arXiv:1104.1978v2 [math.AP] 17 Apr 2011

DISTINGUISHED SELF-ADJOINT EXTENSIONS OF DIRAC OPERATORS VIA HARDY-DIRAC INEQUALITIES

NAIARA ARRIZABALAGA

Abstract. We prove some Hardy-Dirac inequalities with two different weights including measure valued and Coulombic ones. Those inequalities are used to construct distinguished self-adjoint extensions of Dirac operators for a class of diagonal potentials related to the weights in the above mentioned inequalities.

1. Introduction

In this work we deal with the problem of self-adjointness of Dirac operators. Many authors have studied this problem for Dirac operators H_0 coupled to an electrostatic potential V . Denoting H_0 = −iα · ∇ + β where α = (α_1, α_2, α_3),

α_i := ( 0 σ_i σ_i 0 ) , i = 1, 2, 3 , β := ( I_2 0 0 −I_2 ) , I_2 is the identity operator on C^2 and

σ_1 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ_2 = ( 0 −i i 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 1 0 0 −1 )

is the family of Pauli matrices.

If V is a bounded function which tends to 0 at infinity, the operator H_0 + V with domain H^1(R^3 , C^4 ) is self-adjoint, see for instance [19]. However, if V has singularities, one is interested in constructing self-adjoint extensions of H_0 + V originally defined on the domain C^∞_c (R^3 , C^4 ). The papers [15, 14, 16, 17, 18, 13, 12, 10] treated this problem by using a different method depending on the singularity of the potential. Those works dealt exclusively with electrostatic potentials, while in [2, 3, 4, 20], Arai and Yamada consider more general matrix-valued potentials. Results on the essential self-adjointness of Dirac operators with relativistic δ-sphere interactions can be found in [5, 6, 8] and similar results for the Schrödinger operator with point interactions in [1]. See notes in [19] for the complete bibliography.

We will restrict our attention to [10], the most recent work among the above mentioned ones, in which Esteban and Loss use a method based on Hardy-like inequalities. Let us explain this result in more detail. Let V :

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 81Q10, 35P05, 35Q40.

Key words and phrases. Relativistic Quantum Mechanics, Dirac operator, self-adjoint operator, self-adjoint extensions.

The author is supported by the grant PIFA-B/01/06. 1

R^3 → R be a potential such that for some constant c(V ) ∈ (−1, 1), Γ := sup_R3 V < 1 + c(V ) and for every φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ),

(1.1) ∫ R^3 ( |σ · ∇φ|^2 1 + c(V ) − V

+ (1 − c(V ) + V )|φ|^2 ) dx ≥ 0. Then Esteban and Loss can construct a distinguished self-adjoint extension of the operator H_0 + V defined on C^∞_c (R^3 , C^4 ). One of the components of the operator is extended by using the Friedrichs extension and inequality (1.1), and the remaining one by choosing the right domain for the whole operator. In [11], the same authors point out that an extra condition on the potential is needed for the construction of the self-adjoint extensions mentioned in [10]. The natural condition to get the desired symmetry on the operator H_0 + V is that each component of

(1.2) (γ − V )^{−2}∇V

is square integrable, where γ is any number in (Γ, 1 + c(V )).

In this paper we generalize, in some sense, the above mentioned result. Consider H_0 = −iα·∇+mβ, using similar techniques as in [10], we construct distinguished self-adjoint extensions of Dirac operators defined as H_V = H_0 − V with potentials of the type

V (x) = ( w_1(x)I_2 0 0 w_2(x)I_2 )

where w_1 is a real function or a singular measure and w_2 is a function.

Assuming that w_2 is positive, for w_1 negative the proof runs quite straightforward. However, for the positive sign of w_1 we need to prove Hardy-Dirac inequalities such as

(1.3) ∫ R^3

w_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2, for some λ ∈ (−m, m).

Estimates of the type (1.3) are proved in Section 2 and we use them in Section 3 to prove the self-adjointness of the Dirac operator H_V . In particular, they are used to define a Hilbert space H with the inner product

(ϕ, φ)_H := ∫ R^3

(m − w_1 + λ)ϕ · φ + ∫ R^3 iσ · ∇ϕ m + w_2 − λ · iσ · ∇φ. By using the Riesz Representation Theorem we are able to extend one component of the operator. The remaining component is extended by choosing the right domain D. Moreover, we avoid the extra condition on the gradient of the potential equivalent to (1.2) thanks to the particular structure of the inner product, which is itself symmetric. Therefore, if we take w_1 = w_2 = V such that sup_{x≠0} V (x) ≤^ν_{|x|} , we improve the result of [10] in the sense that we can construct a distinguished self-adjoint extensions without using the condition (1.2).

