recovered from the first formula in (3.11)

f−2 (x) = ±i
(
(x1/2Kν(x))

′ − α

x1/2
Kν(x)

)
= ±i

(
−x1/2Kν−1(x)−

ν + α− 1/2

x1/2
Kν(x)

)
,

(3.16)

where we used that K′
ν(x) = −Kν−1(x) − ν

xKν(x); cf. [AS64, 9.6.26]. We have found
that the system of differential equations ταf = ±if has two linearly independent solu-
tions f+ = (f+1 , f

+
2 ) and f− = (f−1 , f

−
2 ) with respective components given by (3.14), (3.15),

and (3.16).
Now, we develop the asymptotic expansions of the components f+2 , f−1 and f−2 in

the limit x → 0+. For the second component of the solution f+ we get using [AS64,
Eq. 9.6.7 and Eq. 9.6.10] and taking that I−1(x) = I1(x) into account for α = 1

2

(3.17) f+2 (x) ∼x→0+


± ixν+3/2

ν(ν+1)2ν+1Γ(ν)
, α > 1

2 ,

± ix3/2

2 , α = 1
2 ,

± ixν−1/2

2ν−1Γ(ν)
, α < 1

2 .

For the first component of the solution f− we find using the asymptoticsKν as x→ 0+

(see [AS64, 9.6.8, 9.6.9]) we find that

(3.18) f−1 (x) ∼x→0+

{
−x1/2 ln(x), α = 1

2 ,

2ν−1Γ(ν)x1/2−ν , α ̸= 1
2 .

Finally, for the second component of the solution f− we find again using the asymp-
totics Kν as x→ 0+ that

(3.19) f−2 (x) ∼x→0+


±(−i)2νΓ(ν + 1)x−ν−

1
2 , α > 1

2 ,

±(−i)2−νΓ(1− ν)xν−
1
2 , α ∈

(
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]
,

±ix1/2 ln(x), α = − 1
2 ,

±(−i)2ν−2Γ(ν − 1)x3/2−ν , α < − 1
2 .

The remaining part of the proof is split into the analysis of the three cases
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(i) b <∞, |α| ≥ 1
2 .

(ii) b = ∞, |α| ≥ 1
2 .

(iii) b = ∞, α ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 ).

The case b <∞ and |α| ≥ 1
2 . Since Iν is a bounded function on I, we obtain that f+1 ∈

L2(I). The asymptotics of f+2 in (3.17) yields that f+2 ∈ L2(I) and hence f+ ∈ L2(I;C2).
On the other hand, according to the asymptotics (3.19) we have f−2 /∈ L2(I) for α ≥ 1

2

and according to (3.18) we have f−1 /∈ L2(I) for α ≤ − 1
2 . Hence, f− /∈ L2(I;C2) and we

conclude that the deficiency indices of T′′
0,α are (1, 1).

Notice that the solution f+ lies left and right in L2(I;C2) while the solution f− lies
right in L2(I;C2) and does not lie left in L2(I;C2) in the sense of Definition B.6. Hence,
we conclude from Proposition B.7 and Definition B.8 that τα is in this case limit-point
at x = 0 and limit-circle at x = b. Moreover, recall that τα is also regular at the endpoint
x = b. Hence, the Green formula in Proposition B.1, combined with Proposition B.4
and Proposition B.9 (i) yield that {C,Γ0,Γ1} defined as in (3.8) is a boundary triple for
Tα in the sense of Definition 3.2.

We turn now to show that any self-adjoint extension of T′′
0,α has purely discrete

spectrum. To do so, we show that domTα ⊂ H1(I;C2) in the case that |α| > 1/2

and that domTα ⊂ H
1
2 (I;C2) in the case that |α| = 1/2: these give immediately the

claim thanks to the compactness of the embedding of H1(I;C2) and of H
1
2 (I;C2) into

L2(I;C2). Let f = (f1, f2)
⊤ ∈ domTα: from (3.3) we have that f1, f2 ∈ L2(I), f1, f2 ∈

ACloc(I), f ′1 − α
x f1, f

′
2 + α

x f2 ∈ L2(I). Let ξ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, b)) be such that ξ(x) = 1 if

x ∈ [0, b/2] and for j = 1, 2 define the function gj : R+ → C2 by

gj(x) :=

{
fj(x)ξ(x), if x ∈ I,

0, otherwise.

It is clear that gj ∈ L2(R+), gj ∈ ACloc(R+) and g′1 − α
x g1, g

′
2 + α

x g2 ∈ L2(R+). In the
following we assume without loss of generality that α ≥ 1/2, since the proof in the case
that α ≤ −1/2 can be done analogously switching the roles of f1 and f2. We observe
that

(3.20) g′1 − α

x
g1 = xα(x−αg1)

′ ∈ L2(R+), g′2 +
α

x
g2 = x−α(xαg2)

′ ∈ L2(R+).

From [CP18, Prop. 2.2 (i)] and [CP18, Prop. 2.4 (i)], with a = −α ≤ −1/2 < 1/2, there
exists a constant A2 ∈ C such that

g2(x) =
A2

xα
+ o(

√
x) as x→ 0+,(3.21)

g2
x

− A2

x1+α
∈ L2(R+).(3.22)

Since α ≥ 1/2 and g2 ∈ L2(R+), (3.21) gives A2 = 0 and (3.22) implies that g2/x ∈
L2(R+). We now distinguish two cases.
The case α > 1/2. Thanks to the Hardy inequality [CP18, Prop. 2.4 (ii)], with a =

α > 1/2, we have g1/x ∈ L2(R+). We finally conclude that g/x ∈ L2(I;C2), that
gives f |(0,b/2)/x ∈ L2((0, b/2);C2). Moreover, since f |(b/2,b) ∈ L2((b/2, b);C2) and 1/x

is bounded with bounded inverse for x ∈ [b/2, b], we conclude that f/x ∈ L2(I;C2).
From (3.3) we have f ′ ∈ L2(I;C2), that is the claim.
The case α = 1/2. Thanks to the Hardy inequality [CP18, Prop. 2.4 (iii)], with R =

b, we have that g1/(x ln(b/x)) ∈ L2(R+), that implies that g1/
√
x ∈ L2(R+). Since

g2/x ∈ L2(R+) implies g2/
√
x ∈ L2(R+), we conclude that g/

√
x ∈ L2(R+;C2) and so
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f/
√
x ∈ L2(I;C2). From (3.3), we conclude that

√
xf ′ ∈ L2(I;C2). Let us consider the

Lipschitz domain

Ω :=
{
x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 : |x| < ω, x1 > 0, x2 > 0

}
and the function F ∈ L2(Ω;C2) defined as F (x) = f(|x|). Since

√
xf ′ ∈ L2(I;C2), we

have F ∈ H1(Ω;C2) and by the trace theorem [McL, Thm. 3.38] for Lipschitz domains
F |∂Ω∩{x2=0} ∈ H

1
2 (∂Ω∩ {x2 = 0};C2). Since this trace can be identified with f , we get

f ∈ H
1
2 (I;C2), that is the claim.

The case b = ∞ and |α| ≥ 1
2 . Taking the asymptotics [AS64, Eq. 9.7.1] of Iν(x) as x → ∞

into account we obtain that f+1 /∈ L2(I). As in the analysis of the previous case we
derive from the asymptotics (3.18) and (3.19) that f− /∈ L2(I;C2) for |α| ≥ 1

2 . Hence,
we obtain that the operator T′′

0,α is essentially self-adjoint in this case. If |α| > 1
2 , it

follows from [FL23, Lem. A.1] and its proof that domT0,α = H1
0 (R+,C2), so the claim

of (ii) is completely proven.

The case b = ∞ and α ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 ). As in the analysis of the previous case the asymptotics

of Iν(x) as x→ ∞ yields that f+1 /∈ L2(I) and hence f+ /∈ L2(I;C2). On the other hand,
we derive from the asymptotics (3.18) and (3.19) that f− ∈ L2(I;C2) for α ∈ (− 1

2 ,
1
2 ).

Hence, we obtain that the operator T′′
0,α has deficiency indices (1, 1).

The defect subspaces can be characterised as

Nα,±i = span

{(
x1/2K 1

2−α
(x)

∓ix1/2K 1
2+α

(x)

)}
.

In view of von Neumann’s extensions theory [S12, Thm. 13.10] self-adjoint extensions
of T′′

0,α are parametrized as in (3.9) and thus the claim of (iii) is also proven. □

3.3. The spin-orbit differential expression in spherical coordinates. The main goal
of this subsection is to compute the representation of the spin-orbit differential expres-
sion in the natural coordinates on the unit sphere. The spin-orbit differential expres-
sion appears in the representation of the Dirac differential expression D in the spherical
coordinates; see [W03, §20.3] and [T92, §4.6].

To this aim we first find that the components of the orbital angular momentum
differential expression

L = −ix×∇ = (L1,L2,L3)

are given by

L1 = −i(x2∂3 − x3∂2), L2 = −i(x3∂1 − x1∂3), L3 = −i(x1∂2 − x2∂1).

According to Appendix A the expressions for ∂1, ∂2, ∂3 in terms of ∂r, ∂θ, ∂ϕ are given
by

(3.23)


∂1 = cosϕ sin θ∂r +

cosϕ cos θ∂θ
r − sinϕ

sin θ
∂ϕ
r ,

∂2 = sinϕ sin θ∂r +
sinϕ cos θ∂θ

r + cosϕ
sin θ

∂ϕ
r ,

∂3 = cos θ∂r − sin θ∂θ
r .

The next step is to express L1,L2,L3 in terms of ∂θ and ∂ϕ. In order to compute L1 we
combine the expression for x2, x3 in (2.1) with the formulae for ∂2, ∂3 in (3.23)

L1 = −ir sinϕ sin θ

(
cos θ∂r −

sin θ∂θ
r

)
+ ir cos θ

(
sinϕ sin θ∂r +

sinϕ cos θ∂θ
r

+
cosϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
= i
(
sinϕ sin2 θ + sinϕ cos2 θ

)
∂θ + i cot θ cosϕ∂ϕ = i sinϕ∂θ + i cot θ cosϕ∂ϕ.



