arXiv:2207.08700v1 [math.SP] 18 Jul 2022

SPECTRAL ASYMPTOTICS FOR TWO-DIMENSIONAL DIRAC OPERATORS
IN THIN WAVEGUIDES

WILLIAM BORRELLI*, NOUR KERRAOUI, AND THOMAS OURMIERES-BONAFOS

ABSTRACT. We consider the two-dimensional Dirac operator with infinite mass boundary condi-
tions posed in a tubular neighborhood of a C%-planar curve. Under generic assumptions on its
curvature k, we prove that in the thin-width regime the splitting of the eigenvalues is driven by
the one dimensional Schrédinger operator on L?(R)

with a geometrically induced potential. The eigenvalues are shown to be at distance of order e
from the essential spectrum, where 2¢ is the width of the waveguide. This is in contrast with the
non-relativistic counterpart of this model, for which they are known to be at a finite distance.

Keywords: quantum waveguides, Dirac operator, infinite mass boundary conditions, thin-waveguide limit.

2020 MSC': 35P05, 81Q10, 81Q15, 81Q37, 82D77.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

1.1. Introduction. In this article we continue the study of spectral properties of relativistic quan-
tum waveguides, initiated in [5]. In particular, as explained below, we focus on the existence of
discrete eigenvalues in the spectral gap, in the thin-width regime.

The study of non-relativistic quantum waveguides started with the pioneering paper [10] ( see also
[7, 12, 14] for further improvements), where it was demonstrated that the quantum free Hamiltonian
on a waveguide given by the Dirichlet Laplacian possesses discrete eigenvalues when the base curve
is not a straight line. Roughly speaking, the corresponding particle gets trapped in any non-trivially
curved quantum waveguide. Notice that this is in sharp contrast with the classical case, considering
particles following Newton’s law with regular reflection at the boundary. Indeed, except for a set
of initial conditions of zero measure in the phase space, particles will eventually leave any bounded
region in finite time. Existence and properties of the geometrically induced bound states have
attracted a lot of attention in the last decades and this research field is still very active. We refer
the reader to the monograph [9] for a comprehensive discussion of the subject.

The study of the relativistic counterpart of this Hamiltonian started very recently in the two-
dimensional case, in [5], considering the Dirac operator on a tubular neighborhood of a curve with
infinite mass boundary conditions at the boundary. Generally speaking, the mathematical study of
such operator on domains started recently [2, 3, 4, 15], motivated by models of hadrons confinement
from high-energy physics [6] or by the description of graphene samples [1]. We also mention the work
[8], where spectral properties of Dirac operators on tubes with ziz-zag type boundary conditions are
considered.

Notice, however, that boundary conditions for Dirac operators on manifolds with boundary had
been already considered previously in the geometry literature, see e.g. [11, 16] and references therein.

In [5, Thm.2], under suitable assumptions, it has been proved that the Dirac operator with infinite
mass boundary conditions (see (1)), posed in the tubular neighborhood of a planar curve, is self-
adjoint and its essential spectrum has been identified. Thus, a natural question is to understand the
interplay between the geometry and the relativistic setting. In particular, we focus on the existence
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of geometrically induced bound states in the thin-waveguide regime. For the Dirichlet Laplacian,
it is known that in this regime, up to a renormalization factor, the splitting of the eigenvalues is
given by an effective operator and this operator is the one-dimensional Schrodinger operator with
the attractive potential given by

d? K?

ds? 47
where & is the curvature of the underlying curve I', and s € R is the arc-length parameter. For this
reason one speaks of geometrically induced bound states, related to the non-trivial geometry of the
curve/waveguide (see, e.g. [7, 9] ).

On the other hand, in [5, Thm.4] it is proved that the Dirac operator with infinite mass boundary

conditions (see (1)), after a suitable choice of renormalization, converges in norm-resolvent sense to
a one-dimensional free effective Dirac operator

—1010s + —mos
T

whose spectrum is purely absolutely continuous. Here o1 and o3 are the first and third Pauli
matrices, respectively (as in (2)). Then in this case, the effective operator does not bear any
geometrical information and geometric effects are expected to appear at the next order in the
asymptotic expansion in the thin-waveguide regime. The purpose of this paper is precisely to
investigate this problem and in our main result Theorem 4 we provide an asymptotic expansion (5)
for the eigenvalues which provides both the splitting and exhibits an effective operator involving
the geometry of the underlying curve. This is achieved using min-max techniques, working on the
square of the operator (1) and relating its eigenvalues to those of a reference operator, defined using
its quadratic form (6).

