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A POINCARE-STEKLOV MAP FOR THE MIT BAG MODEL

BADREDDINE BENHELLAL !, VINCENT BRUNEAU?, AND MAHDI ZREIK?

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to introduce and study Poincaré-Steklov (PS) operators associated to the Dirac
operator D, with the so-called MIT bag boundary condition. In a domain Q@ C R3, for a complex number z and for
U a solution of (D,, — z)U, = 0, the associated PS operator maps the value of I'_ U, the MIT bag boundary value
of U, to '1 U, where '+ are projections along the boundary 92 and (I'— +T'1) = t5gq is the trace operator on OX2.

In the first part of this paper, we show that the PS operator is a zero-order pseudodifferential operator and give its
principal symbol. In the second part, we study the PS operator when the mass m is large, and we prove that it fits into the
framework of 1/m-pseudodifferential operators, and we derive some important properties, especially its semiclassical
principal symbol. Subsequently, we apply these results to establish a Krein-type resolvent formula for the Dirac operator
Hpyp = D + MBlps \Q for large masses M > 0, in terms of the resolvent of the MIT bag operator on 2. With its

help, the large coupling convergence with a convergence rate of O(M ~1) is shown.

1. INTRODUCTION

Motivation. Boundary integral operators have played a key role in the study of many boundary value problems for
partial differential equations arising in various areas of mathematical physics, such as electromagnetism, elasticity,
and potential theory. In particular, they are used as a tool for proving the existence of solutions as well as for their
construction by means of integral equation methods, see, e.g., [20, 28} 29, |43]].

The study of boundary integral operators has also been the motivation for the development of various tools and
branches of mathematics, e.g., Fredholm theory, Singular integral and Pseudodifferential operators. Moreover, it
turned out that functional analytic and spectral properties of some of these operators are strongly related to the
regularity and geometric properties of surfaces, see for example [26, 25]. A typical and well-known example
which occurs in many applications is the Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) operator. In the classical setting of a
bounded domain 2 C R¢ with a smooth boundary, the DtN operator, \V, is defined by

N HY2(0Q) — H™Y2(8Q), g+ Ng=TnxU(g),

where U (g) is the harmonic extension of g (i.e., AU(g) = 0in Q and T'pU = g on 99Q). Here I'p and Iy denote
the Dirichlet and the Neumann traces, respectively. In this setting, it is well known that the DtN operator fits into
the framework of pseudodifferential operators, see e.g., [39]. Moreover, from the viewpoint of the spectral theory,
several geometric properties of the eigenvalue problem for the DtN operator (such as isoperimetric inequalities,
spectral asymptotics and geometric invariants) are closely related to the theory of minimal surfaces [21]], as well
as the problem of determining a complete Riemannian manifold with boundary from the Cauchy data of harmonic
functions, see [31] (see also the survey [23] for further details).

The main goal of this paper is to introduce a Poincaré-Steklov map for the Dirac operator (i.e., an analogue
of the DtN map for the Laplace operator) and to study its (semiclassical) pseudodifferential properties. Our main
motivation for considering this operator is that it arises naturally in the study of the well-known Dirac operator
with the MIT bag boundary condition, Hyyr(m), which will be rigorously defined below.

Description of main results. To give a rigorous definition of the operator we are dealing with in this paper and
go more into details, we need to introduce some notations. Given m > 0, the free Dirac operator D,,, on R? is
defined by D,,, := —ic - V + mf3, where

(0 o . (L 0 (1 0
ak_<a_j 0) forj_152,37 B_<0 12)7 [2'_ (0 1))

do (01 (0 i (10
an 01_107 0-2_2- 0 ) 0—3_0_17

are the family of Dirac and Pauli matrices. As usual, we use the notation a-x = Z?Zl ajz; forx = (21,22, x3) €
R3. We recall that D,,, is self-adjoint in L?(R?)* with dom(D,,,) = H'(R?)* (see, e.g., [42, subsection 1.4]),
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2 B. BENHELLAL, V. BRUNEAU, AND M. ZREIK

and for the spectrum and the continuous spectrum, we have:
Sp(Dm) = Spcont(Dm) = (_007 _m] U [m, +OO)

Let 0 C R3 be a domain with a compact smooth boundary 9€), let n be the outward unit normal to €2, and let '+
and P, be the trace mappings and the orthogonal projections, respectively, defined by

1
. =PTp: H(Q)* — PLHY?(00)* and Py := 5 s Fiflan(), =€0Q

In the present paper, we investigate the specific case of the Poincaré-Steklov (PS for short) operator, <7,,, defined
by
Ay - P_HY2(0Q)* — PLHY2(0Q),  g+— dp(g) =T 4 U.,

where z belongs to the resolvent set of the MIT bag operator on  (i.e., z € p(Hyrr(m))), U, € H'(Q2)* is the
unique solution to the following elliptic boundary problem:
(Dyy —2)U, =0, inQ,
(1.1)
r-v,=g9, onof.

We point out that in the R-matrix theory and the embedding method for the Dirac equation, similar operators
linking on 02 values of the upper and lower components of the spinor wavefunctions have been studied in [38]
1,120 [17]]. Tt corresponds to a different boundary condition (the trace of the upper/lower components) which is not
necessarily elliptic. As far as we know, such operators for the MIT bag boundary condition have not been studied
yet.

Let us now briefly describe the contents of the present paper. Our results are mainly concerned with the
pseudodifferential properties of .<7,, and their applications. Thus, our first goal is to show that o7, fits into the
framework of pseudodifferential operators. In Section E} we show that when the mass m is fixed and z € p(D,,),
then the Poincaré-Steklov operator <7, is a classical homogeneous pseudodifferential operators of order 0, and
that

Vaoa An 1
Ly =S < m) P_ mod OpS™"(09),
where S = i(a A «)/2 is the spin angular momentum, Vg and Ayq are, respectively, the surface gradient and
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on 952 (equipped with the Riemann metric induced by the euclidian one in R?) and
OpS~! is the classical class of pseudodifferential operators of order —1 (see Theorem for details). For Dyq,
the extrinsically defined Dirac operator introduced in Section [2.4] we also have:

Ay = Dag (—Apa) 2 P_ mod OpS~1(9Q).

The proof of the above result is based on the fact that we have an explicit solution of the system (1.1]) for any
z € p(Dyy), and in this case the PS operator takes the following layer potential form:

Ay = =P B(B/2+Coom)” ' P, (12)

where €, ,,, is the Cauchy operator associated with (D,, — z) defined on Of? in the principal value sense (see
Subsection [2.2] for the precise definition). So the starting point of the proof is to analyze the pseudodifferential
properties of the Cauchy operator. In this sense, we show that 2%, ., is equal, modulo OpS~1(9Q), to « -
(Vaa(—Asq)~'/?). Using this, the explicit layer potential description of .27,,, and the symbol calculus, we then
prove that .7, is a pseudodifferential operator and catch its principal symbol (see Theorem [.)).

While the above strategy allows us to capture the pseudodifferential character of .o, but unfortunately it
does not allow us to trace the dependence on the parameter m, and it also imposes a restriction on the spectral
parameter z (i.e., z € p(Dy,)), whereas <7, is well-defined for any z € p(Hwrr(m)). In Section 5| we address
the m-dependence of the pseudodifferential properties of <, for any z € p(Hmr(m)). Since we are mainly
concerned with large masses m in our application, we treat this problem from the semiclassical point of view,
where h = 1/m € (0,1] is the semiclassical parameter. In fact, we show in Theorem that .7, /;, admits a
semiclassical approximation, and that

hDgq
V —hQAaQ +1+1
The main idea of the proof is to use the system (I.1) instead of the explicit formula (1.2}, and it is based on the

following two steps. The first step is to construct a local approximate solution for the pushforward of the system
(II) of the form

Ay, = P_ mod hOp"S=1(9Q).

1

Uh(;’é’xs) — Oph(Ah('v .,xS))g = 271- .

AP (&, b€, 23)e S g(€)de,  (7,a3) € R? x [0,00),
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where A" belongs to a specific symbol class and has the following asymptotic expansion

AM(E, 6 w3) ~ Y BIA(F, € ws).

=20

The second step is to show that when applying the trace mapping I'; to the pull-back of U"(-,0) it coincides
locally with .27 ;;, modulo a regularizing and negligible operator. At this point, the properties of the MIT bag
operator become crucial, in particular, the regularization property of its resolvent which allows us to achieve this
second step, as we will see in Section The MIT bag operator on §2 is the Dirac operator on L?(£2)* defined by

HMIT(m)w = me, V’(/J S dom(HMIT(m)) = {w S Hl(Q)4 :I'_¢=0o0n 89} .

It is well-known that ( Hyyr(m), dom(Hwyyr(m)) is self-adjoint when €2 is smooth, see, e.g., [36]. In Section we
briefly discuss the basic spectral properties of Hyyr(m) when €2 is a domain with compact Lipschitz boundary (see
Theorem [3.1)). Moreover, in Theorem [3.2] we establish regularity results concerning the regularization property of
the resolvent and the Sobolev regularity of the eigenfunctions of Hyyr. In particular, we prove that ( Hyyr(m) —
z)~1 is bounded from H™(2)* into H"™()* N dom(Hr(m)), forall n > 1.

Motivated by the natural way in which the PS operator is related to the MIT bag operator, and to illustrate its
usefulness, we consider in Section [ the large mass problem for the self-adjoint Dirac operator Hy; = D,, +
M 31y, where U = R3 \ 0. Indeed, it is known that, in the limit M — oo, every eigenvalue of Hyyr(m) is a limit
of eigenvalues of H, cf. [4,135]] (see also [9} 14, 37]] for the two-dimensional setting). Moreover, it is shown in
[9 [14] that the two-dimensional analogue of Hj; convergences to the two-dimensional analogue of Hyyr(m) in
the norm resolvent sense with a convergence rate of O(M ~1/2).

The main goal of Section[6]is to address the following question: Let M > 0 be large enough and fix M > M,
and z € p(Hwyr(m)) N p(Hyr). Given f € L*(R?)* such that f = 0in R3\ Q, and U € H'(R?)%, what is the
boundary value problem on {2 whose solutions closely approximate those of (D,, + M3 le\ﬁ —2)U = f?

It is worth noting that the answer to this question becomes trivial if one establishes an explicit formula for the
resolvent of Hj;. Having in mind the connection between the Dirac operators Hp; and Hyr(m), this leads us to
address the following question: for M sufficiently large, is it possible to relate the resolvents of Hy; and Hyir via
a Krein-type resolvent formula? In Theorem [6.1] which is the main result of Section [6] we establish a Krein-type
resolvent formula for H ) in terms of the resolvent of Hyyr(m). The key point to establish this result is to treat
the elliptic problem (Hy; — 2)U = f € L*(R®)* as a transmission problem (where I'+U|o = I'+Ujgs\q are the
transmission conditions) and to use the semiclassical properties of the Poincaré-Steklov operators in order to invert
the auxiliary operator W, (z) acting on the boundary 02 (see Theoremfor the precise definition). In addition,
we prove an adapted Birman-Schwinger principle relating the eigenvalues of Hy; in the gap (—(m+ M), m+ M)
with a spectral property of W (z). With their help, we show in Corollary that the restriction of U on {2 satisfies
the elliptic problem

(D = 2)Ujq = f in Q,
I U= Pul'+Rur(2)f on 09,
I Uq=T4Ryrr(2)f + “nT-v  on 09Q,

where %) is a semiclassical pseudodifferential operators of order 0. Here, the semiclassical parameter is 1/M.
Moreover, we show that the convergence of Hj; to Hyyr in the norm-resolvent sense indeed holds with a con-
vergence rate of O(M 1), which improves previous works, see Proposition The most important ingredient
in proving these results is the use of the Krein formula relating the resolvents of Hj; and Hyyr(m), as well as
regularity estimates for the PS operators (see Theorem [6.1)) and layer potential operators (see Lemma [6.1] for
details).

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. Sections[2]and [3|are devoted to preliminaries for
the sake of completeness and self-containedness of the paper. In Section 2] we set up some notations and we recall
some basic properties of boundary integral operator associated with (D,,, — z). Section is devoted to the study
of the MIT bag operator, where we gather its basic properties in Theorem [3.1]and we establish the regularization
property of its resolvent in Theorem [3.2] In Section f] we establish Theorem[4.1] proving that the PS operator is a
classical pseudodifferantial operator. Then, in Section 5| we study the PS operator from viewpoint of semiclassical
pseudodifferantial operators, the main result being Theorem Finally, Section [6] is devoted to the study of
the large mass problem for the operator Hj;. There, we prove Theorem regarding the Krein-type resolvent
formula and we solve the large mass problem, and Proposition[6.2]on the resolvent convergence.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we gather some well-known results about boundary integral operators. We also recall some
properties of symbol classes and their associated pseudodifferential operators. Before proceeding further, however,
we need to introduce some notations that we will use in what follows.

2.1. Notations. Throughout this paper we will write a < b if there is C' > 0 so that a < Cb and a <, b if the
constant C' depends on the parameter h. As usual, the letter C' stands for some constant which may change its
value at different occurrences.

For a bounded or unbounded Lipschitz domain 2 C R3, we write 952 for its boundary and we denote by n and
o the outward pointing normal to €2 and the surface measure on 052, respectively. By L?(R3)* := L?(R3;C*)
(resp. L*(Q)* := L?(2,C*)) we denote the usual L?-space over R? (resp. §2), and we let rq : L?(R3)* — L?(Q2)*
be the restriction operator on €2 and eq, : L?()* — L?(R3)* its adjoint operator, i.e., the extension by 0 outside
of 2.

