arXiv:2201.08192v2 [math.AP] 13 Jun 2023

SELF-ADJOINTNESS FOR THE MIT BAG MODEL ON AN UNBOUNDED
CONE

BIAGIO CASSANO AND VLADIMIR LOTOREICHIK

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 H'-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 Dy,
on an unbounded Euclidean circular cone of half-aperture w € (0, )

(1.1) Cu = {(ml,xg,xg) eR®: 23 > cotw(m% +x%)%}

with the MIT bag boundary conditions. These boundary conditions are related to the
celebrated MIT bag model [C75, C]JT74, CJ] " 74, DJJK75, ]75], which describes the con-
finement of quarks in hadrons. The cone €., on which the Dirac operator is defined can
be viewed as a Lipschitz hypograph in the sense of [McL, Eq. (3.26)] and clearly C,, is
non-smooth due to the conical point at the origin 0 € R3. The operator domain of Dy,
consists of functions in the space C§°(Cu, \ 0; C*) := {u|e_: u € C§°(R3\ 0;C*)} satis-
fying the MIT bag boundary conditions on the boundary of C... 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 C?-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 §-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 than C?-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 space H'/2 whereas in our construction we verify (es-
sential) self-adjointness for a more regular operator domain, contained in the Sobolev
space H'. 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 D, 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 K. on the spherical cap €, N S?, where S* C R? is the
two-dimensional unit sphere centred at the origin. We characterise the eigenvalues of
Kw in terms of solutions of transcendental equations and show that for convex cones
w < 7/2 all the eigenvalues of K., escape the critical interval [~3, 1]. This construc-
tion implies that D, is essentially self-adjoint in this case. Moreover, we show that for
w < /2 the domain of the self-adjoint closure D,, of D, consists of four-component
H'-functions satisfying the MIT bag boundary conditions in the sense of traces. We
complement our analysis by numerical results describing the eigenvalue distribution
of K, for 7/2 < w < m, supporting the claim that D,, is essentially self-adjoint for
any w € (0,7): 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
w < m/2 the stability of the self-adjointness D, 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 ¢ R? 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 H?*(P) N H}(P) are (n,n), where n is the
number of non-convex corners of P; i.e. corners with the opening angle larger than =.
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 Q@ C R* 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 é-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,w). Relying on this
spectral analysis we decompose the operator D, 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 D, 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,0,¢) € Ry x [0,7] x [0,27) on R3, which are connected with the Cartesian
coordinates (z1, z2, z3) by the well-known formulae

r1 =rcos¢sind,
2.1) To = 7sin ¢ sin 6,

x3 = rcosf.

In this convention the north pole of the unit sphere S? has coordinates » = 1,6 = 0, and
¢ = 0. The cone with the half-aperture w € (0, 7) defined in (1.1) can be alternatively
characterised in the spherical coordinates as

(2.2) W= {(rsinﬁcosgb,rsin&sind),rcos&): reRy,0€0,w),¢e [0,27r)}.

The unit normal vector to the boundary 9C., of the cone €, pointing outwards is ex-
plicitly given as

v (r, ¢) = (cosw cos ¢, cos wsin ¢, — sinw), re R4, ¢ €]0,2n).

After having described the geometric setting, we can proceed to the definition of the
Dirac operator on C,,. To this aim we recall the expressions for the C**? Pauli matrices

g (01 oo (0 g (V0
1= 1 07 2 = I 0 I 3= O _17

and for the C*** Dirac matrices aj,7=1,2,3,and 8

0 o , Io 0
= =1,2,3, = ,
o=y 7). i=12 i=(2 %)

where I3 is the identity matrix in C2. The Dirac matrices are Hermitian and they satisfy
the anti-commutation relations

Ry + ajog = 205; and  apf+PBo, =0, k,je{1,2,3},



4 B. CASSANO AND V. LOTOREICHIK

where §;,; is the Kronecker symbol. We define the triple of the Dirac matrices a :=
(a1, a9, a3) and define a- b with b € C3 as a b= aib; + asby + asbs. With all the above
preparations, the Dirac differential expression in R? is given by

D:=—ia-V =—i(a101 + a202 + a3d3).
We consider the following Dirac operator in the Hilbert space (L%(Cw;C%), (-, )e,,)
(here and in the following all the inner products are linear in the first entry)
Dou := Du,

23) NP |
dom D, := {u € C5 (Cu\0;C): ulpe, +iB(a- vw)ulge, = 0},

where C5°(Cy \ 0;C*) = {ue,: u € C§°(R?\ 0;C*)} is the space of smooth four-
component functions on €, the support of which is a compact subset of the closure of
the cone with the removed tip C.,\0. The operator D, is symmetric. Indeed, integrating
by parts we find for u,v € dom Dy,

(*iOé : vuv ’U)ew - (u7 —ia- V’U)@w :/ <7i(a ! Vw)u|3€u7U|8€u>(C4da-
9C,,

- / (@ - ) (Bl - vo))uloe, . iB(a - vu)vloe, heirdo
OC,,

- / (i - )2 (B2(a - vo) uloe,  vloe, )eedo
OCy

- / (i - vo)ulpe,  vloe, Jerdo = 0,
OC,,

where we used that 82 = (a - v,)? = 1 in the penultimate step.
It can be shown by the same integration by parts that the extension

(2.4) {ue H' (Cu; CY: ulpe,, +iB(a - vw)ulge, =0} 3 u s Du

of the Dirac operator D, is symmetric, where the boundary conditions are understood
in the sense of traces in the Sobolev space H 1/2(90,; Ch.

The MIT bag boundary condition u|ge , +i8(a - vw)u|se, = 0 can be written in terms
of components v = (u1, u2, us, u4)T of the vector-valued function u

1 0 —isinw icoswe '® uy (r, w, @)

0 1 i coswe'® isinw uz(r,w, @) —0
isinw —icoswe® 1 0 uz(r,w,¢) |
—icoswe'® —isinw 0 1 ug(r, w, d)

where r € R and ¢ € [0, 27). This condition is equivalent to

uz(r,w, @) + icos we'?

uy(r,w, @) — isinwus(r,w, @) + icoswe_i¢U4(r,w, ¢) =0,
uz(r,w, @) + isinwuy(r,w, ¢) = 0.

2.2. Main results. In order to formulate our first main result we need some prepara-
tion. We introduce for w € (0,7) \ {5} the following matrix differential expressions on
the interval I, := (0, w)

k+1 —dd—g—(k—l-%)cotﬁ 7 0
= Ty = kel
Tk (dde - (k + %) cot 6 —k ’ k 0 7/’ €&

and associate to them the differential operators Ty, k € Z, in the Hilbert space 2 (Jw; (C4)
defined by

Try == T,

(2.5) p1(w s (w
dom T}, := {w € ACioe(0i C*): 0, Tt € L0 €, (1219)) = Aw (12 }



SELF-ADJOINTNESS FOR THE MIT BAG MODEL ON A CONE 5

where the matrix A, is given by

isinw —icosw
Ay = < . . ) .
—I1COS W —I S w
We check that the operators Ty, 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 o(Ty) = Z, U (—Zy), where the discrete
subsets 2y, k € Z, of the real axis are defined by

2y = {)x eR: A +Ek+ 1)ng71(cosw) = P;El(cosw)}7 k € No,

(2.6) k k+1
2y = {)\ER: (A+k)Px_1(cosw) = =Py (cosw)}, —k e N,

where P5 (), z € (—1, 1), is the Ferrers function of the first kind [097, §5.15] and [GR07,
§8.7 and 8.8]. Here, we drop the dependence on w in the notation Ty, and Z;, for the
sake of brevity.

For A € R, we introduce the auxiliary one-dimensional Dirac operator in the Hilbert
space L*(R4;C?) by

0 —£ -2\ (¥ 2
(27) dA”l/) = ( d A dz l) ( ) s domd,\ = CSO(R+,(C )
dz ~ =

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

Theorem 2.1. Let w € (0,7) \ {5} and let the Dirac operator D, be as in (2.3). Let the
operators Ty, k € Z, be as in (2.5), the discrete sets Zy, be as in (2.6) and let the fiber operators
d), be as in (2.7). Then the following unitary equivalences hold

(2.8) Do ~ P D dy~P P 4.

k€Z A€o (Tr)N(0,00) kEZNEZy,

The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on the representation of D, in spherical coordinates,
in which the spin-orbit operator K., acting in the Hilbert space L?([0,w)x [0, 27); sin §d0d¢)
arises. The spin-orbit operator K, is defined in (5.4) below. The operators Ty, k € Z,
appear naturally in the analysis upon separation of variables for the spin-orbit operator
K.. We decompose the Hilbert space L?(C.; C*) into an orthogonal sum of subspaces,
whose construction is based on the eigenfunctions of the aforementioned spin-orbit
operator K. This orthogonal decomposition of L?(C,,; C*) enables to characterise the
reducing subspaces for Dy,. It turns out that the compressions of D, to these reducing
subspaces are unitarily equivalent to the one-dimensional fiber operators in (2.7) with
specific A € R.

Remark 2.2. The case w = % does not fit to our general scheme of reduction and requires
a separate consideration within our approach. However, in this case the cone €., 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 €/ is self-adjoint defined on
functions in the Sobolev space H!(C.,; C*) satisfying the MIT bag boundary conditions.
For this reason, we exclude the case w = % from our results.

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

Theorem 2.3. Let Dy, be defined as in (2.3). If w € (0, 7/2) then Dy, is essentially self-adjoint
and

(2.9) dom Dy, := {u € H'(Cu; C*): ulpe, +iB(a- mw)ulpe, =0},

where the trace u|e,, is well defined as a function in the Sobolev space H/?(9€,,; C*).
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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 K., escape the critical

interval -1, 1] or, equivalently, that o(T;) N [~3, 1] = 0 forall k € Z.