Some examples of Dirac operators and Hardy-Dirac inequalities are given in the last section of the paper.

2. Hardy-Dirac estimate

Definition 2.1. Let A be the class of potentials that contains all pairs of positive radial measurable functions, V_1, V_2 : R^3 → R^+ , that satisfy

A_+[V_1, V_2] := sup_{r>0} [ 1 r^2 ∫_r 0 (V_1(t) + V_2(t)) t^2 dt ] < +∞ and A_−[V_1, V_2] := sup_{r>0} [ r^2 ∫_∞ r (V_1(t) + V_2(t)) dt t^2 ] < +∞. We can now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.2. Let V_1, V_2 ∈ A. For any ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) and any γ ≥ 0, ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ max{A^2_+, A^2_−} ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. The inequality holds whenever the right hand side is finite. We follow the approach of [7] for the proof. For the convenience of the reader we state the relevant results on the spectrum of σ · L and the projections associated to the spectral space, X_k, without proofs, thus making our exposition selfcontained.

Lemma 2.3. The spectrum of σ · L is the discrete set {k ∈ Z : k ≠ −1} and σ · L applied to a radial function is zero. Moreover, if ϕ is a continuous function, then P_kϕ(0) = 0 for any k ∈ Z/{0, −1}.

The key points are that L commutes with all radial functions and that -1 is not in the spectrum of σ · L.

Lemma 2.4. For any k, l ∈ Spec(σ·L), k ≠ l, P_k(σ·L)^2P_l ≡ P_l(σ·L)^2P_k ≡ 0 in H^1(R^3 , C^2 ).

Corollary 2.5. Any function ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) can be written ϕ = ∑ k∈Z:k≠−1 ϕ_k with ϕ_k ∈ X_k and moreover, if W is a radial function, ∫ R^3 W |ϕ|^2 = ∑ k∈Z:k≠−1 ∫ R^3 W |ϕ_k|^2, ∫ R^3 W |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 = ∑ k∈Z:k≠−1 ∫ R^3 W |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2. Definition 2.6. For V_1, V_2 ∈ A, A_k is given by

A_k := sup_{r>0} 1 r^{2(k+1)} ∫_r 0 (V_1(s) + V_2(s)) s^{2(k+1)} ds, k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0,

sup_{r>0} r^{2(k+1)} ∫_∞ r (V_1(s) + V_2(s)) ds s^{2(k+1)} , k ∈ Z, k ≤ −2.

We can see at once that A_k ≤ A_0 for all k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0 and A_k ≤ A_{−2} for all k ∈ Z, k ≤ −2, because V_1 and V_2 are nonnegative.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ). From the fundamental theorem of calculus we write |ϕ(x)|^2 = ℜ (∫_∞ r −2ϕ(tω)(ω · ∇ϕ(tω)) dt )

for r = |x|, ω =^x_{|x|} . Suppose that W is a radial and real function, then ∫ R^3 W |ϕ|^2 = −2 ℜ (∫ S^2 dω ∫_∞ 0 W (rω)r^2 dr ∫_∞ r ϕ(tω)(ω · ∇ϕ(tω)) dt )

= −2 ℜ (∫ S^2 dω ∫_∞ 0 ϕ(tω)(ω · ∇ϕ(tω))t^2g_W (t) dt )

where g_W (t) := 1 t^2 ∫_t 0 W (r) r^2dr. By abuse of notation, we use the same letter W for W (x) and W (r). Now using the identity

(2.1) x |x| · ∇ = ( σ · x |x| ) (σ · ∇) + 1 |x| (σ · L) ∀x ∈ R^3 , for any δ > 0 and γ > 0, we obtain ⟨( W + 2 |x| g_W σ · L ) ϕ, ϕ ⟩ = −2 ℜ (∫ R^3 ϕ ( σ · x |x| ) (σ · ∇) ϕg_W (|x|) dx )

(2.2) ≤ ||g_W ||_L∞ (0, ∞) [ 1 δ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 V_2 + γ dx + δ ∫ R^3

(V_2 + γ)|ϕ|^2 dx ] . Take the nonnegative spectrum of σ · L, i.e., k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0. We want to solve W_k + 2k r g_k = V_1 + V_2 ∀r ∈ (0, ∞) where g_k = g_{Wk} (r) := 1 r^2 ∫_r 0 W_k(s) s^2ds. Since d dr ( r^{2k} ∫_r 0 s^2W_k(s) ds ) = r^{2(k+1)}W_k + 2k r^{2k−1} ∫_r 0 s^2W_k(s) ds = r^{2(k+1)}(V_1 + V_2), then r^{2k} ∫_r 0 s^2W_k(s) ds = ∫_r 0 s^{2(k+1)}(V_1(s) + V_2(s)) ds.