For s € [0, 1], we define the usual Sobolev space H*(R%)* as

H*(R) = {u € L(RY)*: /Rd(l +[€[%)° [Flu) (€)1 dé < oo},

where F : L2(R?) — L?(R?) is the unitary Fourier-Plancherel operator, and we let H*(2)* to be standard L?-
based Sobolev space of order s. By L2(9Q)* := L?(92, do)* we denote the usual L?-space over O€. If 2 is a
C2-smooth domain with a compact boundary 952, then the Sobolev space of order s € (0, 1] along the boundary,
H*®(09Q)*, is defined using local coordinates representation on the surface 9€). As usual, we use the symbol
H~=5(89)* to denote the dual space of H*(9Q)*. We denote by toq : H'(Q)* — H'/2(0Q)* the classical trace
operator, and by £ : H/2(0Q)* — H'(Q)* the extension operator, that is

toaalfl = f, Vf e H'?(00)".

Throughout the current paper, we denote by P. the orthogonal projections defined by
Py = % (Is Fib(a-n(x))), z €. 2.1
We use the symbol H («a, 2) for the Dirac-Sobolev space on a smooth domain €2 defined as
H(o, Q) = {p € ()" : (o~ V)p € I*(2)*}, (2.2)
which is a Hilbert space (see [36} Section 2.3]) endowed with the following scalar product
(0, V) H(a0) = (@) 2)r + ((a- V), (- V)Y) r2qps, 9,0 € H(a, Q).

We also recall that the trace operator #5q extends into a continuous map tao : H(a, Q) — H~'/2(99)*. More-
over, if v € H(a, ) and toqu € HY/2(9Q)%, then v € H(Q)%, cf. [36] Proposition 2.1 & Proposition 2.16].

2.2. Boundary integral operators. The aim of this part is to introduce boundary integral operators associated
with the fundamental solution of the free Dirac operator D,,, and to summarize some of their well-known proper-
ties.

For z € p(D,,), with the convention that Im+v/22 — m?2 > 0, the fundamental solution of (D,,, — z) is given by

iFE—m2|z|
o7 (z) = (BALT <z FmB+ (1 —iv22 — m2|z|)ia - |;2) . Vo e R®\ {0}. (2.3)

We define the potential operator ®%, : L?(9Q)* — L*(€2)* by

¢ [g](z) = , ¢, (z —y)g(y)do(y), forallz € Q, (2.4)

and the Cauchy operators €, ,,, : L?(0Q)* — L*(992)* as the singular integral operator acting as

C..m|f](z) = lim ¢Z (x —y) f(y)do(y), foro-ae. z € dQ, f e L*(00)*. (2.5)
PNO Sz —y[>p

It is well known that @sz)m and ¢, ,,, are bounded and everywhere defined (see, for instance, [[7, Section. 2]), and
that

(- n)Con)? = (Com(a-n))? = =4y, Yz € p(Dpy), (2.6)
holds in L?(99)*, cf. [, Lemma 2.2]. In particular, the inverse €, ), = —4(c - n)%. m(a - n) exists and is

bounded and everywhere defined. Since we have ¢7, (y — x)* = ¢Z (x — y) for all z € p(D,,), it follows that
€y = Cz,m as operators in L?(0Q)*. In particular, € n, is self-adjoint in L?(0Q)* for all z € (—m,m).
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Next, recall that the trace of the single layer operator, S, associated with the Helmholtz operator (—A + m? —
2214 is defined, for every f € L?(0Q)* and 2 € p(D,,), by

e
S [ fl(x) = /852 ml4f(ll)do(y), for z € 0N).

It is well-known that S, is bounded from L?(9Q)* into H'/2(9Q)*, and it is a positive operator in L?(92)* for
all z € (—m, m), cf. 8l Lemma 4.2]. Now we define the operator AZ, by

1
A7 = §ﬁ+<5z7m, forall z € p(Dyy,),

which is clearly a bounded operator from L?(99)* into itself.

In the next lemma we collect the main properties of the operators ®!, . €, ,,, and A?,.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that Q is C*-smooth. Given z € p(Dy,) and let 9%, ,
following hold true:
(i) The operator ®F,, is bounded from H 12(00)* to HY(Q)*, and extends into a bounded operator from
H=Y2(0Q)* to H(a, Q). Moreover, it holds that

C.,m and A%, be as above. Then the

ton®2,17) = (~3lan) + 6. ) 1) 97 € HY2(00)" )

(i) The operator G, ,, gives rise to a bounded operator €y, : H/? (00t — H/? (00Q)4.
(iii) The operator Az, - HY/?(9Q)* — HY?(0Q)* is bounded invertible for all z € p(D,y,).

Proof. (i) The proof of the boundedness of ®*, from H'/2(9Q)*into H'(£2)* is contained in [[L1} Proposition
4.2], and the jump formula is proved in [77, Lemma 3.3] in terms of non-tangential limit which coincides
(almost everywhere in 9€)) with the trace operator for functions in H!(2)%. The boundedness of <I>2m from
H=12(09)* to H(a, Q) is established in [36, Theorem 2.2].

Since n is smooth, it is clear from (i) that %, ,, is bounded from H'/2(00)* into itself, which proves (ii).
As consequence we also obtain that A%, is bounded from H'/2(9Q)* into itself. Now, the invertibility of A, in
H'Y2(09)* for z € C\ R is shown in [10, Lemma 3.3 (iii)], see also [12, Lemma 3.12]. To complete the proof of

(iii), note that if f € L?(9Q)* is such that A% [f] € H'/?(9)*, then a simple computation shows that
HY2(09)* 5 (AL)?[f] = (1/4+ (€m)? + (s + 26)S:) [£],

which means that f € H'/2(9Q)*. From the above computation we see that A?, is invertible from H'/2(9$)*
into itself for all 2 € (—m, m), since ((€..m)% + (mly + 23)S,) is a positive operator. This completes the proof
of the lemma. ]

Remark 2.1. Note that if Q is a Lipschitz domain with a compact boundary, then for all z € p(D,,,) the operators
C.,m and AZ, are bounded from ? (89)4 into itself (see, e.g, [[1, Lemma 3.3]), and since AZ, is an injective
Fredholm operator (see the proof of [16, Theorem 4.5]) it follows that it is also invertible in L*(0Q)*. Note also
that, thanks to |13, Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2], we know that the mapping @?,m defined by is bounded from

L2(0Q)* 10 HY2()*, t5®%, [g] € L*(02)* and the formula @) still holds true for all g € L*(9)*.
2.3. Symbol classes and Pseudodifferential operators. We recall here the basic facts concerning the classes of
pseudodifferential operators that will serve in the rest of the paper.

Let .#,(C) be the set of 4 x 4 matrices over C. For d € N* we let S™(R¢ x R%) be the standard symbol class
of order m € R whose elements are matrix-valued functions a in the space C>°(R? x R%; #,(C)) such that

020 a(x, )| < Cap(1+ €)™, V(x,&) € R? xR?, Ya € N%, VB € N*.
Let .7 (R9) be the Schwartz class of functions. Then, for each a € S™(R¢ x R%) and any h € (0, 1], we associate

a semiclassical pseudodifferential operator Op”(a) : . (R%)* — . (R%)* via the standard formula

Op"(a)u(z) = W /R . e (x, he) Flu)(€)dE, Vu € 7 (R

If a € S°(R? x RY), then Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem’s (see, e.g., [19]) yields that Op"(a) extends to a
bounded operator from L?(R?)* into itself, and there exists C', N¢ > 0 such that

| ’Oph(a) | |L2—>L2 < C |a.|¥Iﬁl|agXNC

a;‘afaHLw . 2.8)
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Given a C°°-smooth domain 2 C R? with a compact boundary ¥ = 9. Then X is a 2-dimensional pa-
rameterized surface, which in the sense of differential geometry, can also be viewed as a smooth 2-dimensional
manifold immersed into R3. Thus, ¥ can be covered by an atlas A = {(U;,V;, ;)i € {1,---,N}} (ie., a
collection of smooth charts) where N € N*. That is

N
> =Ju;,
j=1

and for each j € {1,--- , N}, U, is an open set of £, V; C R? is an open set of the parametric space R?, and
@;j : Uj = Vjis a C'°- diffeormorphism. Moreover, by definition of a smooth manifold, if U; N Uy, # () then

pro(p) teC™ (%’(Ug’ NUk); ox(U; N Uk))-
As usual, the pull-back (99;1)* and the pushforward ¢} are defined by

(@;1)*u —yo (p;l and  @jv=1voy;,

for u and v functions on U; and V}, respectively. We also recall that a function « on X is said to be in the class
C* (%) if for every chart the pushforward has the property (¢; ')*u € C*(V;).
Following Zworski [44} Part 4.], we define pseudodifferential operators on the boundary X as follows:

Definition 2.1. Let o7 : C®(X)* — C°°(X)* be a continuous linear operator. Then < is said to be a h-
pseudodifferential operator of order m € R on %, and we write &7 € OphSm(Z), if
(1) forevery chart (U;,V;, ;) there exists a symbol a € 8™ such that

1 (Pou) = P15 0p" (a) (0 )" (2u),
for any 1,19 € C°(U;) and u € C*° (X)L
(2) forall 11,19 € C°(X) such that supp(11) N supp(v2) = O and for all N € N we have
leﬂ{w2 HH’N(Z)‘L—)HN(Z)‘I = O(hoo)
For h fixed (for example h = 1), o7 is called a pseudodifferential operator.

Since the study of a given pseudodifferential operator on X reduces to local study on local charts, in what
follows, we will recall below the specific local coordinates and surface geometry notations we will use in the rest
of the paper.

We always fix an open set U C ¥, and we let y : V' — R to be a C*°-function (where V' C R? is open) such
that its graph coincides with U. Set ¢(%) = (&, x(Z)), then for z € U we write © = ¢(Z) with & € V. Here and
also in what follows, 0;x and Oz stand for the partial derivatives Oz, x and Oz, X, respectively. Recall that the
first fundamental form, I, and the metric tensor G(Z) = (g,%(Z)). have the following forms:

I = g11di} + 2g12d31dTo + goodi3,

- - - 1+101x|?  01x0 -
o= (31 92) = (10 0 o

As G(Z) is symmetric, it follows that it is diagonalizable by an orthogonal matrix. Indeed, let

[92x| glxazx 1 0
)= o T (5 4 e) @ 29
R g

where g stands for the determinant of G. Then, it is straightforward to check that
Q'GQ(E) =L, QQ'(¥)=G(@) " = (¢"()), det(Q)=det(Q") =g /2 (2.10)

2.4. Operators on the boundary > = 0€). As above, we consider ¥ = 0f) the boundary of a smooth bounded
domain . On X equipped with the Riemann metric induced by the euclidian one in R?, we consider the Laplace-
Beltrami operator — Ay, and the surface gradient Vs, = V — n(n - V) where n is the unit normal to the surface
pointing outside 2. With the notation of the previous section, in local coordinates, these operators are pseudodif-
ferential operators with respective principal symbols
Sy =1 Sy — G(z)~'¢
pAz(x7§) - <G(J?) §a€>a sz(:Cag) _fG = <<VX(£%),G(£’)_1§>> . (2.11)
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Let us now introduce Dy, the extrinsically defined Dirac operator. To any # € R3 we associate the matrix
alx) = a -z, where o = (o, a2, a3). For Hy the mean curvature of 3, Dy is given by (for more details see
Appendix B of [35]]):

H
Dy = —a(n) a(Vy) + 71
It is a pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol:

Pos(7,8) = —ia(n?(2)) a(&e),
where n¥ = ¢*n. Using the anticommutation relations of the Dirac’s matrices (see also (4.2)) and thatn - £ = 0
we have:

pps(T,8) = —ia - n¥(T)a-§g = S - (§g An¥(T)).

Moreover for £ := (£> , we have: £ = £ + (£ - n¥)n¥. Thus, in local coordinates, the principal symbol of Dy,

0
is also: a
pps(Z,8) =S - (EAn¥(T)). (2.12)
Let us also point out the relationship between the principal symbols of Ay, and Dy:
€ Anf (@) = (G() '€, ). 2.13)

3. BASIC PROPERTIES OF THE MIT BAG MODEL

In this section, we give a brief review of the basic spectral properties of the Dirac operator with the MIT
bag boundary condition on Lipschitz domains. Then, we establish some results concerning the regularization
properties of the resolvent and the Sobolev regularity of the eigenfunctions in the case of smooth domains.

Let 4 C R3 be a Lipschitz domain with a compact boundary OU. Then, for m > 0, the Dirac operator with
the MIT bag boundary condition on U, (Hyir(m), dom(Hyyr(m))), or simply the MIT bag operator, is defined
on the domain

dom(Hyr(m)) == {z/) e HY2U)* : (- V) € L2U)* and P_toyt) = 0 on au} ,
by Hyir(m)y = D%, for all 1 € dom(Hyyr(m)), and where the boundary condition holds in L?(914)*. Here
P, are the orthogonal projections defined by (2.1).
The following theorem gathers the basic properties of the MIT bag operator. We mention that some of theses
properties are well-known in the case of smooth domains, see, e.g., [4, 15,16} 12, 136].
Theorem 3.1. The operator (Hyyr(m), dom(Hyyr(m))) is self-adjoint and we have
(Hpyr(m) — 2)71 = 1ry(Dp — 2) ey — @Zm(/\fn)fltau(Dm - z)fleu, Vz € p(Dy,). (3.1
Moreover, the following statements hold true:
() IfU is bounded, then Sp(Hyyr(m)) = Spajsc (Hyr(m)) C R\ [—m, m)].
(i) IfU is unbounded, then Sp(Hyr(m)) = SPess(Huur(m)) = (—oo0, —m] U [m, +00). Moreover, if U is

connected then Sp(Hyyr(m)) is purely continuous.
(iii) Let z € p(Hyyr(m)) be such that 2|z| < m, then for all f € L*(U)* it holds that

| o m) = 27 Pl e < o 1 s -
Proof. Let , ¢ € dom(Hyr(m)), then by density arguments we get the Green’s formula
(=i V)@, ) 2 ys — (i, (=i V)Y) r2ya = ((—iev - n)tausp, touth) r2 ouys- (3.2)
Since P_tgyp = P_tayy = 0 and Py(a - n) = (a - n) Py, it follows that
(=i - V), ) 2ne — (p, (—ia- V)P) pays = (Py(—ia - n) Pitoup, Prtout) r2ouys = 0.
Consequently, we obtain
(Hmrr(m) o, ¥) r2@iys — (@, Harr(m)Y) r2@wys = (Dm@, ¥) 12yt — (05 D) 12 044
= ((—ia- V)@, ¥) 2ys — (i, (=i - V)) p2 )2 = 0.