Remark 2.4. We conjecture that Theorem 2.3 is true for all the values w € (0,7) of
the aperture angle. In Appendix C we provide numerical evidence to support our
conjecture, showing that for 7/2 < w < 7 all the eigenvalues of the spin-orbit operator
K. escape the critical interval [, ]. This implies essential self-adjointness of D, and
the validity of (2.9) for all w € (0, ).

Remark 2.5. The operator K., can be viewed as a Dirac-type operator on the manifold
S% N Cw. Geometric spectral bounds in the spirit of [HMZ01] can also be useful to
show that there are no eigenvalues of K., in the interval [~ 3, 1]. 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, is called Dirac
operator with MIT bag boundary conditions:

D, u := Du,

(2.10) _ 4
domD,, := {u € C5°(Cw \ 0;CY): ulge, — iB(a- vw)ulpe, = 0},

the difference between D., and D, standing in the minus sign in the boundary con-
ditions of D,. The operator D, is unitarily equivalent to D, through the unitary and

self-adjoint matrix
(0 I
75 - 1—2 0 )

ie. Dy = v5Dw7s, see [BHM20, Proof of Prop. 3.4]. As a consequence, Theorem 2.3
immediately implies that for w € (0,7/2) the Dirac operator D, is essentially self-
adjoint and

dom D, := {ue H'(€y; Ch: ulpe,, —iB(a- vw)ulge, =0}.

Remark 2.7. Ttis interesting to compare Theorem 2.3 with related results for the Laplace
operator with Dirichlet boundary condition. Let 2 C R* be a bounded domain such
that 0 € 9Q, that 92\ {0} is C%-smooth and that there exists a neighbourhood of V of 0
such that in V the domain €2 coincides with an unbounded circular cone €., with half-
aperture w € (0, 7). We consider the densely defined symmetric Dirichlet Laplacian on
Q

H%u = —Au, domH% = HQ(Q) ﬂHé(Q).

Let to be the zero of P on the interval (—1,1), and set wer := arccos(tg) ~ 0.7267. The
2

operator H% is closed by [G85, Thm. 8.2.2.1] and [HS67, Lem. 4.1] for all w # wer. Com-
bining [G85, Thm. 8.2.2.6] and [HS67, Sec. 4] one gets that if the angle w > wer then
the deficiency indices of H{ are (1, 1) while if w < wer the operator HE is self-adjoint.
Similar results are expected to hold also for the Dirichlet Laplacian on €., 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 D., is qualitatively
different. The transition to non-trivial deficiency indices for large half-aperture does
not happen for Dy, as suggested by our numerical analysis of the problem.

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

DY u := Du,

(2.11) P o — A _ .
dom D¢, := {u € C§°(Cu \ 0;CY): ulge,, = [(cos O)i(x - ) + (sin6)Blulge,, }-
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One sees that DY = D,, and DY, = D, are the Dirac operators with MIT bag boundary

conditions defined in (2.3) and (2.10) respectively; the operators DE and DZTW 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 6 € [0,27) \ {Z, 37} and let DY, be defined as in (2.11). If w € (0,7/2)
then DY, is essentially self-adjoint and

(212)  domDY, = {u € H'(Cu; CY): ulge,, = [(cos O)i(ar - 1) + (sin0)Blulae, }
where the trace u|pe,, is well defined as a function in the Sobolev space H'/?(9Cy; C*).

fud 37
Remark 2.9. The Dirac operators D3 and D} 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 D, by regular potentials.

Theorem 2.10. Let w € (0,7/2) and V: C — C*™* such that V(z) is Hermitian for all
x € Cy and

(2.13) sup |z||V(z)| = r.
£Eew

If v < X, then the Dirac operator D, + V is essentially self-adjoint, with

1o
(Dw + V)u = (D + V)u,
dom (D, + V) = dom (Dw) = {u € C5°(Cw \ 0;C): ulpe, +iB(a - vw)ulse, =0}
Moreover, if v < =, then Dy, + V = Dy, + V is self-adjoint, with
(Dw + VYu = (D + V)u,
dom (D + V) = dom Dy = {u € H'(Cu; C*): ulpe, +if(a - mo)ulpe, = 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

HY(R3,CYH 3 us —i(a- V)u+ Vu

is self-adjoint in L?(R3; C*) if the Hermitian matrix-valued function V: R3 — C**4
satisfies the condition sup,,cgs |7||V(z)| < 4. For the Coulomb potential V¢ (z) = %14
finer results are available, and, in particular, by [GR73, Thm. 2.1] the above Dirac oper-
ator with V = V¢ is self-adjoint provided that || < @ 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 v 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 Wiist theorem.

Proposition 2.11. Let Dy, be defined as in (2.3). If w € (0,7/2) then

2 2 |u(z)|”
(2.14) /eu|(Dwu)(x)| dz > (4w) /ew o 4o forallu domD.,
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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 (ﬁ)2
tends to zeroas w — 5.

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 [BHdAS20, S12]. Throughout this subsection A denotes a densely defined sym-
metric operator in a Hilbert space (3, (-, -) ).

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
N;(A) := ker(A* — i) and N_;(A) := ker(A* +i).

The deficiency indices of A are given by nt (A) := dim Ny;(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,To,T'1} of a Hilbert space (G, (-,+)g)
and linear mappings T'j: dom A* — G, j = 0, 1 such that

@) (A*f,9)sc — (f,A"g)ac = (T1f,Tog)g — (Tof,T19)g forall f,g € domA*;
(ii) the mapping domA* 3 f— (Dof,T1f) € § x 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,To,T'1} for A* if and
only if the symmetric operator has equal deficiency indices. We then have ny (A) = n_(A) =
dim G.

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 © be a linear operator in . We define the operator Ag := A* | dom Ag, where

domAg := {f € domA*: Tof € dom©,T'1 f = BTy f}.
Proposition 3.4 ([S12, Prop. 14.7 (v)]). The operator Ag is self-adjoint in H if and only if ©
is self-adjoint in G.

Remark 3.5. One can not parametrize all self-adjoint extensions of A by self-adjoint
linear operators © 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, cc]. 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 o € R be fixed. We consider the following Dirac differential
expression on the interval J := (0, b) with b € (0, o]

(3.1) raf = (_01 é) f+ (2 g) f,

x

where f = (f1, f2)": J — C2. The differential expression 7, is of the type (B.1) with
the potential

(32) a(z) = (2 g) .

Next we classify the endpoints of the interval J for 7, in the sense of Definition B.3. The
differential expression 74 is singular at = 0 for « # 0, because the matrix norm of the
potential ¢ in (3.2) has a non-integrable singularity at the origin, while 7y is regular at
x = 0. The differential expression 7, is singular at the right endpoint z = b if b = oo
and regular at z = bif b < oo.

In view of (B.2), the maximal operator associated with 7 is given by

Taf:=7af,
(3.3) dom Ta = {f € L2(3;C2): f € ACo(: C2), 1o f € L2(J; <c2)} .
For z € C\ R, we define the deficiency subspaces by
(3.4) Na,z = ker(Ta — 2).

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

(3.5) T&af = Taf, domT&a = C§°(J; (CQ).
By Proposition B.2 the closed minimal symmetric operator To,o = Tg, is charac-
terised by
TO,ozf = Taf,
(3.6) domTo,o = {f €domTa: [g, flo = [9, flp = 0, Vg € domTa}

={fedomTa:[g, flo =19, flo =0, Vg € No,j + Na,—i},

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

(37) (Tg,a)* = (TO,(J)* =Ta.

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

under different assumptions on b and «. 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 T, the preminimal operator T(, ., and the minimal
operator T o be as in (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6), respectively.
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(i) For |a| > % and b < oo the preminimal operator has deficiency indices (1,1) and the
triple {C, T, T'1 } with the well-defined mappings

(3.8) I, I'1: domTo — C, Dof := f1(b), T1f:= fa(b)

is a boundary triple for To, = (Tg ,)*. Moreover, any self-adjoint extension of T ,, has
purely discrete spectrum.
ii) For |a| > % and b = oo the preminimal operator TV _ is essentially self-adjoint. If,
2 p p 0,a Y /
moreover, || > 1, then dom T o = H{ (Ry;C?).
(iii) For a € (f%, %) and b = oo the preminimal operator T(, , has deficiency indices (1,1)
and the deficiency subspaces are given by

x”%g_aw>)

Nq,+i = ker(To F i) = span {ff} , fai(ac) = (iixlﬂK ()
3+a

where K, stands for the modified Bessel function of the second kind and order v. All
self-adjoint extensions of T( ,, are characterised by

(3.9) Tyaf =7af, domTy,0 = {JW-C(JC;r +7fa): fedomToa,ce (C} ;
for v € Cwith || = 1.

Proof. Ttis clear from (3.3), (3.4), and (3.7) that the deficiency indices of T , are given
by

14 (T0,0) = dim Np, 4.
In order to characterise N, +; we need to find all square-integrable solutions of the

differential equations 7o f = =if.
The differential equation 7o f = +if is equivalent to the system

(3.10) @)+ $A(@) = D),
+f2(x) + § fo(x) = £if1(z).

We express f> through fi from the first equation in (3.10) and substitute it into the
second equation

(3.11) {f2(x) =+ (ifi(z) —ig fi(2)),

iff (@) =i ($f1@) + 2 (ifi (2) = i% fi(@) —ifa(2) = 0.

The second equation in the above system can be transformed into

H @+ (S0 - 24@)+ 2 (@) - 2h@) - A =0
and then simplified as

(312) ) - A p @) - @) =0

By making the substitution f;(z) = g(z)z"/? in (3.12) we find that g satisfies the ordi-
nary differential equation

2

(3.13) 22" (x) + x4 (x) — ((a - %) + :c2) g(z) =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 K, (z) and I, (z) of the order
1

V:‘Oé_§

’

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) @) =21, and  f(z) = 22K, (2).