1.2. Main result. Let 7 : R — R? be an arc-length parametrization of a C*-planar curve I'. For
s € R, we define the normal v(s) at the point v(s) € T" such that (v'(s),v(s)) is an orthonormal
basis of R?. We define the curvature x(s) of the curve I' at the point v(s) by

k(s) :==~"(s) - v(s).

Remark that under the smoothness assumption on v, x € C?(R) and all along this paper we assume
the following hypothesis:

(A) lims— 100 k(8) =0,

(B) k/,k" € L*>®(R).

Define the strip Str:=R x (—1,1) and &g := HFLHZ;(R). For € > 0, we consider the map

. .S~ R?
ST (s,t) = A(s) +et v(s).
and define the tubular neighborhood of T’
Qg := O (Str).

Thus s € R and t € (—1,1) are the arc-length parameter of the curve and the transverse coordinate
with respect to the curve, respectively.
In order to guarantee that ®. is a C3-diffeomorphism from Str to Q. we will always assume that

(C) the map P, is injective.
We are interested in the spectrum of the Dirac operator with infinite mass boundary conditions
posed in the domain .. Let Dr(e) denote this operator, it writes

DF(E) = —i0101 — 10902 + mo3
dom Dr(e) := {u € H'(Q.,C?) : —io30-v. =uon 9.}, (1)

where v, is the outward pointing normal vector field on 0. and m > 0 is a fixed parameter. Here
o = (01,02) and 01,02, 05 are the Pauli matrices

S )]
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Thanks to [5, Thm. 2], we know that for € small enough, Dr(¢) is self-adjoint, that its spectrum is
symmetric with respect to 0 and that is essential spectrum is given by

Sp.._(Dr(c)) = (7 oo?iEl(mE)} U [E1(Em€),+oo)

3

where for p > 0, E1(p) := v/p? + k1(p)? and where k1 (p) is defined as the unique root of
psin(2k) + kcos(2k) =0
lying in [7, 5).

Remark 1. Notice that there is a slight change in notation, compared to [5, Thm. 2]. Indeed, there
k1(-) is denoted by E1 (+) and then the thresholds of the essential spectrum are £+/e=2E; (me) + m2.

Our aim is to investigate the possible existence of discrete spectrum of Dr(e) in the thin waveguide
regime ¢ — 0. To do so, we use the min-max principle for the operator Dr(g)?, recalled below.

Definition 2. Let ) be a closed, lower semi-bounded and densely defined quadratic form with
domain dom @ in a Hilbert space H. For n € N, the n-th min-max value of @ is defined as

, Qlu]
Hn(Q) =, inf - sup -
Zicrr?%n:l’g weF\{0} ||U||%-z

(3)

If A is the unique self-adjoint operator associated with the sesquilinear form derived from @ via
Kato’s first representation theorem (see [13, Ch. VI, Thm. 2.1]) we shall refer to (3) as the n-th
min-max level of A and we note p,(A) = 1, (Q).

Now, we can recall the min-max principle.

Proposition 3. Let Q be a closed, lower semi-bounded and densely defined quadratic form with
domain dom @Q in a Hilbert space H. Let A be the unique self-adjoint operator associated with Q.
Then, for n € N, the following alternative holds true:

(1) either p,(A) <infSp,,,(A) and p,(A) is the n-th eigenvalue of A (counted with multiplic-
ities),
(2) or pn(A) =inf Sp,,,(A) and for all k > n there holds pi(A) = inf Sp,,,(A).

In order to state the main result of this paper, we introduce the one dimensional Schrodinger
operator defined through its quadratic form as

2
K
elfl = [ (5P = S51P)ds, doma. = H'(R) (W
and set J := #{un(ge) < 0}.
Theorem 4. If J > 1 then there exists e1 > 0 such that for all € € (0,£1) there holds

Spdis (DF (E)) 7é @

Moreover, if A\;j(Dr(g)) denotes the j-th positive discrete eigenvalue of Dr(e) counted with multiplic-
ity then for all j € {1,...,J}, there holds

El (mf—:)

A (Dr(e)) = + %uj(qe)s + O(e%). (5)

Remark 5. A situation in which J > 1 is when x € L*(R) \ {0}. Indeed, let # > 0 and consider
the map defined for s € R by

0~ 1(s +20) if s €[—20,-0),
) if s €[-6,0],
Yo(s) = _g-1(5 _ 29) if s € (6,26],

0 otherwise.