14 B. CASSANO AND V. LOTOREICHIK

To compute L2 we combine the expression for x1, x3 in (2.1) with the formulae for
∂1, ∂3 in (3.23)

L2 = −ir cos θ

(
cosϕ sin θ∂r +

cosϕ cos θ∂θ
r

− sinϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
+ ir cosϕ sin θ

(
cos θ∂r −

sin θ∂θ
r

)
= −i

(
cosϕ cos2 θ + cosϕ sin2 θ

)
∂θ + i cot θ sinϕ∂ϕ = −i cosϕ∂θ + i cot θ sinϕ∂ϕ.

For the derivation of L3 we combine the expression for x1, x2 in (2.1) with the formulae
for ∂1, ∂2 in (3.23)

L3 = −i(x1∂2 − x2∂1) = −ir cosϕ sin θ

(
sinϕ sin θ∂r +

sinϕ cos θ∂θ
r

+
cosϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
+ ir sinϕ sin θ

(
cosϕ sin θ∂r +

cosϕ cos θ∂θ
r

− sinϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
= i (− sinϕ cosϕ sin θ cos θ + sinϕ cosϕ sin θ cos θ) ∂θ + i

(
− cos2 ϕ− sin2 ϕ

)
∂ϕ = −i∂ϕ.

Using the expressions for Lj , j = 1, 2, 3 we compute the auxiliary differential expres-
sion

S := σ1L1 + σ2L2 + σ3L3 =

(
−i∂ϕ −e−iϕ∂θ + i cot θe−iϕ∂ϕ

eiϕ∂θ + i cot θeiϕ∂ϕ i∂ϕ

)
.

Finally, the spin-orbit differential expression is given by

(3.24) K = I4 +

(
S 0

0 S

)
,

where I4 is the identity matrix in C4.
For further analysis we introduce also the matrix-valued function

(3.25) αr :=

3∑
j=1

αj
xj
r

=


0 0 cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

0 0 eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

cos θ e−iϕ sin θ 0 0

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ 0 0

 .

4. Spectral analysis of the one-dimensional model
Dirac-type operator

In this section we consider a family of one-dimensional Dirac operators on the inter-
val Iω = (0, ω), ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 }. These operators arise in the orthogonal decomposition
of the spin-orbit operator on the spherical cap. We show that these Dirac-type opera-
tors are self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L2(Iω;C4) and that their spectrum is discrete.
Furthermore, we explicitly find their eigenvalues as solutions of certain transcendental
equations and characterise the respective associated eigenfuctions. Finally, we obtain
estimates on the size of the spectral gaps of these model Dirac-type operators.

First, we recall the definitions of the 2 × 2 matrix differential expression on the in-
terval Iω

(4.1) τk =

(
k + 1 − d

dθ −
(
k + 1

2

)
cot θ

d
dθ −

(
k + 1

2

)
cot θ −k

)
, k ∈ Z,
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and the associated 4× 4 matrix differential expression on Iω

Tk =

(
τk 0

0 τk

)
.

Recall also that 2× 2 unitary matrix Aω is defined by

(4.2) Aω =

(
i sinω −i cosω

−i cosω −i sinω

)
,

and that the coupling of two Dirac operators on the interval Iω is introduced as

(4.3)
Tkψ = Tkψ,

domTk=
{
ψ∈ACloc(Iω;C4) :ψ,Tkψ ∈ L2(Iω;C4),

(
ψ1(ω)
ψ2(ω)

)
=Aω

(
ψ3(ω)
ψ4(ω)

)}
.

In the first proposition of this section we establish the self-adjointness of Tk and show
that the spectrum of Tk is purely discrete.

Proposition 4.1. The operator Tk, k ∈ Z, in (4.3) is self-adjoint in L2(Iω;C4), and the
restriction of Tk to the subspace of domTk

(4.4) M :=
{
ψ ∈ C∞

0 ((0, ω];C4) :
(
ψ1(ω)
ψ2(ω)

)
=Aω

(
ψ3(ω)
ψ4(ω)

)}
is essentially self-adjoint. Finally, the spectrum of Tk is purely discrete.

Proof. The proof of self-adjointness of Tk is based on a perturbation argument. We de-
compose Tk into a sum of the Dirac-type operator whose self-adjointness is established
by the methods of Subsection 3.2 and a bounded self-adjoint perturbation.

To this aim, we consider the auxiliary differential expression

τ̌k =

(
0 d

dθ +
(
k + 1

2

)
1
θ

− d
dθ +

(
k + 1

2

)
1
θ 0

)
.

This differential expression is of the type (3.1) with α = k + 1
2 . In particular, we imme-

diately observe that |α| ≥ 1
2 for all k ∈ Z.

Let us associate the symmetric preminimal operator to τ̌k as in (3.5)

Ť′′
0,kψ := τ̌kψ, dom Ť′′

0,k := C∞
0 (Iω;C2).

According to Subsection 3.2 the adjoint of Ťk := (Ť′′
0,k)

∗ is given by

(4.5) Ťkψ := τ̌kψ, dom Ťk :=
{
ψ : ψ, τ̌kψ ∈ L2(Iω;C2), ψ ∈ ACloc(Iω;C2)

}
.

By Proposition 3.6 (i), the deficiency indices of Ť′′
0,k are (1, 1) and {C, Γ̌0, Γ̌1} with

Γ̌0, Γ̌1 : dom Ťk → C, Γ̌0ψ := ψ1(ω), Γ̌1ψ := ψ2(ω) is a boundary triple for its adjoint Ťk.
Further, consider the auxiliary symmetric operator

(4.6) T̂′′
0,k = Ť′′

0,k ⊕ Ť′′
0,k

acting in the Hilbert space L2(Iω;C4). The adjoint T̂k of T̂′′
0,k is given by T̂k = Ťk ⊕ Ťk.

It is easy to see that the deficiency indices of T̂′′
0,k are (2, 2) and that {C2, Γ̂0, Γ̂1} with

the mappings Γ̂0, Γ̂1 : dom T̂k → C2 given by

Γ̂0ψ :=

(
ψ1(ω)

ψ3(ω)

)
and Γ̂1ψ :=

(
ψ2(ω)

ψ4(ω)

)
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is a boundary triple for T̂k in the sense of Definition 3.2. Let the Hermitian matrix Âω
be defined by

Âω :=

(
tanω − i

cosω
i

cosω tanω

)
.

By Proposition 3.4 the operator

T̃kψ := T̂kψ, dom T̃k :=
{
ψ ∈ dom T̂k : Γ̂1ψ = ÂωΓ̂0ψ

}
,

is self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L2(Iω;C4).
Let us define the multiplication operator by a matrix-valued function in the Hilbert

space L2(Iω;C2)

Bkψ =

(
k + 1 −

(
k + 1

2

) (
cot θ − 1

θ

)
−
(
k + 1

2

) (
cot θ − 1

θ

)
−k

)
ψ.

It is not difficult to see that Bk is symmetric and since the entries of Bk are all bounded
functions, the operator Bk is bounded in the Hilbert space L2(Iω;C2).

It remains to notice that

(4.7) Tk = −T̃k +

(
Bk 0

0 Bk

)

and since T̃k is self-adjoint and the perturbation
(
Bk 0

0 Bk

)
is bounded and self-adjoint,

the operator Tk is self-adjoint as well.
The operator T̃k can be viewed as a finite-rank perturbation in the sense of resol-

vent differences of an orthogonal sum of two self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric
operator Ťk. Since any self-adjoint extensions of Ťk has purely discrete spectrum by
Proposition 3.6 (i), we get that T̃k has purely discrete spectrum as well. Hence, using
the representation (4.7) we conclude that Tk also has purely discrete spectrum.

In view of the decomposition (4.7), in order to show that the restriction of Tk to the
subspace M ⊂ domTk defined in (4.4) is essentially self-adjoint, it suffices to check
that the densely defined operator S := T̃k ↾ M is essentially self-adjoint. Since S is a
restriction of the self-adjoint operator T̃k, we conclude that S is symmetric. Moreover,
the operator S is an extension of the symmetric operator T̂′′

0,k defined in (4.6). Hence,
the adjoint S∗ of S is a restriction of T̂k. Moreover, for any ψ ∈ domS and ϕ ∈ dom T̂k
we find via integration by parts that

(Sψ, ϕ)L2(Iω;C4) − (ψ, T̂kϕ)L2(Iω;C4)

=

∫ ω

0

(
ψ′
2ϕ1 − ψ′

1ϕ2 + ψ′
4ϕ3 − ψ′

3ϕ4 + ψ2ϕ
′
1 − ψ1ϕ

′
2 + ψ4ϕ

′
3 − ψ3ϕ

′
4

)
dθ

= ψ2(ω)ϕ1(ω)− ψ1(ω)ϕ2(ω) + ψ4(ω)ϕ3(ω)− ψ3(ω)ϕ4(ω)

= −
((

ψ1(ω)

ψ3(ω)

)
,

(
ϕ2(ω)

ϕ4(ω)

)
− Âω

(
ϕ1(ω)

ϕ3(ω)

))
C2

.

From the above computation we conclude that the adjoint of S is characterised by

S∗ψ = T̂kψ, domS∗ =
{
ψ ∈ dom T̂k : Γ̂1ψ = ÂωΓ̂0ψ

}
.

Hence, S∗ coincides with T̃k and it is thus self-adjoint. Therefore, the symmetric oper-
ator S is essentially self-adjoint. □

Further we make use of the following Hardy inequality.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ω ∈ (0, π/2]. For all f ∈ C∞
0 ((0, ω]) the following inequality holds true:

(4.8)
∫ ω

0

|f ′(θ)|2 dθ ≥ 1

4

∫ ω

0

|f(θ)|2

sin2 θ
dθ +

π2

16ω2

∫ ω

0

|f(θ)|2 dθ.

