arXiv:1211.3336v4 [math.AP] 21 May 2016

On spectral stability of the nonlinear Dirac equation

NABILE BOUSSAÏD

Université de Franche-Comté, 25030 Besançon CEDEX, France

ANDREW COMECH

Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas 77843, U.S.A. and IITP, Moscow 127051, Russia

May 21, 2016

Abstract

We study the point spectrum of the nonlinear Dirac equation in any spatial dimension, linearized at one of the solitary wave solutions. We prove that, in any dimension, the linearized equation has no embedded eigenvalues in the part of the essential spectrum beyond the embedded thresholds. We then prove that the birth of point eigenvalues with nonzero real part (the ones which lead to linear instability) from the essential spectrum is only possible from the embedded eigenvalues or thresholds, and therefore can not take place beyond the embedded thresholds. We also prove that “in the nonrelativistic limit” ω → m, the point eigenvalues can only accumulate to 0 and ±2mi.

1 Introduction

In the present work, we study the discrete spectrum of linearization of nonlinear Dirac models. The analysis of the discrete spectrum is crucial for the question of the dynamical stability of solitary wave solutions. While this question is well-understood in many cases for both the nonlinear Schrödinger and Klein–Gordon equations (see e.g. the review [Str89]), there are numerous open questions for systems with Hamiltonians which are sign-indefinite, such as the nonlinear Dirac equation or the Dirac–Maxwell system.

The idea to consider self-interacting spinor field has been studied in Physics for a long time, starting with the pioneering work of Ivanenko [Iva38] and then followed up in [FLR51, FFK56, Hei57]. Widely known are the massive Thirring model [Thi58] (spinor field with the vector self-interaction) and the Soler model [Sol70] (spinor field with the scalar self-interaction). The one-dimensional analogue of the Soler model is known as the (massive) Gross–Neveu model [GN74, LG75].

In the past two decades there has been an increasing interest in the nonlinear Dirac equation. The bibliography is now so extensive that we do not hope to cover it comprehensively, only giving a very brief account. The existence of standing waves in the nonlinear Dirac equation was studied in [Sol70, CV86, Mer88, ES95]. Local and global wellposedness of the nonlinear Dirac equation was further addressed in [EV97] (semilinear Dirac equation in (3+1)D) and in [MNNO05] (nonlinear Dirac equation in (3+1)D). There are many results on the local and global well-posedness in (1+1)D; we mention [ST10, MNT10, Can11, Pel11, Huh13].

The stability of solitary wave solutions of the nonlinear Dirac equation was approached via numerical simulations [RnRnSV74, AS83, AS86, BC12a, MQC^+12, XST13] and via heuristic arguments [Bog79, MM86, SV86, BSV87, CKMS10], based on the analysis of whether the energy functional is minimized under the charge constraint with respect to dilations and other families of perturbations. The spectrum of the linearization at solitary waves of the nonlinear Dirac equation in (1+1)D was computed in [Chu08, BC12a], suggesting the absence of eigenvalues with positive real part for linearizations at small amplitude solitary waves; we will say that such solitary waves are spectrally stable. The numerical simulations of the evolution of perturbed solitary waves [MQC^+12] suggest that the small amplitude solitary waves in (1+1)D nonlinear Dirac equation are also dynamically stable (or nonlinearly stable). For the massive Thirring model, which is completely integrable, the orbital stability was proved by means of a coercive conservation law in [PS14, CPS16]. The asymptotic stability of small amplitude solitary waves in the external potential has been studied in [Bou06, Bou08, PS12].

Given a real-valued function f ∈ C(R), f(0) = 0, we consider the following nonlinear Dirac equation in R^n , n ≥ 1, which is known as the Soler model [Sol70]: i∂_tψ = D_mψ − f(ψ^∗βψ)βψ, ψ(x, t) ∈ C^N , x ∈ R^n . (1.1) Above, D_m = −iα · ∇ + βm is the free Dirac operator. Here α = (α^ȷ)_{1≤ȷ≤n}, with α^ȷ and β the self-adjoint N × N Dirac matrices (see Section 1.1 for the details); m > 0 is the mass. We are interested in the stability properties of the solitary wave solutions to (1.1): ψ(x, t) = ϕ_ω(x)e^{−iωt}, (1.2) where the amplitude ϕ_ω satisfies the stationary equation ωϕ_ω = D_mϕ_ω − f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )βϕ_ω . In the present work, we study the spectral stability of solitary waves in the nonlinear Dirac equation. Given a particular solitary wave (1.2), we consider its perturbation, ( ϕ_ω(x) + ρ(x, t) ) e^{−iωt}, and study the spectrum of the linearized equation on ρ.

Definition 1.1. We will say that a particular solitary wave is spectrally stable if the spectrum of the equation linearized at this wave does not contain points with positive real part.

Remark 1.2. Sometimes it is convenient to include a further requirement that the operator corresponding to the linearization at this wave does not contain 4 × 4 Jordan blocks at λ = 0 and no 2 × 2 Jordan blocks at λ ∈ iR \ {0}; such blocks are expected to lead to dynamic instability. Related definitions of linear instability are in [Cuc14, BC12b].

In the context of spectral stability, the well-posedness of the initial value problem associated with (1.1) is not crucial. However in the investigation of the dynamical or Lyapunov stability the local well-posedness would be essential. Once again the complete account of the works on this subject is beyond our objectives but we briefly mention some of the classical results related to the three-dimensional case. Escobedo and Vega [EV97] proved the local wellposedness in the H^s-setting with s > (n−1)/2. The charge-critical scaling power (at least in the massless case) being (n − 1)/2, some works have been devoted to reach this endpoint. For instance, Machihara, Nakamura, Nakanishi and Ozawa show in [MNNO05] that the H^1 regularity in the radial variable with an arbitrarily small regularity in the angular one is sufficient. This for instance settles the H^1-well-posedness problem for radially symmetric initial data. This can for instance solve the problem for initial data of the form (4.10) for (1.1) in dimension 3. For (1.1), the non-linearity presents some null-structure which was exploited by Bejenaru and Herr in [BH15, BH16] to prove the local well-posedness in the H^1 setting for n = 3 and in the H^{1/2} setting for n = 2. Similar results have been obtained by Candy [Can11] for the massive Thirring model and by Bournaveas and Candy [BC14] in the massless case for both the Thirring and Soler models, in dimension 2 and 3.

Once the spectral stability is known, one hopes to prove the asymptotic stability of solitary waves using the dispersive estimates, similarly to how this has been done for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. First results in this direction are already appearing: in [BC12b], the asymptotic stability is proved for the translation-invariant nonlinear Dirac equation case in (3+1)D, with the spectral stability assumption playing a crucial role. We point out that due to the strong indefiniteness of the Dirac operator (the energy conservation does not lead to any bounds on the H^{1/2}- norm), we do not know how to prove the orbital stability [GSS87] but via proving the asymptotic stability first. The only exception is the completely integrable massive Thirring model in (1+1)D, where additional conserved quantities arising from the complete integrability allow to prove orbital stability of solitary waves [PS14, CPS16]. In the absence of spectral stability, one expects to be able to prove orbital instability, in the sense of [GSS87]; in [GO12], such instability is proved in the context of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, in a very general situation.

Since the isolated eigenvalues depend continuously on the perturbation, it is convenient to trace the location of “unstable” eigenvalues (eigenvalues with positive real part) for linearization at the solitary waves ϕ_ωe^{−iωt} considering ω as a parameter. For example, if one knows that solitary waves with ω in a certain interval are spectrally stable, one wants to know how and when the “unstable” eigenvalues may emerge from the imaginary axis.

We distinguish the following scenari of the development of linear instability:

1. As ω changes, two purely imaginary eigenvalues collide at λ = 0 and then turn into a pair of one positive and one negative eigenvalues. In particular, such a collision happens at the value of ω when dQ(ω)/dω = 0, which is the Vakhitov–Kolokolov condition [VK73], or when E(ω) = 0; see [BCS15]. Above, E(ω) and Q(ω) are the energy and charge of a solitary wave ϕ_ωe^{−iωt}.

2. The eigenvalues with positive real part could bifurcate off the imaginary axis, from the collision of purely imaginary eigenvalues at some point in the spectral gap but away from the origin. Such a phenomenon has been observed in the nonlinear Dirac equation with cubic and quintic nonlinearities in two dimensions [CKS^+15].

3. The eigenvalues with positive real part could bifurcate from the essential spectrum. We will address this scenario in the present work. We will prove that when |ω| < m, the bifurcations from λ ∈ iR, |λ| < m + |ω|, are only possible when λ is an eigenvalue. We will also show that such bifurcations are impossible from λ ∈ iR with |λ| > m + |ω|, that is, outside of the region bounded by the embedded thresholds. See Theorem 2.15 and Remark 2.18 below.

Let us mention related results. The bifurcations from the embedded thresholds ±(m + |ω|)i have been observed in [CP06] in the context of coupled-mode equations. At ω = 0, the bifurcations from the collision of thresholds at λ = ±mi were shown in [KS02] in the context of the massive Thirring model. The bifurcation of a pair of a positive and a negative eigenvalues at ω = m from the threshold λ = 0 is shown in [CGG14] in the case when dQ(ω)/dω > 0 for ω ≲ m, in a formal agreement with the Vakhitov–Kolokolov stability criterion [VK73]. We do not know yet examples of bifurcations from embedded eigenvalues.

We expect that in the non-relativistic limit ω → m the bifurcation of eigenvalues with nonzero real part from λ = 0 is completely characterized by the Vakhitov–Kolokolov stability criterion: that is, we expect that there are no such bifurcations if dQ(ω)/dω ≤ 0 for ω ≲ m. We will address this scenario elsewhere.

4. One might speculate that at some value of ω, the eigenvalues with positive real part could arrive from ±i∞. We expect this never happens; we will address this scenario elsewhere.

While the nonlinear Dirac equation is only a simplified model of self-interacting spinor fields, our approach to the spectral stability of solitary waves in the nonlinear Dirac equation is also applicable to the Dirac–Maxwell system [Gro66, Wak66]. The local well-posedness of the Dirac–Maxwell system was proved in [Bou96]. The existence of standing waves ϕ(x)e^{−iωt} in the Dirac–Maxwell system is proved in [EGS96] (for ω ∈ (−m, 0)) and in [Abe98] (for ω ∈ (−m, m)); for an overview of these results, see [ES02]. We hope that the spectral stability in this model could be approached by our methods. Another situation where our methods are applicable is the analysis of stability of gap solitons in nonlinear coupled-mode equations. Such systems appear in the context of photonic crystals [SS94], where they describe counter-propagating light waves interacting with a linear grating in optical waveguides made of material with periodically changing refractive index [dSS96, GWH01]. Coupled-mode systems also describe matterwave Bose–Einstein condensates trapped in an optical lattice [PSK04]. The numerical analysis of the spectrum of the linearizations at the gap solitons is performed in [BPZ98, CP06]. The stability analysis of small-amplitude gap solitons based on the study of bifurcations from the embedded eigenvalues of the linear equation in the external potential is in [GW08].