The equation is solved by

g_k(r) := 1 r^{2(k+1)} ∫_r 0 (V_1(s) + V_2(s))s^{2(k+1)}ds and W_k = V_1 + V_2 − 2k r g_k. By definition of A_k, ||g_W ||_L∞_{(0,∞)} = A_k. From the above and (2.2) it follows that for ϕ = ϕ_k ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ) such that σ · Lϕ_k = kϕ_k, k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0, ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 + ∫ R^3

V_2|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A_k δ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + δA_k ∫ R^3

(V_2 + γ)|ϕ_k|^2.

Take δ = 1 A_k , ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A^2_k ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^2. Since A_k ≤ A_0 = A_+ for all k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0,

(2.3) ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A^2_+ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^2. We now apply the same argument for the negative spectrum of σ · L. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ) and write

|ϕ(x)|^2 = |ϕ(0)|^2 + 2 ℜ (∫_r 0 ϕ(tω)(ω · ∇ϕ(tω)) dt )

for r = |x|, ω =^x_{|x|} . Using the same notation as before and assuming that ϕ(0) = 0, ∫ R^3

W |ϕ|^2 = 2 ℜ (∫ S^2 dω ∫_∞ 0 ϕ(tω)(ω · ∇ϕ(tω))t^2h_W (t) dt )

where h_W (t) := 1 t^2 ∫_∞ t W (r) r^2dr. By (2.1) and for any δ > 0 and γ > 0, we obtain ⟨( W − 2 |x| h_W σ · L ) ϕ, ϕ ⟩

(2.4) ≤ ||h_W ||_L∞_{(0,∞)} [ 1 δ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 V_2 + γ dx + δ ∫ R^3

(V_2 + γ)|ϕ|^2 dx ] . For the negative spectrum of σ · L, i.e., k ∈ Z, k ≤ −2 we solve

(2.5) W_k − 2k r h_k = V_1 + V_2 ∀r ∈ (0, ∞)

where h_k = h_{Wk} (r) := 1 r^2 ∫_∞ r W_k(s)s^2ds.

Since d dr ( r^{2k} ∫_∞ r s^2W_k(s) ds ) = r^{2(k+1)}W_k + 2k r^{2k−1} ∫_∞ r s^2W_k(s) ds = −r^{2(k+1)}(V_1 + V_2) .

Equation (2.5) can be solved by taking

h_k(r) := 1 r^{2(k+1)} ∫_∞ r (V_1(s) + V_2(s))s^{2(k+1)}ds and W_k = V_1 + V_2 + 2k r h_k . By definition ||h_W ||_L∞_{(0,∞)} = A_k. Let ϕ = ϕ_k ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ) such that σ · Lϕ_k = kϕ_k , k ∈ Z, k ≤ −2 . By Lemma (2.3), ϕ_k(0) = 0. Now using (2.4) and the above estimates we obtain ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 + ∫ R^3

V_2|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A_k δ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + δA_k ∫ R^3

(V_2 + γ)|ϕ_k|^2.

Take δ = 1 A_k , ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A^2_k ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^2. Since A_k ≤ A_{−2} = A_− for all k ∈ Z, k ≤ −2,

(2.6) ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ A^2_− ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^2. By (2.3) , (2.6) and using a density argument we conclude that

(2.7) ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ_k|^2 ≤ max{A^2_+, A^2_−} ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_k|^2 V_2 + γ + γ ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^2 for any ϕ_k ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) such that σ · Lϕ_k = kϕ_k, k ∈ Z, k ≠ −1. Sum on k ∈ Z, k ≠ −1 and use Corollary 2.5 to complete the proof. □ Remark 2.7. (i) The constants A_+ and A_− are scaling invariant. Let V^α_1 (x) = αV_1(α x) and V^α_2 (x) = αV_2(α x) for α ∈ R, then A_+[V^α_1 , V^α_2 ] = A_+[V_1, V_2] and A_−[V^α_1 , V^α_2 ] = A_−[V_1, V_2].

(ii) Notice also that we could put two different scalings by taking

~A_+[V_1, V_2] := sup r>0 1 r^2 ∫_r 0 V_1(t) t^2 dt + sup_{r>0} 1 r^2 ∫_r 0 V_2(t) t^2 dt and ~A_−[V_1, V_2] := sup r>0 r^2 ∫_∞ r V_1(t) dt t^2

+ sup_{r>0} r^2 ∫_∞ r V_2(t) dt t^2 . In this case, since A_+ ≤ ~A_+ and A_− ≤ ~A_−, the constant in the inequality of Theorem 2.2 is worst, however, we gain on freedom.

Corollary 2.8. Let V_1, V_2 ∈ A, c_1 and c_2 positive constants such that

c_1c_2 ≤ 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−} , and m ∈ R^+ . Then there exists a λ ∈ (0, m) such that ∫ R^3

c_1V_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + c_2V_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2.