One remarks that 1y € H'(R), verifies [|1g| &) < 1 and that

2 1 2, 12 2 1 (%,
Qewe]:g*P/RHWMdsﬁgfﬁlends.

Hence, since k € L%(R), choosing  sufficiently large, we get g.[t)s] < 0 and the min-max principle
(Prop. 3) gives p1(qe) < 0.

As already remarked, Theorem 4 proves that as long as the curvature creates bound states for the
effective operator given by the quadratic form g, it also creates bound states for the operator Dr(e).
Note that in Theorem 4 there is no term of order 0 and the bound states are at a distance of order
¢ from the essential spectrum. This differs from the non-relativistic counter part of this problem
studied in [7, Thm. 5.1.], where the splitting of eigenvalues appears at constant order. However, the
result is consistent with [5, Thm. 4] where the authors prove that up to a unitary map, the operator
(1), suitably renormalized, behave at constant order as a massive (free) Dirac operator on the real

line with effective mass %m. The spectrum of this operator being purely absolutely continuous, this
El (’ITLE)
82

is consistent with (5), where the constant term arising in the expansion of is precisely given

by such effective mass %m.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

The purpose of §2.1 and §2.2 is to gather several results on one dimensional operators which play
an important role in the proof of Theorem 4. This proof is based on the min-max principle applied
to the quadratic form of the square of Dr(e), exploiting suitable lower and upper bounds for it,
given in §2.3.

2.1. The effective operator. In what follows, we deal with the following one dimensional operator,
defined through its quadratic form by

K 532
ilfl = [ (1f = iZoaf? = S12)ds, dom = H'(R.C2) (6)

It turns out that the spectral properties of the operator associated with . are related to the one of
the operator associated with ¢, defined in (4). Notice that the former is defined for vector valued
functions, while the latter is defined for scalar ones.

Proposition 6. There erists a unitary map U : L?(R,C?) — L%*(R,C?) such that for all f =
(f*.f7)" € dom (g @ ge)

(qe ® qe)[f] = ae[fT] + ae[f7] = @[Uf].

Proof. Let us consider the following gauge transform
U:LX(R?,C%) = L*(R?,C%), (Uf) =e'27f,
where for all s € R we have set p(s) = [; x(n)dn. Remark that there holds
K K £ o £ o K i5os i5o;
(UF) —igos(UN| = ligose's f +e'87 f —isose'87 | = ['57 '] = | /|
p(s)

because for all s € R, "2 9% is a unitary matrix. For the same reason, there holds |(Uf)| = |f|
and this yields

(QG @ QG)[f] = QG[f]
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2.2. The transverse Dirac operator. When proving Theorem 4, we need to use some spectral
properties of a one dimensional operator. It is defined for m > 0 by

. d
T(m):= —ioa + mos,
dom T (m) := {u = (u1,u2)" € H'((—1,1),C?) : up(£1) = Fuy(£1)}.
The following proposition holds true.
Proposition 7. Let m > 0. The operator T (m) is self-adjoint and has compact resolvent. Moreover

the following holds:
(1) for all w € dom T (m) there holds

1T (m)ullFe—11y = 10112210y + M2 llullZa g, p) +mllu) + [u(=1)]%), (7)
(2) Sp(T(m)) N[-m,m] =0,
(3) for all p > 1, define k,(m) as the only root lying in [(2p — 1)%,p%] of
msin(2k) + k cos(2k) = 0,
now if one sets Ey(m) = \/m? + k,(m)? there holds Sp(T (m)) = Ups 1 {£Ep(m)},

(4) there holds

T 2 16
ki(m) = 1 + —m = ﬁmQ +O(m?),

(5) for p>1, a normalized eigenfunction associated with E,(m) is given by

@Z%+(t);::]Vnhp(kp<xm(kp(t4—l)) <i) + sin(ky (¢ + 1)) <__f%iﬁ_7¢ﬁ)) )

where Ny, is a normalization constant. We consider o~ = o105""; a normalized
eigenfunction associated with —E,(m) and if one sets gagz = gog*i there holds

o7t = of + O(m),

where the remainder is understood in the L*-norm on (—1,1).