Here is the plan of the present analysis. The results are stated in Section 2. Our main tools, the Carleman– Berthier–Georgescu estimates, are derived in Section 3. The exponential decay of solitary waves and of eigenfunctions is proved in Section 4. Bifurcation of eigenvalues from the essential spectrum is considered in Sections 5. The unique continuation principle for the Dirac operator from [BG87, Appendix], adapted to our needs, is in Appendix A; incidentally, our Theorem A.4 proves the conjecture put forward in [Jer86] on unique continuation principle for the Dirac operator D_m + V with V ∈ L^q_{loc}(R^n ), q ≥ n for n ≠ 2 and q > 2 for n = 2.

1.1 Notations

We denote the free Dirac operator by D_m = −iα · ∇ + βm, m > 0. We will also use the notation D_0 = −iα · ∇. Here α · ∇ = ∑_n ȷ=1 α^{ȷ ∂}_{∂xȷ} , with α^ȷ and β being hermitian N × N Dirac matrices which satisfy

α^ȷα^k + α^kα^ȷ = 2δ_{ȷk}I_N , α^ȷβ + βα^ȷ = 0, β^2 = I_N , 1 ≤ ȷ, k ≤ n.

I_N is the N × N identity matrix. The anticommutation relations lead to

Tr α^ȷ = Tr β^{−1}α^ȷβ = − Tr α^ȷ = 0, 1 ≤ ȷ ≤ n,

and similarly Tr β = 0; together with σ(α^ȷ) = σ(β) = {±1}, this yields the conclusion that N is even. Let us also mention that the spatial dimension n and the number of spinor components N satisfy the relation N ≥ 2^{[(n+1)/2]} [Fed96, Chapter 1, §5.3].

We denote r = |x| for x ∈ R^n , and, abusing notations, we will also denote the operator of multiplication with |x| and ⟨x⟩ = (1 + |x|^2)^{1/2} by r and ⟨r⟩, respectively.

The Fourier transform F : S (R^n ) → S (R^n ) is defined by (Fu)(ξ) = ∫ R^n e^{−iξ·x}u(x) dx, (F^{−1}v)(x) = ∫ R^n e^{iξ·x}v(ξ) dξ (2π)^n , and extended by duality to S^′(R^n ) → S^′(R^n ).

Given an open subset Ω of R^n , we denote the standard L^2-based Sobolev spaces by H^k(Ω, C^N ). We denote H^∞(Ω, C^N ) = ∩_{k∈N}H^k(Ω, C^N ). We use the notation H^k_{comp}(Ω, C^N ) for the subset of H^k(Ω, C^N ) made up by function with compact support in Ω. Its closure in H^k(Ω, C^N ) is denoted H^k_0 (Ω, C^N ).

The notation H^k_{loc}(Ω, C^N ) is used for the set of function u ∈ L^2(Ω, C^N ) such that ηu ∈ H^k(Ω, C^N ) for any scalar smooth compactly supported function η on Ω. The notation H^k_{0,loc}(Ω, C^N ) stands for the set of functions u ∈ L^2(Ω, C^N ) such that ηu ∈ H^k_0 (Ω, C^N ) for any scalar smooth compactly supported function η on R^n .

For s, k ∈ R, we define the weighted Sobolev spaces

H^k_s (R^n , C^N ) = { u ∈ S^′(R^n , C^N ), ‖u‖_Hk_s < ∞ } , ‖u‖_Hk_s = ‖⟨r⟩^s⟨P ⟩^ku‖_L2 , (1.3) with ⟨P ⟩ understood as the multiplication by √ 1 + ξ^2 on the Fourier transform side.

We write L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) for H^0_s (R^n , C^N ). For u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ), we denote ‖u‖ = ‖u‖_L2 . For any pair of normed vector spaces E and F , let B(E, F ) denote the set of bounded linear maps from E to F . For an unbounded linear operator A acting in a Banach space X with a dense domain D(A) ⊂ X, the spectrum σ(A) is the set of values λ ∈ C such that the operator A − λ : D(A) → X does not have a bounded inverse. The generalized null space of A is defined by N_g(A) := ∪_{k∈N} ker(A^k) = ∪_{k∈N}{v ∈ D(A) ; A^j v ∈ D(A) ∀j < k, A^kv = 0}. The discrete spectrum σ_{disc}(A) is the set of isolated eigenvalues λ ∈ σ(A) of finite algebraic multiplicity, dim N_g(A − λ) < ∞. The essential spectrum σ_{ess}(A) is the complementary set of discrete spectrum in the spectrum. The point spectrum σ_p(A) is the set of eigenvalues (isolated or embedded into the essential spectrum).

For R > 0, we denote

B^n_R (x_0) = {x ∈ R^n ; |x − x_0| < R}, B^n_R = B^n_R (0).

We also use the following notation for the complement to the closure of a ball: Ω_R = R^n \ B^n_R = {x ∈ R^n ; |x| > R}. (1.4) Acknowledgments

Support from the grant ANR-10-BLAN-0101 of the French Ministry of Research is gratefully acknowledged by the first author. The second author was partially supported by Université Franche-Comté and by the Russian Foundation for Sciences (project No. 14-50-00150).

2 Main results

We consider the nonlinear Dirac equation (1.1), i∂_tψ = D_mψ − f(ψ^∗βψ)βψ, ψ(x, t) ∈ C^N , x ∈ R^n . (2.1; NLDE) The nonlinearity is such that the equation is U(1)-invariant and hamiltonian, with the Hamiltonian functional given by E(ψ) = ∫ R^n ( ψ^∗D_mψ − F (ψ^∗βψ) ) dx, where F (s) = ∫_s 0 f(t) dt. (2.2) The charge conserved due to the U(1)-invariance is given by Q(ψ) = ∫ R^n ψ^∗(x, t)ψ(x, t) dx. (2.3) If ϕ_ω(x)e^{−iωt} is a solitary wave solution to (2.1; NLDE), then the profile ϕ_ω satisfies the stationary equation

ωϕ_ω = D_mϕ_ω − f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )βϕ_ω . (2.4)

Below, we assume that ϕ_ω is localized in the sense that ϕ_ω ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ).

To consider the linearization at this solitary wave, we assume that in (2.1; NLDE) one has f ∈ C^1(R), and consider the solution in the form of the Ansatz ψ(x, t) = (ϕ_ω (x) + ρ(x, t))e^{−iωt}. The linearization at a solitary wave is then the linearized equation on ρ, given by

i∂_tρ = L(ω)ρ, (2.5)

where L(ω) = D_m − ω − f(ϕ^∗_ω βϕ_ω)β − 2f^′(ϕ^∗_ω βϕ_ω )βϕ_ω Re(ϕ^∗_ω β · ). (2.6) The operator L(ω) is not C -linear because of the term with Re(ϕ^∗_ωβ · ). To work with C -linear operators, we introduce the matrices representing the action of α^ȷ with 1 ≤ ȷ ≤ n, β, and −i on R^{2N} -valued functions:

α^ȷ = [ Re α^ȷ − Im α^ȷ Im α^ȷ Re α^ȷ ] , β = [ Re β − Im β Im β Re β ] , J = [ 0 I_N −I_N 0 ] , where the real part of a matrix is the matrix made of the real part of its entries (and similarly for the imaginary part of a matrix).

When ϕ_ω(x)e^{−iωt} is a solitary wave solution to (2.1; NLDE), the profile ϕ_ω satisfies (2.4); this means that

ϕ_ω = [ Re ϕ_ω Im ϕ_ω ] ∈ R^{2N} satisfies L_−(ω)ϕ_ω = 0, (2.7) where L_−(ω) = D_m − ω − f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)β, (2.8) with D_m = Jα · ∇ + mβ (2.9) representing the action of D_m on R^{2N} -valued functions. The action of the operator (2.6) is represented in R^{2N} by

L(ω) = D_m − ω − f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)β − 2(ϕ^∗_ωβ · )f^′(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)βϕ_ω. (2.10)

Recall that we assume f ∈ C^1(R)^1 , hence under an assumption on ϕ_ω such as ϕ_ω ∈ L^∞(R^n , C^N ), both L_− and L are closed and self-adjoint on the domain X = H^1(R^n , C^{2N} ) = H^1(R^n , C ⊗_R R^{2N} ) (2.11) to which they are extended by C -linearity. Thus, the linearization (2.5) at the solitary wave takes the form

∂_tρ = JL(ω)ρ, ρ(x, t) = [ Re ρ(x, t) Im ρ(x, t) ] ∈ R^{2N} . (2.12)

Let us present some general results on the point spectrum of the linearization operator.

Lemma 2.1. The operator JL is closed and its spectrum σ(JL) is symmetric with respect to the real and imaginary axes.

Proof. The closedness is immediate.

Let λ ∈ σ(JL). The inclusion λ̄ ∈ σ(JL) follows from JL acting invariantly in the subspace L^2(R^n , R^{2N} ) ⊂ L^2(R^n , C^{2N} ). The inclusion −λ̄ ∈ σ(JL) follows from (−JL)^∗ being conjugate to JL: (−JL)^∗ = L^∗(−J)^∗ = LJ = J^{−1}(JL)J.

For the reader’s convenience, we recall the results [BCS15] on the spectral subspace of JL(ω) (see (2.10)) corresponding to the zero eigenvalue.

Lemma 2.2 (0 ∈ σ_p(JL)). Assume there exists an open interval I ⊂ (−m, m) such that for each ω ∈ I (2.4) has a solution ϕ_ω ∈ L^2_1(R^n , C^N ) ∩ H^1(R^n , C^N ) such that the mapping ω ∈ I → ϕ_ω ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) is differentiable. Then one has:

Span {Jϕ_ω, ∂_xȷ ϕ_ω ; 1 ≤ ȷ ≤ n} ⊂ ker JL(ω), Span {Jϕ_ω, ∂_ωϕ_ω, ∂_xȷ ϕ_ω, α^ȷϕ_ω − 2ωx^ȷJϕ_ω ; 1 ≤ ȷ ≤ n} ⊂ N_g (JL(ω)).

Remark 2.3. We do not claim the complete characterization of ker JL (in particular, there would be eigenvectors which correspond to rotational symmetries). According to [VK73], the size of the Jordan block corresponding to Jϕ_ω is exactly two (nothing but Jϕ_ω and ∂_ωϕ_ω) as long as ∂_ωQ(ω) ≠ 0. By [BCS15], the size of the Jordan block corresponding to each of ∂_{xj} ϕ_ω is exactly two (nothing but ∂_{xj} ϕ_ω and α^ȷϕ_ω − 2ωx^ȷJϕ_ω) as long as E(ω) ≠ 0, with E(ω) = E(ϕ_ω e^{−iωt}) defined in (2.2).