Proof. Take γ = m − λ c_2 in Theorem 2.2 . Hence ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ max{A^2_+, A^2_−} ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m c_2 + V2 − λ c_2 + m − λ c_2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. By assumption, ∫ R^3

V_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ 1 c_1c_2 ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m c_2 + V2 − λ c_2 + m − λ c_2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 = 1 c_1 ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + c_2V_2 − λ + m − λ c_2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. Now, if

(2.8) c_1 c_2 ≤ m + λ m − λ , the corollary follows. Note that we can choose λ ∈ (0, m) close enough to m such that (2.8) holds. □

Remark 2.9. The same results hold for V_1 nonnegative radial Radon measure which, in what follows, we will denote by μ. In this case, we have to redefine A as the class of pairs μ, V_2 such that μ is a singular positive radial measure supported in R^3 \{0} and V_2 is a positive radial measurable function bounded in a neighborhood of the support of μ that satisfy

A_+[μ, V_2] := sup_{r>0} [ 1 r^2 (∫_r 0 t^2dμ + ∫_r 0 V_2(t) t^2 dt )] < +∞ and A_−[μ, V_2] := sup_{r>0} [ r^2 (∫_∞ r 1 t^2 dμ + ∫_∞ r V_2(t) dt t^2 )] < +∞. The proof of Theorem 2.2 for V_1 a measure can be handled in much the same way, the only difference being in the definition of ∫ R^3 |ϕ| 2dμ, i.e., we have to assure that the expression makes sense.

From [9] we know that if μ is a positive radial measure, then ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dμ ≤ C||ϕ||_L2 ||∇ϕ||_L2 holds for some C if and only if μ(B(0, r)) ≤ Br^2 for some constant B and all r > 0. Since μ ∈ A, it satisfies the inequality. Let Ω be the support of μ and Ω_ϵ := {x : d(x, Ω) < ϵ}. It suffices to show that ϕ, ∇ϕ ∈ L^2_{Ωϵ} .

Define a smooth cut-off function η as

η := { 1 if x ∈ Ω_{ϵ/2} 0 if x /∈ Ω_{3ϵ/2}.

Assume that

(2.9) C ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + V_2 − λ + c ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 < +∞ for C, c ≥ 0, then ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ), in particular, it is in L^2(Ω_ϵ, C^2 ). On the other hand, ∫ R^3 |∇(ηϕ)|^2 = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇(ηϕ)|^2 = ∫ R^3 |(σ · ∇ηI_2)ϕ + ησ · ∇ϕ|^2 ≤ 2 ∫ R^3 |∇η|^2|ϕ|^2 + 2 ∫ R^3 η^2|σ · ∇ϕ|^2. The first term on the right side is finite, because ∇η is bounded and ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ). Let us show that so is the second one. Since w_2 is bounded in Ω_ϵ, then ∫ R^3 η^2|σ · ∇ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ Ω_{3ϵ/2} |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 ≤ C ∫ Ω_{3ϵ/2} |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + V_2 − λ < +∞. Therefore, if (2.9) holds ∫ R^3 |ϕ| 2dμ is well-defined.

Corollary 2.8 and Remark 2.9 will be very useful in the next section.

3. Self-adjointness and Essential Self-adjointness

Let V be a potential such that

V (x) = ( w_1(x)I_2 0 0 w_2(x)I_2 )

where w_1 is a real function or a measure, w_2 is a real function and I_2 is the identity operator on C^2 . The Dirac operator coupled to the potential V takes the form H_V := −iα · ∇ + mβ − V. Proposition 3.1. Let w_1, w_2 real functions such that w_1(x) ≤ 0 and w_2(x) ≥ 0 and locally integrable. Then, the space

H := { ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) : ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 1 + w_2 + ∫ R^3

(1 − w_1)|ϕ|^2 < ∞ }

is a Hilbert space with the norm ||ϕ||^2_H = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 1 + w_2 + ∫ R^3

(1 − w_1)|ϕ|^2.

Moreover, for any a, b > 0 the H-norm is equivalent to ||ϕ||^2_{~H} = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 b + w_2 + ∫ R^3 (a − w_1)|ϕ|^2. In particular, a = m + λ, b = m − λ if λ ∈ (−m, m).

Proof. It is easy to check that

(ϕ, φ)_H := ∫ R^3

(1 − w_1)ϕ · φ + ∫ R^3 iσ · ∇ϕ 1 + w_2 · iσ · ∇φ is an inner product.