Therefore (Hyr(m), dom(Hyyr(m))) is symmetric. Now, thanks to [16, Proposition 4.3] we know that the MIT
bag operator defined on the domain

2 ={¢Y=u+[gl,ue H U)* g€ L*(OU)* : P_toyp) =0on U}, (3.3)

by Hyir(m)(u+®Y [g]) = Du, forall (u+®Y [g]) € 2, is a self-adjoint operator. As Hyyr(m) is symmetric on
dom(Hyyr(m)) we deduce that dom(Hyir(m)) C 2. Now, by Remark[2.1]we also get that 2 C dom(Hyyr(m))
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which proves the equality 2 = dom(Hwmr(m)), and thus (Hyrr(m), dom(Hwmr(m))) is self-adjoint. Next, we
check the resolvent formula (3.1). So let f € L*(U)*, z € p(D,,) and set

¥ =ry(Dm — 2) " teuf — %, (ML) tou(Dm — 2)teuf.
Since (D,, — z)~'ey is bounded from L?(U)* into H'(R?)* and (AZ,)~" is well-defined by Remark it
follows that
u =1y (D — 2) Leyf € HY(U)* and g:= —(A2) Mtou(Dy — 2) " rey f € L(0U)?,

which entails that 1» € H/?(U/)* and that (o - V)¢ € L?(U)*. Next, using Lemma (1) and Remark we
easily get

tout) = PrB(AL) tou(Dm — 2)euf,

thus P_ta = 0 on 8U, which means that ¢ € dom(Hwrr(m)). Since (D, — 2)®% [g] = 0 holds in U, it
follows that (Hyir(m) — 2)1 = f and the formula (3.1) is proved.

Now, we are going to prove assertions (i) and (ii). First, note that for ¢y € dom(Hyyr(m)) a straightforward
application of the Green formula (3.2)) yields that

2 2 2 2
[y (m) 72 qipa = 1(0 - V)9l 2y + m2 181172000 + Ml P tortbll o oy (34

Thus || Hyir (m) ]| 46 = m? (|91 )+ Which yields that Sp(Hyrr(m)) C (00, —m] U [m, +o0). Note that
this fact can be seen immediately from the formula (3.I). Next, we show that {—m,m} ¢ Spyisc(Hmr(m)).
Assume that there is 0 # ¢ € dom(Hyyr(m)) such that (Hyyr(m) — m)y = 0 in . Then, from (3.4) we have
that

[(—ic - V)[132 ays + 10 | Py tornd | 3 opgs = 0.

Since m > 0 it follows that Py tg¢) = 0, and thus t54% = 0. Using this and the above equation, an integration
by parts (using density arguments) gives

IV 2 o00ys = (=i V)| p2q4ys = 0.

From this we conclude that ¢ vanishes identically, which contradicts the fact that ¢ # 0, and thus m ¢
SPaisc (Hyr(m)). Following the same lines as above we also get that —m ¢ Spgyi..(Hyr(m)). Thus, if U
is bounded, then the above considerations and the fact that dom(Hyyr(m)) € H/2(U)* is compactly embedded
in L?(U)* yield that Sp(Hyrr(m)) = Spgise (Hyrr(m)) C R\ [—=m, m], which shows the assertion (i).

Lest us now complete the proof of (ii), so suppose that &/ is unbounded. We first show that (—oo, —m] U
[m, +00) C Spess(Hmir(m)) by constructing Weyl sequences as in the case of half-space, see [13] Theorem 4.1].
As U is unbounded it follows that there is R; > 0 such that the half-space {z = (z1, 72, 23) € R® : 23 > Ry} is
strictly contained in ¢ and R® \ U C B(0, Ry). Fix A € (—o0, —m) U (m, +oc) and let £ = (&1, &2) be such that
|€2 = A2 — m?2. We define the function ¢ : R® — C* by

. t
o(T, x3) = (5)1\ Zf2,0,0,1) T with T = (1, 22).
—-m

Clearly we have (D, — \)¢ = 0. Now, fix Ry > R and let n € C§°(R? R) and x € C§°(R, R) be such that
supp(x) C [Ri1, Rz]. For n € N*, we define the sequences of functions

3 _ _
on (T, x3) = n"2(T, x3)n(T/n)x(x3/n), for (T,23) € U.
Then, it is easy to check that ¢,, € Hj (U) C dom(Hyr(m)), (¢n)nen+ converges weakly to zero, and that

2\ H (Dm )\) %p’rLHL?(Z/l)4

2 2 2

% = — 2 (T 0,

lonllz2 @ 71172 &2y X[ 22 ) > [onll 12 @) n—so0

A—m
for more details see the proof of [15, Theorem 4.1]. Therefore, Weyl’s criterion yields that
(_007 _m) U (m7 +OO) C Spess(HMIT(m))'

Since the spectrum of a self-adjoint operator is closed, we then get the first statement of (ii). Now, if we assume in
addition that I/ is connected, then using the same arguments as in the proof of [[8, Theorem 3.7] (i.e., using Rellich’s
lemma and the unique continuation property) one can verifies that Hyyr(m) has no eigenvalues in R \ [—m, m].
As {—m, m} & Spgisc(Hmrr(m)) it follows that Hyyr(m) has a purely continuous spectrum.

Now we prove (iii). Let ¢ € dom(Hmrr(m)), then (3:4) yields that ||HM1T(m)1/JH2LQ(Q)4 > m? ||1/1H3;2(Q)4, and
thus

0,

m [Pl 2 @iys < HEMr(m)Yll g2 s < IEHyr(m) = 2090 g2 gps + 121181 22 00y
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Therefore, for 2|z| < m with z € p(Hwrr(m)), we get that [|¢)| 12 q)s < 2m 1 || (Hvrr (m) — 2)Y|| 2 q4ys- Thus,
(iii) follows by taking ¢ = (Hygr(m) — 2) 71 f. O
Remark 3.1. We mention that the above statement on the self-adjointness can also be deduced from |13 Theorem

5.4]. We also mention that the MIT bag operator defined on the domain & given by (3.3) is still self-adjoint for
less regular domains, cf. [L6] for more details.

Remark 3.2. Note that if U is in the class of Holder’s domains C*, with w € (1/2,1), then Hyyr(m) is
self-adjoint and dom(Hyyr(m)) := {1 € H*(U)* : P_tay) = 0 on dU}, see [16, Theorem 4.3] for example.

Now we establish regularity results which concerns the regularization property of the resolvent and the Sobolev
regularity of the eigenfunctions of Hyyr(m). The first statement of the following theorem will be crucial in Section
when studying the semiclassical pseudodifferential properties of the Poincaré-Steklov operator.

Theorem 3.2. Let k > 1 be an integer and assume that U is C*T*-smooth. Then the following statements hold
true:

() The mapping (Hyyr(m)—z)~1 . H*(U)* — H*L(U)*Ndom(Hyyr(m)) is well-defined and bounded
Sorallm > 0and all z € p(Hyyr(m)). In particular, for mg > 0and all z € p(Hpyyr(mo))Np(Hyyr(m))
we have

[(Hyir(m) — 2) "M e ys — e qs S 1,
uniformly on m = my.
(i) If ¢ is an eigenfunction associated with an eigenvalue z € Sp(Hpyr(m)), i.e., (Hyr(m) — z)¢ = 0, then
¢ € HYE(U)L. In particular, if U is C>-smooth, then ¢ € C>(U)*.
To prove this theorem we need the following classical regularity result.

Proposition 3.1. Let k be a nonnegative integer. Assume that U is C***-smooth and w € H*(U). If u solves the
Neumann problem
—Au=feH'U) and 0,u=ge H/* U,
then u € H*YF(U).
Proof. First, assume that & = 0. As U is C*-smooth we know that the Neumann trace 0,, : H*(U) —

H'/2(8U) is surjective. Thus, there is G € H?(U) such that 9,,G = g in OU. Note that the function & = u — G
satisfies the homogeneous Neumann problem

—At=f+AG inY and 9,7 =0 ondU.

Therefore, & € H?(U) by [32, Theorem 5, p. 217], which implies that u € H?(/) and this proves the result for
k = 0.If k£ > 1, then the result follows by [24, Theorem 2.5.1.1]. O

Proof of Theorem The theorem will be proved by induction on k. First, we show (i), so fix z €
p(Hyr(m)) and assume that k = 1. Let ¢ = (¢1,¢2)" € dom(Hyyr(m)) be such that (D,,, — 2)¢ = f in
U, with f = (f1, f2) " € HY(U)*. By assumption we have (A + m? — 22)¢ = (D,,, — 2)f in D'(U)*, and then
in L2(U)*. We next prove that d,,¢ € H'/2(0U)*. To this end, consider U, := {x € R? : dist(z, dU) < €} for
€ > 0. Then, for § > 0 small enough and 0 < ¢ < ¢ the mapping ¥ : 3 x (—e¢, €) — U,, defined by

U(zoy,t) = zou + tn(zoy), Tou € OU,t € (—¢€,€) (3.5)
is a C%-diffeomorphism and U, := {z + tn(z) : x € OU, t € (—¢,€)}.

Let P_: L>(U.NnU)* — L?(U. NU)* be the bounded operator defined by

P_p(¥(a,1)) = %(14 +iB(a-n(x)))p(¥(z,1)), W(z,t) €UNU.

Let 29;, be an arbitrary point on the boundary ¥, fix 0 < r < €/2, and let ¢ : R* — [0, 1] be a C°°-smooth and

compactly supported function such that ¢ = 1 on B(z%,,,7) and ¢ = 0 on R? \ B(zY,,,2r). We claim that P_(o
satisfies the elliptic problem

~A(P_(¢)=g inl,
tou(P_Co) =0 on dlU,
with g € L?(U)*. Indeed, set B(x) = iB(a - n(x)) for x € OU, and observe that

(Do = P66 = (P61 + D 10) + 51D B0 = 10,1) + 51D, CBl
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Since n is C%-smooth, ( is infinitely differentiable and v, f € H'(U)*, it is clear that I(¢, f) € H'(U)* and
[Dn, (B¢ € L*(U)*. Now, applying (D,, + 2) to the above equation yields that —A(P_(¢) = g with

~ z 1
g:= (22 - mQ)P—<¢ + (Dm + Z)I(¢> f) + i[Dma CB]¢ + §Dm[Dma CB]¢
As before, it is clear that the first three terms are square integrable. Next, observe that

DO[DO7CB]¢ = {DOa [DOa CB]}(b - [D07CB](f - (mﬂ - Z)¢)
Using this together with the smoothness assumption on n and the fact (D,, — 2)¢ = f € H'(U)*, we easily
see that Dy[Dy, (B¢ € L*(U)*. Hence, D,,[D,,,(B]¢ is square integrable, which means that g € L?(U)*.
As P_toy¢ = 0 and toy (P-Cp) = tou(P—toy¢ = 0 on OU, by [22, Theorem 8.12 ] it follows that P_(¢ €
H?(U. NU)*, which implies that
(61 +i(0 - n)ga) € HA(B(2y,2) MUY and ((=i(0 - n)n + 62) € HA(B(alyy, 2r) NU)2.
Consequently, we get

b1 +i(o-n)po € H*(B(xdy,r)NU)? and  —i(o-n)py + 2 € H*(B(xdy,,7) NU). (3.6)

Since —i(0 - V)2 = (2 —m)¢1 + f1 and —i(o - V)d1 = (2 +m)¢2 + fo hold in H (U)?, it follows from (3.6)
that

(0-V); € H\(B(y,r))* and (0-V)(o-n)é; € H (B(eY,r)?, =12
Using this and the fact that n is C'?-smooth, we easily get that
(0-n)(0-V);+ (0-V)(o-n)¢; = (n,V)2¢; + Fj € H'(B(agy,r))*

with F; € HY(B(z%,,r) NU)?. As a consequence, we get that (n, V)L¢; € H'(B(z2%,,r) NU)?. Since
this holds true for all 2%, € U, using the compactness of AU it follows that 0,,¢ € H/2(dU)*. Therefore,
Propositions [3.1] yields that ¢ € H2(U)*.

Next, assume k > 2, U is C?>T*-smooth and ¢, f € H*(U)*. Since n is C'**-smooth and ¥ defined by (3.3)
is a C'tF_diffeomorphism, following the same arguments as above we then conclude that 0,,¢p € H*~ /(%)%
Note also that —A¢ = (22 — m?)¢ + (D,, — 2)f € H*"1(U)*. Therefore, thanks to Propositions we
conclude that ¢ € H**1(1/)*, which proves the first statement of (i).

Now, the second statement of (i) is a direct consequence of the first one, and this completes the proof of (i).

Finally, the proof of the first statement of (ii) follows the same lines as the one of (i). In particular, if I is
C'>°-smooth, we then get ¢ € H**1(1/)* for any k > 0, which implies that ¢ is infinitely differentiable in I/, and
the theorem is proved. U

4. POINCARE-STEKLOV OPERATORS AS PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

The main purpose of this section is to define the Poincaré-Steklov operator <7, associated with the Dirac
operator and to prove that it fits into the framework of pseudodifferential operators.
Throughout this section, let €2 be a smooth domain with a compact boundary ¥, let Py be as in (Z.I)) and set

V5 = —layaag = (g {)2> and S-X =—y(a-X), VX R 4.1)

Using the anticommutation relations of the Dirac’s matrices we easily get the following identities
il X)(a-Y)=iX - Y+ S5 (XAY),

{S X,a-Y}=—(X -Y), [S-X,8/=0, VX,YcR3 *2)

Next, we give the rigorous definition of the Poincaré-Steklov operator <7,,, which is the main subject of this
paper.
Definition 4.1. (PS operator) Let z € p(Hyyr(m)) and g € P_H'Y/?($)*. We denote by E} (2) : P_H'Y/?(£)* —
HY ()% the lifting operator associated with the elliptic problem
{(Dm —2)U,=0 inQ,

4.3
P tysU,=9 onX. .3
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That is, ES}(2)g is the unique function in H* ()4 satisfying (Dy, — 2)ES2(2)g =0inQ, and P_tsES} (2)g = g
on X. Then the Poincaré-Steklov (PS) operator <7y, H1/2(8Q) — P, H'Y2(0Q)* associated with the
system [&3)) is defined by

A (9) = Pyt By (2)g,
Recall the definitions of @?m and A7, from Subsection Then, the following proposition justifies the

existence and the unicity of the solution to the elliptic problem (4.3), and gives in particular the explicit formula
of the PS operator in terms the operator (AZ )~! when z € p(D,,). The third assertion of the proposition will be
particularly important in Section [5|when studying the PS operator from the semiclassical point of view. In the last
statement, we use the notations .27, (z) to highlight the dependence on the parameter z € p(Hyyr(m)).