Proof. Recall that the operators L_−, L are introduced in (2.8) and (2.10). We compute: L(Jϕ_ω) = L_−(Jϕ_ω) − 2(ϕ^∗_ωβ(Jϕ_ω))f^′(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)βϕ_ω = 0. (2.13) Above, the first term vanishes since ϕ_ω(x) satisfies L_−ϕ_ω = 0 (cf. (2.7)) and J commutes with L_−; the second term vanishes since the quantity ϕ^∗_ωβJϕ_ω is real-valued, while Jβ is skew-adjoint. Taking the derivative of (2.7) with respect to x^ȷ, 1 ≤ ȷ ≤ n, yields 0 = L_−∂_xȷ ϕ_ω − 2(ϕ^∗_ωβ∂_xȷ ϕ_ω)f^′(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)βϕ_ω = L∂_xȷ ϕ_ω. (2.14) Now let us consider the generalized null space. Taking the derivative of (2.7) with respect to ω, we get 0 = L_−∂_ωϕ_ω − ϕ_ω − 2(ϕ^∗_ωβ∂_ωϕ_ω)f^′(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω)βϕ_ω = L∂_ωϕ_ω − ϕ_ω, (2.15) which shows that ∂_ωϕ_ω ∈ N_g (JL(ω)). Since ϕ^∗_ωβα^ȷϕ_ω + (α^ȷϕ_ω)^∗βϕ_ω = ϕ^∗_ω{β, α^ȷ}ϕ_ω = 0,

1One can proceed with the linearization assuming only Fréchet or even only Gâteaux differentiability.

we have L(α^ȷϕ_ω) = L_−(α^ȷϕ_ω) = 2J∂_xȷ ϕ_ω − 2ωα^ȷϕ_ω − α^ȷL_−ϕ_ω = 2J∂_xȷ ϕ_ω − 2ωα^ȷϕ_ω. (2.16)

Similarly, since ϕ^∗_ωβ(x^ȷJϕ_ω) + (x^ȷJϕ_ω)^∗βϕ_ω = 0,

L(x^ȷJϕ_ω) = L_−(x^ȷJϕ_ω) = −α^ȷϕ_ω + x^ȷJL_−ϕ_ω = −α^ȷϕ_ω. (2.17)

Using (2.16) and (2.17), we compute:

JL(α^ȷϕ_ω − 2ωx^ȷJϕ_ω ) = J(2J∂_xȷ ϕ_ω) = −2∂_xȷ ϕ_ω , (2.18)

which shows that α^ȷϕ_ω − 2ωx^ȷJϕ_ω ∈ N_g(JL(ω)).

2.1 Essential spectrum

To be able to study the spectrum of the linearization at a solitary wave, we need to work with operators of the form JL, where L = D_m − ω + V (x), V ∈ L^∞ ( R^n , End (C^N ) ) , ω ∈ [−m, m], (2.19) where End (C^N ) denotes an endomorphism of C^N , while J ∈ End (C^N ) is skew-adjoint and invertible, such that

J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0.

The domain of L is D(L) = H^1(R^n , C^N ). The operator L is closed. When V is hermitian-valued, L is also selfadjoint; but for the moment, we do not assume that V is hermitian-valued. The results on the spectrum of JL are applicable to the operator JL(ω) from (2.12) which describes the linearization at a solitary wave. The only reason to change notations from JL to JL is in order to change from C^{2N} -valued spinors to C^N -valued ones.

Lemma 2.4. Let n ≥ 1, ω ∈ [−m, m], and assume that

V ∈ L^q(R^n , End (C^N )), 2 ≤ q < ∞, n = 1; 2 < q < ∞, n = 2; n ≤ q < ∞, n ≥ 3. (2.20)

Then σ_{ess}(J(D_m − ω + V )) = i(R\(−m + |ω|, m − |ω|)). Remark 2.5. The above result is similar to [RS78, Chapter XIII, Problem 41], adapted to the case of the Dirac operator.

Proof. We will give the proof for n ≥ 3; the cases n ≤ 2 are considered similarly. By the Weyl theorem, it is enough to prove that for z ∈ C , z ∉ i ( R \ (|ω| − m, m − |ω|) ) , the operator V ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} : L^2 → L^2 is compact.

Let 2 < p < ∞ be such that 1 2 = 1 p + 1 q . (2.21)

Note that, in particular, for n ≥ 3 one has p ≤^{2n}_{n−2} . Let χ be the characteristic function of the unit ball, and set χ_j (x) = χ(x/j), j ∈ N. Then ‖(1 − χ_j )V ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} ‖_L2_{→L}2 ≤ ‖(1 − χ_j )V ‖_Lp_{→L}2 ‖ ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} ‖_L2_{→L}p is bounded (the second factor in the right-hand side is bounded due to the Sobolev embedding H^1(R^n ) ⊂ L^p(R^n )), and moreover the norm of the operator of multiplication by (1 − χ_j )V goes to zero as j → ∞: ‖(1 − χ_j )V ‖_Lp_{→L}2 ≤ ‖(1 − χ_j )V ‖_Lq −→_{j→∞} 0. Above, the inequality is due to (2.20) and (2.21). On the other hand, the operator χ_j V ( J(D_m −ω)−z )_{−1} : L^2 → L^2 is compact, since χ_j ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} : L^2(R^n , C^N ) → H^1(R^n , C^N ) ⊂ L^p(R^n , C^N ) (2.22) is compact by the Rellich–Kondrachov compactness theorem, while the operator of multiplication by V acts continuously from L^p to L^2. Therefore, the operator V ( J(D_m − ω) − z ) : L^2(R^n , C^N ) → L^2(R^n , C^N )

is a limit of the sequence of compact operators χ_j V ( J(D_m − ω) − z ) in the uniform operator norm, and hence is also compact.

Weyl’s theorem on the essential spectrum [RS78, Theorem XIII.14, Corollary 2] applied to operators iJ(D_m − ω) and iJ(D_m − ω + V ), which are considered on the domain H^1(R^n , C^N ), allows us to conclude that

σ_{ess} ( J(D_m − ω + V ) ) = σ_{ess} ( J(D_m − ω) ) = { ± iz ; z ∈ σ_{ess}(D_m − ω) } , with σ_{ess}(D_m − ω) = R \ (−m − ω, m − ω), where we took into account that [J, D_m] = 0 and σ(J) = {±i}.

2.2 Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates

One of our main tools is the three-dimensional Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates proved in [BG87, Theorem 5] which we adapt to the context of linearization at solitary waves and generalize to any dimension.

Following the proof of [BG87, Theorem 3], we define the following set of admissible phase functions.

Definition 2.6. Let λ ∈ C and ω ∈ [−m, m] be such that |λ| − |ω| > m. (2.23) Let M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1 and ν > 0. We define the subset C_{λ,ω} (M, N , ρ, ν) ⊂ C^2(R_+ ) to be the set of functions which satisfy the following properties: 1. 0 < φ^′ ≤ N r, ∀r ≥ ρ ; 2. r|φ^{′′}| ≤ Mφ^′, ∀r ≥ ρ ; 3. (|λ| − |ω|)^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} ≥ ν, ∀r ≥ ρ ;

4. if φ^′ is unbounded then φ^{′′}(r) ≥ 0 for r ≥ ρ and lim_{r→∞} φ^′(r) = +∞.

We also denote C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) := C_{λ,0}(M, N , ρ, ν). We define Λ_+ = |λ| + |ω|, Λ_− = |λ| − |ω| > m, (2.24) and introduce the weight functions

μ(r) = 2 ( n + 16Λ^2_+r^2 + 8rφ^′(r) )_{1/2} , r ≥ ρ; (2.25)

γ(r) = ( Λ^2_− − m^2 + φ^′(r)^2 + 2rφ^′(r)φ^{′′}(r) )_{1/2} , r ≥ ρ. (2.26) Theorem 2.7 (Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates for JL). Let n ≥ 1, m > 0, ω ∈ [−m, m]. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|.

1. Assume that φ ∈ C_{λ,ω}(M, N , ρ, ν) with some M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1, and ν > 0. Let V ∈ B ( H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ), L^2(Ω_ρ, C^N ) ) be a multiplication operator, and assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) ≥ ρ such that ‖μV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} , ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ). (2.27)

Then there is R = R(φ, V ) ≥ R_1 such that for any u ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) with supp u ⊂ Ω_R and

μe^φ(J(D_m − ω + V ) − λ)u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ),

the functions γe^φu, ∇(e^φu), (rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu) are in L^2(R^n , C^N ), and moreover

‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ 1 (1 − κ)^2

‖μe^φ(J(D_m − ω + V ) − λ)u‖^2. (2.28)

2. Assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_2 = R_2(V ) such that ‖ ( n + 16Λ^2_+r^2 + 8rf(r) )_{1/2} V v‖^2 ≤ κ^2 ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖ ( Λ^2_− − m^2 + f(r)^2 )_{1/2} v‖^2 ) , (2.29) ∀f ∈ C(R), f ≥ 0, sup_{r>0}^{f (r)}_{⟨r⟩} < ∞; ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R2} , C^N ). Let M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1, and ν > 0. Then there is R = R(M, ρ, m, n, λ, ω, V ) ≥ max(ρ, R_2(V )) such that for any φ ∈ C_{λ,ω} (M, N , ρ, ν) with φ^{′′}(r) ≥ 0, r ≥ ρ, and for any

u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N )

which satisfies μe^φ(J(D_m − J + V ) − λ)u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ), the functions γe^φu, ∇(e^φu), (rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu) are in L^2(R^n , C^N ), and moreover

‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ 1 (1 − κ)^2

‖μe^φ(J(D_m − ω + V ) − λ)u‖^2. (2.30)

Remark 2.8. That is, in Theorem 2.7 (2) we state that if φ^{′′} ≥ 0, then R(φ, V ) from Theorem 2.7 (1) depends on the class C_{λ,ω} (M, N , ρ, ν), but not on a particular representative φ ∈ C_{λ,ω} (M, N , ρ, ν).

In Section 3, we state and prove Theorem 3.1, which is a version of Theorem 2.7 for the Dirac operator D_m + V . The proof of Theorem 2.7 follows from Remark 3.7.

Let us also formulate a convenient condition on the potential V which would be sufficient for the condition (2.29) to be satisfied.

Lemma 2.9. A sufficient condition for (2.29) to hold for some R_2 < ∞ is that there are κ^′ ∈ (0, κ) and R < ∞ such that |V (x)| ≤ κ^′ √ Λ^2_− − m^2 4Λ_+|x| , ∀|x| ≥ R, (2.31) with Λ_± = |λ| ± |ω| from (2.24).