Proof. To show (4.8) we exploit the following Hardy inequality: for all g ∈ H1
0 ((0, π))

(4.9)
∫ π

0

|g′(θ)|2 dθ ≥ 1

4

∫ π

0

|g(θ)|2

sin2 θ
dθ +

1

4

∫ π

0

|g(θ)|2 dθ.

Such inequality can be derived from the inequality

0 ≤
∫ π

0

∣∣∣g′(θ)− cos θ

2 sin θ
g(θ)

∣∣∣2 dθ
expanding the square and integrating by parts: for a detailed proof and interesting
details on how this inequality is related to Bessel-type operators we refer to [GPS21].
Let f ∈ C∞

0 ((0, ω]) and define

f̃ ∈ H1
0 ((0, π)), f̃(θ) :=

{
f( 2ωπ θ), θ ∈ (0, π2 ],

f( 2ωπ (π − θ)), θ ∈ (π2 , π).

Since f̃ is symmetric in (0, π) with respect to the point π/2, from (4.9) we have that

(4.10)
∫ π

2

0

|f̃ ′(θ)|2 dθ ≥ 1

4

∫ π
2

0

|f̃(θ)|2

sin2 θ
dθ +

1

4

∫ π
2

0

|f̃(θ)|2 dθ.

After a change of variables, (4.10) gives

(4.11)
∫ ω

0

|f ′(θ)|2 dθ ≥ 1

4

∫ ω

0

( π2ω )
2

sin2 πθ2ω
|f(θ)|2 dθ + 1

4

(
π

2ω

)2 ∫ ω

0

|f(θ)|2 dθ.

In order to conclude (4.8) from (4.11) we show that

(4.12)
( π2ω )

2

sin2 πθ2ω
≥ 1

sin2 θ
, for all θ ∈ (0, ω).

Since θ ∈ (0, ω) ⊂ (0, π/2), this is equivalent to show that the functions

(4.13) cθ(ω) := sin θ −
sin( π2ω θ)

π
2ω

, for ω ∈
(
0,
π

2

]
are non-negative for all θ ∈ (0, ω). We have that cθ(π/2) = 0 and d

dω cθ(ω) ≤ 0 if and
only if

π

2ω
θ ≤ tan

(
π

2ω
θ
)
, for ω ∈

(
0,
π

2

]
, θ ∈ (0, ω),

that is true since tan 0 = 0 and d
dφ (tanφ) ≥ 1 for φ ∈ (0, π/2). This shows (4.12) and

completes the proof. □

Proposition 4.3. For all k ∈ Z and ω < π/2

(4.14)
∥∥∥(Tk − 1

2

)
ψ
∥∥∥
L2(Iω;C4)

≥ π

4ω
∥ψ∥L2(Iω;C4), for all ψ ∈ M.

Proof. Let ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4)
⊤ ∈ M and for convenience let us denote α := k + 1/2 ∈

(Z+ 1/2). From (4.3) we have that

∥∥(Tk − 1
2

)
ψ
∥∥2
L2(Iω;C4)

=

∥∥∥∥(τk − 1
2

)(ψ1

ψ2

)∥∥∥∥2
L2(Iω;C2)

+

∥∥∥∥(τk − 1
2

)(ψ3

ψ4

)∥∥∥∥2
L2(Iω;C2)

.(4.15)
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Performing a long but elementary computation and thanks to integration by parts, we
have that for any f, g ∈ C∞

0 ((0, ω])∥∥∥∥(τk − 1
2

)(f
g

)∥∥∥∥2
L2(Iω;C2)

=

∫ ω

0

(
|αf(θ)− g′(θ)− α cot θg(θ)|2 + |f ′(θ)− α cot θf(θ)− αg(θ)|2

)
dθ

=

∫ ω

0

(
|f ′(θ)|2 + |g′(θ)|2 + α2(1 + cot2 θ)

(
|f(θ)|2 + |g(θ)|2

))
dθ

− 2αRe

∫ ω

0

(
f(θ)g′(θ) + f ′(θ)g(θ)− cot θ

(
g′(θ)g(θ)− f ′(θ)f(θ)

))
dθ

=

∫ ω

0

[
|f ′(θ)|2 + |g′(θ)|2

]
dθ

+

∫ ω

0

[
α(α− 1)

sin2 θ
|f(θ)|2 +

α(α+ 1)

sin2 θ
|g(θ)|2

]
dθ − αB(f, g)(ω),

(4.16)

with
B(f, g)(ω) := Re

[
2f(ω)g(ω) + cotω|f(ω)|2 − cotω|g(ω)|2

]
.

We underline that, performing the integration by parts, the boundary term B(f, g)(ω)

only has a contribution in ω, since the functions f and g are supported outside the
origin. From the boundary conditions in (4.2) and (4.4), we get that
(4.17)
B(ψ1, ψ2)(ω) +B(ψ3, ψ4)(ω)

= 2Re
[
ψ1(ω)ψ2(ω) + ψ3(ω)ψ4(ω)

]
+ cotω

[
|ψ1(ω)|2 + |ψ3(ω)|2 − |ψ2(ω)|2 − |ψ4(ω)|2

]
= 2Re

[
− (sinωψ3(ω)− cosωψ4(ω))

(
cosωψ3(ω) + sinωψ4(ω)

)
+ ψ3(ω)ψ4(ω)

]
+cotω

[
| sinωψ3(ω)− cosωψ4(ω)|2+|ψ3(ω)|2−| cosωψ3(ω) + sinωψ4(ω)|2−|ψ4(ω)|2

]
= 2 sinω cosω

[
|ψ4(ω)|2 − |ψ3(ω)|2

]
+ 4 cos2 ωRe [ψ3(ω)ψ4(ω)]

+ cotω
[
2 sin2 ω

(
|ψ3(ω)|2 − |ψ4(ω)|2

)
− 4 sinω cosωRe [ψ3(ω)ψ4(ω)]

]
= 0,

so from (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17) we conclude that

∥(Tk − 1
2 )ψ∥

2
L2(Iω;C4) =

∫ ω

0

[
|ψ′

1(θ)|2 + |ψ′
2(θ)|2 + |ψ′

3(θ)|2 + |ψ′
4(θ)|2

]
dθ

+

∫ ω

0

[
α(α− 1)

sin2 θ

(
|ψ1(θ)|2 + |ψ3(θ)|2

)]
dθ

+

∫ ω

0

[
α(α+ 1)

sin2 θ

(
|ψ2(θ)|2 + |ψ4(θ)|2

)]
dθ.

(4.18)

We have that min[α(α − 1), α(α + 1)] ≥ −1/4: thanks to Lemma 4.2, from (4.18) we
conclude that for k ∈ Z and 0 < ω < π/2

(4.19)
∥∥(Tk − 1

2

)
ψ
∥∥2
L2(Iω;C4)

≥ π2

16ω2
∥ψ∥2L2(Iω;C4), for all ψ ∈ M.

From (4.19) it is immediate to conclude (4.14). □

Our next aim is to construct an operator in a weighted L2-space which is unitarily
equivalent to Tk. This construction is performed in order to fit better to the application
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to the MIT bag model on the cone. Consider the unitary transform

U : L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4) → L2(Iω;C4), (Uψ)(θ) := (sin θ)1/2ψ(θ).

We define the differential expressions

τ̃k :=

(
k + 1 − d

dθ − (k + 1) cot θ
d
dθ − k cot θ −k

)
, T̃k :=

(
τ̃k 0

0 τ̃k

)
, k ∈ Z.

The self-adjoint operator

(4.20) T̃k := U−1TkU

in the Hilbert space L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4) can be alternatively characterised as
(4.21)

T̃kψ = T̃kψ,

dom T̃k=
{
ψ∈ACloc(Iω;C4) :ψ, T̃kψ ∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4),

(
ψ1(ω)
ψ2(ω)

)
=Aω

(
ψ3(ω)
ψ4(ω)

)}
.

Our next aim is to find explicitly the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of T̃k. In the
formulation and the proof of this result we use the so-called Ferrers functions Pµν (x)

and Qµν (x) with x ∈ (−1, 1); see [O97, §5.15], [DLMF, Chap. 14], and [GR07, §8.7 and
8.8].

Remark 4.4. The functions Pµν (x) and Qµν (x), x ∈ (−1, 1), can be expressed through the
associated Legendre functions Pµν (z) and Qµν (z) via the identities [DLMF, 14.23.4 and
14.23.5].

Proposition 4.5. Let ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 } and let the operator T̃k, k ∈ Z, be as in (4.20). Then
the following hold.

(i) If k ≥ 0, then λ ∈ R is an eigenvalue of T̃k if and only if it is the root of at least one of
the following two transcendental equations

(λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
λ (cosω) = P−k

λ−1(cosω),(4.22a)

(λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
λ (cosω) = −P−k

λ−1(cosω).(4.22b)

If λ is a root of (4.22a) (respectively, of (4.22b)) then the associated eigenfunction is
given by ψ = iφ⊕ φ (respectively, ψ = −iφ⊕ φ) where

(4.23) φ(θ) :=

(
P−k
λ−1(cos θ)

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ)

)
∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C2).

Moreover, the spectrum of T̃k is simple.

(ii) If k ≤ −1 then λ ∈ R is an eigenvalue of T̃k if and only if it is the root of at least one of
the following two transcendental equations

(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = −Pk+1
λ (cosω),(4.24a)

(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = Pk+1
λ (cosω).(4.24b)

If λ is a root of (4.24a) (respectively, of (4.24b)) then the associated eigenfunction is
given by ψ = iφ⊕ φ (respectively, ψ = −iφ⊕ φ) where

φ(θ) :=

(
(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cos θ)

Pk+1
λ−1(cos θ)

)
∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C2).