Proposition 4.1. Forany z € p(Hyr(m)) and g € P_HY?(X)4, the elliptic problem [@3) has a unique solution
ESY(2)[g] € HY(Q)*. Moreover, the following hold true:

() (Eq(2))" = —BPits(Hum(m) —2)~".
(ii) For any compact set K C C, there is mg > 0 such that for all m > my it holds that K C p(Hpyr(m)),
and for all z € K we have

1
Q 1/2 4
||Em(z)g||L2(Q)4 5 ﬁ HgHL2(Z)4 ) VQ €eP_H / (E) .

(i) If z € p(Dy,), then ES(2) and <7, are explicitly given by
E9(2) = ®%(A2)"'P. and o, = —P B(A?)"P_. (4.4)

(iv) Let z € p(Hpr(m)) and let ESL(2) be as above. Then, for any & € p(Hpyr(m)), the operator ESL(€)
has the following representation

Epn(€) = (I + (€ = ) (Hr(m) = )1 B (2). (4.5)

In particular, we have
(&) = T (2) = (2= OB (B (€))” Ena(2). (4.6)
(v) For any z € p(Hyr(m)) the operator ESL(2) extends into a bounded operator from P_H~1/?(%)* to

H(a, Q).
Proof. We first show that the boundary value problem (@.3) has a unique solution. For this, assume that u;
and uy are both solutions of @3), then (D,,, — z)(u1 — u2) = 0in Q, and P_tx(u; — uz2) = 0 on . Thus,

(u1 — ug) € dom(Hwr(m)) holds by Remark[3.2] and since Hyyr(m) is self-adjoint by Theorem 3.1t follows
that u; = wue, which proves the uniqueness. Next, observe that the function

vg = Ea(P-g) — (Hwir(m) — 2) ™ (D — 2)€a(P-g)
is a solution to (.3). Indeed, we have £q(P_g) € H'(2)* and thus v, € H'(Q2)*, moreover, we clearly have that

P_tsvy = g and (D,, — z)vy = 0. Since we already know that the solution to (4.3) is unique, it follows that v, is
independent of the extension operator £q, and hence there is a unique solution in H'(2)* to the elliptic problem

@3).
Let us show the assertion (i). Let ¢ € P_H'/?(X)* and f € L?(Q)*, then using the Green’s formula and the
fact that Py (—ic - n) = (—ia - n)P_ = —FP_ we get that

(B (2)0, ) 22 = (B (2)%, (Hyir (m) — 2) (Hyr(m) — 2) 71 f) 12 ()
Ep (2)¢, (D — Z)(Hwirr(m) —2) " f

z 2 Q)4
Dy, — 2)ES(2)9, (Hyr(m) — %

Y2 (
( —2) " )2
(—ia - n)ts By (2), ts(Hvir(m) — 2) 7 f) 12 (w)s
(—ia - n)P_ts B (2)Y, Pyts(Hyr(m) — 2) 7 f) p2 (s
P, IBPthE(HMIT( ) —2) " )2y
which entails that — 3P, ts( Hyrr(m) — Z) ™! is the adjoint of Ef!(z) and proves (i).

Now we are going to show the assertion (ii). So, let K be a compact set of C, and note that for all m >
sup{|Re(2)| : z € K} it holds that K C p(D,,) C p(Hwmr(m)). Hence, v := Ef}(z)g is well defined for any
z € K and g € P_H'/?(X)*. Then a straightforward application of the Green’s formula yields that

_|_

(E
=
(
(
(
=

2 . 2 2
0 = [[(Dim = 2)0l[z2(ys =l V = 2)v[[72(qys +m* [0l (s

4.7
+m (< (Oé n)tgv ﬂtg’U>L2(Z)4 — 2Re( )<”U7 /B'U>L2(Q)4) .
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Observe that
(=il - m)tsv, Btsv) p2imys = ((Py — P_)tsv, tsv) raimys = ||Pytsvl|Faimys — [[Potev|[3o (s -
Since P_tyxv = g and Py txv = 47, (g) hold by definition, and that
2
—Re(2)(v, Bv) 12(0)1 = —|Re(2)] [[v][72(0a
holds by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows from (&.7) that
2 2 2 2
gllz2(ys = ml[ollZ2ys — 2IRe(2)] [0ll72 ys + 11 9m (92 (s -
Thus, if we take mg > 4sup{|Re(z)| : z € K}, then

2 m 2 2
| (D120 + 5 101172 (@)s <19l (sya

holds for any m > my, which prove the desired estimate for ES!(z).
Let us now show the assertion (iii), so let z € p(Dy,) and recall that 2, (AZ,)~' : HY/2(X)* — H'(Q)*is
well defined and bounded by Lemma. Since ¢Z, is a fundamental solution of (D,, — z), it holds that

(D — 2)®, (AZ)7Y[g] =0 in L2(Q)*, Vg e H/2(Z)%

z,m\**m

Now, observe that if g € P_ H'/2(%)*, then a direct application of the identity (2.7) yields that

_ i N N
150,05l = (— 3l )+ ) (4710 = 0 — P8l

Consequently, we get
P_t5®%

z,m(Afn)il[g] =g and P+t2q>?,m(Afn)71[g] = _P+5(Afn)71[g]a
which means that Ef} (2)[g] = ®2,,(A7,)"'[g] is the unique solution to the boundary value problem (#3), and
proves the identity <7, = — P 3(AZ,) "1 P_.

We are going to prove assertion (iv), so fix z,& € p(Hyyr(m)) and let g € P_H'/2(X)*. Then, by definition
of ES!(z) we have that

(D = ) B (€)g = (D — €)(Ls + (€ — 2)(Hvir(m) — §) "N Eq (2)g,
= (D — 2)Ep(2)g — (£ = 2)Ef(2)g + (€ = 2)(Dm — &) (Hyrr(m) — §) 7 E;) (2)g,
= (= 2)En(2)9— (£ —2)E}(2)g = 0.
Since (Hyur(m) — €)1 ES (2)g € dom(Hwr(m)), and hence P_ts;(Hyrr(m) — &) ESL(2)g = 0, it follows

that P_t5 ES}(€)g = P_tsES(2)g = g, which prove the identity ([@.3)). Now, ([@.6) follows by applying Pyt to
the representation (4.3)) and using assertion (i).

It remains to prove item (v). We first consider the case z € p(D,,), then the claim for z € p(Hwmir(m))\p(D,)
follows by the representation formula @3) . Fix z € p(D,,) and recall that the operators €, ,, and A7 are
bounded invertible in H'/2(X)* by Lemma ii)—(iii) and (2.6). Since €, = €z . by duality it follows that
A?Z, admits a bounded and everywhere defined inverse in H —1/2(%)%. This together with Lemma i) and item
(iii) of this proposition show that ES!(z) admits a continuous extension from P_H~/2(2)* to H(a, ). This

completes the proof of the proposition. U

Remark 4.1. The proof above gives more, namely that for all mg > 0, K C p(Dyy,) a compact set and z € K,
there is mq > 1 such that
sup Nl p_grr2(sys—p, 2(mys S 1
m>=mi
Remark 4.2. Thanks to Theoremand Remark if Qis a Lipschitz domain, then ES} () is the unique solution
in HY2(Q)* to the system @3) for datum in L*(X)*. Moreover, the PS operator <y, = —P, B(Az,) ' P_ is
well-defined and bounded as an operator from P_L*(%)* to Py L*(3)%.

In the rest of this section, we will only address the case z € p(D,,) and we show that the Poincaré-Steklov
operator .<%,, from Definition[d.1]is a homogeneous pseudodifferential operators of order 0 and capture its principal
symbol in local coordinates. To this end, we first study the pseudodifferential properties of the Cauchy operator
¢-,m- Once this is done, we use the explicit formula of .27, given by (]E[) and the symbol calculus to obtain the
principal symbol of <7,.

Recall the definition of ¢, from (2:3)), and observe that

bz —y) = k*(z — y) + w(z —y),
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where
ivVz2—m?2|z—y| zm\r*yl -1
o= ST (g ST 20 ST ey
drlz —y| —yl drlz —y|
)
w(z —y) = m“'(fﬂ—y)-
Using this, it follows that
%..mlf)(x) = lim wle = I Woty) + [ K@~ y)fw)aow)
PO Sl —y|>p by 4.8)

—WIf]() + K[f)(x).

As |k*(z — y)| = O(]z — y|~1) when |z — y| — 0, using the standard layer potential techniques (see, e.g. [40}
Chap. 3, Sec. 4] and [39, Chap. 7, Sec. 11]) it is not hard to prove that the integral operator K gives rise to a
pseudodifferential operator of order —1, i.e. K € OpS~1(X). Thus, we can (formally) write

C.om =W mod OpS~ (%), (4.9)

which means that the operator W encodes the main contribution in the pseudodifferential character of €, ,,,. So
we only need to focus on the study of the pseudodifferential properties of WW. The following theorem makes this
heuristic more rigorous. Its proof follows similar arguments as in [3} 33} 34].

Theorem 4.1. Let €, ,,, be as @.3), W as in (4.8) and <, as in Definition Then €, m, W and <, are

homogeneous pseudodifferential operators of order 0, and we have

1 Vs .
= —a- )y
C2om 2a N mod OpS~ (%),
1 _ Ds, _
Ay = S (Vs An)P_ dopS~H(%) = P_ mod OpS~H(%).
v (Vs An) mod OpS™" (%) s od OpS™ (%)

Proof. We first deal with the operator W. So, let ¢, : ¥ — R, k = 1,2, be a C°°-smooth function. Clearly,

if supp(¢2) N supp (1) = 0, then 1 W1); gives rise to a bounded operator from H ~7(X)* into H7 ()4, for all
Jj=0.
Now, fix a local chart (U, V, ¢) as in Subsection and recall the definition of first fundamental form I and the
metric tensor G(Z). That is, for all x € U we have © = ¢(Z) = (Z, x(Z)) with Z € V, and where the graph of
X : V' — R coincides with U. Notice that if we assume that 1y, is compactly supported with supp(¢) C U, then,
in this setting, the operator 12 W 1), has the form

Wi f](o) =balalpy [ ia- L
~ba(a)/a@pv [ o f@”@ D1 (e0) 1 (@) .10)
+1/)2($)/Vioz- W@_@@) |3f(90(y (\/ F) dg,

Arlep(Z) = ¢(9)
where g is the determinant of the metric tensor G. Since g(-) is smooth, it follows that

V(@) = Vg(@)| S 2 —gl.
Therefore, the last integral operator on the right-hand side of (¢.10) has a non singular kernel and does not require

to write it as an integral operator in the principal value sense. Thus, a simple computation using Taylor’s formula
shows that

2 = yl* = lo(@) — ¢(@)|* = (T — 5,G(@)(@ - §) (1 + O]z - g]),

where the definition of I was used in the last equality. It follows from the above computations that

1
_3 o
Ty = + k1 T, Y),
R Nelfl I EL
where the kernel k; satisfies |k1(Z, )| = O(|Z — 9| ~2), when | — | — 0. Consequently, we get that
Tj—Yj N .
+(Z; — gj)k1(Z,9), forj=1,2,

Ti—Yi _ (@ —7,G(2)(Z —7))3/2 J j
|z —yf? (VX, & = §)

GG @mE e @), forj=3,
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with |ko(Z,§)| = O(|& — §|~1), when |# — §| — 0. Note that this implies
r—y (i‘_g7<VXa~_g>) =~ ~1—1
Q- =q- +0(x—y|" ).
(F=05) = G5 65 g + O -
Combining the above computations and (.10, we deduce that

Wl fle) = va(o)y 5 [ t0 TR BT )07 + valo) L i), 1)

where L is an integral operator with a kernel [(x, y) satisfying

[[(z,y)] = O(|lz — y|™") when |z —y| — 0.

Thus, similar arguments as the ones in [39, Chap. 7, Sec. 11] yield that L is a pseudodifferential operator of order
—1. Now, for h € L?(R?) and k = 1, 2, observe that if we set

Ry[h)(z) = =

471' R2

k(Z, & — 9)h(g)d(y),
where
T Tk — Uk L
(T, & =) = , TFEY.
(& —9,G@)(& - 7))/
Then the standard formula connecting a pseudodlfferentlal operator and its symbol yields

Ry[h](z e FI8) gi (&, €)h(§)dEdy,
R JR2
where
ar(z,§) = e (7, w)dE.
R2
Recall the definition of @ from 2.9) and set w = Q(x)r. Also recall that
iw&) Wr g, &k o) (4.12)
/Rz jwl? €l

Thus, the above change of variables together with the properties (2.10) and @.12) yield that
. _1 ~
(i, €) = ﬁ/ —i(1,Q(7)€) (Q'(z )T)de o (GT@Ok g+ geebe
RQ

|7[? 2AG-H (@), )12 2AGTH ()8,
which means that g (Z, £) is homogeneous of degree 0 in £. Therefore, Ry, is a homogeneous pseudodifferential
operators of degree 0. From the above observation and (@.11)) if follows that

YWy = Yo - (Ry, Ro, O1x(T) Ry + 02X () R2) 1 + oLy

Since L is a pseudodifferential operator of order -1, we deduce that W is a homogeneous pseudodifferential
operators of order 0, and exploiting (2.T1), we obtain that

1 Vs
W= a-
2" VA
Thanks to @.9) and @.13)), we deduce that the Cauchy operator ¢, ,,, has the same principal symbol as the operator
W.