Proof. The proof of Points (1)-(3) can be found, e.g., in [5, Proposition 10]. Point (4) relies on the
fact that

msin(2ki(m)) + k1 (m) cos(2k1(m)) = 0. (8)
Hence, as k7 is defined near m = 0 by this smooth implicit equation, k1 is smooth near m = 0 and
there holds

1
ki1(m) = k1(0) + k1 (0)m + 5/{:1’(0)7712 +0(m?), m—0.
One can compute thanks to (8) that

32

kl(o): 7F7

k(0 ==, K(0)=

N
— A

which yields Point (4). To prove Point (5), again by [5, Proposition 10], any eigenfunction associated

with Ep,(m) is of the form

u;”<t>cos<kp<m><t+1>>< by m) ﬂ>+sm<kp<m><t+1»< i )

By (m)+m T B (m)+m®
for some constants «, 5 € C. The boundary condition at ¢t = —1 gives a = %6 so that,
P

choosing 8 = (E,(m) + m):

U (t) = ky(m) cos(kp(m) (¢ + 1)) G) + sin(ky (m)(t + 1)) <_f§£m)+_”;‘n)) .



Hence, we take Ny, , := HU;THZ;((—l 1),c2) and remark that et i= Ny pup'. Note that

sin(4k1(m))
4]{31 (m)

3 sin(4k1(m)))
4]€1 (m)

3 cos(4k1(m)))
2]{31 (m)

22— 1,1),02) = 2ka(m)* (1 + )+ 2(E1(m)? +m?) (1

+ 2mkyi(m) (1

which gives using Point (4)
1
Nip = —— + O(m), 0. 9
1, le(m) + (m) m — ( )
Now, remark that for all ¢ € (—1,1) there holds

. 1 1
7 (1) = o (O] < 2[k(m)Non = 5| + 2| BL(m)Non = 5| + 2.

which gives Point (5) for ¢} thanks to (9). For ¢~ one only has to note that for all t € (—1,1)
there holds |07" ™ (t) — o7 ()] = o1y~ (t) — o1 (D)] = 1" (1) — ¢ (). O

Remark 8. The explicit expression of the functions gpf is of crucial importance in what follows.
They are defined, for all t € (—1,1), as

s T 1

SE () = %COS(Z(H 1) G) + %sin(z(twL 1) (1) . (10)

2.3. The quadratic form of the square. By [5, Prop. 3] we know that the operator Dr(¢) is
unitarily equivalent to

1 , 1, . etk
(*ZO’)(?S + g(*ZO'Q)at + m(

dom Er(e) := {u = (u1,uz) " € HY(Str,C?) : up(-,+1) = Fuy (-, £1)}

51*(6) :

— —i01) + mos,
1—ctk ) 3

and that the quadratic form of its square is given, for every u € dom r(¢), by

1 K 1
2 _ : 2 2
€r(e)ullzzstr,c2y = /Str A= zn)? |Osu — z§agu| dsdt + =, |Opu|“dsdt

m
+ 2 [ (s P + s, 1)) ds Pl o

11)
2 5 t 2 (
Str € ’i) 4 Str (1 Etﬂ)

"
_1 E157’i|u|2dsdt.
2 Jou (1 —ctr)3

The main result of this section reads as follows.

Proposition 9. There ezists ' > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all e € (0,¢’) and all u € dom Er (e, m)
there holds

a_[u] < [|Er(e)ulliz(serc2) < aslul, (12)

where we have introduced the quadratic forms a+ defined by

K K2 1
(1000 = il = Sl st 25 [ (1T el 0n)ds & celul®

aslu] = (1ica)/ -

Str
domay := dom&p(e).

The proof of Proposition 9 is straightforward taking into account (11) and the fact that k, &', k" €
L% (R). To this aim, observe that (1 — etx(s))™! =1 + O(e), uniformly in (s,t) € R x [-1,1], and
recall (7). The bounds (12) will be used to get the desired spectral asymptotics, by comparison.



3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In §3.1 we give an upper bound on the j-th min-max level of Dr(g)?, while a lower bound is
obtained in §3.2. Combining these results, Theorem 4 is proved in §3.3.

3.1. An upper bound. The goal of this paragraph is to prove the following Proposition.

Proposition 10. Let j € N. There exists 1 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all € € (0,21) there holds

E, (mzs)

11 (Dr(e)?) < =

+ (Qe ®© qe) + ce. (13)

Proof. Let f = (f*,f7) € H'(R,C?) and set u = fto">" 4+ f~¢">~. By construction u €
dom &r(e) and for e small enough there holds