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

@) =% (@7 1@) - S5h@)

. +a—1/2
= 4 (zl/Zzy,l(x) - ”;’T/I,(x)> ,

(3.15)

where we used that I}, (z) = 1,1 (z) — 1, (z); cf. [AS64, 9.6.26]. The second component
associated with f;” can be recovered from the first formula in (3.11)

i (@) = £ (@ P Ko@) — 5 Ko@)
(3.16) _
= +i (—xl/zK,,,l(x) - H517/21/2Ky(x)> ,

where we used that K}, (z) = —K,_1(z) — 2K, (z); ¢f. [AS64, 9.6.26]. We have found
that the system of differential equations 7. f = +if has two linearly independent solu-
tions f* = ( f1+ , f2+ yand f~ = (f; , f3 ) with respective components given by (3.14), (3.15),
and (3.16).

Now, we develop the asymptotic expansions of the components f,7, f; and f; in
the limit = — 07. 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_; (z) = I (z) into account for o = %

i T3/2 1
sA DT ) Y 2
+ 2 3/2
(3.17) fa (z) ~z0+ img ) Q= %»
v —1/2 1
iQV—lF(V)y a< 3.

For the first component of the solution f~ we find using the asymptotics K, as z — 0"
(see [AS64, 9.6.8, 9.6.9]) we find that

—azt/? In(z), a=3,
2V Ir ()2 /27, a# 5.

= N =

(3.18) fr (@) ~go+ {

Finally, for the second component of the solution f~ we find again using the asymp-
totics K, as x — 07 that

+(—)2 T+ 127772,  a>3,
1
. 2T v, ae (- 44,
3.19 ) ~y
(3.19) J2 (@) ~asor +iz'/? In(z), o= —%’

+(=)2"20(v — )22, a < -3

The remaining part of the proof is split into the analysis of the three cases
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(i) b < oo, |al > 3.

(il) b= oo, |a| >

[

(iii)) b=o00,a € (—%, %)

The case b < oo and |a| > . Since I,, is a bounded function on J, we obtain that f;" €
L?(J). The asymptotics of f;" in (3.17) yields that f;” € L?(J) and hence f* € L?(J;C?).
On the other hand, according to the asymptotics (3.19) we have f, ¢ L*(J) for a > &
and according to (3.18) we have f;” ¢ L%(9) for a < —%. Hence, f~ ¢ L%(J;C?) and we
conclude that the deficiency indices of Tg ,, are (1, 1).

Notice that the solution f* lies left and right in L?*(J; C?) while the solution f~ lies
right in ?(J; C?) and does not lie left in L?(J; C?) in the sense of Definition B.6. Hence,
we conclude from Proposition B.7 and Definition B.8 that 7, is in this case limit-point
at z = 0 and limit-circle at z = b. Moreover, recall that 7, is also regular at the endpoint
z = b. Hence, the Green formula in Proposition B.1, combined with Proposition B.4
and Proposition B.9 (i) yield that {C,T'g,I'; } defined as in (3.8) is a boundary triple for
T in the sense of Definition 3.2.

We turn now to show that any self-adjoint extension of Tf , has purely discrete
spectrum. To do so, we show that dom To C H'(J;C?) in the case that |a| > 1/2
and that dom Ty C H?2 (3;C?) in the case that |a| = 1/2: these give immediately the
claim thanks to the compactness of the embedding of H'(J;C?) and of H 2 (J;C?) into
L%(J;C?). Let f = (f1, f2) | € dom Tq: from (3.3) we have that f1, f» € L2(J), f1, f2 €
ACic(D), f1 — 2f1,f5 + 2f2 € L*(9). Let & € C§°([0,b)) be such that &(z) = 1 if
z € [0,b/2] and for j = 1,2 define the function g;: Ry — C? by

%@%_{EQK@L if €9,

0, otherwise.

It is clear that g; € L2(]R+)7gj € ACic(Ry) and g — %glagé + 290 € L%(Ry). In the
following we assume without loss of generality that o > 1/2, since the proof in the case
that @ < —1/2 can be done analogously switching the roles of f; and f,. We observe
that

(320) gi- g =2 ) €L’(Ry),  gr+ Sg2=a(ag) € LA(Ry).

From [CP18, Prop. 2.2 (i)] and [CP18, Prop. 2.4 (i)], witha = —a < —1/2 < 1/2, there
exists a constant A, € C such that

(3.21) go(z) = gy +o(v/T) asxz—0",
A
(3.22) %2 - mlfa € L*(Ry).

Since @ > 1/2 and g2 € L*(R4), (3.21) gives Ay = 0 and (3.22) implies that go/z €
L*(R4). We now distinguish two cases.

The case o > 1/2. Thanks to the Hardy inequality [CP18, Prop. 2.4(ii)], with a =
a > 1/2, we have g1/z € L*(R4). We finally conclude that g/z € L*(J;C?), that
gives fl(,p/2)/7 € L%((0,b/2); C?). Moreover, since Flvs2.0) € L%((b/2,b);C?) and 1/z
is bounded with bounded inverse for z € [b/2,b], we conclude that f/z e L*(J;C?).
From (3.3) we have f’ € L?(J;C?), that is the claim.

The case « = 1/2. Thanks to the Hardy inequality [CP18, Prop. 2.4 (iii)], with R =
b, we have that g1 /(zIn(b/x)) € L?(Ry), that implies that g;/v/z € L*(R4). Since
g2/z € L*(Ry) implies g2/v/= € L?(R.), we conclude that g/\/z € L*(R4;C?) and so
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f/vz € L*(J;C?). From (3.3), we conclude that /zf’ € L?(J;C?). Let us consider the
Lipschitz domain

Q= {xz (z1,72) € R%: |z < w, 21 > 0,29 > O}

and the function F € L?(Q; C?) defined as F(x) = f(|z]). Since vz f' € L%(J;C?), we
have F € H'(Q;C?) and by the trace theorem [McL, Thm. 3.38] for Lipschitz domains
Floon{z.—0} € H? (9Q N {z2 = 0}; C?). Since this trace can be identified with f, we get
fe H? (J;C?), that is the claim.

The case b = oo and |a| > . Taking the asymptotics [AS64, Eq. 9.7.1] of I,,(z) as © — oo

into account we obtain that f;" ¢ L?*(J). As in the analysis of the previous case we
derive from the asymptotics (3.18) and (3.19) that f~ ¢ L*(J;C?) for |a| > }. Hence,
we obtain that the operator T( , is essentially self-adjoint in this case. If [a| > 1, it
follows from [FL23, Lem. A.1] and its proof that dom T o = H, LR, C?), so the claim
of (ii) is completely proven.

The case b = oo and « € (— 3, ). As in the analysis of the previous case the asymptotics

of I,(z) as © — oo yields that f;" ¢ L?(J) and hence f* ¢ L?(J;C?). On the other hand,
we derive from the asymptotics (3.18) and (3.19) that f~ € L%(J;C?) for o € (—%, %).
Hence, we obtain that the operator Tg , has deficiency indices (1,1).

The defect subspaces can be characterised as

N 22Ky, (@)
o,+i = span ) .
,E P :lel/2K%+a(w)

In view of von Neumann's extensions theory [S12, Thm. 13.10] self-adjoint extensions
of T ,, are parametrized as in (3.9) and thus the claim of (iii) is also proven. O

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= —ixx V= (L1,L2,L3)
are given by
According to Appendix A the expressions for 91, 02, 95 in terms of 9y, dy, 04 are given
by
01 = cos ¢sin 09, + 7?08 ¢ CTOS 8% _ % 87¢,

(3.23) By = sin ¢sin 09, + Sncosfd 4 cosg B

sinf r
_ sin 00y
03 = cos 00y — 72

The next step is to express L1, L2, L3 in terms of dy and J. In order to compute £1 we
combine the expression for z2, z3 in (2.1) with the formulae for 9, 93 in (3.23)

L1 =—irsin¢siné (cos&&« — %>

r

i 0,
+ircosf (sin ¢sin 00 + sin ¢ cos 00 + c9s ¢ 4 >
r sinf r

=i (sin 10} sin? 0 + sin 10} cos> 0) 09 +icot 8 cos pdy = isin pdy + icot 6 cos pOy.
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To compute L2 we combine the expression for z1, z3 in (2.1) with the formulae for
(91, (93 in (323)

5 8 . b}
Lo = —ircos@ (cosd)sin@(‘?r + C06¢105969 - bm(bﬁ)

sinf r

T

+ ircos ¢sin 6 (cos 00, — %>
= —i (cos.qbcos2 0+ cos¢sin2 9) Op + i cot §sin pdy = —icos ¢pdy + icot f sin p0.

For the derivation of £3 we combine the expression for z1, z2 in (2.1) with the formulae
for 91, 02 in (3.23)

i <O
L3 = —i(x102 — 201) = —ir cos ¢sin b (sinqﬁsin@@r + sin ¢ cos 005 + C?b¢—¢>
r sinf r

in ¢ O,
+ irsin ¢ sin 0 (cos ¢ sin 00, + cos ¢ (;OS 00 _ sind i’)

sinf r

= i(—sin ¢ cos ¢ sin b cos O + sin ¢ cos ¢psin O cos ) Oy + i (— cos’ ¢ — sin’ ¢)> Op = —i0y.