Now we are going to deal with the operator .<7,,. Note that we have

2
(o Y, wio

mod OpS~1(%). (4.13)

and as 7, is given by the formula

1 -1
Ly, = —Pyp (26 + ng,m) P_,

using (#.14) and the standard mollification arguments, it follows from the product formula for calculus of pseudo-
differential operators that, in local coordinates, the symbol of .27, denoted by g, has the form

Gor (5,€) = =P B (ﬁ fa (<Gf;§>/2)) P4 p(5,€),

where p € S71(X) and £ defined in (2.11) is the principal symbol of V.. Therefore, we get
et (8:€) = =Py B £ (GT1E,6) 2P+ p(2,€).
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Hence, using the fact that P, are projectors, a simple computation shows

qot,, (i‘,f) = —lo- n%’(i,) Q- gG <G71§7§>71/2 P +p(7~;7§)'

Finally, from results of Section [2.4] we deduce

- - _ _ N An¥?(x .
qﬁm(mvg) :—OZ'TLSO((E)Oé-gG <G 1£7£> 1/2P,+p($7£) =5 (W) P7+p($7£)7
and
A= -2% P mod 0pSH(E) = ——S - (Y An)P_ mod OpS~(%)
" VA V=B -
It justifies that <7, is a homogeneous pseudodifferential operators of order 0 and completes the proof of the
theorem. U

5. APPROXIMATION OF THE POINCARE-STEKLOV OPERATORS FOR LARGE MASSES

Although the technique used in the last section allows us to treat the layer potential operator <7, as pseudodif-
ferential operator and to derive its principal symbol. However, it does not allow us to capture the dependence on
m. The main goal of this section is to study the Poincaré-Steklov operator, .7,,, as a m-dependent pseudodiffer-
ential operator when m is large enough. For this purpose, we consider h = 1/m as a semiclassical parameter (for
m > 1) and use the system instead of the layer potential formula of .o7,,. Roughly speaking, we will look
for a local approximate formula for the solution of (@.3)). Once this is done, we use the regularization property of
the resolvent of the MIT bag operator to catch the semiclassical principal symbol of .o7,,.

Throughout this section, we assume that m > 1, z € p(Hwar(m)) and that  is smooth with a compact
boundary ¥ := 0f). Next, we introduce the semiclassical parameter h = m~1 e (0, 1], and we set &7 h.= of,.
Then, the following theorem is the main result of this section, it ensures that 7" is a h-pseudodifferential operator
of order 0 and gives its semiclassical principal symbol.

Theorem 5.1. Let h € (0,1] and z € p(Hpur(m)), and let </ be as above. Then for any N € N, there
exists a h-pseudodifferential operator of order 0, o/ € Op"SO(X) such that for h sufficiently small, and any
0<I<N+3

||J2{h _ MJG||H%(E)—>HN+%_I(Z) = O(hN+§+l)’
and WD
AP = > P d hop"S—1(x).
N heAs + T+ 1 mo P (%)

Let us consider A = {(Uy,, V,,;, ;) : j € {1,--- ,N}} anatlas of ¥ and (U, V,,,») € A. Asin Section
we consider the case where U, is the graph of a smooth function , and we assume that €2 corresponds locally to
the side x3 > x(z1, z2). Then, for

Up ={(z1, 2, X(71,22)); (21,22) € V. };  p((z1, 22, X (21, 72)) = (21, T2)
Ve = ={(y1, 42, y3 + x(y1,¥2)); (1,42, 93) € Vi, x (0,€)} C Q,
with ¢ sufficiently small, we have the following homeomorphism:

¢ : Ve — Vi, x(0,¢)
(21,22, 23) = (21,2, 73 — X(21,22)).
Then the pull-back
¢ 1 C®(Vy, x (0,€)) — C®(Vye)
v ¢t i=vog
transforms the differential operator D, restricted on V,, . into the following operator on V,, x (0, ¢):
Dg, == (67")" Din(6)" = =i (a1y, + 20y, — (100, X + @200, X — @3)Dy) + M
= —i(a10y, + a20y,) + /1 + |Vx|2(ia - n¥)(§)0y, + mB,
where § = (y1,y2) and n? = (o~ !)*n is the pull-back of the outward pointing normal to {2 restricted on V,,:

1 3x1X

n?(y) = ———=== | Ouux 1 Y2)-
(y) W i (yl y?)

For the projectors P, we have:
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FIGURE 1. Change of coordinates

Pf = (¢ ) Pe(p)* = %(14 Fifo- n“’(?)))

Thus, in the variable y € V,, x (0, ), the equation (#.3]) becomes:

(D%, —z)u=0, in Vi, x (0,¢),
L (5.1
IPu=g?=gop™ ', onV, x {0},
where Fi = P:ft{yszo}.
By isolating the derivative with respect to y3, and using that (ic-n?) ™! = —ia-n®, the system (5.1)) becomes:
i - n¥(g) . , .
Oyt = ————2— | — 110y, — 10y, + mB — z)u, inV, x (0,¢),
VT IX@)P ( " e ) ¢ x(0.9) (5.2)
I'Yu=g% onV, x{0}.
Let us now introduce the matrices-valued symbols
_ ia-n?(y) _ —iza - n?(g)
Lo(9,§) = ———=—+=a-{+ B); L) = ——m—5> (5.3)
\/1+|Vx(y)|2( ) VI+IVX(@)P
with & = (&1, &) identified with (£, &2,0). Then (3.2) is equivalent to
hOy,u = Lo(g, hDg)u + hL1(g)u, inV, x (0,¢), s4
I?u=g% onV,x{0}. o4

Before constructing an approximate solution of the system (3.4), let us give some properties of Lg.

5.1. Algebric properties of L. The following lemma will be used in the sequel, it gathers some useful properties
which allow us to simplify the expression of Lo (7, £). We omit the proof since it is an easy consequence of the
anticommutation relations of the Dirac’s matrices and the formulas #.2).

Lemma 5.1. Let n% and & be as above, and let S be as in @1). Then, for any z € C and any T € R® such that
T L n¥, the following identities hold:

(S -7 —imBla-n? @) = (J7]* +m?) L.
P{(S-1)=(S-7)P{ and Pf(ia-n?)= (io-n¥)PZ.
The next proposition gathers the main properties of the operator L.

Proposition 5.1. Let Lo(y, &) be as in (5.3), then we have

~ — 1 i€ -nP(y - (n? (g —iB(a-n?(y
Lo(i:6) = —mmrom=rs (i€ n7(0) + 5 (07(5) &) = Bl 1 (1)),

) 1L (§,€) — el
e Y T I ar
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where

A@,€) =V [n?(§) NEP +1=/(G(H) 1€, €) +1,

) P——C )

JITIRP
C1(. S (@) AE) —iBla-n* (7))
=3 <I4 - 5.9 ) ’

(5.5)

H:ﬁ:(g7 5)

with G the induced metric defined in Section|2.3]
In particular, the symbol Lo (7, &) is elliptic in S* and it admits two eigenvalues p+(-,-) € S' of multiplicity 2
which are given by

n?(y) - £+ My, §)

p+(9,€) = ) (5.6)
V1+[Vx[?
and for which there exists ¢ > 0 such that
+ Rps(5,€) > cl€), (5.7)

uniformly with respect to §j. Moreover, 111(g, &) are the projections onto Kx(Ly(7,&) — p+(§,&)14), belong to
the symbol class S° and satisfy:

PEILL(9,€) PE =k(5,§)PE  and PL114(3, &) PE = FO7(3,§) PE, (5.8)
with
oo 1 1 o1 o

That is, k% is a positive function of S, (k7)~* € 8% and ©¥ € S°.

Remark 5.1. Thanks to the property (5.8) a 4 x 4-matrix A is uniquely determined by P¥ A and 111 A and we

have:
P{II P
A=PPA+P{A=PA+ %mePfA = (I - %)PfA + 10, A
kL kL kL

Proof of Proposition By definition it is clear that Lo (7, &) belongs to the symbol class S, [T (7, £), 0% €
8Y, k% a positive function of S” and (k%)™ € S°. Now, by @2) we obtain that
1
Lo(7.6) =~ (i€ - 1*(§) + S - (n(§) A €) — iBlar-n7(7))),
L+ [Vx(@)P

and since (n? A ) L n¥, Lemmal[5.1]yields that

(S (n?(5) AE) —iBla-n?(@)” =n? A&?+1=(\F,8)>,

with A as in (3.3). From this we deduce that Lo (7, &) has two eigenvalues py which are given by (5.6) and
I (g, &) are the corresponding projectors onto Kr(Lo(7,£) — p+(9,&)14). Next, using (2.13) we get for some
¢ > 0 independent of y that

Ry () = VP NELHT VEWTED T e

V14 [Vx[? V14 [Vx]?

which gives (5.7) and shows that p. are elliptic in S*. Consequently, we also get that Lo(7, £) is elliptic in S*.
Now, using Lemma [5.1]and the properties (.I), a simple computation shows that

1 -
PEIL = KEPE (S (n°(5) A €)) PZ,
1
PPIL = KZPP & 00 (S (n°(5) A)) PY.
with &7 as in (3.9). Hence, (5.8) directly follows from the above formulas. O
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5.2. Semiclassical parametrix for the boundary problem. In this section, we construct the approximate solu-
tion of the system (I.I) mentioned in the introduction. For simplicity of notation, in the sequel we will use y and
P, instead of g and Pf, respectively.

We are going to construct a local approximate solution of the following first order system:

ho.u" = Lo(y, hD,)u" + hLy(y)u", in R? x (0, +00),
Pl = §, on R? x {0}.

To be precise, we will look for a solution u" in the following form:
u'(y,m) = Op" (A" (-, 7)) f = /R Ay, he, T)e e f(€)de, (5.10)

with A"(-, -, 7) € 8° for any 7 > 0 constructed inductively in the form:

Ay, &)~ Y WA (y, 6,7,

Jj=0

The action of hd; — Lo(y, hD,) — hL1(y) on A"(y,hD,, 7)f is given by T"(y, hD,, 7) f, with

Th(yu§77—) = h(aTA)(yvga T) - LO(yuS)A(yvfﬂ—) + h(Ll(y)A(y7§7T) - 55L0(y,§) : ayA(y7§>T)>

Then we look for Ay satisfying:

ha‘rAO(yvé-vT) = LO(yvg)AO(y7£,T)v (5 11)
P*(y)AO(yvgaT):P*(yL ’
and for j > 1,
haTAj(y7€7T) = LO(yag)Aj(y>§7 T) + Ll(y)Ajfl(yagaT) - agLO(ZI,f) . 8ij71(y7§77_)7 (5 12)
P—(y)Aj(yagvT) =0, ’

Let us introduce a class of parametrized symbols, in which we will construct the family A;:

Pyt i=A{b(-,-,7) € S™; V(k,1) € N?, 7%0Lb(-, -, 7) € WIS m e Z.
Proposition 5.2. There exists Ay € Py solution of given by:

Ao(yagv’r) = W eh_lTpf(Zlyf)

Proof. The solutions of the differential system 90, Ay = LoAg are Ag(y, &, 7) = eh_lTLO(y’g)Ao(y, &,0). By
definition of p+ and II, we have:

ehflTLo(y,é) — effl7'f)—(?47§)1‘[_(y7 ) + ehfl"'m—(yé)ﬂ_i_(y, £). (5.13)

It follows from (5.7) that Ag belongs to SU for any 7 > 0 if and only if TL; (y, &) Ao (y, &, 0) = 0. Moreover, the
boundary condition P_ Ay = P_ implies P_(y)Ao(y,&,0) = P_(y). Thus, thanks to Remark [5.1] we deduce
that

P I P P II_P_ In_P~P_
AO(yagaO) = P—(y) - %(yag) = P—(y) + +T(ya§) = T(yaf)
+ + +
The properties of p_, II_, P_ and k4 given in Proposition imply that (kﬁ)’ll'LP, € SY and that
el 'TP-(:8) ¢ PY. This concludes the proof of Proposition O

For the other terms A;, j > 1, we have:

Proposition 5.3. Let Ay be defined by Proposition Then for any j > 1, there exists A; € WP, 7 solution of
(3-12) which has the form:

25

Aj(y, & 7) = "= S (W) R B (v, €), (5.14)

k=0

with Bj,k € hiS.
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Proof. Since Ay has already the claimed form by Proposition @ so for A; with j > 1, it is sufficient to

prove the induction step. Thus, assume that there exists 4; € h? P, 7 solution of (5-12) satisfying the above
property and let us prove that the same holds for A;,;. In order to be a solution of the differential system
horAjp1 = LoAjp1 + L1Aj — 0cLo - 0y A, for Aj 1 we have:

Aji = eh‘lfLOAjH‘T:O 4 eh Lo /0 e ML (Ly Ay — DLy - 0,A,)ds (5.15)
where L A; has still the form (3.14), and we have
2
8, A; = el o= (h—lfayp_ n ay) S (' (€) By
k=0
Thus, thanks to the properties p_ and B j, the quantity (L1 A; — 0¢ Lo - 9yA;)(y, &, s) has the form:
2j+1
L B .
e Oy (R Bk (v:€) (5.16)
with B; , € h/S~7. So, by using the decomposition (5.13), for the second term of the r.h.s. of (5.13) we have:
el ko / “hTUSLo(Ly Ay — O Lo - 9,A;)ds = € TPTL_I (1) + " TP I (7) (5.17)
0
with
) T 2j+1
L(7) :/ el slp——px) z kds
0 k=0

For I’ | the exponential term is equal to 1 and by integration of s*, we obtain:

PN e~
I (r)= I;J (h‘%(f))kﬂmBj’k. (5.18)

For I j_ let us introduce P, the polynomial of degree k such that

T . 1 -
| estas = e me) - o)),

for any A € C*. With this notation in hand, we easily see that the term e™ #+ 1 I i (7) has the following form:

27+1
~ h h
e P I (r) = 10, Z kHBj,k(eT P~ Pt — pi)) — e p+Pk(O)>, (5.19)

where 7" := h~17. Thus, combining (m and (3.19) with (3.13), (3.17) and (5.13)), yields that
» o o 2(j+1)
Aj = el e+ <H+Aj+1\T:0 — Bj—i—l) 4 el T (H—Aj+1|-,-:0 + Z (h717<f>) BJ_+1 k)
k=0

where
T he - eiot
B =1I § —————PFP,(0)Bj, € KT ST,
I+ - k=0 (p— — py)ktt ©) !

and B, , € TSIt as a linear combination of products of IT_ € SO, h{€)~1 (or W{€)F(p_ — pyr)~F Y
belonging to hS™*, and of B, € hIS™.
Now, in order to have A, 1 € SY, we let the contribution of the exponentially growing term vanish by choosing

—

I Aj4a(y,€,0) = ]+1( , ).
Then, thanks to Remark [5.1} the boundary condition P_(y)A;1(y,&,0) = 0 gives
P II
Aj+1(ya€70) z@+Bj+1(y’§)'
Finally, we have
2(j+1)
L II_P,II . —
Ay &) =0 (TR 00 + 3 (0 T B 00)

k=0
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and Proposition [5.3]is proven with

I_P.II, = -
Bjt1,0 = 5P B;‘r+1 + Bj+1707
+

andfork > 1, Bjy1 4 = Bj_+1,k' -

Remark 5.2. The computation of each term B; o can be done recursively, but this leads to complicated calcula-
tions. For example B1  has the following form

(z+ia-0y) da-Oyp—

Bl,O(y7§) = _hH+a0 ( 2\ - 4)\2 ) H—AO(y;E),

with ag(y) = i - 1 (Y).