Proof. The inequality (2.29) follows if we have

(n + 16Λ^2_+|x|^2 + 8|x|K)|V (x)|^2 ≤ κ^2 ( Λ^2_− − m^2 + K^2 ) , valid for |x| ≥ R (with R sufficiently large) and all K ≥ 0. Thus, we need

|V (x)|^2 ≤ κ^2

Λ^2_− − m^2 + K^2 n + 16Λ^2_+|x|^2 + 8|x|K

, ∀K ≥ 0. (2.32)

For 0 ≤ K ≤ 1, one has

κ^2

Λ^2_− − m^2 + K^2 n + 16Λ^2_+r^2 + 8rK ≥ κ^2 Λ^2_− − m^2 n + 16Λ^2_+r^2 + 8r ≥ κ^{′2} Λ^2_− − m^2 16Λ^2_+r^2

, (2.33)

with the last inequality satisfied as long as r ≥ R with R = R(m, n, λ, κ, κ^′) sufficiently large. The inequality (2.33) together with (2.31) yields (2.32), and hence the desired inequality (2.29) in the case K ∈ [0, 1]. At the same time, taking the derivative in K, we see that the right-hand side of (2.32), considered as a function of K, is strictly monotonically increasing for K ≥ 1 as long as |x| ≥ R = R(m, n, λ, ω) is sufficiently large. This completes the proof.

2.3 Absence of embedded eigenstates

The immediate consequence of the Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates is the following result on the absence of embedded eigenstates for L = D_m − ω + V and JL, for rather general potentials V :

Theorem 2.10. Let n ≥ 1, ω ∈ [−m, m], and V ∈ L^n_{loc}(R^n , End (C^N )).

1. Let λ ∈ R \ [−m − ω, m − ω] and assume that there are κ ∈ (0, 1) and R < ∞ such that

‖(n + 16λ^2r^2 + 8rτ)^{1/2}V v‖^2 ≤ κ^2 ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖((λ + ω)^2 − m^2 + τ^2)^{1/2}v‖^2 ) , (2.34)

∀τ ≥ 1, ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ).

Then λ ∉ σ_p(D_m − ω + V ).

2. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let λ ∈ R \ [−m − |ω|, m + |ω|] and assume that there are κ ∈ (0, 1] and R < ∞ such that

‖(n + 16Λ^2_+r^2 + 8rτ)^{1/2}V v‖^2 ≤ κ^2 ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖(Λ^2_− − m^2 + τ^2)^{1/2}v‖^2 ) , (2.35)

∀τ ≥ 1, ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ),

where Λ_+ = |λ| + |ω|, Λ_− = |λ| − |ω|. Then ±iλ ∉ σ_p (J(D_m − ω + V )) . Proof. Let us prove Theorem 2.10 (2). Let L = D_m − ω + V and assume that λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|, is an embedded eigenvalue of JL, with ζ ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) the corresponding eigenvector.

We are going to use Theorem 2.7 (2), where we take φ(r) = τr with τ ≥ 1. We note that due to (2.35) and Lemma 2.9, Assumption (2.29) in Theorem 2.7 (2) is satisfied. Let R = R(1, 1, m, n, λ, ω, V ) be as in Theorem 2.7 (2) (note that it is independent of τ ≥ 1). Let Θ ∈ C^∞(R^n ) be a smooth radially symmetric cut-off function with support in the closure of Ω_{R+1} and with value 1 in Ω_{R+2}. By Theorem 2.7,

‖((|λ| − |ω|)^2 − m^2 + τ^2)^{1/2}e^{τ r}Θζ‖ ≤ ‖(n + 16(|λ| + |ω|)^2r^2 + 8τr)^{1/2}e^{τ r}(JL − λ)Θζ‖. (2.36)

Since JLζ = λζ, we have (JL − λ)Θζ = [JL, Θ]ζ = J(D_0Θ)ζ. By (2.36), ∀τ ≥ 1, ‖e^{τ r}Θζ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( n τ^2 + 16(|λ| + |ω|)^2 r^2 τ^2 + 8 r τ )_{1/2} e^{τ r}(D_0Θ)ζ ‖ ‖ ‖.

Taking into account that D_0Θ = −iα · ∇Θ is identically zero outside of the ball B^n_{R+2} , we conclude that ∀τ ≥ 1, ‖e^{τ r}ζ‖_L2_{(ΩR+2,C}N_) ≤ Ce^{(R+2)τ} ‖r∇Θ‖_L∞ ‖ζ‖_L2_{(B}n_{R+2 ,C}N_), with C < ∞ independent of τ ≥ 1. Since τ could be arbitrarily large, we conclude that supp ζ ∩ Ω_{R+2} = ∅. The unique continuation principle, Lemma A.1, ensures that ζ ≡ 0, contradicting our assumption that there were an embedded eigenvalue λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|.

Theorem 2.10 (1) is proved similarly, by using Theorem 3.1 (2) instead of Theorem 2.7 (2). A consequence of Theorem 2.10 (1) and Lemma 2.9 is the absence of solitary waves with ω ∈ R, |ω| > m. There are different possible formulations such as the following:

Theorem 2.11. Let n ≥ 1. For ω ∈ R\[−m, m], there are no solutions ϕ_ω (x) to (2.4) such that ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) and such that F (x) := f(ϕ^∗_ω(x)βϕ_ω (x)) satisfies F ∈ L^n_{loc}(R^n ), F ≠ 0 almost everywhere in x ∈ R^n , and |F (x)| ≤ κ √ ω^2 − m^2 4|ω||x| for x almost everywhere in Ω_R,

with some R < ∞ and κ ∈ (0, 1).

2.4 Exponential decay of eigenstates

Here we formulate our results on the exponential decay of solitary wave solutions to the nonlinear Dirac equation and of eigenfunctions to linear Dirac equation (which could be a linearization at a solitary wave; cf. (2.12)). Theorem 2.12 (Exponential decay of solitary waves). Let n ≥ 1 and assume that f is measurable and lim_0 f = 0. Let ω ∈ (−m, m) and let ϕ_ω ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) ∩ L^∞(R^n , C^N ) be a solution to (2.4) which satisfies lim R→∞ ‖ϕ_ω‖_L∞_{(ΩR,C}N_) = 0, (2.37) where Ω_R = {x ∈ R^n ; |x| > R}. Then for any μ < √ m^2 − ω^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ).

Theorem 2.12 is proved in Section 4.1.

Theorem 2.13 (Exponential decay of eigenfunctions). Let n ≥ 1 and assume that V ∈ L^∞(R^n , End (C^N )).

1. Assume that for any ϵ > 0 there is R > 0 such that ‖V v‖ ≤ ϵ‖v‖_H1 , ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). (2.38) Assume that λ ∈ σ_p(D_m + V ) ∩ (−m, m). Then the corresponding eigenfunctions are exponentially decaying: if ζ is an eigenfunction corresponding to λ, then for any μ < √ m^2 − ω^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ζ ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ). 2. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let ω ∈ [−m, m] and assume that λ ∈ σ_p(JL(ω)) ∩ iR.

(a) If |λ| < m − |ω| and for any ϵ > 0 there is R > 0 such that

‖V v‖ ≤ ϵ‖v‖_H1 , ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ), (2.39)

then the corresponding eigenfunctions are exponentially decaying. More precisely, if ζ is an eigenfunction corresponding to λ, then for any μ < √ m^2 − (|λ| + |ω|)^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ζ ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ). (b) If m − |ω| < |λ| < m + |ω| and for any ϵ > 0 there is R > 0 such that ‖⟨r⟩V v‖ ≤ ϵ‖v‖_H1 , ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ), (2.40) then the corresponding eigenfunctions are exponentially decaying. More precisely, if ζ is an eigenfunction corresponding to λ, then for any μ < √ m^2 − (|λ| − |ω|)^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ζ ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ). Remark 2.14. In the above theorem, the potential V is not necessarily self-adjoint.

We prove Theorem 2.13 (2b) in Section 4.2; the proofs of Theorem 2.13 (1) and Theorem 2.13 (2a) are slightly shorter and readily follow along the same lines.

2.5 Bifurcations of eigenvalues from the essential spectrum

The next question we consider is how the eigenvalues with nonzero real part could arise. As in Theorem 2.13, we formulate the results for general Dirac-type operators of the form JL(ω), with L(ω) = D_m − ω + V (x, ω), having in mind the linearization (2.12) of the nonlinear Dirac equation at a solitary wave. Theorem 2.15 (Bifurcation of point eigenvalues). Let n ≥ 1. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let (ω_j )_{j∈N}, ω_j ∈ [−m, m], be a sequence with lim_{j→∞} ω_j = ω_0 ∈ [−m, m], and assume that V is hermitian and that there is ε > 0 such that ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V (ω_0)‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} < ∞,

lim_{j→∞} ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε} (V (ω_j ) − V (ω_0)) ‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} = 0,

(2.41)

where ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V (ω)‖ = ‖⟨·⟩^{1+ε}V (·, ω)‖. Let λ_j ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_j )), j ∈ N be a sequence such that Re λ_j ≠ 0 ∀j ∈ N, λ_j −→_{j→∞} λ_0 ∈ iR, λ_0 ≠ ±i(m + |ω_0|). If ω_0 = ±m, additionally assume that λ_0 ≠ 0. (2.42) Then λ_0 ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_0)).

This theorem will be proved in Section 5.

Remark 2.16. The conclusion of Theorem 2.15 is trivial when V depends continuously on ω and if λ_0 ∈ iR with |λ_0| < m − |ω_0|, so that λ_0 is not in the essential spectrum, and the inclusion λ_0 ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_0)) follows from the continuous dependence of isolated eigenvalues on a parameter ω.

Remark 2.17. If JL corresponds to the linearization at solitary waves, then, due to the exponential decay of ϕ_ω (cf. Theorem 2.12), the condition (2.41) is trivially satisfied for any ω_0 ∈ (−m, m) (and with any ε > 0). Remark 2.18. Combining the results of Theorem 2.15 with Theorem 2.10 on the absence of embedded eigenvalues, we conclude that for the linearizations at solitary waves the bifurcations of point eigenvalues from the continuous spectrum beyond the embedded thresholds ±i(m + |ω|) are not possible.

We separately consider the case when ω_j → ω_0 = m which corresponds to the nonrelativistic limit. This case will be further investigated in a subsequent work.

Theorem 2.19 (Bifurcations from the spectrum of the free Dirac operator).

Let n ≥ 1. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let V (ω) ∈ L^∞(R^n , End (C^N )) for ω ∈ [−m, m], and let (ω_j )_{j∈N}, ω_j ∈ [−m, m], ω_j → ω_0 = ±m, and assume that there is ε > 0 such that lim_{j→∞} ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V (ω_j )‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} = 0.