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

i _oid ; —ig
8:201L1+0252+U3L3:< i0g e 8@—&—-|cot96 84))‘

ei¢89 +icot 06i¢8¢ 104

Finally, the spin-orbit differential expression is given by

§ 0

where 4 is the identity matrix in c.
For further analysis we introduce also the matrix-valued function

5 0 0 cos 0 e ®sing
T 0 0 ¢'? sin 0 —cos 6
3.25 = )= .
( ) ar z_; @i cos 6 e % sing 0 0
! e®sinf —cosf 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 J, = (0,w), w € (0,7) \ {5 }. 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 L?(J.,; C*) 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 x 2 matrix differential expression on the in-
terval Ju,

B k+1 —45— (k+ %) coto
1) = (ddg — (k+ %) cot o —k - RED
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and the associated 4 x 4 matrix differential expression on J.,

Tk 0
T = .
k ( 0 Tk)
Recall also that 2 x 2 unitary matrix A, is defined by

4.2) Aw = <

i sin w —icosw
—icosw —isinw

and that the coupling of two Dirac operators on the interval J, is introduced as
Tit = Tk,

4.3) domTk:{¢€Acloc(jw;c4):¢’7k¢ € L*(Ju;Ch, (izgig):Aw (iig:g)}

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

Proposition 4.1. The operator Ty, k € Z, in (4.3) is self-adjoint in L*(Jo,; CY), and the
restriction of Ty, to the subspace of dom Ty,

(4.4) M= {v e (0, € (121))=Aw (126))}

is essentially self-adjoint. Finally, the spectrum of Ty, is purely discrete.

Proof. The proof of self-adjointness of Ty, is based on a perturbation argument. We de-
compose T}, 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

we (g 0Ly, ETEEDY,
—@wt(k+3)g 0

This differential expression is of the type (3.1) with o = k + 3. In particular, we imme-
diately observe that |a| > 1 forall k € Z.
Let us associate the symmetric preminimal operator to 7, as in (3.5)

T{{kw = T, dong’k = CSO(JUJ;(CQ).
According to Subsection 3.2 the adjoint of T}, := (T{ ;,)* is given by
45)  Tapi=7y,  domTii={v: ¢, e € L2(J; C*), % € ACoe(Ju; €) }.

By Proposition 3.6 (i), the deficiency indices of Tf, are (1,1) and {C,T¢,I'1} with
Io,T1: dom Ty, — C, To9p := 91 (w), T'1¢ := ¥2(w) is a boundary triple for its adjoint T.
Further, consider the auxiliary symmetric operator

(4.6) —Arg,k =Tor®Toy

acting in the Hilbert space L?(J.,; C*). The adjoint Ty, of Tf ,, is given by T, = T, @ Ty.
It is easy to see that the deficiency indices of 'IA'{)’ , are (2,2) and that {(CQ, fo, fl} with
the mappings fo, fl : dom ?k - C? given by

(i) nes(0E)
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is a boundary triple for T}, in the sense of Definition 3.2. Let the Hermitian matrix A,

be defined by
Kw = (tar_lw _coisw) .
tanw

1
COs W

By Proposition 3.4 the operator
T_kl/) = T—k’d), dOmT—k = {1/) € dOm—T—k: fl’d) = waod)},

is self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L?(J.,; C*).
Let us define the multiplication operator by a matrix-valued function in the Hilbert
space L?(J.,; C?)

oY= <* (k+ ;)v(:iw - %) S j)—<1§0t9 - §>) P

It is not difficult to see that B, is symmetric and since the entries of By, are all bounded
functions, the operator B, is bounded in the Hilbert space L?(J.,; C?).
It remains to notice that

= (B 0
47) Te=—Tr+ ( ) Bk)

and since T, is self-adjoint and the perturbation (BOk BO > isbounded and self-adjoint,
k

the operator Ty, is self-adjoint as well.

The operator T}, 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 Ty. Since any self-adjoint extensions of T has purely discrete spectrum by
Proposition 3.6 (i), we get that T, has purely discrete spectrum as well. Hence, using
the representation (4.7) we conclude that T}, also has purely discrete spectrum.

In view of the decomposition (4.7), in order to show that the restriction of Ty, to the
subspace M C dom Tj, defined in (4.4) is essentially self-adjoint, it suffices to check
that the densely defined operator S := T, | M is essentially self-adjoint. Since S is a
restriction of the self-adjoint operator T}, we conclude that S is symmetric. Moreover,
the operator S is an extension of the symmetric operator 'T'g i defined in (4.6). Hence,
the adjoint S* of S is a restriction of 'T'k. Moreover, for any ¢ € domS and ¢ € dom 'T'k
we find via integration by parts that

(SY,d) 25,00y — (w,?k@y(aw;@)
| (590~ 042+ i — 51+ 003, — 013+ a0, ) o
v

(
0
2

(W)1(w) — Y1 (w)p2(w) + Ya(w)ds(w) — P3(w)pa(w)
0 () <2
P3(w)) " \¢a(w) “\3(w)) )

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

5*1/1 = ?kd)a dom S* = {1/) c dom'/l\'k: fﬂ/) = :&wfod)}.

Hence, S* coincides with Tj, and it is thus self-adjoint. Therefore, the symmetric oper-
ator S is essentially self-adjoint. O

Further we make use of the following Hardy inequality.
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Lemma 4.2. Let w € (0,7/2]. Forall f € C§°((0,w)) the following inequality holds true:

N MOl m / N 2
4.8 do > do 0)|~ do.
@8) [rore=] [CUQ w2 Mo
Proof. To show (4.8) we exploit the following Hardy inequality: for all g € H}((0,7))

T / 2 1
4.9) / lg" ()] dezf/ d0+ / l9(6)|* dé.

0 4 Jo sin 0
Such inequality can be derived from the inequality

T, cos 2
o< [ | ©) - 55500 00

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,w]) and define

N - f(iw) QG(O,EL
HG((0,7)), 0)=1" 2 :
f € Hy((0,7)) £(0) {f(%aru(ﬂ 0), 0e (5,7

Since f is symmetric in (0, 7) with respect to the point 7/2, from (4.9) we have that

7 (6 >| 1% o o
(4.10) /O 17 (6)] d9>4/0 g~y de+1/0 |£(0)]? do.

After a change of variables, (4.10) gives

wary  [Cireres [ Sf2la|f< e+ (o) [ ireras

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

(55)?
4.12 <« > ——, forallfe (0,w).
( ) sin2 % ~ sin246 ora 0,0)

Since 6 € (0,w) C (0,7/2), this is equivalent to show that the functions

(0
(4.13) cp(w) :=sinf — %, forw e (O, E}
ﬂ 2
are non-negative for all § € (0,w). We have that ¢y(7/2) = 0 and %09 (w) < 0if and
only if
™ ™
Zegm(ae), forw e ( 2} 9 e (0,0),

that is true since tan0 = 0 and %(tan ¢) > 1for ¢ € (0,7/2). This shows (4.12) and
completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.3. Forallk € Z and w < m/2

(4.14) [(T-5) ] iolliegucn,  forallv e M.

L2(J, (C4)

Proof. Let ¢ = (¢1,v2,v3, ¥4) T € M and for convenience let us denote a := k + 1/2 €
(Z +1/2). From (4.3) we have that

1\ (™ 1y (Y3

(7 = 3) (1/)2) ) <1/)4)

2
4.15) (T — 3) ¢||L2(JM;C4): "

L2(7.,;C?) L2(7, c2)
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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,w])

1 f>
D ()]

- /Ow (Iaf(0) ~ g'(6) — acot 09(6) +1£'(6) — acot0£(8) — ag®)|” ) do

2

- /Ow (17 OF + 19/ )2 + a>(1 + ot ) (1) +19(6) ) ) do

(4.16)
~20ke [ (1070 + 0)50) — cot0(s @) - 1 0)70)) )
= [ [irer+we |}d6
0
[ DR + 20 Va0 @ - a0,
0
with

B(f,9)(w) = Re [2f(w)g(w) + cotwl f(w)]? — cotelg(w) ]

We underline that, performing the integration by parts, the boundary term B(f, g)(w)
only has a contribution in w, 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(¢1,¥2)(w) + B(¥3,94)(w)

= 2Re [41()P2(w) + vs(w)ba(w)|
+ cotew [ @) + s (@) = o)’ = [a(w)]’]
= 2Re [ (sinwiis(w) — coswipa(w)) (cos wibg(w) + sinwia(w) ) + s (w)iaw)]
oot |[sinwis (w) — coswia(w)|*+ (s ()]~ cos wirg (w) + sinwipa ()] ~ 2 ()P

= 2sinwcosw [|¢4(w)l2 - \¢3(w)|2} + 4cos”® wRe [13(w) s (w)]
+ cotw {2 sin? w(|w3 (w) \2 — |1/)4(w)|2) — 4sinw coswRe [¢3 (w)@b;;(w)]} =0,
so from (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17) we conclude that

T = Doltaien = [ [HOF + 1@ + (o) + who)] do
(4.18) +/Ow [a(o‘ D) (le( 0)1> + \ws(e)IQ)} do

sin? 0

+/ow [a(-ajl) (le=(0)” + \m(@ﬁ)} do.

sin”“ 0

We have that min[a(a — 1),a(a + 1)] > —1/4: thanks to Lemma 4.2, from (4.18) we
conclude that for k € Zand 0 < w < 7/2

2
2
(4.19) 1Tk =) @l a0, 0n = 1aoz10li2icry,  forally € .
From (4.19) it is immediate to conclude (4.14). O

Our next aim is to construct an operator in a weighted L2-space which is unitarily
equivalent to Ty. 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(Ju;sin0d0; C*) — L2(9,;CYH,  (U)(0) == (sin0)/2(0).
We define the differential expressions
Tk = <dd9 ﬁ_l:clote i (li;: DCOW) T (% %i) , keZ
The self-adjoint operator
(4.20) T =U"1TU

in the Hilbert space L?(J.,;sin #d6; C*) can be alternatively characterised as
(4.21)

Tt = Tit),

dom T, = {d)eAClOC(Jw; CY) i b, Tptb € L2(Juw; sin 0d6; CY), (ﬁgg; ) — A (jggg ) }

Our next aim is to find explicitly the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of T,. In the
formulation and the proof of this result we use the so-called Ferrers functions P} (z)
and Q) (z) with z € (—1,1); see [097, §5.15], [DLMF, Chap. 14], and [GR07, §8.7 and
8.8].