Moreover, the spectrum of T̃k is simple.
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Proof. Let λ ∈ R and consider the ordinary differential equation T̃kψ = λψ with ψ ∈
dom T̃k. From this equation we find the system

(4.25)

{
(k + 1)ψ1(θ)− ψ′

2(θ)− (k + 1) cot θψ2(θ) = λψ1(θ),

ψ′
1(θ)− k cot θψ1(θ)− kψ2(θ) = λψ2(θ).

From the first equation in the above system we find that

(λ− k − 1)ψ1(θ) = −ψ′
2(θ)− (k + 1) cot θψ2(θ),

and differentiating the above equation with respect to θ we get

(λ− k − 1)ψ′
1(θ) = −ψ′′

2 (θ)− (k + 1) cot θψ′
2(θ) +

k + 1

sin2 θ
ψ2(θ).

Multiplying the second equation in (4.25) by (λ−k−1) and substituting there the above
formulae for (λ− k − 1)ψ1(θ) and (λ− k − 1)ψ′

1(θ) we get after a simplification

(4.26) ψ′′
2 (θ) + cot θψ′

2(θ) +

(
λ(λ− 1)− (k + 1)2

sin2 θ

)
ψ2(θ) = 0.

Making the change of variables θ = arccosx in the last equation we get the equation
of the form [O97, Eq. (12.02)] with ν = |λ − 1

2 | −
1
2 and µ = |k + 1| settled therein.

Hence, by [O97, §5.15] and [DLMF, Eq. (14.2.6)] the general solution of the differential
equation (4.26) is given by

(4.27) ψ2(θ) = c2P
−µ
ν (cos θ) + c′2Q

µ
ν (cos θ),

where c2, c′2 ∈ C are arbitrary constants. Thanks to [DLMF, Eq. (14.9.5)], P−µ
ν (x) =

P−µ
λ−1(x) = P−µ

−λ(x) for all x ∈ (−1, 1), so in the following we will just write P−µ
λ−1(cos θ)

in our formulae. The assumption ψ2 ∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ) and the asymptotics [O97, Eqs.
(15.06) and (15.07)] of P−µ

ν (x), Qµν (x) as x→ 1− yield that c′2 = 0 provided that k ̸= −1.
In the case k = −1 we compute using [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.4)] the derivative of ψ2 with
respect to θ

(4.28)
ψ′
2(θ) =

c2λ

sin θ

(
P0
λ(cos θ)− cos θP0

λ−1(cos θ)
)

+
c′2(1 + ν)

sin θ

(
Q0
ν+1(cos θ)− cos θQ0

ν(cos θ)
)
.

The condition T̃−1ψ ∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4) yields ψ′
2 ∈ L2(Iω; sin θdθ). Combining (4.28)

with the series [GR07, 9.100], the representation of the Ferrers function of the first kind
in [GR07, 8.704] and with the asymptotics [DLMF, Eq. (14.8.3)] we conclude that c′2 = 0

also for k = −1. Hence, we end up with

ψ2(θ) = c2P
−|k+1|
λ−1 (cos θ).

From the second equation in (4.25) we find that{
(λ+ k)ψ2(θ) = ψ′

1(θ)− k cot θψ1(θ),

(λ+ k)ψ′
2(θ) = ψ′′

1 (θ)− k cot θψ′
1(θ) +

k
sin2 θ

ψ1(θ).

Multiplying the first equation in (4.25) by (λ + k) and substituting there the above
formulae for (λ+ k)ψ2(θ) and (λ+ k)ψ′

2(θ) we get

ψ′′
1 (θ) + cot θψ′

1(θ) +

(
λ(λ− 1)− k2

sin2 θ

)
ψ1(θ) = 0.
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Analogously we find that

ψ1(θ) = c1P
−|k|
λ−1(cos θ)

with some constant c1 ∈ C. Our next aim is to find the relation that connects the
constants c1 and c2. To this aim we consider two cases k ≥ 0 and k ≤ −1. First, assume
that k ≥ 0. In this case we have

ψ1(θ) = c1P
−k
λ−1(cos θ) and ψ2(θ) = c2P

−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ).

From the first identity in (4.25) and using the formula for the derivative of the Ferrers
functions of the first kind [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.4)] we find

(λ− k − 1)c1P
−k
λ−1(cos θ)

= c2

[
−λ+ k + 1

sin θ
P−k−1
λ (cos θ) + (λ− k − 1) cot θP−k−1

λ−1 (cos θ)

]
.

Making use of the recurrence relation [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.2)] in the above formula we
get

c2 = (k − λ+ 1)c1.

Now we pass to the case k ≤ −1. In this case we have

ψ1(θ) = c1P
k
λ−1(cos θ) and ψ2(θ) = c2P

k+1
λ−1(cos θ).

From the second identity in (4.25) and using again the formula for the derivative of the
Ferrers functions of the first kind [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.4)] we find

(λ+ k)c2P
k+1
λ−1(cos θ) = c1

[
λ− k

sin θ
Pkλ(cos θ)− (λ+ k) cot θPkλ−1(cos θ)

]
.

Making again use of the recurrence relation [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.2)] in the above formula
we get

c1 = (λ+ k)c2

Hence, we find that

(4.29)

(
ψ1(θ)

ψ2(θ)

)
= c12

(
P−k
λ−1(cos θ)

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ)

)
, for k ≥ 0.

(
ψ1(θ)

ψ2(θ)

)
= c12

(
(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cos θ)

Pk+1
λ−1(cos θ)

)
, for k ≤ −1.

with some constant c12 ∈ C. Performing similar analysis for the last two components
of the vector-valued function ψ we find that

(4.30)

(
ψ3(θ)

ψ4(θ)

)
= c34

(
P−k
λ−1(cos θ)

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ)

)
, for k ≥ 0.

(
ψ3(θ)

ψ4(θ)

)
= c34

(
(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cos θ)

Pk+1
λ−1(cos θ)

)
, for k ≤ −1.

with some constant c34 ∈ C.
Now we recall the boundary conditions satisfied by ψ

(4.31)
(
ψ1(ω)

ψ2(ω)

)
= Aω

(
ψ3(ω)

ψ4(ω)

)
,
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where the matrix Aω is given by (4.2). It is straightforward to verify that Aω has two
eigenvalues λ = ±i and that the respective eigenvectors are given by

ξi =

(
1

sinω−1
cosω

)
and ξ−i =

(
1

sinω+1
cosω

)
.

Using these properties of the matrix Aω , the boundary condition (4.31) and the repre-
sentations (4.29), (4.30) for k ≥ 0 we conclude that if k ≥ 0 then λ ∈ R is an eigenvalue
of T̃k if and only if it is the root of at least of one of the following equations{

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cosω) = sinω−1

cosω P−k
λ−1(cosω),

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cosω) = sinω+1

cosω P−k
λ−1(cosω).

Applying [GR07, 8.735 (1)] we simplify the above equations as{
(λ+ k + 1)P−k−1

λ (cosω) = P−k
λ−1(cosω),

(λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
λ (cosω) = −P−k

λ−1(cosω).

It follows from the first equations in (4.29) and (4.30) that the respective eigenfunctions
are given as in item (i).

Again using these properties of the matrix Aω , the boundary condition (4.31) and
the representations (4.29), (4.30) for k ≤ −1 we conclude that if k ≤ −1 then λ ∈ R is an
eigenvalue of T̃k if it is the root of at least one of the following equations{

(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) =
cosω

sinω−1P
k+1
λ−1(cosω),

(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) =
cosω

sinω+1P
k+1
λ−1(cosω).

Applying [GR07, 8.735 (4)] we simplify the above equations as{
(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = −Pk+1

λ (cosω),

(λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = Pk+1
λ (cosω).

It follows from the second equations in (4.29) and (4.30) that the respective eigenfunc-
tions are given as in item (ii).

It remains to show that the spectrum of T̃k is simple. We will consider the case k ≥ 0

only, because the case k ≤ −1 can be analysed analogously. Since the eigenfunctions
are characterized via the first equations in (4.29), (4.30) by two constants c12 and c34
leaving two degrees of freedom the multiplicity is bounded from above by 2. Suppose
that λ is an eigenvalue of T̃k of multiplicity 2. Then λ is the root of both equations
in (4.22) and the respective linear independent eigenfunctions are given by (±iφ) ⊕ φ

with φ as in (4.23). Hence, we conclude that 0⊕φ is also an eigenfunction correspond-
ing to λ and from the boundary conditions in (4.21) we get that φ(ω) = (0, 0)⊤. In view
of τk((sin θ)1/2φ(θ)) = λ(sin θ)1/2φ(θ), θ ∈ (0, ω) we get by the unique solvability result
[W03, Satz. 15.4 (b)] that φ ≡ 0, which leads to a contradiction. □

Corollary 4.6. Let ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 }. The spectrum of T̃k, k ∈ Z, is symmetric with respect to
the origin. In particular,

(i) For k ≥ 0, λ ∈ R is a root of (4.22a) if and only if −λ is a root of (4.22b).

(ii) For k ≤ −1, λ ∈ R is a root of (4.24a) if and only if −λ is a root of (4.24b).

In particular, 0 is not an eigenvalue of T̃k.

Proof. First of all, we remark that in view of (i) and (ii) the point λ = 0 can not be an
eigenvalue of T̃k as otherwise it would be a double eigenvalue, which contradicts the
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simplicity of the spectrum shown in Proposition 4.5. Now we pass to the proofs of the
items (i) and (ii).
(i) Let λ ∈ R be an eigenvalue of T̃k, k ≥ 0. Then λ is a root either of (4.22a) or of (4.22b).
Assume for definiteness that λ is a root of (4.22a); i.e.

(4.32) (λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
λ (cosω) = P−k

λ−1(cosω).

Our aim is to show that −λ is a root of the complementary equation (4.22b); i.e.

(−λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
−λ (cosω) = −P−k

−λ−1(cosω).