Let λ_j ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_j )), and let λ_0 ∈ iR ∪ {∞} be an accumulation point of the sequence (λ_j )_{j∈N}. Then λ_0 ∈ {0; ±2mi}. In particular, λ_0 ≠ ∞.

Remark 2.20. In this theorem, we do not need to assume that Re λ_j ≠ 0, ∀j ∈ N and that V is hermitian.

This theorem will be proved in Section 6.

3 Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates

The main ingredient of our proofs is the version of the Carleman estimates for the Dirac operator due to Berthier and Georgescu [BG87, Theorem 5]. The following result generalizes the Carleman estimates for the Dirac operator in R^3 to any dimension.

For λ ∈ R \ [−m, m] and φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) with some M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1, and ν > 0, we denote

μ(r) = 2 ( n + 16λ^2r^2 + 8rφ^′(r) )_{1/2} , r ≥ ρ; (3.1)

γ(r) = ( λ^2 − m^2 + φ^′(r)^2 + 2rφ^′(r)φ^{′′}(r) )_{1/2} , r ≥ ρ. (3.2) Theorem 3.1 (Carleman–Berthier–Georgescu estimates). Let n ≥ 1, m > 0, λ ∈ R \ [−m, m].

1. Assume that φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) with some M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1, and ν > 0. Let V ∈ B ( H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ), L^2(Ω_ρ, C^N ) ) be a multiplication operator, and assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) ≥ ρ such that ‖μV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} , ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ). (3.3)

Then there is R = R(φ, V ) ≥ R_1 such that for any u ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) with supp u ⊂ Ω_R and

μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ),

the functions γe^φu, ∇(e^φu), (rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu) are in L^2(R^n , C^N ), and moreover

‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ 1 (1 − κ)^2

‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖^2. (3.4)

2. Assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_2 = R_2(V ) such that

‖(n + 16λ^2r^2 + 8rf(r))^{1/2}V v‖^2 ≤ κ^2 ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖(λ^2 − m^2 + f(r)^2)^{1/2}v‖^2 ) , (3.5) ∀f ∈ C(R), f ≥ 0, sup_{r>0}^{f (r)}_{⟨r⟩} < ∞; ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R2} , C^N ).

Let M ≥ 1, N ≥ 1, ρ ≥ 1, and ν > 0. Then there is R = R(M, ρ, m, n, λ, V ) ≥ max(ρ, R_2(V )) such that for any φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) with φ^{′′}(r) ≥ 0, r ≥ ρ, and for any u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ) which satisfies μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ), the functions γe^φu, ∇(e^φu), (rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu) are in L^2(R^n , C^N ), and moreover ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ 1 (1 − κ)^2

‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖^2. (3.6)

Above, φ, μ, and γ (see (3.1) and (3.2)) are considered as functions of r = |x|.

Proof. We choose to give a detailed proof which closely follows the argument in [BG87]. We start with several lemmata. Let D_m = −iα · ∇ + βm, φ ∈ C^2(R_+ ), and denote D^φ_m = e^φ ∘ D_m ∘ e^{−φ} = D_m + iα · ∇φ. (3.7) The starting point of the analysis is the following lemma which helps to establish the exponential decay of eigenvectors associated to eigenvalues in the gap.

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 3, [BG87]). Let Ω ⊂ R^n be an open set and φ : Ω → R a C^1 map. For v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ), Re⟨(D_m − iα · ∇φ + λ)v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = ‖∇v‖^2 + ⟨v, [m^2 − λ^2 − (∇φ)^2]v⟩. (3.8) Proof. Taking into account that ∇φ is continuous, due to density of smooth functions with compact support in H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ), it is enough to give the proof assuming that v ∈ H^∞_{comp}(Ω, C^N ).

The statement of the lemma is a consequence of the following computation performed in [BG87]:

(D^φ_m + λ)(D^φ_m − λ) = (D^φ_m)^2 − λ^2 = e^φ ∘ (D^2_m − λ^2) ∘ e^{−φ} = e^φ ∘ (−Δ + m^2 − λ^2) ∘ e^{−φ} = −Δ + m^2 − λ^2 − (∇φ)^2 + ∇φ · ∇ + ∇ · ∇φ, (3.9) where the last term is understood as the multiplication by ∇φ and then taking the divergence. In the real part of the corresponding quadratic form the last two terms from the right-hand side of (3.9) cancel, while the real part of the left-hand side turns into that of (3.8).

For brevity, we adopt the following notations from [BG87]: X̂ = x · ∇, D = 1 2 {x, −i∇} = −iX̂ − in 2 . Notice that D is the generator of dilations and thus in the sense of quadratic forms on H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ), [D, D_m] = [D, D_0] = [−ix · ∇, −iα · ∇] = [α · ∇, x · ∇] = α · ∇ = iD_0. (3.10) In order to analyze the eigenvectors associated to embedded eigenvalues, it will be convenient to subtract the identity (3.9) from another one (which also involves (D^φ_m − λ) in the left hand side) that controls the Ḣ^1 norm. Starting with D_0(D^φ_m − λ) and trying to eliminate inconvenient terms (with a factor λ for instance), Berthier and Georgescu [BG87] have the following lemma (Lemma 4, [BG87]), which we rewrite for arbitrary dimension n ≥ 1. Lemma 3.3. Let Ω ⊂ R^n be an open set and let φ ∈ C^2(Ω). Then for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ), 2 Re⟨(D_0 + 2iλD + {D, α · ∇φ})v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ (3.11) = 2‖∇v‖^2 + 4 Re⟨X̂v, (∇φ) · ∇v⟩ + 2 Re⟨X̂v, Δφ v⟩ + ⟨v, (^ X(∇φ)^2 ) v⟩.

Proof. We present the proof from [BG87] stripped off the external fields. Again, since ∇φ and Δφ are continuous, and since smooth functions with compact support are dense in H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ), the computations below, made in the former case, will provide the proof for the latter. First, using (3.10), we get 4 Im⟨Dv, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = 2 i ⟨v, [D, D_0]v⟩ + 4 Im⟨Dv, (βm + iα · F − λ)v⟩ = 2⟨v, D_0v⟩ + 4 Re⟨Dv, α · F v⟩, (3.12) where F = ∇φ. Using (3.7) and the identity (α · S)(α · T ) = S · T + iΣ(S, T ), S, T ∈ C^n , (3.13) where Σ(S, T ) = Σ_{jk}S_j T_k, with the matrices Σ_{jk} =^1_{2i} [α^j , α^k ] hermitian for each j, k, we have D_0(D^φ_m − λ) = −Δ + D_0βm + (α · ∇) ∘ (α · F ) − λD_0 = −Δ + mD_0β + F · ∇ + Δφ + iΣ(∇, F ) − λD_0. But Re⟨v, D_0βv⟩ = 0 (due to {D_0, β} = 0), 2 Re⟨v, F · ∇v⟩ = −⟨v, Δφ v⟩, and Σ(∇, F ) = Σ_{jk}∂_j ∘ φ_k = Σ_{jk}φ_{jk} + Σ_{jk}φ_k ∂_j = −Σ_{kj} φ_k ∂_j = −Σ(F , ∇), hence 2 Re⟨D_0v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = 2‖∇v‖^2 + ⟨v, Δφ v⟩ − 2i⟨v, Σ(F , ∇)v⟩ − 2λ⟨v, D_0v⟩. (3.14) The last term is inconvenient as, due to the factor λ, it cannot be controlled properly and uniformly in λ. Adding (3.12) (multiplied by λ) to (3.14), to get rid of 2λ⟨v, D_0v⟩, we obtain 2 Re⟨D_0v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ + 4λ Im⟨Dv, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = 2‖∇v‖^2 + ⟨v, ( Δφ − 2iΣ(F , ∇) ) v⟩ + 4λ Re⟨Dv, α · F v⟩; (3.15) see (3.10). Now we eliminate the inconvenient term 4λ Re⟨Dv, α · F v⟩. Recalling that [D, D_0] = iD_0, we derive the identity {D, α · F }D_0 = {D, α · F D_0} + α · F [D, D_0] = {D, α · F D_0} + iα · F D_0 = {D + i 2 , α · F D_0} = {D + i 2 , (α · F )(−iα · ∇)} = −i{D + i 2 , F · ∇} + {D + i 2 , Σ(F , ∇)}, where in the last line we used (3.13). The above relation leads to

2 Re{D, α · F }D_0 = Im{2D + i, F · ∇} + Re{2D + i, Σ(F , ∇)} = Im{2D + i, F · ∇} + 2iΣ(F , ∇), (3.16) where we used the identity Re{D, Σ(F , ∇)} = 0. The first term in the right-hand side of (3.16) can be written as Im{2D + i, F · ∇} = −i ( DF · ∇ + F ∘ ∇D + ∇ ∘ F D + DF · ∇ + iF · ∇ − i∇ ∘ F ) = −i{D, {F , ∇}} − Δφ = 2 Im(D{F , ∇}) − Δφ = −2 Re(∇ ∘ x{F , ∇}) − Δφ = −4 Re(∇ ∘ x F · ∇) − 2 Re(∇ ∘ xΔφ) − Δφ. (3.17) From (3.16) and (3.17) we obtain 2 Re{D, α∇φ}D_0 = −4 Re(∇ ∘ x F · ∇) − 2 Re(∇ ∘ xΔφ) − Δφ + 2iΣ(F , ∇),

2 Re⟨{D, α · F }v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = 2 Re⟨{D, α · F }v, D_0v⟩ + 2 Re⟨{D, α · F }v, iα · F v⟩ − 2λ Re⟨{D, α · F }v, v⟩ (3.18) = 4 Re⟨X̂v, F · ∇v⟩ + 2 Re⟨X̂v, Δφ v⟩ − ⟨v, (Δφ − 2iΣ(F , ∇))v⟩ + ⟨v, X̂(F )^2v⟩ − 4λ Re⟨Dv, α · F v⟩. Above, we used the identity 2 Re⟨{D, α · F }v, iα · F v⟩ = ⟨v, ( {D, α · F }iα · F − iα · F {D, α · F } ) v⟩ = ⟨v, X̂(F )^2v⟩. Adding (3.15) and (3.18) yields (3.11).

The following lemma parallels [BG87, Lemma 6] with explicit constants.

Lemma 3.4. Let n ∈ N, ρ > 0. Let φ ∈ C^2([ρ, +∞)) with φ^′ > 0, and let us define Z ∈ C([ρ, +∞)) by

Z(r) = 2 ( λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} −

(n − 1)^2φ^′ r − rφ^{′′2} φ^′ )

−4 ( (2n − 1)(|λ| + φ^′) + m + 2r|φ^{′′}| μ )_2

. (3.19)

Then for any v ∈ H^1_{comp}(R^n , C^N ) one has

‖∇v‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_rv‖^2 + ⟨ v, Zv ⟩ ≤ ‖μ(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2, (3.20)

and for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(R^n , C^N ) one has

‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ⟨ e^φu, Ze^φu ⟩ ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − λ)u‖^2. (3.21)

Above, φ, μ, and Z (see (3.1), (3.19)) are considered as functions of r = |x|.