( e)*

ay [u] :(1+c€)/s (|8Su—igogu|2)dsdt—(1+c€)/ |f| ds + ————= ||f||L2 +C€HfHL2

Now, one remarks that

2 1
/ (|8Su—ifagu|2)dsdt:/|f/|2ds+/ﬁ—|f|2ds+/n3?(/ (Osu, —io3u) dt)ds
Str 2 R R 4 R 1

and there holds

(Osu, —iogu) = (f5) FHETT, —iose"™ ) + (f1) F~ (@)™, —ioae™™ ™)
+ () TR, —iose" )+ (F7) T (el —iosey™ 7).
Now by Point (5) in Proposition 7, there holds

1 1
m m . 2
/ (" + ,—io3p] Jr>dt = z/ (gai", Ug@i"}dt +0(e) = Z; + O(e),
1

-1
where we have used the explicit expression of ¢ given in (10). Similarly, one gets
! 2
/ (01", —iose]"" T )dt = —i— + O(e)
-1 ™
as well as

1 1
/ ('™, —iosp{"™ ) dt = O(e), / ('™, —iosp{"T) dt = Ofe).

-1 -1

Hence, we get

[ @iy it = ()T (Y T)HI f+011)0E) = (0uf, ~iZ0af) 4 F+ar /)0,

-1

Thus, there exists £; > 0 small enough and k£ > 0 such that for all € € (0,£1) there holds

aifu] < (1+cs)(/R|f’|2ds+/Rz§re(<f',ﬂ;ggmds) El(ﬂ

Now, remark that

2
/R|f’|2ds+/R2§R(<f’,figagf>)ds:/R(|f’7igogf|27%|f|2)ds

Thus, for a ¢; > 0 there holds

£ 172 )+ (e ke (| F I T2 + 1 12 m)-

K K,2
sl < (1 +) [ (17 = iZousl? = 157 )ds + 2L 7.0, + xel e
El(me

= (L+c1e)gelf1+ 11172y + crell FIIZ2 )



Now, the min-max principle of Proposition 3, Proposition 9 and Proposition 6 give for all j € N:

Ei(me)?
1;(Dr(e)?) < (1 + c1e)pj(ge @ ge) + % + cie

so that (13) follows. O

3.2. A lower bound. The aim of this paragraph is to prove the following lower bound.

Proposition 11. Let j € N. There exists 1 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all € € (0,e1) there holds

pa(Pr(e) = 20D 4 e e, (14)

To prove Proposition 11, we need to introduce the projector in L?(Str,C?) defined for all § > 0
and u € L?(Str,C?) by

% = (u, 90(157+>L2(—1,1)90(157+ + (u, 90(157_>L2(—1,1)<P(15’_
and set II := II°. Thanks to Point 5 in Proposition 7, there holds
I° = I+ O(6), as § — 0,

where the remainder is estimated in the operator norm. We also set (II°) := Id — II° and [T+ =
Id—1II.

Proof. Let u € dom &p(e) and remark that there holds

El(m€>2 2 K me me 2
oot = PO > (- o) [ (0. = o)+ (a1

H2
— S (Il 4+ () uf?) ) dsdt

E3(me)? — By (me)?

+ =

(1)
= ce(I™uf|? + [|(IT"9) Fu)?). - (15)

We focus on the first term on the right-hand side of the last equation which gives

/ (1(0s — ifag) (IT™€ + (™€) ) ul?) dsdt = / (05 — ifag)ﬂm€u|2dsdt
Str 2 Str 2

+/ (95 fifog)(HmE)J‘uFdsdt
Str 2

+ 2%(/ ((8s — igog)ﬂmau, (05 — igag)(ﬂma)Lwdsdt)
Str

>/ |(85—Z'E03)Hm8u|2dsdt
Str 2

+ 2?)?(/ (s — ifag)Hmau, (05 — ifag)(l'[mg)lumsdt).
Str 2 2
Let us deal with the last term. Remark that there holds
(05 — iggg)nmsu, (9, — iggg)(HWE)Llo

= (([(9s=iyos), ™41 (9, =i S0 ) I u, ([(9s—i50), (1) (L") (9, =i5 03) ) (7€) ),

where the scalar product is taken in L?(Str, C?). Taking into account that II"™¢ commutes with s,

we obtain
izas), (IIM)L] = —iZ (o, TI™<),

(0 — igag),ﬂms] = -[(0. i3 5



which gives
(0, — igo3) " u, (9, — iZo3) (1) u)
= (= iggloa, I T (9, — i5.00) ) 1", (i3 [os, TI7™] + (1) (9, — i503)) (1) ")
= (=i [0, ™0, i 2 o, 79 (I17) - r) + (i forg, TP I, (I79) (9, — i5.09) (179 )