Transforming the above equation using [GR07, 8.733 (5)] we need to show that

(4.33) (λ− k − 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cosω) = P−k

λ (cosω).

In view of [GR07, 8.735 (2)] and using (4.32) we get

(λ− k − 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cosω)=(λ+ k + 1) cosωP−k−1

λ (cosω)− sinωP−k
λ (cosω)

=cosωP−k
λ−1(cosω)− sinωP−k

λ (cosω).
(4.34)

Applying further the identity [GR07, 8.735 (4)] we find

(4.35) P−k
λ (cosω) = cosωP−k

λ−1(cosω)− (λ− k − 1) sinωP−k−1
λ−1 (cosω)

Taking the difference of (4.34) and (4.35) we get

(λ− k − 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cosω)− P−k

λ (cosω) = sinω
[
(λ− k − 1)P−k−1

λ−1 (cosω)− P−k
λ (cosω)

]
.

Hence, we conclude that (4.33) holds.
(ii) Let λ ∈ R be an eigenvalue of T̃k, k ≤ −1. Then λ is a root either of (4.24a) or
of (4.24b). Assume for definiteness that λ is a root of (4.24a); i.e.

(4.36) (λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = −Pk+1
λ (cosω).

Our aim is to show that −λ is a root of the complementary equation (4.24b); i.e.

(−λ+ k)Pk−λ−1(cosω) = Pk+1
−λ (cosω).

Transforming the above equation using [GR07, 8.733 (5)] we need to show that

(4.37) (k − λ)Pkλ(cosω) = Pk+1
λ−1(cosω).

In view of [GR07, 8.735 (1)] and using (4.36) we get

(k − λ)Pkλ(cosω)=−(λ+ k) cosωPkλ−1(cosω)− sinωPk+1
λ−1(cosω)

=cosωPk+1
λ (cosω)− sinωPk+1

λ−1(cosω).
(4.38)

Applying further the identity [GR07, 8.735 (3)] we find

(4.39) Pk+1
λ−1(cosω) = cosωPk+1

λ (cosω) + (λ− k) sinωPkλ(cosω)

Taking the difference of (4.38) and (4.39) we get

(k − λ)Pkλ(cosω)− Pk+1
λ−1(cosω) = sinω

[
(k − λ)Pkλ(cosω)− Pk+1

λ−1(cosω)
]
.

Hence, we conclude that (4.37) holds. □
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Remark 4.7. The symmetry of the spectrum of T̃k, k ∈ Z, with respect to the origin can
be alternatively shown via an anti-commutation relation. In this argument it is more
convenient to work with the unitarily equivalent operator Tk. Consider the matrix-
valued function M : [0, ω] → C2×2

M =M(θ) :=

(
cos θ sin θ

sin θ − cos θ

)
and define the unitary and self-adjoint operator

U : L2(Iω;C4) → L2(Iω;C4), (Uψ)(θ) :=
(
M(θ)⊕ (−M(θ)

)
ψ(θ).

It is straightforward to check the following anti-commutation relations τkM = −Mτk
and AωM(ω) = −M(ω)Aω . Hence, we conclude that domTk = dom (TkU) and that
TkU = −UTk. Thus, for any λ ∈ R the mapping U is a bijection between ker(Tk − λ)

and ker(Tk + λ) and therefore the spectrum of Tk is symmetric about the origin.

Now we can combine the symmetry of the spectrum shown above with the estimate
in Proposition 4.3 in order to get a lower bound on the spectral gap for Tk.

Proposition 4.8. For all k ∈ Z and ω < π/2,

(4.40) ∥Tkψ∥L2(Iω;C4) ≥
(
π

4ω
+

1

2

)
∥ψ∥L2(Iω;C4), for allψ ∈ domTk.

In particular, σ(Tk) ∩ [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] = ∅.

Proof. Recall that Tk is unitarily equivalent to T̃k. Hence, by Corollary 4.6 the spectrum
of Tk is symmetric with respect to the origin and 0 is not an eigenvalue of Tk. Let λ > 0

be the smallest positive eigenvalue of Tk. According to the bound in Proposition 4.3 we
conclude that |λ− 1

2 | ≥
π
4ω . This condition implies that λ ≥ 1

2 + π
4ω and the inequality

in the formulation of the proposition follows by the min-max principle. □

Remark 4.9. Depending on k ∈ Z, we can provide better estimates allowing us to show
that σ(Tk) ∩

[
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]
= ∅ dropping the condition ω < π/2. In detail, for |k + 1

2 | = |α| ≥
3/2 we have min[α(α− 1), α(α+ 1)] ≥ 3/4, so from (4.18) we conclude that

(4.41)
∥∥(Tk − 1

2

)
ψ
∥∥2
L2(Iω;C4)

≥ 3

4
∥ψ∥2L2(Iω;C4), for all ψ ∈ M.

For the smallest positive eigenvalue λ of Tk we get λ ≥
√
3
2 + 1

2 and in view of symmetry
of the spectrum of Tk with respect to the origin this is enough to show that σ(Tk) ∩[
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]
= ∅ for k ≤ −2 or k ≥ 1 and ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 }.

5. Decomposition of Dω in spherical coordinates

In this section we decompose the Dirac operator Dω into the orthogonal sum of one-
dimensional Dirac operators on the half-line and using this decomposition we prove
the main results of the paper formulated in Theorems 2.1, 2.3, and 2.10.

First of all, we observe that the cone can be expressed in the spherical coordinates as
Cω = R+×Mω where Mω := [0, ω)×S1 is the spherical cap. We introduce the spherical
L2-space on Cω

L2
sph(Cω;C

4) = L2(R+ ×Mω; r
2 sin θdθdϕ).

The Hilbert space L2
sph(Cω;C

4) can be decomposed into the tensor product of weighted
L2-spaces

(5.1) L2
sph(Cω;C

4) = L2(R+; r2dr)⊗ L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4).
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Along with the spherical L2-spaces we define the spherical first-order Sobolev space

(5.2) H1
sph(Cω;C

4) =
{
u ∈ L2

sph(Cω;C
4) : ∂ru, r

−1∇S2u ∈ L2
sph(Cω;C

4)
}
,

where ∇S2 is the gradient on S2. Next, we introduce the unitary map

V : L2(Cω;C4) → L2
sph(Cω;C

4), (Vu)(r, θ, ϕ) := u(r sin θ cosϕ, r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ).

In particular, we have V(H1(Cω;C4)) = H1
sph(Cω;C

4). By means of the map V we
define the operator which is unitarily equivalent to Dω

D̃ω := VDωV
−1, dom D̃ω := V(domDω).

According to [W03, Satz 20.6] the Dirac differential expression D can be written in the
spherical coordinates as follows

D = iαr

(
−∂r −

1

r
+

K

r

)
,

where αr is given by (3.25) and where K is the spin-orbit differential expression in (3.24).
With respect to the tensor product representation (5.2) we can decompose the Dirac op-
erator D̃ω as

(5.3) D̃ωu = iαr

((
−∂r −

1

r

)
⊗ I+

1

r
⊗ Kω

)
u, dom D̃ω = V

(
domDω

)
,

where the spin-orbit operator Kω acts in the Hilbert space L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4) and is
defined as

(5.4)
Kωf=Kf,

domKω=
{
f ∈C∞(Mω;C4) :

(
f1(ω,ϕ)
f2(ω,ϕ)

)
=
(

i sinω −i cosωe−iϕ

−i cosωeiϕ −i sinω

)(
f3(ω,ϕ)
f4(ω,ϕ)

)}
.

In view of the above definition the domain of D̃ω can be characterised more explicitly
as

(5.5) dom D̃ω = {u ∈ C∞
0 ((0,∞)×Mω) : u(r, ·, ·) ∈ domKω, ∀r > 0}.

Our next goal is to show that Kω has an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions that
correspond to real eigenvalues. The latter will also imply as a by-product that the
operator Kω is essentially self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4). The
Hilbert space L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4) can be further decomposed as the tensor product

L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4) = L2(Iω; sin θdθ)⊗ L2(S1;C4).

We consider the orthonormal basis {hk1, hk2, hk3, hk4}k∈Z of L2(S1;C4) given by

hk1(ϕ) =
1√
2π


eikϕ

0

0

0

 , hk2(ϕ) =
1√
2π


0

ei(k+1)ϕ

0

0

 ,

hk3(ϕ) =
1√
2π


0

0

eikϕ

0

 , hk4(ϕ) =
1√
2π


0

0

0

ei(k+1)ϕ

 .

Consider the subspace Fk = span {hk1, hk2, hk3, hk4}, k ∈ Z, of L2(S1;C4). Now, we
have the decomposition

(5.6) L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4) =
⊕
k∈Z

(
L2(Iω; sin θdθ)⊗ Fk

)
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and the isomorphism

(5.7) L2(Iω; sin θdθ)⊗ Fk ≃ L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4).

By the spectral theorem the family of eigenfunctions of T̃k constructed in Proposi-
tion 4.5 upon normalization constitutes an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space
L2(Iω; sin θdθ;C4). In view of the orthogonal decomposition (5.6) and the isomor-
phism (5.7) we can construct an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert spaceL2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4)

by transplanting the basis of normalized eigenfunctions of T̃k into the respective fiber
L2(Iω; sin θdθ) ⊗ Fk in the decomposition (5.6). To this aim recall the definition of the
following discrete subsets of the real axis:

(5.8)
Zk :=

{
λ ∈ R : (λ+ k + 1)P−k−1

λ (cosω) = P−k
λ−1(cosω)

}
, k ≥ 0,

Zk :=
{
λ ∈ R : (λ+ k)Pkλ−1(cosω) = −Pk+1

λ (cosω)
}
, k ≤ −1.