Proof. Denote α̂ = r^{−1}α · x, where r = |x|. We subtract (3.8) from (3.11) with the aid of the identity {D, α · F } = {−iX̂ − in 2 , α̂φ^′} = −2iα̂φ^′X̂ − iα̂rφ^{′′} − inα̂φ^′, arriving at

2 Re ⟨[ D_0 + 2iλD + {D, α · F } − 1 2 (D_m − iα · F + λ) ] v, (D^φ_m − λ)v ⟩

= 2 Re ⟨[ − i 2 α · ∇ + 2(λ − iα̂φ^′)X̂ + (n − 1 2 )λ − m 2 β − i(n − 1 2 )α̂φ^′ − iα̂rφ^{′′} ] v, (D^φ_m − λ)v ⟩

= ‖∇v‖^2 + 4 Re⟨X̂v, φ^′ r X̂v⟩ + 2 Re⟨X̂v, Δφ v⟩ + ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} ] v ⟩ . (3.22)

Since

2 Re ⟨ X̂v, φ^′ r v ⟩ = ⟨ X̂v, φ^′ r v ⟩ + ⟨ v, φ^′ r X̂v ⟩ = ⟨ v, ( − X̂ ∘ φ^′ r − n φ^′ r + φ^′ r X̂ ) v ⟩ = − ⟨ v, [ φ^{′′} + (n − 1) φ^′ r ] v ⟩ , which is valid for v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ) with ρ > 0, we have 2 Re⟨X̂v, Δφ v⟩ = 2 Re⟨X̂v, φ^{′′}v⟩ − ⟨ v, [ (n − 1)φ^{′′} + (n − 1)^2 φ^′ r ] v ⟩ . We use the above relation to rewrite (3.22) as Re ⟨[ − iα · ∇ + 4(λ − iα̂φ^′)X̂ + (2n − 1)(λ − iα̂φ^′) − βm − 2iα̂rφ^{′′} ] v, (D^φ_m − λ)v ⟩

= ‖∇v‖^2 + 4‖( φ^′ r )^{12} X̂v‖^2 + 2 Re⟨X̂v, φ^{′′}v⟩ + ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} − (n − 1)^2 φ^′ r ] v ⟩ .

For any positive continuous function μ(r), the above relation yields the following inequality: 1 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 μ [ − iα · ∇ + 4(λ − iα̂φ^′)X̂ + (2n − 1)(λ − iα̂φ^′) − βm − 2iα̂rφ^{′′} ] v ‖ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖μ(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2 2 (3.23) ≥ ‖∇v‖^2 + 3‖ (φ^′ r ) 1_2^ Xv‖^2 − ‖ ( r φ^′ ) 1_2

φ^{′′}v‖^2 + ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} − (n − 1)^2 φ^′ r ] v ⟩ . Since^1_2 (a + b + c + d)^2 ≤ 2(a^2 + b^2 + c^2 + d^2), (3.23) leads to 2 (‖ ‖ α·∇u μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖ ‖ ‖ 4λX̂u μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖ ‖ ‖ 4α̂φ^′X̂u μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖ ‖ ‖ [(2n − 1)(|λ| + φ^′) + m + 2r|φ^{′′}|]v μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ) + ‖μ(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2 2 ≥ ‖∇v‖^2 + 3‖ (φ^′ r ) 1_2^ Xv‖^2 − ‖ ( r φ^′ ) 1_2

φ^{′′}v‖^2 + ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} − (n − 1)^2 φ^′ r ] v ⟩ . (3.24)

To eliminate the first three terms from the left-hand side of (3.24) (with the help of the first two terms from the right-hand side), we require that μ(r) be such that 2 (‖ ‖ α · ∇v μ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖ ‖ 4λX̂v μ ‖ ‖^2 ) ≤ 1 2 ‖∇v‖^2, (3.25) ‖ ‖ 4α̂φ^′X̂v μ ‖ ‖^2 ≤ ‖ ‖( φ^′ r )^{12} X̂v ‖ ‖^2, (3.26)

where ‖∇v‖ := (^n∑ ȷ=1 ‖∂_ȷv‖^2 ) 1_2 . Since ‖ ‖ ‖ α · ∇v μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ≤ (^n∑ ȷ=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_ȷv μ ‖ ‖ ‖ )_2 ≤ n n∑ ȷ=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_ȷv μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 =: n ‖ ‖ ‖ ∇v μ ‖ ‖ ‖^2,

while X̂v = r∂_r v, resulting in ‖X̂v‖_CN ≤ r‖∇v‖_CN , ∀v ∈ C^1(R^n , C^N ), (3.27) we see that (3.25) will hold whenever 2 ( n + (4λr)^2

μ^2 ) ≤ 1 2 , μ(r)^2 ≥ 4n + 64λ^2 + r^2. (3.28)

To satisfy (3.26), again in view of (3.27), it is enough to have 32 rφ^′ μ(r)^2

≤ 1. (3.29)

To comply with both (3.28) and (3.29), it is enough to require that μ(r) ≥ 2 ( n + 16λ^2r^2 + 8rφ^′ )_{1/2} . (3.30)

Taking into account (3.25) and (3.26), the inequality (3.24) yields 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 μ [ (2n − 1)(|λ| + φ^′) + m + 2r|φ^{′′}| ] v ‖ ‖ ‖^2 + ‖μ(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2 2 ≥ 1 2 ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖ (φ^′ r )_{1/2}^

Xv‖^2 + ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} − (n − 1)^2 φ^′ r − rφ^{′′2} φ^′ ] v ⟩ , hence ‖μ(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2 ≥ ‖∇v‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_rv‖^2 +2 ⟨ v, [ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} − (n − 1)φ^{′′} −

(n − 1)^2φ^′ r − rφ^{′′2} φ^′ ] v ⟩

−4 ⟨ v, [ (2n − 1)(|λ| + φ^′) + m + 2r|φ^{′′}| μ ]_2 v ⟩ , and (3.20) follows.

For u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ), substituting v = e^φu into (3.20) and using the identity D^φ_m(e^φu) = e^φD_mu (cf. (3.7)), we also have ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ⟨e^φu, Ze^φu⟩ ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − λ)u‖^2 (3.31) for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ), proving (3.21).

Lemma 3.5. For any φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) there is R_0 = R_0(φ) ≥ ρ, R_0 < ∞, such that for any r ≥ R_0 the following inequality is satisfied:

Z(r) ≥ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^′(r)^2 + 2rφ^′(r)φ^{′′}(r), (3.32)

with Z(r) defined in (3.19). If additionally φ^{′′}(r) ≥ − φ^′(r) 4r , r ≥ ρ, (3.33) then R_0 = R_0(M, ρ, m, n, λ), (3.34) independent of N > 0 and ν, and it can be chosen uniformly in φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν).

Proof. As follows from the definition (3.19), we need to satisfy the following inequality:

2(n − 1)|φ^{′′}(r)| + (n − 1)^{2 φ′(r)}_r +^{rφ′′(r)2}_{φ′(r)} + 4 [_{(2n−1)(|λ|+φ′(r))+m+2r|φ′′(r)|} μ ]_2

≤ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^′(r)^2 + 2rφ^′(r)φ^{′′}(r). (3.35)

Taking into account the bound r|φ^{′′}| ≤ Mφ^′ as long as r ≥ ρ (cf. Definition 2.6) and simplifying some coefficients, we see that the inequality (3.35) will follow from

2(M + n)^2 φ^′ r + 4 [ 2 (n|λ| + m + (M + n)φ^′) μ ]_2

≤ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′}.

Taking into account the bound μ ≥ 8|λ|r which follows from (3.1), we see that it suffices to satisfy the inequality

2(M + n)^2 φ^′ r + ( n|λ| + m + (M + n)φ^′ )_2

4λ^2r^2

≤ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′}. (3.36)

First we consider the case when φ^′ is bounded. Using the bound λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} ≥ ν, ∀r ≥ ρ, we see that we will have (3.36) satisfied for r ≥ R as long as 2 (M + n)^2 r sup_{r≥R} φ^′(r) + ( n|λ| + m + (M + n) sup_{r≥R} φ^′(r) )_2

4λ^2r^2

≤ ν. (3.37)

Thus, (3.35) is satisfied for r ≥ R_0(φ) with R_0(φ) = C sup_{r≥ρ} φ^′(r) as long as the constant C > 0 is large enough.

Now let us consider the case rφ^{′′} ≥ −φ^′/4; this case includes the situation when lim_{r→∞} φ^′(r) = +∞. Due to this bound from below on rφ^{′′}, (3.36) will be satisfied if we provide

2(M + n)^2 φ^′ r + ( n|λ| + m + (M + n)φ^′ )_2 4λ^2r^2 ≤ λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} 2 . (3.38)

The above inequality will be satisfied for all φ^′ ≥ 0 as long as r is large enough to ensure that all the roots of the polynomial function ζ → λ^2 − m^2 + ζ^2 2 − 2(M + n)^2 ζ r − ( n|λ| + m + (M + n)ζ )_2 4λ^2r^2 are negative. One can see that the lower bound on r only depends on M, m, n, and |λ|. Note that one needs |λ| > m. Lemma 3.6. Let φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) and let R_0 = R_0(φ) be as in Lemma 3.5.

1. Then there is the following inequality for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_{R0} , C^N ): ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − λ)u‖^2, (3.39) with μ and γ defined in (3.1), (3.2).

2. Let V ∈ B ( H^1_{comp}(Ω_ρ, C^N ), L^2(Ω_ρ, C^N ) ) be a multiplication operator and assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) < ∞ such that ‖μV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} , ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_{R1} , C^N ). (3.40) Then

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, (3.41) for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ) with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.6 (1) readily follows from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5.

To prove Lemma 3.6 (2), we apply the assumption (3.40) (where we take v = e^φu ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ), with R = max(R_0, R_1)) to the inequality (3.39), obtaining

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{12} ∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2

) 1_2 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖. This proves (3.41).

Remark 3.7. At this point, we need to mention how Theorem 2.7 is proved. For the functions u_± = Π^±u, with

Π^± = 1 2 (1 ∓ iJ) (3.42)

the projections onto eigenspaces of J corresponding to ±i ∈ σ(J), we obtain from Lemma 3.6 (1) the following inequalities:

‖e^φ∇u_+‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}u_+‖ + ‖γ_+e^φu_+‖^2 ≤ ‖μ_+e^φ((D_m − ω) + iλ)u_+‖^2,

‖e^φ∇u_−‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}u_−‖ + ‖γ_−e^φu_−‖^2 ≤ ‖μ_−e^φ((D_m − ω) − iλ)u_−‖^2, with appropriate expressions for μ_± and γ_± (with |λ| ± |ω| > m in place of λ), and, since Π^± are self-adjoint, we may add up the above inequalities, arriving at ‖e^φ∇u‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}u‖ + ‖ min_± (γ_±)e^φu‖^2 ≤ ‖ max_± (μ_±)e^φ(J(D_m − ω) − λ)u‖^2.