Remark 4.4. The functions P/ (z) and Q4 (z), = € (-1, 1), can be expressed through the
associated Legendre functions P} (z) and Q4 (z) via the identities [DLMF, 14.23.4 and
14.23.5].

Proposition 4.5. Let w € (0,7) \ {5} and let the operator Th, k € Z, be as in (4.20). Then
the following hold.

(i) Ifk > 0, then \ € R is an eigenvalue of Ty, if and only if it is the root of at least one of
the following two transcendental equations

(4.22a) A+ k+ 1P " (cosw) = Py, (cosw),
(4.22b) A+ k+ 1P " (cosw) = =Py *, (cosw).

If X is a root of (4.22a) (respectively, of (4.22b)) then the associated eigenfunction is
given by ¢ = i @ ¢ (respectively, 1 = —ip @& @) where

P;f 1 (cos )

4.23 0) .= L? l]w;sin@d@;(c2 .
(4.23) #(0) ((k - A+ l)P;fl_l(cos 0)) € L )

Moreover, the spectrum of Ty, is simple.

(il) If k < —1 then X € R is an eigenvalue of T}, if and only if it is the root of at least one of
the following two transcendental equations

(4.24a) A+ k)Plf\_l(cos w) = fPI)C\Jrl(cos w),
(4.24b) A+ k)PY_ 1 (cosw) = PE (cosw).

If X is a root of (4.24a) (respectively, of (4.24b)) then the associated eigenfunction is
given by ¢ = i @ ¢ (respectively, 1 = —ip @ @) where

_ (A +E)PY_;(cos) 20 g 2
w(0) = ( Piti(cos@) € L“(Jw;sin 6dO; C*).

Moreover, the spectrum of T}, is simple.
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Proof. Let A € R and consider the ordinary differential equation §k¢ = My withy €
dom Ty. From this equation we find the system

4.25) {(k + 1)1 () —5(8) — (k + 1) cot B4ba(6) = Ab1 (6),

U1(6) — kcot 091 (0) — kip2(6) = Ap2(0).
From the first equation in the above system we find that
(A =k = 1)31(6) = —v2(0) — (k + 1) cot 0452 (0),
and differentiating the above equation with respect to § we get

k+1
sin? 0

(A =k — 1)91(0) = =4 (8) — (k + 1) cot §p5(0) + P2(6).

Multiplying the second equation in (4.25) by (A—k—1) and substituting there the above
formulae for (A — k — 1)31(0) and (X — k — 1)91(0) we get after a simplification

(k+1)2
sin2 9

(4.26) ¥y (0) + cot By () + (A(/\ —1)— ) P2(0) = 0.

Making the change of variables § = arccosz in the last equation we get the equation
of the form [097, Eq. (12.02)] with v = |A — 3| — % and p = |k + 1] settled therein.
Hence, by [097, §5.15] and [DLMF, Eq. (14.2.6)] the general solution of the differential
equation (4.26) is given by

(4.27) ¥2(8) = 2Py, *(cos 8) + chQl (cos §),

where ¢z, ¢y € C are arbitrary constants. Thanks to [DLMF, Eq. (14.9.5)], P, " (z) =
PY" (z) = P_A(z) forall z € (—1,1), so in the following we will just write P} ", (cos )
in our formulae. The assumption 5 € L?(J.;sin#d6) and the asymptotics [097, Egs.
(15.06) and (15.07)] of P, *(z), Q¥ (x) as * — 1~ yield that ¢, = 0 provided that k # —1.
In the case k = —1 we compute using [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.4)] the derivative of 1> with
respect to 0
Loy C2A (50 _ 0

Yo (0) = s (P/\ (cos ) — cos OPy _1(cos 0))

ch(1+v)

sin 0

(4.28)
(Q8+1 (cos0) — cos HQg(cos 9)) .

The condition T_ 14 € L2(J; sin 0d6; C*) yields 4% € L?(Ju; sin 6d#). 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 ¢, = 0
also for k = —1. Hence, we end up with

Pa(0) = c2 P;l_kl-"_l‘ (cos9).
From the second equation in (4.25) we find that
(A -+ k) (6) = v} (6) — k cot 0y (9),
(A + k)vh(0) = v (8) — k cot 091 (0) + g1 ().

Multiplying the first equation in (4.25) by (A + k) and substituting there the above
formulae for (A + k)2 (6) and (X + k)95 (0) we get

2
1 () + cot 1 (0) + ()\(/\ —1)— k ) P1(0) = 0.

sin? 0
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Analogously we find that
$1(8) = 1P M (cos 0)

with some constant ¢; € C. Our next aim is to find the relation that connects the
constants ¢ and c,. To this aim we consider two cases k > 0 and k£ < —1. First, assume
that k > 0. In this case we have

P1(0) = 1Py (cos®)  and  4h2(0) = 2Py T (cos0).

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

A=k—-1) P;fl(cos 0)

=co —MP)_\k_l(cos 0)+ (A —k—1)cot 0P;fl_1(cos 0)]| .

sin 6

Making use of the recurrence relation [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.2)] in the above formula we
get
c2=(k—=XA+1)c1.

Now we pass to the case k < —1. In this case we have
$1(0) = c1P5_1(cos0)  and  a(0) = P51 (cos ).

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

A

A+ ]C)CQP];\t% (cos) =c1 ;;Plf\(cos 0) — (A + k) cot 9P’§\_1(cos 0)| .

Making again use of the recurrence relation [DLMF, Eq. (14.10.2)] in the above formula
we get
cl = (A + k‘)cg

Hence, we find that

<¢1(9)) — 1 ( P;’fl(cos 0) ) for k> 0
- - TE 1 (cos ’ =
(4.29) v2(0) (k )\+k1)P)\—1 (cos )
A+ k)P cos 0
<Z;Ez§) = 12 <( 11;3_’{2&)15(0) )) , for k < —1.

with some constant c¢;2 € C. Performing similar analysis for the last two components
of the vector-valued function 1 we find that

1/13(9)) e P;\]_fl(cos 0) ) for k> 0.
(4.30) <w4(9) * ((k - A +:)P T cos0) ) ork =
0 A+ k)P cos
CZE@D - <( Zi)ﬂ?gols(o) )) ) for k < —1.

with some constant c34 € C.
Now we recall the boundary conditions satisfied by v

nw) (s
(4:31) (wz(m) =Ae (m(@) ’
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where the matrix A, is given by (4.2). It is straightforward to verify that A, has two
eigenvalues A = +i and that the respective eigenvectors are given by

1 1
gi = (sinw—l) and g—i = <sinw+1> .
COS w COos w

Using these properties of the matrix A, the boundary condition (4.31) and the repre-
sentations (4.29), (4.30) for k£ > 0 we conclude that if £ > 0 then A € R is an eigenvalue
of Ty, if and only if it is the root of at least of one of the following equations

COS w

(k— )\+1)P l(cosw) = sm“"+1P k Z (cosw).

COS w

{(k A+ 1Py (cosw) :MP 1 (cosw),

Applying [GRO7, 8.735 (1)] we simplify the above equations as

A +k+ l)P;k‘*l(cosw) = P;fl(cosw),
A +k+ l)P;k_l(cosw) = fP;fl(cos w).

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 Ay, the boundary condition (4.31) and
the representations (4.29), (4.30) for £ < —1 we conclude that if £ < —1 then A € Ris an
eigenvalue of T}, if it is the root of at least one of the following equations

sinw—1

A+ E)PE | (cosw) = &Pk"‘l(cosw).

sinw-+1

{(A + k)P (cosw) = L@ Pk‘H (cosw),

Applying [GR07, 8.735 (4)] we simplify the above equations as

A+ k:)P’f\_l(cosw) = —P§+1(COSW)7
A+ k)P’;fl(cosw) = Plf\Jrl(cosw).

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 T, is simple. We will consider the case k > 0
only, because the case £ < —1 can be analysed analogously. Since the eigenfunctions
are characterized via the first equations in (4.29), (4.30) by two constants ci2 and c34
leaving two degrees of freedom the multiplicity is bounded from above by 2. Suppose
that A is an eigenvalue of T}, of multiplicity 2. Then A is the root of both equations
in (4.22) and the respective linear independent eigenfunctions are given by (Lip) @ ¢
with ¢ as in (4.23). Hence, we conclude that 0 ® ¢ is also an eigenfunction correspond-
ing to A and from the boundary conditions in (4.21) we get that ¢(w) = (0, 0)". In view
of 71,((sin 6)/20(0)) = A(sin 6)1/2(6), 6 € (0,w) we get by the unique solvability result
[WO03, Satz. 15.4 (b)] that ¢ = 0, which leads to a contradiction. O

Corollary 4.6. Let w € (0,7)\ {5 }. The spectrum of T keZ,is symmetric with respect to
the origin. In particular,

(i) For k >0, A € Ris a root of (4.22a) if and only if —X is a root of (4.22D).

(ii) For k < —1, A € Risa root of (4.24a) if and only if —\ is a root of (4.24Db).

In particular, 0 is not an eigenvalue of Ty,.

Proof. First of all, we remark that in view of (i) and (ii) the point A = 0 can not be an
eigenvalue of T}, 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). N

(i) Let A € Rbe an eigenvalue of Ty, k > 0. Then X is a root either of (4.22a) or of (4.22b).

Assume for definiteness that A is a root of (4.22a); i.e.

(4.32) A+ k+ 1Py (cosw) = Py, (cosw).