Thanks to the relation (5.10), to any A" € P? we associate a bounded operator from L?(R?) into L*(R? x
(0, 4+00)). The boundedness in the variable y € R? is a consequence of the Calderon-Vaillancourt theorem (see
), and in the variable 7 € (0, +00) it is essentially the multiplication by an L>°-function. Moreover, for A;
of the form (5.14), we have the following mapping property which captures the Sobolev space regularity.

Proposition 5.4. Let A;, j > 0, be of the form (5.14). Then, for any s > —j — %, the operator A; defined by
Ay f = (A m) = [ Ao b )€ fe)ae

gives rise to a bounded operator from H*(R?) into Hstits (R% x (0, 4+00)). Moreover, for any | € [0,7 + %} we
have:
”AjHHS_)HsHJr%—L = O(hl_s)- (5.20)
Proof. First, let us prove the result fors = k — j — %, k € N, between the semiclassical Sobolev spaces
Hg(R?) := (hDy)~*L*(R?)

scl
HE(R? x (0,400)) := {u € L% (hDy)* (hdy,)"*u € L* for (k1,k2) € N? ky + ko = k},

where (hD,) = \/—h?Ag: + I. Then, for f € H*(R?)*, we have:

A ooy = 0 IOOD ) (10 ) A B
ki1+ko=k
(5.21)

+oo
= Xm0 00, A ) )

k1+ka=k
Thanks to the ellipticity property (3.7), for A; given by Proposition@ we have:
(hdys )2 A (y, €, ys) = Wb (y, & ya)e " w250 (g)k2
with b; satisfying, for any (a, 3) € N? x N? there exists Cyp g > 0 such that:
102000,(4, 6 93)| < Capy Yy, & ys) € B2 x R? x (0, +00).
Consequently, thanks ot the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem (see (2:8)), we can write:
(D) (hy, )2 Ay = 17 B; (ys){(hDy) Pt h),

with (B;(y3))ys>0 a family of bounded operators on L?(R?), and uniformly bounded with respect to y3 > 0.
Then, for f € H*(R?)%, we have:

[{RDy)" (hdy,)"2 (A1) (- ys) |2 ey S 0 (I(RDy) o Hha—demh s DD £, s,
and from (5.21)) we deduce that

45 £ 0oy S B ICRD,) T R gy = R,

cl

717%(]R2)’
where we used that forany [ € N, f € HSZCT%(RQ),
_hlya _h Yoo
[(hDy)l et e E DU £, oy = (7" 02D (RD,) f (D) f) 2
_hao
¢ 8’&/3

(7" WM P RD, )T (WD) ) 1o



A POINCARE-STEKLOV MAP FOR THE MIT BAG MODEL 21

By interpolation arguments we thus deduce that for any j € N, s > —j — 1, it holds that

iy 1
H’Aj”HS _}Hs+_j+% = O(hj+2)’

scl scl
proving the estimate (5.20) and completing the proof of the proposition. O
Proposition 5.5. Let f € H*(R?) and Aj, j > 0, be as in Propositionsand Then for any N > —s — %
the function u?, = ijzo hi A, f satisfies:
hdrupy — Lo(y, hDy)uly — hLy(y)uy = BV IREf, inR? x (0, +00), 522)
Puly =, onR? x {0}, '
with
Ric:f— | (LiAn = 0Lo-0,An ) (y. b, 1)< f(€)de,
R
a bounded operator from H®(R?) into H*N+2 (R2? x (0, +00)) satisfying for any | € [0, N + 1]:

R 1, =O(h %), (5.23)

||HS—>H5+N+§

Proof. By construction of the sequence (A4;)jec(o,... n—1) We have the system (5.22) with R% = Op" (r¥ (-, -, 7)),
T?V(y? 5, T) = (LIAN - 8ELO : ayAN) (ya 57 T)7

(see the beginning of Section . As in the proof of Proposition 77 has the form (5.16)) (with j = N). Then,
as in the proof of Proposition[5.4] we obtain the estimate (3.23)). O

5.3. Proof of Theorem[5.1} In this section, we apply the above construction in order to prove Theorem [5.1]

Let g € P_HY2(9Q)%, (U,,V,, ) a chart of the atlas A and 1,12 € C5°(U,). Then f := (¢~ 1)* (1)ag)
is a function of H'/2(V,,)* which can be extended by 0 to a function of H'/2(R?)%. Then for h = 1/m and any
N € N, the previous construction provides a function u% € H'(R? x (0, 400))* satisfying

(Dg, — 2)ufy =hN TR f, inR? x (0,¢),
r_ul =f, on R? x {0},
with uf, = Z;V:O hi A; f (see Proposition and R% f € HVTY(R? x (0,¢)) with norm in HVN 11 [ ¢
[0, N + 3], bounded by O(hl=3%). Consequently, v%; := ¢*ul;, defined on Ve, satisfies:
(D, — )0l =hN 1 (RN f),  in Ve,
FJ}X, =1ag, on U,,.
Now, let ES}(2)[1h2g] € H*(Q)* be as in Definition Since T_v% = T_ES}(2)[1)2g] = tb2g, then the
following equality holds in V,, :
vy = E2(2)bag] = W (Hyrr(m) — )67 (Rl (0™1)" (vag) ).
From this, we deduce that
Drmiba(g) = 1T Epp (2)[2g] = 1T oy — BN Ty (Hyir — 2) 716" (R?v(so*)*(wzg))-
Since ¢ |y, = ¢, forany u € H'(V,, x (0,¢))*, we have that

Ty 6% (u) = 0" (Pru lv, xqoy),  1lvly = 119" Op™ (af) (9™ 1) hag,

with
N N

a(5,€) =D WPy Aj(y,6,0) = > WP Bjo(y.£),
=0 =0
where B € hiS~7 are introduced in Proposition Thus, from Proposition in local coordinates, the
principal semiclassical symbol of .o7,, is given by

P.I_P.

P+BO,()(y7 g) = P+A(](y7 57 0) = k(p (ya 5)
+
Thanks to the property (3.8) it is equal to
S-(Enn?
—O%P_(y,) = EAn7) P_(y,¢).

(Gy)16, ) +1+1
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We conclude the proof of Theorem [5.1]from results of Section 2:4]and by proving the following Lemma which
is a consequence of the above considerations, the regularity estimates from Theorem (iii), Theorem [3.2}(i)
and Proposition {1}

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢, € C°°(X) such that supp(¢1) N supp(v2) = 0. Then, for mg > 0 sufficiently large,
m = mo, and for any (k, N) € N* x N* it holds that

H"/’lﬂmwQ||P7H1/2(E)4HP+H;C(E)4 = (’)(m_N).

Proof. Let ¢, 1> € C°°(X) with disjoint supports. Thanks to Theorem[3.1}(iii) and Theorem[3.2} (i), to prove
the lemma it suffices to show that for any (N1, No) € N 2 there exists C N1, N, such that

Oy, _
||(?/11527m1/12)g”P+HN2+%(2)4 < 2 (HNz IH(HMIT( )—2) 1‘|Hk(Q)4_>Hk+1(Q)4)

vm

x [|(Hwir(m) — Z)_l”521(9)4%[,2(())4||g||P_H1/2(E)4'

(5.24)

For this, let us introduce ®; € C$°(2) such that ®; = 1 near supp(wl) and ®; = 0 near supp(¢)2). Thus for
g € P_H'Y?(09)* and E} (2)[12g] € H'(Q) as in Deﬁnltlon the function u; o := @1 ES (2)[1)2g] satisfies:

(Dim — 2)u12 =Dy, ®1]E5(2)[129], in 2,
I _uy2 =P |x 29 =0, on Y.

Then, uy o = (Hyir(m) — 2) " Do, ®1]ES(2)[t)29], and for any d, € C$°(€2) equals to 1 near supp(tp1) w
have:

U1 a(g) = U104 &1 (Hyrr(m) — 2) 71Dy, @1]ES (2)[¢2g].

Moreover, by choosing <I>1 such that (I>1 < ®q, thatis ®; = 1on supp(<I> ), both functions <I>1 and [Dg , @] have
disjoint supports, and we can then apply the following telescopic formula:

@1 (Hyrr(m) — 2) 71 (1 = x1) =®1(Hyir(m) — 2) ™ [Do, xnv] -+ (Hrr (m) — 2) ™[ Do, x2]
(Hwir(m) — 2)71 (1 — x1),

for (x:)1<i<n afamily of compactly supported smooth functions such that &)vl < XN < XN-1 < =<x1 < P;.
Since [Dy, ®1] = (1 — x1)[Do, P1], the above telescopic formula allows us to write 119,12 (g ) as a product
of N cutoff resolvents of Hyr(m). Now, by Proposition 4. 1| we have

1
H m [¢29]||L2(Q)4 < ﬁ ||gHL2(E)4 .

Thus, using the continuity of ', from H™>*1(Q) to HN>%2 (%), we then get the estimation (5.24) for N =
N1 + No, finishing the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 5.3. Note that for any m > 0 and z € p(Hpyyr(m)), the parametrix we have constructed for <y, is valid
from the classical pseudodifferentiel point of view. Actually, Lemma[5.2)is the only result where the assumption
that m is big enough has been assumed, and it is exclusively required to ensures that away from the diagonal the
operator oy, is negligible in 1/m. In the same vein, if m is fixed then the proof of Lemma still ensures that
away from the diagonal <y, is regularizing. Consequently, we deduce that for any m > 0 and z € p(Hpyyr(m)),
the operator <, is a homogeneous pseudodifferential operator of order 0, and that

Dx,

Ay = e
/—Ax:

P_ mod OpS™(%),

which is in accordance with Theoremd_1]

Remark 5.4. If Q is the upper half-plane {(z1,22,73) € R3; x5 > 0}, we easily obtain that <y, is a Fourier
multiplier with symbol

iag(a- & —2) P

== T e m
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6. RESOLVENT CONVERGENCE TO THE MIT BAG MODEL

In the whole section, 2 C R3 denotes a bounded smooth domain, we set
Q=9 Q. =R*\Q and ¥ =09,
and we let n be the outward (with respect to €2;) unit normal vector field on 3.
Fix m > 0 and let M > 0. Consider the perturbed Dirac operator
Hyp = (D + MBlo,)p, Ve € dom(Hy) := H'(R?)*,
where 1q, is the characteristic function of 2.. Using Kato-Rellich theorem and Weyl’s theorem, it is easy to see
that (H s, dom(Hyy)) is self-adjoint and that
Spess(HM> = (—o0, _(m + M)} U [m + M, +OO),
Sp(Har) N (=(m + M), m + M) is purely discrete.
Now, let Hyyr(m) be the MIT bag operator acting on L?(€;)%, that is
Hyir(m)v = Do Yo € dom(Hwrr(m)) := {v € Hl(Qi)4 :P_tssv =0o0n E} ,
where t5; and Py are the trace operator and the orthogonal projection from Subsection 2.1}

The aim of this section is to use the properties of the Poincaré-Steklov operators carried out in the previous
sections to study the resolvent of H,; when M is large enough. Namely, we give a Krein-type resolvent formula
in terms of the resolvent of Hyyr(m), and we show that the convergence of Hj; toward Hyyr(m) holds in the
norm resolvent sense with a convergence rate of O(1/M ), which improves the result of [9].

Before stating the main results of this section, we need to introduce some notations and definitions. First, we
introduce the following Dirac auxiliary operator

Hyo = Dyypgu,  Vu € dom(Hyy) = {ue H (Q.)* : Pitsu=00n3}.

Notice that H  is the MIT bag operator on {2, (the boundary condition is with P, because the normal n is
incoming for §2.). Since €2, is unbounded, Theorem together with Remark imply that (H s, dom(Hyy))
is self-adjoint and that

SP(Hr) = SPess(Har) = (=00, —(m + M) U [m + M, +00).