Introducing V into the estimates for D_m and for J(D_m − ω) is done verbatim.

Let us extend (3.21) to u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_ρ, C^N ) which are no longer compactly supported. Lemma 3.8. Let φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν).

1. Let R_0 = R_0(φ) ≥ ρ be as in Lemma 3.5, so that (3.32) is satisfied for r ≥ R_0. Then, for any u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R0} , C^N ), one has:

‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − λ)u‖^2. (3.43)

2. Let V ∈ L^n_{loc}(R^n , End (C^N )) and assume that there are κ ∈ [0, 1) and R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) < ∞, R_1 ≥ ρ such that for any v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ) one has ‖μV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} . (3.44) If V = 0, then we set R_1(φ, 0) = ρ. Then for any u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ) with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )), one has (1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, (3.45) Remark 3.9. It is enough to assume that (3.44) takes place for v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_{R1} , C^N ), since the latter implies (3.44) for v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ) using ideas of Step 0 of the proof below. Proof. We will prove Lemma 3.8 (2); then Lemma 3.8 (1) will follow as well.

Step 0. First, we consider the case when φ(r) is bounded. Let η ∈ C^∞_{comp}([−2, 2]), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η|_{[−1,1]} ≡ 1, and define η_j (x) = η(x/j). Let u ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) with supp u ⊂ Ω_R, and define u_j = η_j u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ).

Applying Lemma 3.6 (2) to u_j , we have

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu_j )‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu_j )‖^2 + ‖γe^φu_j ‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u_j ‖. Using the identities ∇(e^φu_j ) = η_j ∇(e^φu) + e^φu∇η_j ,

(D_m + V − λ)u_j = η_j (D_m + V − λ)u − i(α · ∇η_j )u, one has

(1 − κ) ( (‖η_j ∇(e^φu)‖ − ‖e^φu∇η_j ‖)^2 + 2 ( ‖η_j (rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖ − ‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}e^φu∂_rη_j ‖ )_2 + ‖γe^φuη_j ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ ‖μe^φη_j (D_m + V − λ)u‖ + ‖μe^φ(α · ∇η_j )u‖. (3.46) We claim that lim_{j→∞} ‖e^φu∇η_j ‖ = 0, lim_{j→∞} ‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}e^φu∂_rη_j ‖ = 0, (3.47)

lim_{j→∞} ‖μe^φ(α · ∇η_j )u‖ = 0. (3.48) Let us prove the inequality (3.48). According to our assumptions, u is in L^2 and φ is bounded, hence e^φu ∈ L^2 and lim_{j→∞} ‖χ_{[j,2j]}(|x|)e^φu‖_L2 = 0, while ‖μ∇η_j ‖_L∞ ≤ ‖∇η_j ‖_L∞ ‖χ_{[−2j,2j]}μ‖_L∞ = 1 j ‖∇η‖_L∞ ‖χ_{[−2j,2j]}μ‖_L∞ (3.49) is bounded since μ(r) = O(⟨r⟩) (cf. (3.1)), due to φ assumed bounded, so that φ^′ → 0 as r → ∞. The proof of the second inequality in (3.47) is the same since (rφ^′)^{1/2} ≤ (N r^2)^{1/2} = O(⟨r⟩), while the proof of the first inequality is slightly simpler since there is no linearly growing factor.

Taking into account (3.47), (3.48) and applying the Fatou lemma to ‖η_j ∇(e^φu)‖, ‖γe^φuη_j ‖, and ‖μe^φη_j (D_m + V − λ)u‖, we conclude from (3.46) that, as we stated,

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖. (3.50) Unbounded φ are considered precisely as in [BG87, Theorem 3], which closely follows the approach of [ABG82]. We assume that φ_0 := φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν), for some M, N , ρ ≥ 1 and ν > 0. Without loss of generality, we also assume that φ_0(1) = 0. Below we will consider sequences (φ_ϵ)_{ϵ>0} converging pointwise to φ_0 from below.

Step 1. Let us assume that φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) is unbounded but that φ^′ → 0 as r → ∞. We approximate φ_0 = φ by φ_ϵ ∈ C^2(R_+ ), ϵ ∈ (0, 1): φ_ϵ(r) = ∫_r 1 φ^′_0(t) 1 + ϵt^2 dt. Then, for r ≥ ρ, the functions φ_ϵ are monotonically increasing, satisfy sup_{r≥0} φ_ϵ(r) < ∞, and

φ_ϵ(r) ↗ φ_0(r), φ^′_ϵ(r) ↗ φ^′_0(r), φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) → φ^{′′}_0 (r), r ≥ ρ. (3.51)

To reduce the argument to Step 0 (based on Lemma 3.6 (2)), we need to check that the inequality (3.32) in Lemma 3.5 is satisfied by φ_ϵ and the corresponding Z_ϵ (given by (3.19) with φ_ϵ instead of φ) for r ≥ R_0 = R_0(φ) as long as ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small. Since

0 < φ^′_ϵ(r) = φ^′_0(r) 1 + ϵr^2 < φ^′_0(r) ≤ N r, r ≥ ρ, (3.52) one has φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) =^{φ′′0 (r)}_{1+ϵr2} −^{2φ′0(r)}_r^{ϵr2}_{(1+ϵr2)2} and hence φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) = φ^{′′}_0 (r) φ^′_0(r) − 2 r ϵr^2 1 + ϵr^2 , | | | | rφ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) | | | | ≤ | | | | rφ^{′′}_0 (r) φ^′_0(r) | | | | + 2 ≤ M + 2. (3.53)

We claim that for any s < 1 arbitrarily close to 1 there exists ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(s) ∈ (0, 1) such that

φ_ϵ ∈ C_λ(M + 2, N , R_0, sν), ∀ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0); (3.54)

according to Definition 2.6, we are left to verify that

λ^2 − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} ≥ sν, r ≥ R_0. (3.55)

Define ν_ϵ = inf_{r>ρ} ( λ^2 − m^2 + φ^′_ϵ(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) ) . (3.56)

Since 2rφ^′_ϵφ^{′′}_ϵ = 2rφ^′_0φ^{′′}_0 (r) (1 + ϵr^2)^2 − 4ϵr^2φ^′_0(r)^2 (1 + ϵr^2)^3 , one has

φ^′_ϵ(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) − φ^′_0(r)^2 − 2rφ^′_0(r)φ^{′′}_0 (r) = ( 1 (1 + ϵr^2)^2 − 1 )( φ^′_0(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_0φ^{′′}_0 (r) ) − 4ϵr^2φ^′_0(r)^2 (1 + ϵr^2)^3 . (3.57)

Due to 2r|φ^{′′}_0 (r)| ≤ Mφ^′_0(r) and φ^′_0(r) → 0 as r → ∞, the absolute value of the right-hand side of (3.57) goes to zero as r → ∞ uniformly in ϵ ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, for any fixed s ∈ (0, 1), we may choose some finite R^∗ = R^∗(s) ≥ R_0 (with R_0 = R_0(φ) from Lemma 3.5) large enough so that the right-hand side of (3.57) is smaller than sν for r ≥ R^∗, ϵ ∈ (0, 1), while the left-hand side of (3.36) (with φ_ϵ instead of φ and with M + 2 instead of M) is smaller than (1 − s)ν. Then for ϵ ∈ (0, 1) the functions φ_ϵ will satisfy (3.36) (with M + 2 instead of M) and hence (3.32) for r ≥ R^∗. At the same time, the convergences (3.51) are uniform on the interval r ∈ [R_0, R^∗]. Since φ satisfies the inequality (3.32) for r ≥ R_0, there is ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(s) ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small so that the functions φ_ϵ with ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) satisfy Z_ϵ(r) ≥ s ( λ^2 − m^2 + φ^′_ϵ(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) ) , r ∈ [R_0, R^∗], (3.58)

where Z_ϵ is defined by (3.19) with φ_ϵ instead of φ, while ν_ϵ defined in (3.56) will satisfy

ν_ϵ > sν, ∀ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0). (3.59)

Together with (3.52) and (3.53), this leads to the desired inclusion (3.54) and to the inequality (3.58) satisfied for all r ≥ R_0 = R_0(φ).

The previous argument shows that there is ϵ_0 ∈ (0, 1) so that for any ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0), | |φ^′_ϵ(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) − φ^′_0(r)^2 − 2rφ^′_0(r)φ^{′′}_0 (r) | | ≤ (1 − s)ν, r ≥ R_0. (3.60)

Then notice that since (3.44) is satisfied for φ_0, one has ‖μ_ϵV v‖ ≤ ‖μV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} , ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ), (3.61)

where μ_ϵ is the expression μ in (3.1) for φ_ϵ and R_1 = R_1(φ, V ). Due to (3.61), we deduce that for all ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) and v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R1} , C^N ), one has ‖μ_ϵV v‖ ≤ κ max { 1, ‖ ‖ γ γ_ϵ ‖ ‖_{L∞(supp v)} } ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γ_ϵv‖^2 )_{1/2} , (3.62)

where γ_ϵ is defined by the expression (3.2) with φ_ϵ in place of φ. We notice that, in view of (3.56), (3.59), and (3.60), for ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0), max { 1, | | | γ γ_ϵ | | | } ≤ max { 1, γ^2 γ^2_ϵ } ≤ 1 +

|γ^2 − γ^2_ϵ | γ^2_ϵ

≤ 1 + (1 − s)ν sν = 1 s , r ≥ R_0, hence (3.62) yields ‖μ_ϵV v‖ ≤ κ s ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γ_ϵv‖^2 )_{1/2} , ∀v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ),

with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )). Due to this bound, (3.50) yields the inequality ( 1 − κ s ) ( ‖∇(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′_ϵ)^{1/2}∂_r(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + ‖γe^{φϵ} u‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^{φϵ} (D_m + V − λ)u‖, (3.63) valid for any ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) and any u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ).

By the Fatou lemma applied to the left-hand side of (3.63) (where we use the decomposition ∇(e^{φϵ} u) = e^{φϵ} ∇u + e^{φϵ} (∇φ_ϵ)u) and the dominated convergence theorem applied to the right-hand side, the same inequality (3.63) holds for φ_0 = φ instead of φ_ϵ. Since s ∈ (0, 1) could be chosen arbitrarily close to 1, we also have

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, (3.64) for any u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ).