Our aim is to show that —A is a root of the complementary equation (4.22b); i.e.
(=A\+k+ 1)P:]§\71 (cosw) = fP:];il(cos w).

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

(4.33) (A —k — 1P T (cosw) = Py ¥ (cosw).

In view of [GRO07, 8.735 (2)] and using (4.32) we get

(434) A—Fk— 1)P;El_1(cos w)=A+k+1)cos wP;k_l(cos w) — sin wP;k(cos w)

= coswPy " (cosw) — sinwP} F(cos w).
Applying further the identity [GRO07, 8.735 (4)] we find
(4.35) Py ¥ (cosw) = coswPy ¥ (cosw) — (A — k — 1) sinwPy "7 (cosw)
Taking the difference of (4.34) and (4.35) we get
(A =k — 1)P3FT (cosw) — P (cosw) = sinw [(/\ — k= 1P FT (cosw) — P;\k(cosw)} .

Hence, we conclude that (4.33) holds.
(ii) Let A € R be an eigenvalue of Ty, & < —1. Then X is a root either of (4.24a) or
of (4.24b). Assume for definiteness that ) is a root of (4.24a); i.e.

(4.36) (A + k)PY_1 (cosw) = fPI;\Jrl(cos w).

Our aim is to show that —A is a root of the complementary equation (4.24b); i.e.
(=2 + k)P]iA_l (cosw) = P]i';l (cosw).

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

(4.37) (k — A)P% (cosw) = PE T (cos w).

In view of [GRO07, 8.735 (1)] and using (4.36) we get

(4.38) (k— )\)Plf\(cos w)=—(A+ k) cos wPI)‘;,l(cos w) — sin wP’;f}(cos w)

=cos wP’f\"'l (cosw) — sin wPiti (cosw).
Applying further the identity [GR07, 8.735 (3)] we find
(4.39) Pﬁf%(cos w) = cos wP§+1(cos w) 4+ (A — k) sin wPlf\(cos w)
Taking the difference of (4.38) and (4.39) we get
(k — /\)Plf\(cos w) — Pit%(cos w) = sinw [(k —-A) Pli(cos w) — Pit%(cos w)} .

Hence, we conclude that (4.37) holds. O
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Remark 4.7. The symmetry of the spectrum of T, 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 Tj. Consider the matrix-
valued function M : [0, w] — C2*2

sinf —cosf

M = M) = (cos@ sin 0 )

and define the unitary and self-adjoint operator
W: L2(Jus CY) = L2(00; €Y, (Ug)(0) := (M(0) @ (—M(0))w(0).

It is straightforward to check the following anti-commutation relations 7, M = —M
and Ay M (w) = —M(w)A,. Hence, we conclude that dom T, = dom (T;U) and that
TrU = —UTy. Thus, for any A € R the mapping U is a bijection between ker(T; — \)
and ker(Tj + ) and therefore the spectrum of T, 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 Ty.

Proposition 4.8. Forallk € Zand w < 7/2,

1
(4.40) ITktllzoies) = (4 + 5) Wllzagucsy,  forally € dom Ty
In particular, o(Ty) N [-4, 3] = 0.

Proof. Recall that T}, is unitarily equivalent to T . Hence, by Corollary 4.6 the spectrum
of T}, is symmetric with respect to the origin and 0 is not an eigenvalue of T;. Let A > 0
be the smallest positive eigenvalue of Tj,. According to the bound in Proposition 4.3 we
conclude that |X — %| > 4. This condition implies that A > % + 45 and the inequality
in the formulation of the proposition follows by the min-max principle. O

Remark 4.9. Depending on k € Z, we can provide better estimates allowing us to show
that o(T;) N [—3, 4] = 0 dropping the condition w < 7/2. In detail, for [k + | = |a| >
3/2 we have min[a(a — 1), a(a + 1)] > 3/4, so from (4.18) we conclude that

3
(441) ”(Tk - %) ¢Hiz(jw;c4) > Z”d’”%ﬁ(ﬂw;@‘l)a forall y € M.

For the smallest positive eigenvalue A of T, we get A > @ +1 and in view of symmetry
of the spectrum of T, with respect to the origin this is enough to show that o(Ty) N
[—3,3] =0fork<—2o0rk>1landwe (0,7)\ {5}

5. Decomposition of D, in spherical coordinates

In this section we decompose the Dirac operator D, 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
Cw = R4 x My, where My, := [0,w) x S! is the spherical cap. We introduce the spherical
L?-space on C,,

L21(Cu; €Y = LA (R4 x My; 7% sin 0dd).

The Hilbert space szh (Cw; C*) can be decomposed into the tensor product of weighted
L2-spaces

(5.1) L21(Cu; C) = L*(Ry;r2dr) ® L (Mu; sin 0ddde; C).
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Along with the spherical L?-spaces we define the spherical first-order Sobolev space
(5.2) Hln(Co; €Y = {u € L2, (Cus CY: dpu, ™' Vigau € L2 (Cu; €,
where V. is the gradient on S%. Next, we introduce the unitary map

V: L2(Gw;(c4) — Lgp}l(ew;C4), (Vu)(r, 0, ¢) := u(rsinf cos ¢, r sin @ sin ¢, r cos 0).

In particular, we have V(H!(C;C%) = ngh(ew; C*). By means of the map V we
define the operator which is unitarily equivalent to D,

[~)w = VDWV_l7 dom 6w :=V(dom Dy,).

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

D:iOM“(—ar—l—F%),
T T

where o is given by (3.25) and where X 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 D, as

(5.3) Dou = iar ((—& - %) ® 1+ % ® Kw) u, dom D, = V(dom Dy,),

where the spin-orbit operator Ky, acts in the Hilbert space L?(M.; sin 0dfde; C*) and is
defined as

Ko f=Xf,
G4 Kw:{fec“’(J\Tw; . (fl(w,m):( isinw _icoswefW) (fs(w,@)}

f2(w,) —icoswe' —isinw Ja(w,9)

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

(5.5 dom Dy, = {u € C§°((0,00) x My): u(r,-,-) € dom Ky, Vr > 0}.

Our next goal is to show that K., has an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions that
correspond to real eigenvalues. The latter will also imply as a by-product that the
operator K., is essentially self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L?(M,,;sin #dfde; C?). The
Hilbert space L?(M,,;sin #ddd¢; C*) can be further decomposed as the tensor product

L?(My;sin 6d6de; C*) = L?(J,;sin 0d0) @ L*(S'; C).

We consider the orthonormal basis {hy1, hia, his, hia trez of L?(ST; CH) given by

ok 0
1 0 1 i(k+1)¢
hk1(¢) = \/7271- 0 ) hk2(¢) = \/72771- c 0 )
0 0
0 0
1 0 1 0
hi3 (o) = Vom | ke | hia(o) = Wors 0
0 S+

Consider the subspace F;, = span {hy1, hx2, his, hea}, k € Z, of L2(S';C*). Now, we
have the decomposition

(5.6) L?(Mo; sin 0d0dg; C1) = €P) (L (J; sin 0d0) @ F,)
keZ
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and the isomorphism
(5.7) L%(Ju;sin0d0) @ Fi, ~ L*(Jw; sin 6d6; CH).

By the spectral theorem the family of eigenfunctions of T;, constructed in Proposi-
tion 4.5 upon normalization constitutes an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space
L?(Ju;sin0dh; C*). In view of the orthogonal decomposition (5.6) and the isomor-
phism (5.7) we can construct an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space L?(M.; sin fdfde; C*)
by transplanting the basis of normalized eigenfunctions of T;, into the respective fiber
L?(Ju;sin 0df) @ Fy, in the decomposition (5.6). To this aim recall the definition of the
following discrete subsets of the real axis:

— Y

2 = {/\ eR: ()\+k)P§_1(COSW) = 7P§+1(cosw)}, k< -—1.

(5:8) 2y = {)\ eR: N+ k+ 1)P;k_1(cosw) = P;El(cosw)}, k>0

Let us introduce the following two-component functions {@i \fkezrez, on My

PZX  (cosh)eF?®
> (0,0) = +A-1 : k>0, )€ 2,
w0, 9) ((k - 1)P;§j(cos@)e'(k+1)¢ ; > k
+ (A £ E)PE,_ (cosh)elr?
P ( +PiA! 1i(éosle)ei<k+1>¢ ! ks -1 A€y

From Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 we get that the following family {¥ Z v VY tkez,aez,
of vector-valued functions on M,,:

Uiy = (O &P, k€L, AEZ,

is an orthonormal basis of L?(M,,;sin #dfdp; C*), where {¢k A}rez rez, are just nor-
malizing constants.
Lemma 5.1. Let k € Z and let X\ € Zy, be fixed. Then the following hold:

(i) T, € domKy;

iy + + .
(ii) Kw\I/k)\ = iA\I’k,)«
(iii) iar\Il;A =0\ andia, V) | = \Ilz’)\ with o as in (3.25).
Proof. (i) The fact that ¥ ,f ) € C°(My,) follows from the C*°-smoothness of the Ferrers

functions and the behaviour of the Ferrers functions as 2 — 0" ([DLMF, Egs. (14.3.1)
and (15.2.1)]. Thus, it only remains to check the boundary condition. Let use the
shorthand ¥ := \I/f - In view of (5.4) we need first to check that ¥ satisfies

Ui(w, )\ _ isinw —icoswe™ I\ (W3(w,p)
Uy(w,¢))  \—icoswe'® —isinw Uy(w,¢)) "
Taking the structure of ¥ into account, the latter is equivalent to
(5.9) Uy(w,0)\ [ isinw —icosw) [(V¥3(w,0)
’ Uy(w,0))  \—~icosw —isinw/ \Wy(w,0)/)"

By its construction ¥(-,0) € dom T, with dom T}, specified in (4.21). Hence, it follows
from (4.21) that (5.9) holds.
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(ii) Let ¥ = \I/;: - The case ¥ = Uia is analogous.