(I (9, — i505) T, i o, I (1) )

=J1+ Jo+ Js.
One notices that there exists ¢; > 0 such that
1] < ex [T =ul | (07) -ul) < el eul® + S (1) -l (16)
Similarly, there exists co > 0 such that
] < el (@ — )T ullI|(T7)  ull < Zell(@, — i)™ ul? + Z[A™) ul® (17)

Concerning the term Ja, there holds
Jo = <—ig(nm8)iagnmu, 0, (I1™) 1) + <—ig(nm8)i0—3nmu, —130—3(11%)%)
and an integration by parts in the s-variable gives
Jo = 44%(11’”8)%311%85% (I1™€) ) — <—i%/(HmE)J‘03Hm€u, (I1™€) )
+ <*ig(Hm€)J‘03Hm€u, figog(HmE)J‘u)
Hence, there exists c¢3 > 0 such that
[ T2] < 3 (|| OsTT™ul || (L) Fuaf| 4 [T e[| (TT7) “ e
< s (SUDT > + [Tmul?) + o (017) ul).
Noting that
0.7 u] < (D, — i 5 os)ull + | 51w

there exists ¢4 > 0 such that

€ H me me me
2] < ea (G105 — igos) T ul® + T u|?) + || (IT ) ul?). (18)

1
2|
In the estimates (16), (17) and (18) we have used that x € L°°(R), and the following bounds on the
operator norms

<1, et <1
as II"™¢ and (II™¢)* are projectors, as well as the elementary identity 2ab < 5a2+%b2, with a,b,e > 0.
Combining the above observations, coming back to (15), we get, for some ¢5 > 0 :

E1(me)?

a_[u] — =

2
>(1- 055)/ (|(as — i Z o)y — “—|Hmfu|2)dtds
Str 2 4

Es(me)? — E1(me)? ¢ m m
b (Bl PR sy — sl

€
Notice that the first term on the right-hand-side of (18) has been absorbed in the integral above,
taking a new constant cs, and the terms involving ||[II"™¢u/|? and ||(II"™¢)+u||? contribute to the last
two terms in the above formula.
Now, set f* := (u, (ID’TE’i>L2(,171) and remark that the computation of the term

/ (|(8S - ifog)l_[meu
Str 2

2 ﬁ2 me, |2
| —Z|H ul|*dsdt.
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is similar to the one performed in the proof of the upper bound (see the proof of Proposition 10)
and it yields

2
R m K m
(10~ ot = S udsdt > (ac © ac) (1) = eocl ey,
tr

for some constant cg. All in all, we have obtained that there exists k£ > 0 such that provided ¢ is
small enough there holds

2
- B S (1 ke @ a0l — kel

4 (EQ(?TLE)Q ;El(m€>2

a—[u]

3

k me\L, 112
- = — k) )t
572k

> (1 - ke)(ge & a0)[f) = kell fllfaqey + (oo — = = ) 107 ul?

3

where for the last inequality we have used Point (3) Proposition 7. As the quadratic form on the
right-hand side is the quadratic form of the direct sum of two operators, if one fixes j € N the
min-max principle of Proposition 3 yields

E1(me)?

. 5m2 k
= > j — th element of the set({(l —ke)pj(ge ® qe) — ke U{ - == k})

11 (Dr(e)?) - 16e2 ¢

Hence, for € small enough (depending on j), this reads

E1(me)?

1 (Dr(e)?) = == 5= > (1 = ke)p;(ge @ ge) — he.

which is precisely Proposition 11. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 4. Let J > 1 and remark that due to the symmetry of the spectrum of
Dr(e) with respect to zero, for all j € {1,...,J} there holds

Aj(Dr(e)) = y/ p2;(Dr(e)?). (19)

Combining Propositions 10 and 11, we have for all j € N that when € — 0

i (Pr(?) = 2L 0. @ 00+ 0
2 (14 g 900 + 0E),

2

where we have used that Eq(me) = O(1) when € — 0. Hence, there holds

E 1
- 1(me) + 145 (ge @ ge)e + O(?)

;i (Dr(€)?) - 2E1 (me)

and by Point 4 in Proposition 7, there holds

FEi(me 2
w0r(e) = P4 2 e 00 + 0,
Thus, for j € {1,...,J}, (19) yields
Ei(me 2 Ei(me 2
Aj(Dr(e)) = % + —p2j(de ® ge)e + O(e?) = % +—p(ge)e + O(e?),

concluding the proof.
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