We have to see that H is complete. Let ϕ_n be a Cauchy sequence in H, then so is in L^2(1 − w_1) and σ · ∇ϕ_n in L^2 ( 1 1 + w_2 ) . Hence, there exist a function ϕ ∈ L^2(1 − w_1) such that lim_{n→∞} ||ϕ_n − ϕ||_L2_{(1−w1)} = 0

and a function ψ ∈ L^2 ( 1 1 + w_2 ) such that

lim_{n→∞} ||σ · ∇ϕ_n − ψ||_{L2}^(_{11+w2}^) = 0 .

We claim that ψ = σ · ∇ϕ. Since ∫ R^3 |ϕ_n − ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3

(1 − w_1)|ϕ_n − ϕ|^2,

ϕ_n tends to ϕ in L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) when n → ∞. Now, let φ be a test function, then | | | ∫ R^3 (σ · ∇ϕ_n − ψ)φ | | | ≤ (∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ_n − ψ|^2 1 + w_2 )_{1/2} (∫ R^3

(1 + w_2)|φ|^2 )_{1/2} . Notice that since w_2 is locally integrable the second term on the right side is bounded. Moreover, the first term on the right tends to zero, thus, σ · ∇ϕ_n tends to ψ in the sense of distributions. Now recalling that if ϕ_n tends to ϕ in L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) when n tends to ∞, then lim_{n→∞} ∂ϕ_n ∂x_j = ∂ϕ ∂x_j in the distributional sense, it follows that lim_{n→∞} σ · ∇ϕ_n = σ · ∇ϕ, which completes the proof.

Moreover, since there exist a constant c such that c ≥ a and c ≥

1 + w_2 b + w_2 and another constant C such that C ≥^1_a and C ≥ b + w_2 1 + w_2

, it is easy to

check that H and ~H norms are equivalent. □

Proposition 3.2. Let V_1, V_2 ∈ A and A_+, A_− given by Definition 2.1. Let w_1 and w_2 such that (3.1) 0 ≤ w_1, w_2, w_1(x) ≤ c_1V_1(|x|) and w_2(x) ≤ c_2V_2(|x|), and c_1c_2 < 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−}

. Then the space

H := { ϕ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) : ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 1 + w_2 + ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 < ∞ }

is a Hilbert space with the norm ||ϕ||^2_H = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 1 + w_2 + ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. For any a, b > 0 the H-norm is equivalent to ||ϕ||^2_{~H} = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 b + w_2 + a ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. In particular, we can take a = m + λ, b = m − λ if λ ∈ (−m, m). Moreover, if we take λ such that the condition (2.8) holds, ||ϕ||^2_{Hw1} = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ + ∫ R^3

(m − w_1 + λ)|ϕ|^2

also defines an equivalent norm.

Proof. The fact that H is Hilbert is the particular case w_1 = 0 in Proposition 3.1. To complete the proof we only need to see the equivalence between the ~H and H_{w1} norms. However, before doing that we need a previous result.

Since c_1c_2 < 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−}

, then there exists ϵ > 0 such that

(1 + ϵ)c_1c_2 ≤ 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−} . Hence, (1+ϵ)c_1, c_2, V_1 and V_2 satisfy the hypotheses in Corollary 2.8. Therefore, for λ satisfying (1 + ϵ)c_1

c_2 ≤ m + λ m − λ , we have ∫ R^3

(1 + ϵ)c_1V_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + c_2V_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. By (3.1) we get ∫ R^3

(1 + ϵ)w_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2. Hence,

(3.2) ϵ ∫ R^3

w_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ + ∫ R^3

(m − w_1 + λ)|ϕ|^2.

We will use inequality (3.2) to prove the first part of the equivalence. We have ||ϕ||^2_{~H} = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ + ∫ R^3

(m − w_1 + λ)|ϕ|^2 + ∫ R^3 w_1|ϕ|^2 ≤ ||ϕ||^2_{Hw1} + 1 ϵ ||ϕ||^2_{Hw1} ≤ C||ϕ||^2_{Hw1} . The reverse inequality is immediate. □

Proposition 3.3. Let V_1 be a singular, radial and positive measure supported in R^3 \{0} and V_2 a function that satisfy the conditions in Remark 2.9. Let w_1 = c_1V_1 , which we denote by μ, w_2 ≥ 0 such that w_2(x) ≤ c_2V_2(|x|) and c_1c_2 < 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−}

. If we take λ such that the condition (2.8) holds and w_2 is bounded in a neighborhood of the support of μ, ||ϕ||_{Hμ} = ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m + w_2 − λ

+ (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 − ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dμ defines an equivalent norm in the Hilbert space H given in Proposition 3.2.

The proof runs as in Proposition 3.2, the only difference being in the definition of ∫ R^3 |ϕ| 2dμ. However, since V_2 satisfies the conditions in Remark 2.9, it is well-defined.