Let us introduce the following two-component functions {Φ±
k,λ}k∈Z,λ∈Zk

on Mω

Φ±
k,λ(θ, ϕ) :=

(
P−k
±λ−1(cos θ)e

ikϕ

(k ∓ λ+ 1)P−k−1
±λ−1(cos θ)e

i(k+1)ϕ

)
, k ≥ 0, λ ∈ Zk,

Φ±
k,λ(θ, ϕ) :=

(
(λ± k)Pk±λ−1(cos θ)e

ikϕ

±Pk+1
±λ−1(cos θ)e

i(k+1)ϕ

)
, k ≤ −1, λ ∈ Zk.

From Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 we get that the following family {Ψ+
k,λ,Ψ

−
k,λ}k∈Z,λ∈Zk

of vector-valued functions on Mω :

Ψ±
k,λ = ck,λ(±iΦ±

k,λ)⊕ Φ±
k,λ, k ∈ Z, λ ∈ Zk,

is an orthonormal basis of L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4), where {ck,λ}k∈Z,λ∈Zk
are just nor-

malizing constants.

Lemma 5.1. Let k ∈ Z and let λ ∈ Zk be fixed. Then the following hold:

(i) Ψ±
k,λ ∈ domKω ;

(ii) KωΨ
±
k,λ = ±λΨ±

k,λ;

(iii) iαrΨ
+
k,λ = −Ψ−

k,λ and iαrΨ
−
k,λ = Ψ+

k,λ with αr as in (3.25).

Proof. (i) The fact that Ψ±
k,λ ∈ C∞(Mω) follows from the C∞-smoothness of the Ferrers

functions and the behaviour of the Ferrers functions as x → 0+ ([DLMF, Eqs. (14.3.1)
and (15.2.1)]. Thus, it only remains to check the boundary condition. Let use the
shorthand Ψ := Ψ±

k,λ. In view of (5.4) we need first to check that Ψ satisfies(
Ψ1(ω, ϕ)

Ψ2(ω, ϕ)

)
=

(
i sinω −i cosωe−iϕ

−i cosωeiϕ −i sinω

)(
Ψ3(ω, ϕ)

Ψ4(ω, ϕ)

)
.

Taking the structure of Ψ into account, the latter is equivalent to

(5.9)
(
Ψ1(ω, 0)

Ψ2(ω, 0)

)
=

(
i sinω −i cosω

−i cosω −i sinω

)(
Ψ3(ω, 0)

Ψ4(ω, 0)

)
.

By its construction Ψ(·, 0) ∈ dom T̃k with dom T̃k specified in (4.21). Hence, it follows
from (4.21) that (5.9) holds.
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(ii) Let Ψ = Ψ+
k,λ. The case Ψ = Ψ−

k,λ is analogous.

KωΨ =


(T̃kΨ(·, 0))1eikϕ

(T̃kΨ(·, 0))2ei(k+1)ϕ

(T̃kΨ(·, 0))3eikϕ

(T̃kΨ(·, 0))4ei(k+1)ϕ

 = λ


Ψ1(·, 0)eikϕ

Ψ2(·, 0)ei(k+1)ϕ

Ψ3(·, 0)eikϕ

Ψ4(·, 0)ei(k+1)ϕ

 = λΨ,

where we used in the penultimate step that Ψ(·, 0) is an eigenfunction of T̃k corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue λ.
(iii) Let k ≥ 0. We will show first the identity iαrΨ

+
k,λ = −Ψ−

k,λ. To this aim we first
verify that(

cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ+
k,λ =

( (
cos θP−k

λ−1(cos θ) + sin θ(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ)

)
eikϕ(

sin θP−k
λ−1(cos θ)− cos θ(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1

λ−1 (cos θ)
)
ei(k+1)ϕ

)

=

(
P−k
−λ−1(cos θ)e

ikϕ

(λ+ k + 1)P−k−1
−λ−1(cos θ)e

i(k+1)ϕ

)
= Φ−

k,λ,

where we applied the identity [GR07, 8.735 (4)] in the first row and the identity [GR07,
8.735(1)] in the second row and used the relation Pµν = Pµ−ν−1. Hence, we obtain that

iαrΨ
+
k,λ = ck,λ

(
i

(
cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ+
k,λ

)
⊕
(
−
(

cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ+
k,λ

)
= ck,λ(iΦ

−
k,λ)⊕ (−Φ−

k,λ) = −Ψ−
k,λ,

Next, we will show identity iαrΨ
−
k,λ = Ψ+

k,λ. To this aim we verify that(
cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ−
k,λ =

( (
cos θP−k

−λ−1(cos θ) + sin θ(k + λ+ 1)P−k−1
−λ−1(cos θ)

)
eikϕ(

sin θP−k
−λ−1(cos θ)− cos θ(k + λ+ 1)P−k−1

−λ−1(cos θ)
)
ei(k+1)ϕ

)

=

(
P−k
λ−1(cos θ)e

ikϕ

(k − λ+ 1)P−k−1
λ−1 (cos θ)ei(k+1)ϕ

)
= Φ+

k,λ,

where we again applied the identity [GR07, 8.735 (4)] in the first row and the iden-
tity [GR07, 8.735(1)] in the second row and used the relation Pµν = Pµ−ν−1.

Hence, we obtain that

iαrΨ
−
k,λ = ck,λ

(
i

(
cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ−
k,λ

)
⊕
((

cos θ e−iϕ sin θ

eiϕ sin θ − cos θ

)
Φ−
k,λ

)
= ck,λ(iΦ

+
k,λ)⊕ (Φ+

k,λ) = Ψ+
k,λ,

The proof in the case that k ≤ −1 is analogous, using [GR07, 8.735 (1)], [GR07, 8.735
(4)] and [DLMF, Eq. (14.9.5)], so it will be omitted. □

Let us introduce the orthogonal projectors in the Hilbert space L2
sph(Cω;C

4)

(Π±
k,λu)(r, θ, ϕ) :=Ψ±

k,λ(θ, ϕ)

∫
Mω

u(r, θ, ϕ)Ψ±
k,λ(θ, ϕ) sin θdθdϕ, k ∈ Z, λ ∈ Zk.

These projectors induce the orthogonal decomposition

(5.10) L2
sph(Cω;C

4) =
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈Zk

Ek,λ,

where the fiber spaces are defined as

(5.11) Ek,λ := L2(R+; r2dr)⊗ span {Ψ+
k,λ,Ψ

−
k,λ} ≃ L2(R+; r2dr;C2).
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For the sake of convenience we introduce the unitary transforms Wk,λ : Ek,λ → L2(R+;C2),
λ ∈ Zk, k ∈ Z

(Wk,λu)(r) := r


(
u(r, ·, ·),Ψ+

k,λ

)
Mω(

u(r, ·, ·),Ψ−
k,λ

)
Mω

 ,

where (·, ·)Mω
stands for inner product in L2(Mω; sin θdθdϕ;C4). Now we have all the

tools at our disposal to prove the main results of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Pick a function u ∈ dom D̃ω ∩ Ek,λ. By definition, u writes as

u(r, θ, ϕ) =
ψ+(r)

r
Ψ+
k,λ(θ, ϕ) +

ψ−(r)

r
Ψ−
k,λ(θ, ϕ)

with arbitrary ψ± ∈ C∞
0 (R+). Applying the operator D̃ω in (5.3) to u and using

Lemma 5.1 we get

(5.12)
D̃ωu =

iαr
r

[
Ψ+
k,λ

(
−ψ′

+ +
λψ+

r

)
+Ψ−

k,λ

(
−ψ′

− − λψ−
r

)]
=

1

r

[
Ψ−
k,λ

(
ψ′
+ − λψ+

r

)
+Ψ+

k,λ

(
−ψ′

− − λψ−
r

)]
.

Hence, we conclude that the inclusion D̃ω
(
dom D̃ω ∩ Ek,λ

)
⊂ Ek,λ holds. Thus, for any

λ ∈ Zk and k ∈ Z the operators

dk,λu := D̃ωu, dom dk,λ := dom D̃ω ∩ Ek,λ,

are well defined. Moreover, relying on formula (5.12) we find that

Wk,λdk,λW
−1
k,λ = dλ, ∀λ ∈ Zk, k ∈ Z.,

where dλ is defined in (2.7). Hence, we conclude that

D̃ω ≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈Zk

dλ.

In view of the identity dλ = σ2d−λσ2 we get that dλ and d−λ are unitarily equivalent.
By Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 we have that the simple spectrum of Tk is given
by σ(Tk) = Zk ∪ (−Zk), where Zk ∩ (−Zk) = ∅ for all k ∈ Z. Hence, we end up with

D̃ω ≃
⊕
k∈Z

[(⊕λ∈Zk∩(0,∞)dλ
)
⊕
(⊕λ∈Zk∩(−∞,0)dλ

)]
≃
⊕
k∈Z

[(⊕λ∈Zk∩(0,∞)dλ
)
⊕
(⊕λ∈−Zk∩(0,∞)dλ

)]
≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈σ(Tk)∩(0,∞)

dλ. □

Proof of Theorem 2.3. It follows from Proposition 4.8 that Zk∩ [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] = ∅ for any open-

ing angle ω ∈ (0, π/2) and all k ∈ Z. Hence, all the fiber operators dλ in the orthogonal
decomposition (2.8) of D̃ω are essentially self-adjoint by Proposition 3.6 (ii). Thus, the
Dirac operator D̃ω and hence also Dω are essentially self-adjoint.