In particular, p(Hys) C p(Hpy)). Let z € p(Hyr(m)) N p(Hy)), g € PoHY2(S)* and h € Py HY/2(X)%. We

denote by £ (z) : P_ HY/?(%)* — H'(;)* the unique solution of the boundary value problem:
{(Dm —zv=0, in€Q,

1
P_tyv=g, inX. .1

Similarly, we denote by E},° ,,(z) : P HY/?(S)* — H'(Q,)" the unique solution of the boundary value prob-
lem:

Dy —2)u=0, inQ,,
{( M Z) 62)

Pitsu=~h, inX.
Define the Poincaré-Steklov operators associated to the above problems by
o) = PitsBY(2)P_ and S, = P_tsEl  (2)Py.

Notation 6.1. In the sequel we shall denote by Ry (z), EM (2) and Ruyyr(2) the resolvent of Hyy, I;fM and
Hyyr(m), respectively. We also use the notations:

o I'y =Pitsandl' =T yrq, +I'_rq..
° {C]\/[(Z) = EQI.ESJ' (Z)P_ + eQeE%(ii-AI(Z)PJF‘
® Ryir(2) = eq, Ruir(2)rq, + eq. Ry (2)ra..

With these notations in hand, we can state the main results of this section. The following theorem is the main
tool to show the large coupling convergence with a rate of convergence of O(1/M).

Theorem 6.1. There is My > 0 such that for all M > My and all z € p(Hyr(m)) N p(Hyr), the operator
U (z) = (I — i — S, ) is bounded invertible in H'/*(X)%, and the inverse is given by

_ 1 e e 7 -1 7 e
Uor (2) = (I — Ay iy g = Aoy ) (L gy + )
and the following resolvent formula holds:

R (2) = Rur(2) + Ear(2)5) (2)0 Ruprr (2). (6.3)
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Remark 6.1. By Proposition[d.1| (ii) we have that

(B2 ()" = =BUs Rarr() and  (Efe () = =BT Ras(3),
forany z € p(Hyyr(m)) N p(Har). Thus, the resolvent formula (6.3) can be written in the form
Rar(2) = Ruire(2) — (BT Rane (2))" o/ (2)T R (2).-

Before going through the proof of Theorem [6.1] we first establish a regularity result that will play a crucial role
in the rest of this section. It concerns the dependence on the parameter M of the norm of an auxiliary operator
which involves the composition of the operators <7, and .«7¢ 4+ In the proof we use the symbols @ and F[u] to
denote the Fourier transform of w.

Proposition 6.1. Let </ and </° 1 ar be as above. Then, there is My > 0 such that for every M > My and all
z € p(Hpyr(m)) N p(HM) thefollowmg hold true:
(i) Forany s € R the operator Zy;(z) : H(X)* — H*(X)? defined by
— 7 e iy~ L
Em(z) = (I — Ay Ao ons — Dy i) (6.4)
is everywhere defined and uniformly bounded with respect to M.
(ii) The Poincaré-Steklov operator, <75, LA satisfies the estimate

H +MHP+H5+1(E)4*>P_H s (D)4 Sh VseR

Proof. (i) Set 7 := (m~+M), then the result essentially follows from the fact that Z,,(z) is a 1 /7-pseudodifferential
operator of order 0. Indeed, fix z € p(Hyar(m))Np(Hyr) and set b = 771, Then, from Theorem.and Remark
we know that .7 is a homogeneous pseudodifferential operator of order 0. Thus .7} can also be viewed as
a h-pseudodifferential operators of order 0. That is, Mn@ IS OphS O(E), and in local coordinates, its semiclassical
principal symbol is given by

S (& An(x))P-

& A ()]
where we identify ¢ € R? with £ = (£;,£2,0)" € R3, and for x = ¢(&) € %, n(x) stands for n¥ (). Similarly,
thanks to Theorem@ we also know that for hg sufficiently small (and hence M, big enough) and all h < hg,

5.y 1s a h-pseudodifferential operator and that

ph,,(?ff;L (J"a g) =

)

S-(EN P
Al ing € Op"SYE), ph (€ An(x)) Py

e P T+ T

Therefore, the symbol calculus yields for all b < hq that (I — @ %, — A5 ) is al/T-pseudodifferential
operator of order 0. Now, a simple computation using Lemma [5.1] yields that

(5/\71( NPeS - (Enn(@)Pr €A n()| Py

EAn@)|(VIEAR@PE+T1+1)  VEAn@PZ+1+1

Thus
€ An(z)|
EAn@PE+1+1

_ VIEAR(@)2+1+1+|EAn(z)] 51
VIEAn(@)2+1+1 ~

From this, we deduce that (I — 7,.o/2  \, — @5, <) iselliptic in Op"S®(X). Thus, Z/(z) € 0p"SY(%),
and in local coordinates, its semiclassical principal symbol is given by

ViIEAn(z)P+1+1

EAR@) 2+ 1+ 1+ 6 An(z)|

As Zj/(2) is a h-pseudodifferential operators of order 0, it follows that Zy,(2) : H*(X)* — H*(X)* is well-
defined and uniformly bounded with respect to M, for any s € R, proving the statement (i) of the theorem.

The proof of the statement (ii) follows the standard arguments of the proof of the boundedness of classical
pseudodifferential operators. Indeed, for 7 = m + M, as a classical pseudodifferential operator, <7 is given by:

Iy = ph,ers, (2, )Pn,ere , , (€,€) — Proare (@, 8)Ph e (2,€) = L+

ph,E}\{(Z)(m7 5) =

1 1
szTe = 7Op(a0,'r) + 7Op(a1,7')7
T T
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with a; , uniformly bounded with respect to 7 > 1 in S and
S EAnE)P:
Vg AR@P +1+1

which is uniformly bounded in S'. Then (ii) is a consequence of the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem (see (2:8)).
O

aO,T (Z‘, E) =

We can now give the proof of Theorem 6.1}
Proof of Theorem[6.1] Let M be as in Proposition[6.1and M > My, fix z € p(Hwrr(m)) N p(Hyr) and let
f € L2(R?)%. We set
v=ro,Ry(2)f and w=rq Ryp(2)f.

Then u and v satisfy the following system

(Dyp —2)v=f in Q;,
(Diym —2)u=f in Q.,
P_tsv = P_tsu on Y,

Pitsv = Pitsu on X.

Since ES¥i(z) (resp. Eﬁj_ (%)) gives the unique solution to the boundary value problem (6.1) (resp. (6.2)), and
I_Ruir(z)ra. f =0 and TRy (z)ra,f =0,
if we let
p=I_u and o =TI4v,

then it is easy to check that

{v = Ruir(2)ra, f + B ()¢, 65)

u=Ru(2)ra.f + By ()9
Hence, to get an explicit formula for R, (z) it remains to find the unknowns ¢ and . For this, note that from

(6:3) we have

{1/1 =Tro, Ry (2)f =T Rur(2)ra, f + T+ Epi (2)[¢)], 66)

¢ =T_ro,Ry(2)f =T_Ru(2)ro, f +T_Ef \(2)[W].
Substituting the values of ¢ and ¢ (from (6.6)) into the system (6.3)), we obtain

Ry (2) =eq, Rmir(2)ra, + QQQEM(Z)T'QE
+ <€Q1Egi(2)r_7ﬁﬂe + eQeEﬁlM(z)FJeri) Rar(2) (6.7
=Rwir(2) + En(2)T Rar(2).
Note that, by definition of the Poincaré-Steklov operators, (6.6) is equivalent to
¥ =Ty Ruir(2)ra, f + (),
{so =T_Ru(2)ro.f + Zyirr(9).
Thus, applying T to the identity yields that
TRwir(2) = (I — ol — 2 1) TRy (2) = Uar(2)T R (2).
Now, we apply (I + &, + ) to the last identity and we get
(I+ e+ S 0) TRuir(2) = (I — ey ag — Ao i) TR (2) = (2 (2)) TR (2).

where Zp/(2) is given by (6.4). Then, thanks to Proposition we know that for M > M, the operator
(Eas(2)) "t is bounded invertible from H'/2(%)* into itself, which actually means that W is bounded invertible
from H'/2(X)* into itself, and that

(6.8)

a = Eum(2) (L + Ay + ) -
From which it follows that B
TRy (2) = Uy, (2)T Rvrr (2).
Substituting this into formula (6.7) yields that

Ra(2) = Ryuir(2) + Ear(2) 971 (2)T Ryr (2),
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which achieves the proof of the theorem. (]

As an immediate consequence of Theorem [6.1]and Proposition [6.1] we have:
Corollary 6.1. There is My > 0 such that for every M > My and all z € p(Hpyyr(m)) N p(Hpr), the operators
=3.(2) : PLH*(X)* — PLH®(X)* defined by

E0(2) = (1= ) andh Z3(2) = (1= g ) s

are everywhere defined and bounded for any s € R, and it holds that
SM™, Vr>0.

‘ ET/I(Z) | ’Pi Hst+r(2)4—Py He ()4

Moreover, if v € H (R3)* solves (D, + M B1lq, — z)v = eq, f, for some f € L?(Q;)*. Then, ro,v satisfies the
following boundary value problem

(Dmfz)TQq‘,rU:f in Qia
I'_v=2y2)%m T+ Rumr(2)f  on %, (6.9)
Tyv=T4Rym(2)f + AT v on X.

Proof. We first note that 3, (z) = Py+Z/(2)Px. Thus, the first statement follows immediately from Propo-
sition[6.1]. Now, let f € L?(€;)*, and suppose that v € H'(R?)* solves (D,,, + MBlq, — z)v = eq, f. Thus
(D, — 2)rq,v = fin Q;, and if we set

p=P_tyv and ¢ = Pityv,
then, from (6.8) we easily get
¢ =Ey () D Ruir(2)f  and ¢ =Ty Rur(2) f + 0,
which means that rq,v satisfies (6.9), and this completes the proof of the corollary. (]

Remark 6.2. Notice that from (6.8) we have that
<F+7‘Qi Ry (z)f> _ (EL (z)) ( I d&) <F+@M1T(Z)Tﬂi f>
T_rq Ru(2)f En))\ Aoy L T_Ry(2)ra,f )
With this observation, we remark that the resolvent formula (6.3) can also be written in the following matrix form

(TQiRM('Z)) _ (RVMIT(Z)T§21> n < Eni(2)Ey(2) ) <M,§+M I > (F+RM1T(Z)7“91.> .

ro.Rar(2)) — \ Ru(2)ra, B (2)25(2) L ) \T_Ry(2)ra,

An inspection of the proof of Theorem shows that, for any M > 0, z € p(Hyr(m)) N p(Hyr) and
f € L2(R?)%, one has

TRurr(2)f = W (2)T Ry (2) f. (6.10)

When f runs through the whole space L2(R3)%, then the values of I' Ryyr(z) f and TRy (2)f cover the whole
space H'/2(X)*, which means that Rn(¥,/(2)) = H'/2(X)*. Hence, if one proves that Kr(¥,/(2)) = {0},
then W,/ (z) would be boundedly invertible in H'/2(X)*, and thus (6.3) holds without restriction on M > 0.
The following theorem provides a Birman-Schwinger-type principle relating Kr(Hj; — z) with Kr(¥,(z)) and
allows us to recover the resolvent formula (6.3)) for any M/ > 0.

Theorem 6.2. Let M > 0 and let U ; be as in Theorem|[6.1] Then, the following hold:

(i) Foranya € (—(m+ M), m+ M) N p(Hyr(m)) we have a € Sp,(Har) < 0 € Spp(¥ar(a)), and it
holds that

Kr(Hpy —a) ={Em(a)g: g € Kr(Tp(a))}.

In particular, dimKr(Hp —a) = dimKr(¥ ps(a)) holds for all a € (—(m~+ M), m+ M) N p(Hyyr(m)).
(i) The operator Wy (z) is boundedly invertible in H'/?(2)* for all z € p(Hyyr(m)) N p(Hyr), and the
following resolvent formula holds:

R]\/[(Z) = EMH(Z) + E]\/[(Z)\I/X;(Z)FEMIT(Z). (6.11)
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Proof. (i) Let us first prove the implication (=>). Leta € (—(m + M), m + M) N p(Hwmr(m)) be such that
(Hy — a)p = 0 for some 0 # ¢ € H'(R?)%. Set o4 = ¢jo, and ¢_ = @|q_. Then, it is clear that ¢ solves
the system (6.1)) with g = T'_¢, and ¢_ solves the system (6.2) with h = T'; . Thus, ¢, = ES¥(a)l_¢ and
oo = EﬁlM(a)F+<p. Hence, ¢ = Ej(a)tsp and T # 0, as otherwise ¢ would be zero. Using this and the
definition of the Poincaré-Steklov operators, we obtain that

(Li+ G _p=itspy =tsp=tsp_ = (L+ L5 )T 1e,
and since typ # 0 it follows that
U (a)tsp = (Is — A}, — S a)tse =0,

which means that 0 € Sp,(¥s(a)) and proves the inclusion Kr(Hyr — a) C {Ep(a)g : g € Kr(Uar(a))}

Now we turn to the proof of the implication (<=). Leta € (—(m + M), m + M) N p(Hwmr(m)) and assume
that 0 is an eigenvalue of W, (a). Then, there is g € H/?(X)* \ {0} such that ¥ ;(a)g = 0 on ¥. Note that this
is equivalent to

(P-+d)g = Py + 5y 01)g. (6.12)

Since a € (—(m + M),m + M) N p(Hyrr(m)), the operators E(a) : P_HY?(X)* — HY(;)* and
Eﬁ‘er(a) . PLHY?2(2)* — HY(Q.)* are well-defined and bounded. Thus, if we let ¢ = Ej(a)g =
(ES¥i(a)P_g, EZj_M(a)PJrg), then ¢ # 0 and we have that (D,,, — a)¢ = 01in ;, and that (Dyps — a)p =0
in Q.. Hence, it remains to show that ¢ € H'(IR*)?. For this, observe that by (6.12) we have

te B (a)Pog = (P- + )9 = (P + Sy 00)9 = tsEpy y(a) Pig.