Remark 3.4. The same result holds for w_1 a measure with regular and singular parts, as long as the singular part satisfies the conditions in Proposition 3.3 and the regular part satisfies the ones in Proposition 3.2.

We fix a value λ satisfying the condition (2.8). In what follows we use the notation of this inner product

(ϕ, φ)_H := ∫ R^3

(m − w_1 + λ)ϕ · φ + ∫ R^3 iσ · ∇ϕ m + w_2 − λ · iσ · ∇φ. Define D the domain of the Dirac operator containing all pairs (ϕ, χ) ∈ H × L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) such that (m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ , −iσ · ∇ϕ + (−m − w_2 + λ)χ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ). We understand the last two expressions in the following sense; the linear functional (η, (−m − w_2 + λ)χ) + (−iσ · ∇η, ϕ), which is defined for all test functions, extends uniquely to a bounded linear functional on L^2(R^3 , C^2 ). Likewise for (η, (m − w_1 + λ)ϕ) + (−iσ · ∇η, χ).

We can now state our main result.

Theorem 3.5. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.1, 3.2 or 3.3, the Dirac operator H_V defined on D is self-adjoint. Furthermore, it is the unique self-adjoint extension of H_V on C^∞_c (R^3 , C^4 ) such that the domain is contained in H × L^2(R^3 , C^2 ).

Proof. Here we follow the approach of [10]. The self-adjointness is proved by showing that H_V is symmetric and that H_V + λ is a bijection.

We start by showing that H_V + λ is a bijection from D to L^2(R^3 , C^4 ). To prove that the operator is onto pick (F_1, F_2) ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^4 ) and define the linear functional T : H → C such that

T (η) = (F_1, η)_L2_{(R}3_{,C} 2_) + ( F_2 m + w_2 − λ , −iσ · ∇η ) L^2(R^3 ,C^2 ) , η ∈ H. Let us see that T is bounded. By Cauchy-Schwarz, |T (η)| ≤ ||F_1||_L2 ||η||_L2 + ||F_2||_L2 | | | | | | −iσ · ∇η m + w_2 − λ | | | | | |_{L2} . Since F_1 ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) and η ∈ H, the first term on the right side is well defined and bounded. Since F_2 ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) and

(3.3) | | | | −iσ · ∇η m + w_2 − λ | | | |^2 L^2 ≤ 1 m − λ ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇η|^2 m + w_2 − λ dx ≤ c m − λ ||η||_H, the second term is also bounded.

We use the Riesz Representation Theorem to conclude that there exists a unique ϕ ∈ H such that (ϕ, η)_H = T (η) ∀η ∈ H i.e., ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, η)_L2 + ( −iσ · ∇ϕ m + w_2 − λ , −iσ · ∇η ) L^2

= (F_1, η)_L2 + ( F_2 m + w_2 − λ , −iσ · ∇η ) L^2 . Equivalently,

((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, η)_L2 + ( F_2 + iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ , −iσ · ∇η ) L^2

= (F_1, η)_L2 .

Define χ = F_2 + iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ which is in L^2(R^3 , C^2 ), because F_2 ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) and ϕ ∈ H. Now by definition, ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, η)_L2 + (χ, −iσ · ∇η)_L2 = (F_1, η)_L2 .

This holds for all test function η, but since F_1 ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 ), the functional η −→ ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, η)_L2 + (χ, −iσ · ∇η)_L2 extends uniquely to a continuous functional on L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) which implies (m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ = F_1. Now since χ is a function in L^2(R^3 , C^2 ), from its definition we have (−m − w_2 + λ)χ = F_2 + iσ · ∇ϕ a.e.

so that (−m − w_2 + λ)χ − iσ · ∇ϕ = F_2 a.e..

The injection is trivial, because the Riesz Representation Theorem tells that for each (F_1, F_2) there exists a unique ϕ such that (ϕ, η)_H = T (η) for all η ∈ H. For (F_1, F_2) = (0, 0), ϕ = 0 satisfies the equation, thus, ϕ must be zero. And, in consequence, χ = 0.

To prove the symmetry let (ϕ, χ), (~ϕ, ~χ) ∈ D and ( (H_V + λ) ( ϕ χ ) , ( ~ϕ ~χ ))

= ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ, ~ϕ) + ((−m − w_2 + λ)χ − iσ · ∇ϕ, ~χ). Take (ϕ, ~ϕ)_H + ( (−m − w_2 + λ) [ χ + −iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ] , −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ) L^2

= ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, ~ϕ) + ( −iσ · ∇ϕ m + w_2 − λ , −iσ · ∇~ϕ ) L^2 + ( (−m − w_2 + λ)χ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ) L^2 + ( −iσ · ∇ϕ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ )

= ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, ~ϕ) + (χ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ) . Observe that