(Tr¥(-,0))1€"* Wy, 0)e
(TRU(-,0))gelFH1)? Wy (-,0)FF1?

Ko¥ = > . = =\,
(TRU(-,0))3€*? M wa(,0)ee g
(TRU(-,0))4e!FH1? Wy(-,0) D2

where we used in the penultimate step that W(-,0) is an eigenfunction of T;, corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue A.

(iii) Let £ > 0. We will show first the identity iar\I/g s = =V, . To this aim we first
verify that ) ’

cos e ?sing oF. — (cos 6‘P;’_€1(COS 0) +sinf(k — X+ 1)P;f;1(cos 0))6”“15
e¥sin®  —cosh

kX T (sin ﬁprl(cos 0) —cosO(k — A+ I)P;\EII(COS 0))ei(k‘+1)¢

P~ ’;\ 1(cosB)e ik _
=0
()\-l-k-l-l)P_k_i(cos@) i(k+1)e L
where we applied the identity [GR07, 8.735 (4)] in the first row and the identity [GRO7,
8.735(1)] in the second row and used the relation P, = P* _,. Hence, we obtain that

3 0 e " sinf cos 0 e 1 sing
o u T [ cos o+ (. ot
rTE T %A <I (6'4) sinf  —cosf k) © e?sinf  —cosé kA
= Ck,A(i‘I)IZA) D (—d)l;)\) = _‘P;,Av

Next, we will show identity i, ¥, , = ¥ . To this aim we verify that

s

cos e ?sing = — (cos GP:];il(cos 0) +sinf(k + X+ I)P:];:i(cos 0))eik¢
i9sind  —cosd k,A

. Pricos)ete L
(k—X+ l)P;]_fl_l(cos g)e(F+1)9 kA2

where we again applied the identity [GR07, 8.735 (4)] in the first row and the iden-
tity [GRO7, 8.735(1)] in the second row and used the relation P, = P* .
Hence, we obtain that

U — ¢ i cos e P sing > ® cosf e P sing >
TERA T ORA e?sin®  —cosd ke, e?sin®  —cosd k,A

= Ck,A(i‘I)Z,A) & (@;)\) = ‘I’z»

The proof in the case that k& < —1 is analogous, using [GR07, 8.735 (1)], [GRO07, 8.735
(4)] and [DLMF, Eq. (14.9.5)], so it will be omitted. O

Let us introduce the orthogonal projectors in the Hilbert space Lsph(ew; ch

(I \u)(r, 0, ¢) ==V, (0, ¢)/ u(r, 0,6) W5 (0, ¢) sin0d0de, k€ Z,\ € .

w

These projectors induce the orthogonal decomposition

(5.10) Lin(CoiCH =P P i

kEZAEL

where the fiber spaces are defined as

(5.11) Epa = L*(Ry;r?dr) ® span {\IIZ:)\, Tt~ L*(Ry;rdr; C?).

(sin 9P:§_1(COS 0) — cosO(k + X+ DP:];::IL(COS 9))ei(k+1)¢

)
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For the sake of convenience we introduce the unitary transforms Wy, »: € y — L}(Ry;C?),
ANeEZp, ke

.
(U(T’ b \I”;A)MUJ

where (-,-)3, stands for inner product in L?(M.; sin §ddd¢; C*). Now we have all the
tools at our disposal to prove the main results of the paper.

(Wi au)(r) =1

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Pick a function u € dom Dy, N &y . By definition, u writes as

Y- (r)

s

’LL(T’, 6, ()b) = 1/J+ (T) \Ilz:,\(ev ¢) +

r

Va0, 0)

with arbitrary ¢4+ € C§°(Ry). Applying the operator Dy, in (5.3) to u and using
Lemma 5.1 we get

Duu = iaTT [\I/:A (,wg_ n M/’Jr) Uy, (711&/_ B )\1/17)]

o r
O GV U S P
a2 i ()

Hence, we conclude that the inclusion D, (dom DuNé k, )\) C &g, holds. Thus, for any
X € Zy, and k € Z the operators

(5.12)

dk)\u = E)wu, domd;ﬁ)\ := dom Bw ﬂg;@)\,
are well defined. Moreover, relying on formula (5.12) we find that
Wiadi Wiy =dy,  YAEZy k€ Z,

where d), is defined in (2.7). Hence, we conclude that
5.~ P @ o
kEZ AEZy

In view of the identity d) = o2d_)02 we get that d) and d_ are unitarily equivalent.
By Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 we have that the simple spectrum of Ty, is given
by o(Tx) = Zj, U (—Zy,), where Z;, N (—Zy) = 0 for all k € Z. Hence, we end up with

Do = P [(Brczin0.00)r) @ (Brezyn(—o00dr)]

kez
s @ [(Brezin0,000dx) & (BPre—z,n(0,00)d2)] ~ @ @ dy. O
kez kEZ A€o (T1)N(0,00)

Proof of Theorem 2.3. 1t follows from Proposition 4.8 that 2N [~ 3, 3] = @ for any open-
ing angle w € (0,7/2) and all k£ € Z. Hence, all the fiber operators d, in the orthogonal
decomposition (2.8) of D,, are essentially self-adjoint by Proposition 3.6 (ii). Thus, the
Dirac operator D, and hence also D, are essentially self-adjoint.

Now it remains to characterise the closure of D,,. Let w € (0,7/2) be fixed. Let us
introduce the symmetric densely defined operator in the Hilbert space L?(C.,; C*)

Tu := Du, dom T = {u € Hl(ew;C4): ulge, +iB(a - vw)ulge, = 0}7

¢f. Subsection 2.1. Our aim is to prove that T = D, Since D, 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 T = VTV ™!, we can repeat the construction in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.1 with Dy, replaced by T. In this way we will get an orthogonal decomposition

T=D D tn
KEZ NEZy,
where
0 _d _ A
tk7>\¢: ( d A dxo I) b,
£-2

x

domtiy = { =G 60: Ry € 0wt 0,0 Y-y 0.0) € (i)

are symmetric operators in the Hilbert space L?(R; C?). On the other hand we know

that D, is self-adjoint and that the orthogonal decomposition

=D O

KELNEZ

holds. Since by Proposition 4.8 it holds that Z; N [~3,4] = 0, in view of Proposi-
tion 3.6 (ii) in order to conclude the proof it it suffices to check that

domdi)\:Hé(R%(CQ)Cdomtk’)\, keZ, A€ Zy.

To this aim it is enough show that for any ¢ € H} (R+) we have

o(r0,6) = "Dt (0, 0) € Hlp(€ur ).

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

0o w(r 9
HUH%I;‘M,(GN;C‘*) :/0 ( L | 52)| /Mw

fe’e] 2
S/o (QW( )2+ W )‘ <2+/M |(V52\I!ki,)\)(9,<p)|2sin9d9d¢))dr

w

P (r) —

(Vg2 03 ,) (0, 9)|” sin 0d9d¢> dr

< 00,
where we used the Hardy inequality and that Vg2 \I/f » is bounded in the last step. O

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 6 € [0,2m)\{%, 37}, let moreover D, D, and DY, be defined as in (2.3),
(2.10) and (2.11) respectively. Then there exists a self-adjoint positive real matrix My € C***
such that
o _ {MeDwMg, 0 € [0,7/2) U (37,2, 2m),
MyDg, My, 0 e (7‘(/2,37‘(/2).

Proof. From (2.11), for all v € dom DY, we have

(4 — (sin 0) Bl ulge,, = (cosO) [i(er- vw)B] uloe,, -

In our assumptions the matrix 14 — (sin@)g is invertible, so we conclude that (2.11) is
equivalent to

=5l 0 :
(513) ulpe, = 0 cos 6 ] [I(Oz . Vw)/B} U‘aew-
1-+sin 6
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Let My be the self-adjoint real matrix

| cos 0]
Mg — 1+51n0[ 0
’ | cos 0]
0 1— smGI

In the case that 6 € (/2,37 /2), we get that

cos 6
(1—sin0[2 COSOG I ) [i(a . l/(,u)ﬁ] = M‘g_l[_i(a . l/w)ﬂ]MG:

0 T+sing*2

so from (5.13) we conclude that
Myulge,, = [~i(a - vw)B]Mulse,,-

Thanks to the last equation, it is easy to show that DY = MyDg, My. In the case that
0 € [0,7/2) U (37/2,2m), we have from (5.13) that

Myulge,, = [i(er- vw) Bl Moguloe,, »
and from this it is then easy to conclude that DY, = MyD., M,. O

Proof of Proposition 2.11. Letu € dom D,: from (5.10), u writes as

(5.14) u(r,0,¢) = Zzw“ Uy (0,0) + %A()‘P“(Mﬂ

KEZXNEZ

with 1/),?’ \ € CG°(Ry) for k € Z and X € Zy,. First of all, observe that

W}k ,\ 2 |"/”];)\(7')|2
(5.15) /e le“' => % / { + dr.
w kEZ AEZy,
According to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have that
X (r) |2
/ |(Dyu)(z |dx—ZZ{/ ‘¢“ (r) — %

(516) Cw kELNEZ
|, M\ (1)
+/ ’(¢k,>\) (7“)'5‘%
0

2
dr] .
With an explicit computation, for all £ € Z and A € Z;, we have

= A i oo + 2
/ ‘(w%)/(r); oo 2dr+/\2/ Mdr
0 ’ r 0 r

%) i/rir
ze,\Re/WWA()