Now it remains to characterise the closure of Dω . Let ω ∈ (0, π/2) be fixed. Let us
introduce the symmetric densely defined operator in the Hilbert space L2(Cω;C4)

Tu := Du, domT =
{
u ∈ H1(Cω;C4) : u|∂Cω

+ iβ(α · νω)u|∂Cω
= 0
}
,

cf. Subsection 2.1. Our aim is to prove that T = Dω . Since Dω is an essentially self-
adjoint restriction of T, it suffices to show that T is self-adjoint. Passing to the unitary
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equivalent operator T̃ = VTV−1, we can repeat the construction in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.1 with D̃ω replaced by T̃. In this way we will get an orthogonal decomposition

T̃ ≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈Zk

tk,λ

where

tk,λψ=

(
0 − d

dx − λ
x

d
dx − λ

x 0

)
ψ,

dom tk,λ =

{
ψ=(ψ+, ψ−) : R+ → C2 :

ψ+(r)

r
Ψ+
k,λ(θ, φ)+

ψ−(r)

r
Ψ−
k,λ(θ, φ) ∈ H1

sph(Cω;C
4)

}
,

are symmetric operators in the Hilbert space L2(R+;C2). On the other hand we know

that D̃ω is self-adjoint and that the orthogonal decomposition

D̃ω ≃
⊕
k∈Z

⊕
λ∈Zk

dλ.

holds. Since by Proposition 4.8 it holds that Zk ∩ [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ] = ∅, in view of Proposi-

tion 3.6 (ii) in order to conclude the proof it it suffices to check that

domdλ = H1
0 (R+;C2) ⊂ dom tk,λ, k ∈ Z, λ ∈ Zk.

To this aim it is enough show that for any ψ ∈ H1
0 (R+) we have

v(r, θ, ϕ) =
ψ(r)

r
Ψ±
k,λ(θ, φ) ∈ H1

sph(Cω;C
4).

Using the expression for the gradient in the spherical coordinates we find that

∥v∥2H1
sph(Cω;C4) =

∫ ∞

0

(∣∣∣∣ψ′(r)− ψ(r)

r

∣∣∣∣2 +
|ψ(r)|2

r2

∫
Mω

|(∇S2Ψ
±
k,λ)(θ, φ)|

2 sin θdθdϕ

)
dr

≤
∫ ∞

0

(
2|ψ′(r)|2 +

|ψ(r)|2

r2

(
2 +

∫
Mω

|(∇S2Ψ
±
k,λ)(θ, φ)|

2 sin θdθdϕ

))
dr

<∞,

where we used the Hardy inequality and that ∇S2Ψ
±
k,λ is bounded in the last step. □

The proof of Proposition 2.8 is inspired by the arguments for the analogous prob-
lem in the two-dimensional setting in [PV19] and is a consequence of the following
proposition and Remark 2.6.

Proposition 5.2. Let θ ∈ [0, 2π)\{π2 ,
3π
2 }; let moreover Dω , D−

ω and Dθω be defined as in (2.3),
(2.10) and (2.11) respectively. Then there exists a self-adjoint positive real matrix Mθ ∈ C4×4

such that

Dθω =

{
MθDωMθ, θ ∈ [0, π/2) ∪ (3π/2, 2π),

MθD
−
ωMθ, θ ∈ (π/2, 3π/2).

Proof. From (2.11), for all u ∈ domDθω we have

[I4 − (sin θ)β]u|∂Cω
= (cos θ) [i(α · νω)β]u|∂Cω

.

In our assumptions the matrix I4 − (sin θ)β is invertible, so we conclude that (2.11) is
equivalent to

(5.13) u|∂Cω
=

( cos θ
1−sin θ I2 0

0 cos θ
1+sin θ I2

)
[i(α · νω)β]u|∂Cω

.



30 B. CASSANO AND V. LOTOREICHIK

Let Mθ be the self-adjoint real matrix

Mθ :=

√ | cos θ|
1+sin θ I2 0

0

√
| cos θ|
1−sin θ I2

 .

In the case that θ ∈ (π/2, 3π/2), we get that( cos θ
1−sin θ I2 0

0 cos θ
1+sin θ I2

)
[i(α · νω)β] =M−1

θ [−i(α · νω)β]Mθ,

so from (5.13) we conclude that

Mθu|∂Cω
= [−i(α · νω)β]Mθu|∂Cω

.

Thanks to the last equation, it is easy to show that Dθω = MθD
−
ωMθ . In the case that

θ ∈ [0, π/2) ∪ (3π/2, 2π), we have from (5.13) that

Mθu|∂Cω
= [i(α · νω)β]Mθu|∂Cω

,

and from this it is then easy to conclude that Dθω =MθDωMθ . □

Proof of Proposition 2.11. Let u ∈ dom D̃ω : from (5.10), u writes as

(5.14) u(r, θ, ϕ) =
∑
k∈Z

∑
λ∈Zk

ψ+
k,λ(r)

r
Ψ+
k,λ(θ, ϕ) +

ψ−
k,λ(r)

r
Ψ−
k,λ(θ, ϕ)

with ψ±
k,λ ∈ C∞

0 (R+) for k ∈ Z and λ ∈ Zk. First of all, observe that

(5.15)
∫
Cω

|u(x)|2

|x|2
dx =

∑
k∈Z

∑
λ∈Zk

∫ ∞

0

[
|ψ+
k,λ(r)|

2

r2
+

|ψ−
k,λ(r)|

2

r2

]
dr.

According to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have that∫
Cω

|(Dωu)(x)|2 dx =
∑
k∈Z

∑
λ∈Zk

[∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣(ψ+
k,λ)

′(r)−
λψ+

k,λ(r)

r

∣∣∣∣2dr
+

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣(ψ−
k,λ)

′(r) +
λψ−

k,λ(r)

r

∣∣∣∣2dr].
(5.16)

With an explicit computation, for all k ∈ Z and λ ∈ Zk we have

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣(ψ±
k,λ)

′(r)∓
λψ±

k,λ(r)

r

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dr =

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣(ψ±
k,λ)

′(r)
∣∣∣2 dr + λ2

∫ ∞

0

|ψ±
k,λ(r)|

2

r2
dr

∓ 2λRe

∫ ∞

0

(ψ±
k,λ)

′(r)ψ±
k,λ(r)

r
dr.

Since

2Re

∫ ∞

0

(ψ±
k,λ)

′(r)ψ±
k,λ(r)

r
dr =

∫ ∞

0

(|ψ±
k,λ(r)|

2)′

r
dr =

∫ ∞

0

|ψ±
k,λ(r)|

2

r2
dr

we get using the Hardy inequality for all k ∈ Z and λ ∈ Zk

(5.17)
∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣(ψ±
k,λ)

′(r)∓
λψ±

k,λ(r)

r

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dr ≥
(
λ∓ 1

2

)2 ∫ ∞

0

|ψ±
k,λ(r)|

2

r
dr.
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By Proposition 4.8, λ2 ≥ ( π4ω + 1
2 )

2 for all k ∈ Z and λ ∈ Zk, so gathering (5.15), (5.14),
(5.16) and (5.17), we get∫

Cω

|(Dωu)(x)|2dx ≥
(
π

4ω

)2 ∫
Cω

|u(x)|2

|x|2
dx

and conclude the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Let ω ∈ (0, π/2). Recall that by Theorem 2.1 the operator Dω is
essentially self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L2(Cω;C4). By the inequality in Proposi-
tion 2.11 for any Hermitian V : Cω → C4×4 satisfying the bound (2.13) the condition∫

Cω

∣∣V(x)u(x)
∣∣2dx ≤

∫
Cω

∣∣V(x)
∣∣2|u(x)|2dx ≤

(
4ω

π
sup
x∈Cω

|x||V(x)|
)2 ∫

Cω

|(Dωu)(x)|2dx

holds for all u ∈ domDω . In other words, the operator of multiplication with the
matrix-valued function V is bounded with respect to the operator Dω with the bound
< 1 or ≤ 1 respectively when ν < π

4ω or ν ≤ π
4ω . Hence, we conclude the statements

from the Kato-Rellich theorem [K95, Chap. V, Thm. 4.4] and the Wüst theorem [K95,
Chap. V, Thm. 4.6], respectively. □
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Appendix A. Partial derivatives in the spherical coordinates

The aim of this appendix is to express partial derivatives ∂j , j = 1, 2, 3 in terms
of ∂r, ∂θ, ∂ϕ. This material is standard and we provide it only for convenience of the
reader.

Employing the chain rule for the differentiation and using the identities (2.1) we can
express ∂r, ∂θ and ∂ϕ through ∂1, ∂2 and ∂3 as follows

(A.1)


∂r = cosϕ sin θ∂1 + sinϕ sin θ∂2 + cos θ∂3,

∂θ = r cosϕ cos θ∂1 + r sinϕ cos θ∂2 − r sin θ∂3,

∂ϕ = −r sinϕ sin θ∂1 + r cosϕ sin θ∂2.

It is a standard routine procedure to express ∂1, ∂2, ∂3 through ∂r, ∂θ, ∂ϕ. Since it is an
important ingredient of our analysis, we outline this derivation below. First, we divide
the expression for ∂θ and ∂ϕ in (A.1) by r

(A.2)

{
∂θ
r = cosϕ cos θ∂1 + sinϕ cos θ∂2 − sin θ∂3,
∂ϕ
r = − sinϕ sin θ∂1 + cosϕ sin θ∂2.

Combining the expression for ∂r in (A.1) and the expression for ∂θ
r in (A.2) we obtain

(A.3) sin θ∂r +
cos θ∂θ
r

= cosϕ∂1 + sinϕ∂2.

From the above equation and the expression for ∂ϕ
r in (A.2) we get

sinϕ sin2 θ∂r +
sinϕ sin θ cos θ∂θ

r
+

cosϕ∂ϕ
r

= sin θ∂2.
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Hence, we get the expression for ∂2 dividing the above equation by sin θ

(A.4) ∂2 = sinϕ sin θ∂r +
sinϕ cos θ∂θ

r
+

cosϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r
.

Combining the above expression for ∂2 with the expression for ∂ϕ
r in (A.2) we get the

expression for ∂1

(A.5)

∂1 =
1

sinϕ sin θ

(
−
∂ϕ
r

+ cosϕ sin θ∂2

)
= − 1

sinϕ sin θ

∂ϕ
r

+
cosϕ

sinϕ

(
sinϕ sin θ∂r +

sinϕ cos θ∂θ
r

+
cosϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
= − 1

sinϕ sin θ

∂ϕ
r

+ cosϕ sin θ∂r +
cosϕ cos θ∂θ

r
+

cos2 ϕ

sinϕ sin θ

∂ϕ
r

= cosϕ sin θ∂r +
cosϕ cos θ∂θ

r
− sinϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r
.