(3.4) (ϕ, ~ϕ)_H + ( (−m − w_2 + λ) [ χ + −iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ] , −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ) L^2

equals to (3.5) ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ, ~ϕ) for ~ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ). Note also that the first term of (3.4) makes sense

because ϕ, ~ϕ ∈ H and the second one because, since (ϕ, χ) ∈ D,

(−m − w_2 + λ) [ χ + −iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ] ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 )

and since ~ϕ ∈ H, −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ∈ L^2(R^3 , C^2 )

as we proved in (3.3). (3.5) makes sense by definition of the domain. We next show that (3.4) and (3.5) are continuous in ~ϕ with respect to the H-norm. By definition of the domain, ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ, ~ϕ) ≤ c||~ϕ||_H and (ϕ, ~ϕ)_H + ( (−m − w_2 + λ) [ χ + −iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ] , −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ) L^2

= ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, ~ϕ) + ( −iσ · ∇ϕ m + w_2 − λ , −iσ · ∇~ϕ ) L^2 + (χ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ)_L2 + ( −iσ · ∇ϕ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ )

= ((m − w_1 + λ)ϕ, ~ϕ) + (χ, −iσ · ∇~ϕ) ≤ c||~ϕ||_L2 ≤ c||~ϕ||_H, where c is a constant. In short, for ~ϕ chosen to be in C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ), we have two expressions that are continuous in ~ϕ with respect to H-norm that coincide in C^∞_c (R^3 , C^2 ). Then, by the Hahn-Banach Theorem, each one has a unique extension to a bounded linear transformation defined on H. Hence, they coincide on the domain. Therefore, we get that ( (H_V + λ) ( ϕ χ ) , ( ~ϕ ~χ ))

equals (ϕ, ~ϕ)_H + ( (−m − w_2 + λ) [ χ + −iσ · ∇ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ] , ~χ + −iσ · ∇~ϕ −m − w_2 + λ ) L^2 , which is symmetric in (ϕ, χ) and (~ϕ, ~χ).

The proof is completed by showing the uniqueness part of the theorem. Assume that there exists another self-adjoint extension such that for any (ϕ, χ) ∈ D^′ ⊃ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^4 ), then (ϕ, χ) ∈ H × L^2(R^3 , C^2 ). Since H_V is self-adjoint on D^′, (~ϕ, (m − w_1)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ) + (~χ, (−m − w_2)χ − iσ · ∇ϕ) = ((m − w_1)~ϕ − iσ · ∇~χ, ϕ) + ((−m − w_2)~χ − iσ · ∇~ϕ, χ) for all (~ϕ, ~χ) ∈ C^∞_c (R^3 , C^4 ). This means that the expressions (m − w_1 + λ)ϕ − iσ · ∇χ and (−m − w_2 + λ)χ − iσ · ∇ϕ belong to L^2(R^3 , C^2 ) in the distributional sense. Thus, (ϕ, χ) ∈ D, i.e., D^′ ⊂ D and D^∗ ⊂ (D^′)^∗. Now since H_V is self-adjoint in D and D^′, D = D^′. □ 4. Some Examples

4.1. Let w_1, w_2 such that 0 ≤ w_1(x) ≤ ν_1 |x| and 0 ≤ w_2(x) ≤ ν_2 |x| . Since

A_+

[_1 |x| ,^1_{|x|} ] = A_− [_1 |x| ,^1_{|x|} ] = 1, Theorem 3.5 holds for ν_1ν_2 < 1.

Observe that we gain freedom on the constants ν_1, ν_2 with respect to [10]. While they obtain essentially self-adjointness for sup V (x) ≤^ν_{|x|} , ν < 1, we have ν_1, ν_2 < 1. Therefore, we can take one of the constants large as long as we decrease the other one.

4.2. Let w_1(x) = aδ_{|x|=R}, a > 0 and 0 ≤ w_2(x) ≤^ν_{|x|} . For V_1(x) = δ_{|x|=R}

and V_2(x) = 1 |x| we obtain

(4.1) ∫ |x|=R |ϕ|^2 dσ(x) ≤ 9 4 ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^1_{|x|} − λ dx + (m − λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx,

where dσ(x) is the measure in the sphere of radius R, and A_+ = A_− = 3 2 . If aν < 4 9 , then a ∫ |x|=R |ϕ|^2 dσ(x) < ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^ν_{|x|} − λ dx + (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx, and therefore Theorem 3.5 holds.

Remark 4.1. (i) Note that the right hand side of 4.1 does not depend on R, so, we can take the supremum and get

sup_{R>0} ∫ |x|=R |ϕ|^2 dσ(x) ≤ 9 4 ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^1_{|x|} − λ dx + (m − λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx. (ii) Observe that if a tends to zero, ν can be as large as we want. This coincides with the self-adjointness result for V = ( 0 0 0^ν_{|x|} )

which holds for ν ∈ [0, +∞).