Thanks to the boundedness properties of £ (a) and Eg; (@), it follows from the above computations that
o = Eyp(a)g € HY(R?)*\ {0} and satisfies the equation (Hps — a) = 0. Therefore, a € Sp,(Hs) and the
inclusion {Eps(a)g : g € Kr(Ups(a))} C Kr(Hps — a) holds, which completes the proof of (i).

(ii) Let z € p(Hmr(m)) N p(H ) and note that the self-adjointness of Hj; together with assertion (i) im-
ply that Kr(W,,(2)) = {0}, as otherwise Kr(Hps — z) # {0}. Since Rn(¥y,(2)) = H'/2(X)* holds for all
z € p(Hyr(m)) N p(Hyy), it follows that W/ (2) admits a bounded and everywhere defined inverse in H /2 (%)%,
Therefore, (6.10) yields that 'Ry (z) = U5} (2)T Ryrr(z), and the resolvent formula (8.1T) follows from this and

©. O

Remark 6.3. Note the different nature of Theorems [6.1] and [6.2] since the second one ensures the invertibility
of Y and yields the resolvent formula (6.11) without assumption, while the first one is based on a largeness
assumption that allows us (thanks to the semiclassical properties of the PS operators) to obtain the explicit formula
of the operator (¥ yr)~L. Besides, note that in Theorem we do not know a priori whether (¥ ;) =" is uniformly
bounded when M is large, and hence (6.11) is not suitable for studying the large coupling convergence.

In the next proposition we prove the norm convergence of Ry (z) toward Ryr(z) and estimate the rate of
convergence.

Proposition 6.2. For any compact set K C p(Hpyr(m)) there is Mo > 0 such that for all M > My: K C
p(Hyr), and for all z € K the resolvent Ry admits an asymptotic expansion in L(L*(R3)*) of the form:

1

R (2) = eq, Ruir(2)re, + i (Km(2) + La(2)), (6.13)

where K (2), La(2) : L2(R?)* — L?(R3)* are uniformly bounded with respect to M and satisfy
TQiKM(Z)egi =0= TQSKM(Z)CQC.
In particular, it holds that

1
L2(R3)4— L2(R3)4 =0 <M> . (614)

Before giving the proof, we need the following estimates.

||RM (Z) — €Q,; RMIT(Z)TQi



28 B. BENHELLAL, V. BRUNEAU, AND M. ZREIK

Lemma 6.1. Let K C C be a compact set. Then, there is My > 0 such that for all M > My: K C p(ﬁM) and
for every z € K the following estimates hold:

1
R ‘ Hr R < = Ve L)
H m(2)f L2(Q)* \ﬁ u(2)f L2(2)4NM||fHL2(Q€)4 fe i)
1
HF‘RM('Z)JCHH—W@V S a7 Mllzss VF € Q)%
1
< — vy € Py L)
B8 0| e S g W liagen s W0 € PRI,
1 1/2 4
[0t V| e S 7 Wllisacsye - V00 € PLE ()"

Proof. Fix a compact set K' C C, and note that for M; > sup, ¢ i {|Re(z)|—m} it holds that K C p(Dm+M1 ),
and hence K C p(Hyy) for all M > M;. We next show the claimed estimates for Ry (z) and T'_ Ry(z). For

this, let z € K and assume that M > M. Let p € dom(H M ), then a straightforward application of the Green’s
formula yields that

~ 2 2
HHM@H%?(QG)‘l =[|(c V)<P||2L2(Qe)4 +(m+ M)? llell72(0.ys + (m 4+ M) ||P-tsoll72 (s -
Using this and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain that
I(Har = 2)¢ll72(0.00 =I1HMel 20, + 1210l 72 0.0 — 2Re(2)(Hu e, ©) 120, )1
~ 1. ~
>||HM(PH%2(QE)4 + |Z\2||%0||2L2(Qe)4 - §||HM90||%2(96)4 - Q\Re(z)\2||50||2L2(Qe)4

(m+ M)? M
>(z+|lm<z>|2—|Re )2 N ellza. + 5 1P-tellzags) -

Therefore, taking Ry (z)f = @ and M > M, > sup,c g {1/|Re(2)2 — [Im(2)[> — m} we obtain the inequality

| Bas )1, < 27 Wllzaqa -

ey

1
L2(Qe)* * vM ‘

Since I'_ is bounded from L?(€2,)* into H~1/2(X)%, it follows from the above inequality that

Hl“,ﬁM(z)fH Ry (2 fH

L2(D)4

1
< M HfHLz(QE)‘l )

H-1/2(s)4 S HF ||L2(Q ‘5 H-1/2(x)4

H-1/2 (Z ) 4
for any f € L?(£2.)*, which gives the second inequality.
Let us now turn to the proof of the claimed estimates for Eﬁi 1 (2). Letyp € PLL*(X)%, then from the proof

of Proposition[d.I| we have

2
el 2(s)s 2 (m+ M) HEerM ¢‘ L2(00)4 — 2[Re(z ‘H my (2 d)‘ L2(Q.)*
Thus, for any M > M3 > sup,cx{4|Re(z)| — m}, we get that
2
MH mr (2 w’ ) < 2{|[¥l72(sya

and this proves the first estimate for Effl " (7). Finally, the last inequality is a consequence of the first one
and Proposition Indeed, from Proposition (i) we know that BT'_ Ry, (%) is the adjoint of the operator
ESHM( ) : PLHY2()* — L[2(Q,)*. Using this and the estimate fulfilled by I'_ R, (%) we obtain that

)<fa Ersrzer]V[( W) L2(Qc)4| = ’<F7§M (E)f, Bw>H*1/2(E)4,H1/2(E)4

<||r-Rarto)f

’H*1/2(E)4 ||¢||H1/2(2)4

1
S i 1l g2 s 11 e (sya -

Since this is true for all f € L?(€.)*, by duality arguments it follows that

1
L) S a7 Wllaragmy s W€ PLHVA(S),

‘ ‘ m+]VI

which proves the last inequality. Hence, the lemma follows by taking My = max{My, My, M3}. O
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Proof of Proposmon. We first show (6.14) for some M > 0 and any z € C\ R. So, let us fix such a z
and let f € L?(R3)%. Then, it is clear that z € p(Hyyr(m)) N p(Hys), and from Theorem.and Remark|[6.2] we
know that there is M) > 0 such that for all M > M it holds that

1(Rar(2) = eo, Rar (2)ro,) fll aaoys < || (2)207(2) i, ae D Bt ()7, f ] 12,0

+ || B )z (T Bas (), £

L2(Q;)4

+ || B0 (2)25(2)T 4 Rure (2) TQif’

L2(Qe)*

+ || B, ()24 (2) i T Rar(2)ra, f

L2(Q.)*

=Ji+Jo+Js+Js+ Js5.

Rar(e)ra. |
+ || B (2)ra, f L)

From Lemmal6. 1] we immediately get that J5 < M~ ||f||. Next, notice that 'y Ryqr(2) : L(€%;)* — H'/2(2)4,
A HY2(D)r — HY2(2)* and B (2) : H-Y2(2)* — H(a, Q) C L*()* (where H(a, ;) is defined
by (2.2)) are bounded operators and do not depend on M. Moreover, thanks to Corollary [6.1] we know that for all
s € R there is C' > 0 independent of M such that

‘ “M HPiHS(Z)‘*ﬁPiH 5(3)4 <G

Using this and the above observation, for j € {1,2, 3,4}, we can estimate Jj, as follows

I S || B0, 2o, f||

(Z)||H*1/2(2)4—>L2(Q,;)4 H-1/2(s)a”

J2 S ~ H m+M )HH1/2(Z)4—>L2(Q 4 ’EK](Z)F-%RMIT(Z)TQ@]C’}H1/2(2)4 )

J3 S || m ‘—‘M ||p H-1/2(S)4=L2(Q H ’"L+M||H1/2(E) 1 H-1/2(D)4 ||F+RMIT(Z)7‘Qif‘|H1/2(Z)4 )
=+ i

TS H ' )’ L2(2)4—L2(Q.) 153 )7, HLZ(E)“"LQ(E)‘L PRy (e ()

Therefore, Theorem[6.1}(ii) together with Lemmal6.1]yield that
1 .
Jk§ MH]“HL?(R?'%’ forany] € {1327374}
Thus, we obtain the estimate
[(Ra(2) — eq, Rvir(2)ra, )f||L2(R3)4 S ||f||L2(]R3)4 : (6.15)

Moreover, the asymptotic expansion (6.13) holds with
LM(Z) :M(EQ(zEM(Z)TQ + eq, EQi( )E&( )W£+N1F+RMIT(Z)TQi
+eQeE2:—M(z)Hﬂf( ) T — RM( )ra.);

and
Kr(2) = M (ea, B ()25, (=)0 Rar(2)ra, + ea, Efyy ()25 ()0 Fann ()7, )

and we clearly see that ro, Ky (2)eq, = 0 = rq, Ky (2)eq, -

Finally, since (6.13)) holds true for every z € C \ R, for any fixed compact subset K C p(Hmrr(m)), one can
show by arguments similar to those in the proof of [9, Lemma A.1] that there is My > M| such that K C p(Hj).
Therefore, the proposition follows with the same arguments as before. O

6.1. Comments and further remarks. In this part we discuss possible generalizations of our results and com-
ment on the usefulness of the pseudodifferential properties of the Poincaré-Steklov operators.

(1) First note that all the results in this article which are proved without the use of the (semi) classical prop-
erties of the Poincaré-Steklov operator are valid when ¥ is just C1*-smooth with w € (1/2,1), and can
also be generalized without difficulty to the case of local deformation of the plane R? x {0} (see [13]
where the self-adjointness of Hyyr(m) and the regularity properties of <I>z ms ©=,m and AZ were shown
for this case). We mention, however, that in the latter case the spectrum of the MIT bag operator is equal
to that of the free Dirac operator, cf. [[15, Theorem 4.1].
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It should also be noted that there are several boundary conditions that lead to self-adjoint realizations
of the Dirac operator on domains (see, e.g., [6} 12} [16]) and for which the associated PS operators can
be analyzed in a similar way as for the MIT bag model. In particular, one can consider the PS operator
P (%) associated with the self-adjoint Dirac operator

PNIMIT(m)v =D,v Yve dom(ﬁIM[T(m)) = {v € Hl(Qi)4 : Pytsv=0o0n E} .

According to the previous considerations, this operator can be viewed as an analogue of the Neumann-to-
Dirichlet map for the Dirac operator. Moreover, the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem .1 show
that

B(2)m = #S- (Vs An)Py mod OpS™ (%) = AP mod OpS~ (%)

m \/—7A2 P + \/_7AE + ’

forall z € p(Dy,) N p(Harrr(m)).
As already mentioned in the introduction, in [9] it was shown that (in the two-dimensional massless case)
the norm resolvent convergence of Hj; to Hyyr(m) holds with a convergence rate of M ~1/2 Their
proof is based on two main ingredients: The first is a resolvent identity (see [9, Lemma 2.2] for the exact
formula), and the second is the following inequality

1
HF_R]\/[(Z)fHLQ(E)AL ,S W ||f”L2(]R3)4 ) (6.16)
which is a consequence of the lower bound

2 2 2
V972,00 + M2 19l720000 = (M = O) |ltsdll 12 (e
which holds for all ¢» € H'(R3)* and M large enough (see [37, Lemma 4] for the proof in the 2D-case
and [4] Proposition 2.1 (i)] for the 3D-case). Note that the resolvent formula together with
yield the same result. Indeed, from (6.6) and (6.16) we easily get the inequality
T4 Bt (2) fll g2 mys S 1S 1l L2 sy -
This together with and Lemma [6.1] yield

LZ(QE)A‘

+ ‘ ‘E21A4(z)f‘+7“91 RM(Z)f‘

L2(Qe)*

1
S 7 Wllzaqeoys
Finally, let us point out that a first order asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalues of H; in terms of the
eigenvalues of Hyyr(m) was established in [4] when M — oco. In their proof the authors used the min-
max characterization and optimization techniques. Note that it is also possible to obtain such a result using
the properties of the PS operator, the Krein formula from Theorem|6.T]and the finite-dimensional perturba-
tion theory (cf. Kato [30] for example), see, e.g., [14}|18] for similar arguments. Note also that the asymp-
totic expansion of the eigenvalues of Hy; depends only on the term ES¥ (2)Z2,(2) %, 1, T4 Rvrr(2)rg,; -
Indeed, let Aps77 be an eigenvalue of Hyyr(m) with multiplicity 7, and let (f1,--- , 1) be an L?(;)*-

orthonormal basis of Kr(Hyyr(m) — Aprrrly). Then, using the explicit resolvent formula from Remark
we see that

(Rar(2)eq, fr, ea, fi) 12reys = (B (2)25,(2) @ty o p D Rurr (2) fes £5) £2(00)t
= (En(2) Dy Uy Rt (2) fro, =BT R (Z) f7) 12(s)4

1 = e
m<:M (z)%erMFJrfky _BF+fj>L2(§;)47

which means that E2 (2)Z,(2) ¢ | ;I Rmir(2)rq, is the only term that intervenes in the asymptotic
expansion of the eigenvalues of H ;. Besides, recall that the principal symbol of =} (z).#7y, , 5, is given
by
) S (€ An()Ps

VIEAR(@)[Z+ (m+ M)+ € An(z)| + (m+ M)’
and for M > 0 large enough one has

qm(z,8) =

(5,6 = ~ 518 (AN P Tim(e. OPs, e ST
=1



A POINCARE-STEKLOV MAP FOR THE MIT BAG MODEL 31

Using this, we formally deduce that for sufficiently large M, H); has exactly [ eigenvalues (A\Y )1 <r<
counted according to their multiplicities (in B(Apsrr, 1) with B(Aprrr, n) N Sp(Hwr(m)) = {Aarr})
and these eigenvalues admit an asymptotic expansion of the form

N
1 1 _
AM :AMIT+Muk+ZQMju7€+0(M (N“)). 6.17)
]:
where (1, )1<k< are the eigenvalues of the matrix M with coefficients:
1
mi; = 5 (BOp(S - (€A ()0t i T f) 12 (mps-
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