0 T

2

ar= [ |witay

Since

r r r2

oo (4hiE ) (r)WiE , (7) oo (JyE, ()] oo i | (r)]?
— a7 dr = ? dr = > d
QRG A T A T A r

we get using the Hardy inequality for all k € Z and A € Z,

o Ao 2 oo |k 2
(5.17) / MiaD| (r+ 1)2/ Wal”
0 27 Jo r

T

Wiey) () F
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By Proposition 4.8, A2 > (45 + %)2 forall k € Z and A € Zy, so gathering (5.15), (5.14),
(5.16) and (5.17), we get

T\ 2 u(z)]?
[ s> () [ e

and conclude the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Let w € (0,7/2). Recall that by Theorem 2.1 the operator D, is
essentially self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L?(C.; C*). By the inequality in Proposi-
tion 2.11 for any Hermitian V: €,, — C*** satisfying the bound (2.13) the condition

2
[ e s [ v Puwie < (£ ap pive) [ oaeke
Co Co T zee, Co
holds for all v € domD,. In other words, the operator of multiplication with the
matrix-valued function V is bounded with respect to the operator D., with the bound
< 1or < 1 respectively when v < /- or v < ;. Hence, we conclude the statements
from the Kato-Rellich theorem [K95, Chap. V, Thm. 4.4] and the Wiist theorem [K95,
Chap. V, Thm. 4.6], respectively. O
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Appendix A. Partial derivatives in the spherical coordinates

The aim of this appendix is to express partial derivatives 9;, j = 1,2,3 in terms
of Or,dy,04. 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 dr, Jg and 0y through 91, 92 and 95 as follows

Or = cos ¢sin 007 + sin ¢ sin 02 + cos 603,
(A1) Op = 7 cos ¢ cos 001 + rsin ¢ cos 09 — rsin 093,
0p = —7rsin ¢sin 601 + r cos ¢ sin 00s.
It is a standard routine procedure to express 01, d2, 03 through 9y, 9y, d4. Since it is an

important ingredient of our analysis, we outline this derivation below. First, we divide
the expression for dy and 94 in (A.1) by r

A2
(8.2 BTQ’ = —sin¢sin 691 + cos ¢ sin H0s.

d . .
{ 2 = cos ¢pcos 001 + sin ¢ cos 02 — sin 003,
Combining the expression for 9, in (A.1) and the expression for 6—;’ in (A.2) we obtain

(A.3) sin 00, +

@ = cos ¢01 + sin ¢p02.

From the above equation and the expression for 67“5 in (A.2) we get

sin ¢ sin 6 cos 00y n cos ¢0y,
r r

sin ¢ sin? 00, + = sin 60-.
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Hence, we get the expression for 92 dividing the above equation by sin ¢

sin pcos 03y  cos ¢ g
+—-.
sinf r

(A.4) 02 = sin ¢ sin 00, +

Combining the above expression for 8, with the expression for 87"’ in (A.2) we get the
expression for d;

0
312% —ﬁ—i—cosqbsinaag
sin ¢ sin 6 r
19) i 19)
_ 1. 7¢+C.OS(Z5 (sin¢sin06r+81n¢cosgae+C?S¢—¢>
(A5) singsinf r sin ¢ r sinf r
1 0y cos ¢ cos 60y cos? ¢ g

S ing
sin¢sinf r + cos ¢sin 60, +

singsind r
cos¢pcosfdy  sing %

= cos ¢sin 00, + - .
sinf r

Finally, we obtain a formula for 93 substituting (A.5) and (A.4) into the expression for
Or in (A.1)

i ing¢ O
By = 1 8T_COS¢SII10 cos¢sin08r+cos¢coseae _51.n¢77¢
cos 6 cos 6 r sinf r
sin ¢ sin 6

cos 0 sinf r

i 0,
_ (sinq&sinﬁ&n + sin ¢ cos 09y + cos¢7¢>
r

1 cos? ¢sin® 0 sin? psin® 0
cos 6 cos 0 cos 0

) Or — (cos2 ¢sinf + sin? ¢ sin 9) %

cosf cos 0 r

n <cos¢sin<b B sin¢cos¢) 0y

= cos 00, — %

Now we summarize the expressions that we obtained
: ing
01 = cos ¢ sin 09, + 7?05 ¢ e 8% _ —:ﬁg =2,
(A.6) 9o = sin ¢ sin 00, + M 4 cos6 0y

sinf r >
_ _ sin 60y
03 = cos 00, — =772

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 [WO03,
Chap. 15].

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

0 1

(B.1) 7f(x) = (_1 .

) £@ 4@
where ¢: I — R?*? is measurable with ¢(z) symmetric almost everywhere in J and
lg()|| € Li,.(9). Throughout this section we denote the inner product in L%(73;C?) by
().

We associate with the differential expression 7 the maximal operator in the Hilbert
space L?(J;C?)

(B2) Tf:=1f, domT={fcL*I;C?): f € AC\c(J;C?),7f € L*(J;C?},
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where AC),. (J; C?) stands for the space of locally absolutely continuous two-component
functions on the interval J.
We define the preminimal operator in L*(J; C?) by

(B.3) T0f :=7f, dom T{ = C§°(J;C).

According to [W87, Chap. 3] the preminimal operator is closable and its closure
(B.4) To:=T}

is the minimal symmetric operator in L?(J; C?).

Let us define the Lagrange brackets for (locally) absolutely continuous functions
f.g: 9 — C2 by

(B.5) [ 9lz == f2(x)g1(2) — f1(2)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]« be as in (B.5). Then for any f,g € dom T there exist
the limits

[f?g]o = [f?g]mv [fag}b = xli)nbl—[f’g]x’

lim
rz—0t
and it holds that

(Tf.g) = (f.Tg) = [f. g6 — [£. dlo-

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

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

domTo={f €domT: [g,flo=1g,flp =0Vg € domT}
={fe€domT: g, flo=1[9,fls =0Yg €N +Nz}.

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

Definition B.3. Let the differential T be as in (B.1). Then 7 is called regular at x = 0 if there
exists ¢ € J so that ||q(-)|| is integrable on [0, c]. The expression T is called regular at « = b if
b < oo and there exists ¢ € I so that ||q(-)|| is integrable on [c, b]. If T is not reqular, respectively,
at x = 0 and/or at © = b, then it is called singular at x = 0 and/or x = b, respectively.

The functions in dom T 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 T
is regular at @ = b. Then the following hold.

(i) Forany f € dom T there exists a finite limit f(b) := lim,_,,- f(z)
(i) The mapping domT > f > f(b) € C? is surjective.
Analogous statements hold if T 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(, and the minimal
operator Tg be as in (B.2), (B.3), and (B.4), respectively. Then

(T))" =To=T.
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Next we define the concepts of being right or left in L?(J; C?).

Definition B.6. Let f: J — C? be measurable. One says that f lies "left in L*(J; C?)" if there
exists c € J such that f| o ) € L2((0,¢); C%). One says that f lies "right in L?(J;C?)" if there
exists ¢ € J such that f|. ;) € L?((¢,b); C?)

The solutions of the differential equation (r—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 T as in (B.1) on
the interval J one of the following two alternatives holds.

(i) Forall z € C every solution of (1 — 2)f = 0 lies left in L*(J;C?).

(if) For all = € C there is at least one solution of (t — z)f = 0 that does not lie left in
L?(3; C?). In this case there exists for any z € C\ R exactly one solution of (t — z)f = 0
(up to a constant factor) that lies "left in L?(J;C?)".

The same alternative holds for “right in L*(J; C?)”.

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

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

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

Proposition B.9. Let 7 be the Dirac differential expression as in (B.1) on the interval J. Let
the maximal operator T and the minimal operator T be as in (B.2) and (B.4), respectively.

(i) If T is limit-point at x = 0 (respectively, at x = b) then [f, glo = 0 (respectively, [f, g]p =
0)forall f,g € domT.

(if) The deficiency indices of T are
- (2,2) if 7 is limit-circle at x = 0 and x = b.

- (1,1) if 7 is limit-circle at either x = 0 or at x = b and limit-point at the other
endpoint of J.

- (0,0) if 7 is limit-point at both endpoints of J.

Appendix C. Numerical results

In Remark 2.4 we conjectured that Theorem 2.3 is in fact valid for all w € (0, ) \
{m/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 w € (0, 7) \ {w/2} would be showing
the property
11

,} =0 forallkeZandw € (Qﬂ\{g}'

(C.1) o(Ty) N [—5, :

In our analytical results we are able to show it only for w € (0,7/2): this poses a
limitation in the statement of Theorem 2.3.

In fact, (C.1) holds for k € Z \ {—1,0} and all w € (0,7) \ {mw/2}, since it is true that
X€o(Ty) =2, U(=2,) = |A > (V3 +1)/2 =~ 1.37, see Remark 4.9. It remains to
consider the cases k = —1,0 and w € (7/2, 7). We remark that o(Ty) = Z U (—Z) 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_; = —Z, so it is enough to treat the
case k = 0 and w € (w/2, 7). We provide here a plot where we draw the set Z for all
w € (0,m) \ {5} and understand if (C.1) holds true.

In Figure C.1, the set Z is plotted with a black line for w € (0,7) \ {§}. Forw < %,
Proposition 4.8 implies the spectral bound A € 29 = [\ > /5 + i: the curves
A = £ (5 + 3) are plotted with dotted green curves. Finally, the lines A = 1/2 and
A = —1/2 are plotted with dashed red lines.

It is evident from Figure C.1 that ZoN[—1/2,1/2] = ), so Theorem 2.3 should be true

forallw € (0,m) \ {w/2}.

[

FIGURE C.1. The set Z is plotted with black lines; the curves A =
(L + %) are plotted with dotted green curves; the lines A = +1/2
are plotted with dashed red lines.

Remark C.1. We observe from numerics that the eigenvalues of Ty converge to the
eigenvalues of the principal fiber of the spin-orbit operator corresponding to the Dirac
operators on the half-space R (with MIT bag boundary conditions) and in the full
space R® asw — T and w — 7, 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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