Remark 4.2. Let w_1(x) = c_1δ_{|x|=R} and 0 ≤ w_2(x) ≤ c_2^1_ϵ η (_{|x|−1} ϵ ) for ϵ > 0 and c_1, c_2 > 0. The inequality we obtain in this case is ∫ |x|=R |ϕ|^2 dσ(x) ≤ max{A^2_+, A^2_−} ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^1_ϵ η (_{|x|−1} ϵ ) − λ dx

+(m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx. If c_1c_2 < 1 max{A^2_+, A^2_−} , ∫ |x|=R c_1|ϕ|^2 dσ(x) < ∫ R^3 |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^{c2}_ϵ η (_{|x|−1} ϵ ) − λ dx + (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx

≤ 1 m − λ ∫ |x|≥1+ϵ,|x|≤1−ϵ |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 dx + ∫ 1−ϵ≤|x|≤1+ϵ |σ · ∇ϕ|^2 m +^1_ϵ − λ dx + (m + λ) ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2 dx. If ϵ tends to zero we do not recover the Dirac delta function, thus we cannot consider the case that w_2 is a measure.

References

[1] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. Høegh-Krohn, H. Holden, Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1988.

[2] M. Arai, On essential self-adjointness of Dirac operators, RIMS Kokyuroku, Kyoto Univ. 242 (1975), pp. 10-21.

[3] M. Arai, On essential self-adjointness, distinguished self-adjoint extension and essential spectrum of Dirac operators with matrix-valued potentials, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Univ. 19 (1983), pp. 33-57.

[4] M. Arai, O. Yamada, Essential self-adjointness and invariance of the essential spectrum for Dirac operators, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Univ. 18 (1982), pp. 973-985.

[5] J. Dittrich, P. Exner, P. Seba, Dirac operators with a spherically symmetric δ-shell interaction, J. Math. Phys. 30 (1989), pp. 2875-2882.

[6] J. Dittrich, P. Exner, P. Seba, Dirac Hamiltonian with Coulomb potential and spherically symmetric shell contact interaction, Proceedings of the conference on order, disorder and chaos in quantum systems, Dubna (USSR) (1989), pp. 209-219.

[7] J. Dolbeault, J. Duoandikoetxea, M.J. Esteban, L. Vega, Hardy-type estimates for Dirac operators, Ann. Scient. Éc. Norm. Sup. 40 (2007), pp. 885-900.

[8] F. Dominguez-Adame, Exact solutions of the Dirac equation with surface delta interactions, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 23 (1990), pp. 1993-1999.

[9] J. Duoandikoetxea, L. Vega, Some weighted Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and applications, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 135 (2007), pp. 2795-2802.

[10] M.J. Esteban, M. Loss, Self-adjointness for Dirac operators via Hardy-Dirac inequalities, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007), no. 11, 112107.

[11] M.J. Esteban, M. Loss, Self-adjointness via Hardy-like inequalities, Mathematical results in Quantum Mechanics. Proceedings of the QMath10 Conference - QMATH10, 2007.

[12] M. Klaus, R. Wüst, Characterization and uniqueness of distinguished self-adjoint extensions of Dirac operators, Comm. Math. Phys. 64(2) (1978-79), pp. 171-176.

[13] G. Nenciu, Self-adjointness and invariance of the essential spectrum for Dirac operators defined as quadratic forms, Comm. Math. Phys. 48 (1976), pp. 235-247.

[14] U.-W. Schimncke, Essential self-adjointness of Dirac operators with strongly singular potential, Math. Z. 126 (1972), pp. 71-81.

[15] U.-W. Schimncke, Distinguished self-adjoint extensions of Dirac operators, Math. Z.

129 (1972) pp. 335-349.

[16] R. Wüst, A convergence theorem for self-adjoint operators applicable to Dirac operators with cut-off potentials, Math. Z. 131 (1973), pp. 339-349.

[17] R. Wüst, Distinguished self-adjoint extensions of Dirac operators constructed by means of cut-off potentials, Math. Z. 141 (1975), pp. 93-98.

[18] R. Wüst, Dirac operators with strongly singular potentials, Math. Z. 152 (1977), pp.

259-271.

[19] B. Thaller, The Dirac Equation, Springer-Verlag, 1992.

[20] O. Yamada, Notes on the essential self-adjointness of Dirac operators, Memoirs Res.

Inst. Sci. Eng., Ritsumeikan Univ. 40 (1981), pp. 1-8.

N. Arrizabalaga: Universidad del País Vasco, Departamento de Matemáticas, Apartado 644, 48080, Spain

E-mail address: naiara.arrizabalaga@ehu.es