Finally, we obtain a formula for ∂3 substituting (A.5) and (A.4) into the expression for
∂r in (A.1)

∂3 =
1

cos θ
∂r −

cosϕ sin θ

cos θ

(
cosϕ sin θ∂r +

cosϕ cos θ∂θ
r

− sinϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
− sinϕ sin θ

cos θ

(
sinϕ sin θ∂r +

sinϕ cos θ∂θ
r

+
cosϕ

sin θ

∂ϕ
r

)
=

(
1

cos θ
− cos2 ϕ sin2 θ

cos θ
− sin2 ϕ sin2 θ

cos θ

)
∂r −

(
cos2 ϕ sin θ + sin2 ϕ sin θ

)
∂θ
r

+

(
cosϕ sinϕ

cos θ
− sinϕ cosϕ

cos θ

)
∂ϕ
r

= cos θ∂r −
sin θ∂θ
r

.

Now we summarize the expressions that we obtained

(A.6)


∂1 = cosϕ sin θ∂r +

cosϕ cos θ∂θ
r − sinϕ

sin θ
∂ϕ
r ,

∂2 = sinϕ sin θ∂r +
sinϕ cos θ∂θ

r + cosϕ
sin θ

∂ϕ
r ,

∂3 = cos θ∂r − sin θ∂θ
r .

Appendix B. Dirac systems

In this appendix we provide basic facts on deficiency indices of one-dimensional
Dirac operators on intervals. We follow the constructions given in [W87] and [W03,
Chap. 15].

First, we introduce on the interval I := (0, b) with b ∈ (0,∞] a class of one-dimensional
first-order Dirac differential expressions

(B.1) τf(x) =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
f ′(x) + q(x)f(x),

where q : I → R2×2 is measurable with q(x) symmetric almost everywhere in I and
∥q(·)∥ ∈ L1

loc(I). Throughout this section we denote the inner product in L2(I;C2) by
⟨·, ·⟩.

We associate with the differential expression τ the maximal operator in the Hilbert
space L2(I;C2)

(B.2) Tf := τf, domT = {f ∈ L2(I;C2) : f ∈ ACloc(I;C2), τf ∈ L2(I;C2)},
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where ACloc(I;C2) stands for the space of locally absolutely continuous two-component
functions on the interval I.

We define the preminimal operator in L2(I;C2) by

(B.3) T′′
0f := τf, domT′′

0 = C∞
0 (I;C2).

According to [W87, Chap. 3] the preminimal operator is closable and its closure

(B.4) T0 := T′′
0

is the minimal symmetric operator in L2(I;C2).
Let us define the Lagrange brackets for (locally) absolutely continuous functions

f, g : I → C2 by

(B.5) [f, g]x := f2(x)g1(x)− f1(x)g2(x).

Using the concept of the Lagrange bracket we can provide the Green’s identity for T.

Proposition B.1 (Green’s formula, [W03, Satz 15.3]). Let the maximal operator T be as
in (B.2). Let the Lagrange bracket [f, g]x be as in (B.5). Then for any f, g ∈ domT there exist
the limits

[f, g]0 := lim
x→0+

[f, g]x, [f, g]b := lim
x→b−

[f, g]x,

and it holds that
⟨Tf, g⟩ − ⟨f,Tg⟩ = [f, g]b − [f, g]0.

The domain of the closed symmetric operator T0 can be explicitly characterised.

Proposition B.2. [W87, Thm. 3.11] For z ∈ C \R we set Nz := ker(T− z), then

domT0 = {f ∈ domT : [g, f ]0 = [g, f ]b = 0 ∀ g ∈ domT}
= {f ∈ domT : [g, f ]0 = [g, f ]b = 0 ∀ g ∈ Nz +Nz} .

The endpoints of the interval I admit some classifications. First, one can classify
whether the endpoints are regular or singular.

Definition B.3. Let the differential τ be as in (B.1). Then τ is called regular at x = 0 if there
exists c ∈ I so that ∥q(·)∥ is integrable on [0, c]. The expression τ is called regular at x = b if
b <∞ and there exists c ∈ I so that ∥q(·)∥ is integrable on [c, b]. If τ is not regular, respectively,
at x = 0 and/or at x = b, then it is called singular at x = 0 and/or x = b, respectively.

The functions in domT have certain regularity in the neighbourhood of a regular
endpoint. This is clarified in the next proposition.

Proposition B.4. [W03, Satz 15.4] Let the maximal operator T be as in (B.2). Assume that τ
is regular at x = b. Then the following hold.

(i) For any f ∈ domT there exists a finite limit f(b) := limx→b− f(x)

(ii) The mapping domT ∋ f 7→ f(b) ∈ C2 is surjective.

Analogous statements hold if τ is regular at x = 0.

The connection between the maximal operator and the minimal and preminimal
operators is revealed in the next proposition.

Proposition B.5. Let the maximal operator T, the preminimal operator T′′
0 and the minimal

operator T0 be as in (B.2), (B.3), and (B.4), respectively. Then

(T′′
0 )

∗ = T∗
0 = T.
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Next we define the concepts of being right or left in L2(I;C2).

Definition B.6. Let f : I → C2 be measurable. One says that f lies "left in L2(I;C2)" if there
exists c ∈ I such that f |(0,c) ∈ L2((0, c);C2). One says that f lies "right in L2(I;C2)" if there
exists c ∈ I such that f |(c,b) ∈ L2((c, b);C2)

The solutions of the differential equation (τ−z)f = 0 obey a dichotomy with respect
to the property stated in Definition B.6.

Proposition B.7 (Weyl’s alternative). For any Dirac differential expression τ as in (B.1) on
the interval I one of the following two alternatives holds.

(i) For all z ∈ C every solution of (τ − z)f = 0 lies left in L2(I;C2).

(ii) For all z ∈ C there is at least one solution of (τ − z)f = 0 that does not lie left in
L2(I;C2). In this case there exists for any z ∈ C\R exactly one solution of (τ − z)f = 0

(up to a constant factor) that lies "left in L2(I;C2)".

The same alternative holds for “right in L2(I;C2)”.

The Weyl’s alternative stated above yields yet another classification of the endpoints
of the interval I with respect to the differential expression τ .

Definition B.8. If the first alternative in Proposition B.7 holds, then one says that τ is limit-
circle at x = 0 (respectively, at x = b). If the second alternative in Proposition B.7 holds, the
one says that τ is limit-point at x = 0 (respectively, at x = b).

The limit-point/limit-circle classification provides extra properties of functions in
domT at the endpoints and allows to compute the deficiency indices of the closed
symmetric operator T0.

Proposition B.9. Let τ be the Dirac differential expression as in (B.1) on the interval I. Let
the maximal operator T and the minimal operator T0 be as in (B.2) and (B.4), respectively.

(i) If τ is limit-point at x = 0 (respectively, at x = b) then [f, g]0 = 0 (respectively, [f, g]b =
0) for all f, g ∈ domT.

(ii) The deficiency indices of T0 are

- (2, 2) if τ is limit-circle at x = 0 and x = b.

- (1, 1) if τ is limit-circle at either x = 0 or at x = b and limit-point at the other
endpoint of I.

- (0, 0) if τ is limit-point at both endpoints of I.

Appendix C. Numerical results

In Remark 2.4 we conjectured that Theorem 2.3 is in fact valid for all ω ∈ (0, π) \
{π/2}; in this appendix we provide a numerical evidence to support this claim.

The key step in the proof of Theorem 2.3 for all ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π/2} would be showing
the property

(C.1) σ(Tk) ∩
[
−1

2
,
1

2

]
= ∅ for all k ∈ Z and ω ∈ (0, π) \

{
π

2

}
.

In our analytical results we are able to show it only for ω ∈ (0, π/2): this poses a
limitation in the statement of Theorem 2.3.

In fact, (C.1) holds for k ∈ Z \ {−1, 0} and all ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π/2}, since it is true that
λ ∈ σ(Tk) = Zk ∪ (−Zk) =⇒ |λ| ≥ (

√
3 + 1)/2 ≈ 1.37, see Remark 4.9. It remains to

consider the cases k = −1, 0 and ω ∈ (π/2, π). We remark that σ(Tk) = Zk ∪ (−Zk) is a
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discrete set and it is expressed by the solutions of the transcendental equation in (5.8):
thanks to [DLMF, Eq. (14.9.5)], it is true that Z−1 = −Z0, so it is enough to treat the
case k = 0 and ω ∈ (π/2, π). We provide here a plot where we draw the set Z0 for all
ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 } and understand if (C.1) holds true.

In Figure C.1, the set Z0 is plotted with a black line for ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π2 }. For ω < π
2 ,

Proposition 4.8 implies the spectral bound λ ∈ Z0 =⇒ |λ| ≥ π
4ω + 1

2 : the curves
λ = ±

(
π
4ω + 1

2

)
are plotted with dotted green curves. Finally, the lines λ = 1/2 and

λ = −1/2 are plotted with dashed red lines.
It is evident from Figure C.1 that Z0∩ [−1/2, 1/2] = ∅, so Theorem 2.3 should be true

for all ω ∈ (0, π) \ {π/2}.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

ω

λ

FIGURE C.1. The set Z0 is plotted with black lines; the curves λ =

±( π4ω + 1
2 ) are plotted with dotted green curves; the lines λ = ±1/2

are plotted with dashed red lines.

Remark C.1. We observe from numerics that the eigenvalues of T0 converge to the
eigenvalues of the principal fiber of the spin-orbit operator corresponding to the Dirac
operators on the half-space R3

+ (with MIT bag boundary conditions) and in the full
space R3 as ω → π

2 and ω → π−, respectively. This phenomenon can be an indica-
tion of the underline convergence of the spin-orbit operators in the generalized norm
resolvent sense.
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