Step 2. Assume that φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) is such that φ^′ is bounded at infinity. Let R_0 = R_0(φ) ≥ ρ, R_0 < ∞ be as in Lemma 3.5, so that φ satisfies the inequality (3.32) for r ≥ R_0. (Since φ^′ is bounded, such R_0 exists by (3.37).) We approximate φ_0 := φ by φ_ϵ ∈ C^2(R_+ ), ϵ ∈ (0, 1/4), as follows:

φ_ϵ(r) = φ_0(r^{1−ϵ}).

Since φ_0(r) is increasing and ρ ≥ 1, for each ϵ ∈ (0, 1/4) and r ≥ ρ we have: φ_ϵ(r) ≤ φ_0(r), φ^′_ϵ(r) > 0, lim_{r→∞} φ^′_ϵ(r) = 0, φ_ϵ(r) ↗ φ_0(r), φ^′_ϵ(r) → φ^′_0(r). Thus, 0 < φ^′_ϵ(r) = (1 − ϵ)r^{−ϵ}φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}) ≤ (1 − ϵ)r^{−ϵ}N r^{1−ϵ} ≤ N r,

φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) = (1 − ϵ)^2r^{−2ϵ}φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ}) − ϵ(1 − ϵ)r^{−ϵ−1}φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}), φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) = (1 − ϵ)r^{−ϵ} φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ}) φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}) − ϵr^{−1}, | | | rφ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) | | | ≤ (1 − ϵ) | | | r^{1−ϵ}φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ}) φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}) | | | + ϵ ≤ M. In the last inequality, we took into account that M ≥ 1. From the identity

φ^′_ϵ(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r)

= (1 − ϵ)^2(1 − 2ϵ)r^{−2ϵ}(φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}))^2 + 2r(1 − ϵ)^3r^{−3ϵ}φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ})φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ})

= (1 − ϵ)^2(1 − 2ϵ)r^{−2ϵ} [ (φ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ}))^2 + 2rφ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ})φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ}) ] + [ (1 − ϵ)^3r^{−3ϵ} − (1 − ϵ)^2(1 − 2ϵ)r^{−2ϵ} ] 2rφ^′_0(r^{1−ϵ})φ^{′′}_0 (r^{1−ϵ})

we deduce as in the previous step that for any s ∈ (0, 1) there is ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(s) ∈ (0, 1/4) such that for ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) one has φ_ϵ ∈ C_λ(M, N , R_0(φ), s min{ν, λ^2 − m^2}). We also deduce that γ_ϵ converges uniformly to γ_0. Now we consider the term μ_ϵ(r) = 2 ( n + 16λ^2r^2 + 8rφ^′_ϵ )_{1/2} , rewritten as μ_ϵ(r) = 2rρ_ϵ(r), with ρ_ϵ(r) = ( n r^2

+ 16λ^2 + 8 φ^′_ϵ r )_{1/2} . Due to the local uniform convergence of φ^′_ϵ to φ^′_0 = φ, ρ_ϵ converges locally uniformly to ρ_0. Since φ^′_ϵ is bounded at infinity uniformly in ϵ, ρ_ϵ − ρ_0 is small at infinity uniformly in ϵ. Hence ρ_ϵ − ρ_0 is smaller than ρ_0 (which is bounded from below by 4|λ|) multiplied by an arbitrarily small constant, uniformly in ϵ. We thus obtain from (3.44) that for any κ^′ ∈ (0, κ) there exists ϵ_1 = ϵ_1(s, κ^′) ∈ (0, ϵ_0(s)) such that, for any ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_1) and v ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ), with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )), one has ‖μ_ϵV v‖ ≤ κ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γv‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ κ^′ ( ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖γ_ϵv‖^2 )_{1/2} . This allows to conclude as in the previous step (using the previous step instead of Step 0), proving that

(1 − κ^′) ( ‖∇(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′_ϵ)^{1/2}∂_r(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + ‖γe^{φϵ} u‖^2 )_{1/2} ≤ ‖μe^{φϵ} (D_m + V − λ)u‖, with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )) independent of ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_1). Using the same reasoning as above, we conclude that this inequality is also satisfied by φ_0 = φ. Finally, since κ^′ ≲ κ could be chosen arbitrarily close to κ, we also have

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′)^{1/2}∂_r(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2

) 1_2 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖.

Step 3. Assume that φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν) is such that φ^′ is unbounded at infinity (this implies that φ^{′′} ≥ 0). It follows from Lemma 3.5 that there is R_0 = R_0(M, ρ, m, n, λ), R_0 ≥ ρ, such that φ satisfies the inequality (3.32) for r ≥ R_0. We approximate φ_0 := φ by φ_ϵ ∈ C^2(R_+ ), ϵ ∈ (0, 1):

φ_ϵ(r) = ∫_r 1 φ^′_0(t) 1 + ϵφ^′_0(t) dt. Then φ_ϵ are monotonically increasing, satisfy sup_{r≥0} φ^′_ϵ(r) < ∞, and, for each r ≥ ρ, φ_ϵ(r) ↗ φ_0(r), φ^′_ϵ(r) ↗ φ^′_0(r). Moreover, for r ≥ ρ, the following inequalities hold:

0 < φ^′_ϵ(r) = φ^′_0(r) 1 + ϵφ^′_0(r) ≤ N r,

φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) = φ^{′′}_0 (r) 1 + ϵφ^′_0(r) − ϵφ^′_0(r)φ^{′′}_0 (r) (1 + ϵφ^′_0(r))^2 = φ^{′′}_0 (r) (1 + ϵφ^′_0(r))^2 ≥ 0, φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) = φ^{′′}_0 (r) φ^′_0(r) 1 1 + ϵφ^′_0(r) , | | | rφ^{′′}_ϵ (r) φ^′_ϵ(r) | | | ≤ M. One has

(φ^′_ϵ(r))^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) = φ^′_0(r)^2 + 2rφ^′_0(r)φ^{′′}_0 (r) (1 + ϵφ^′_0(r))^3 + ϵφ^′_0(r)^3 (1 + ϵφ^′_0(r))^3 ; in the case ϵφ^′ < 2^{1/3} − 1, one concludes that

λ^2 − m^2 + (φ^′_ϵ(r))^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) ≥ λ^2 − m^2 + ν − (λ^2 − m^2) 2 ≥ λ^2 − m^2 + ν 2 , while in the case ϵφ^′ ≥ 2^{1/3} − 1, one deduces

λ^2 − m^2 + (φ^′_ϵ(r))^2 + 2rφ^′_ϵ(r)φ^{′′}_ϵ (r) ≥ λ^2 − m^2 −

|ν − (λ^2 − m^2)| 2 + (2^{13} − 1)^3 2ϵ^2 , which is also larger than^{λ2 −m2+ν}_2 provided that ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) with ϵ_0 ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small. One concludes that φ_ϵ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ,^{λ2 −m2+ν}_2 ) for all ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0) and uses the result and the ideas from the previous step to prove the inequality

(1 − κ) ( ‖∇(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + 2‖(rφ^′_ϵ)^{1/2}∂_r(e^{φϵ} u)‖^2 + ‖γe^{φϵ} u‖^2

) 1_2 ≤ ‖μe^{φϵ} (D_m + V − λ)u‖, ∀u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ), with R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )) independent of ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ_0), and applies the Fatou lemma and the dominated convergence theorem to the above inequality to prove (3.43).

Theorem 3.1 (1) follows from Lemma 3.8 (2).

Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.1 (2). Let φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν), with φ^{′′}(r) ≥ 0 for r ≥ ρ. Then, by Lemma 3.5, the inequality (3.32) is satisfied for r ≥ R_0 = R_0(M, ρ, m, n, λ), independent of a particular representative φ ∈ C_λ(M, N , ρ, ν). At the same time, using (3.5) with f(r) = φ^′(r) (note that sup_{r>0} f(r)/⟨r⟩ ≤ N < ∞, in agreement with the assumptions on the function f which appears in (3.5)), and taking into account that φ^{′′} ≥ 0, we see that the inequality (3.3) is satisfied for r ≥ R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) if one chooses R_1 = R_1(φ, V ) = R_2(V ), which would not depend on φ. As follows from Lemma 3.8, the inequality (3.45) is satisfied for u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ) with

R = max(R_0(φ), R_1(φ, V )) = max(R_0(M, ρ, m, n, λ), R_2(V ))

independent of a particular φ. This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

4 Exponential decay

4.1 Decay properties of solitary waves

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 2.12; it will follow from Lemmata 4.3–4.5.

Let us start with a simple technical inequality adapted from [BG87, Theorem 1].

Lemma 4.1. Let λ ∈ (−m; m) and R_0 > 0. Let φ : [R_0, +∞) → R be a monotonically increasing C^1 function such that lim sup r→∞ φ^′(r) < √ m^2 − λ^2. (4.1)

Assume that V : Ω_{R0} → End (C^N ) satisfies the following condition:

∀ε > 0 ∃R > 0 ∀u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ) implies that ‖V u‖ ≤ ε‖u‖_H1 . (4.2)

Then there are constants c, R such that

‖e^φu‖_H1 ≤ c‖e^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, ∀u ∈ L^2(Ω_R, C^N ) ∩ H^1_{0,loc}(Ω_R, C^N ). (4.3)

Remark 4.2. Since ‖D_mu‖ = ‖(−Δ^2+m^2)^{1/2}u‖ ≥ m‖u‖, the assumption (4.2) is weaker than ‖V (x)‖_{End (C}N_) → 0 as |x| → ∞. Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that R_0 = 1. The general case follows by the same ideas and can be recovered by rescaling.

We deduce from Lemma 3.2 that for any v ∈ H^1_{comp}(R^n , C^N ), Re⟨(D_m − iα · ∇φ + λ)v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ = ‖∇v‖^2 + ⟨v, [m^2 − λ^2 − (∇φ)^2]v⟩, (4.4) where D^φ_m = e^φ ∘ D_m ∘ e^{−φ} = D_m + iα · ∇φ was introduced in (3.7). For any ε > 0, we have Re⟨(D_m − iα · ∇φ + λ)v, (D^φ_m − λ)v⟩ ≤ ε 2 ‖(D_m − iα · ∇φ + λ)v‖^2 + 1 2ε ‖(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2 (4.5) ≤ 3ε 2 ‖∇v‖^2 + 3ε 2 ‖|∇φ|v‖^2 + 3ε 2 ‖(βm + λ)v‖^2 + 1 2ε ‖(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2, where we took into account that ‖(D_m − iα · ∇φ + λ)u‖^2 ≤ (‖D_0u‖ + ‖(α · ∇φ)u‖ + ‖(βm + λ)u‖)^2 ≤ 3(‖D_0u‖^2 + ‖(α · ∇φ)u‖^2 + ‖(βm + λ)u‖^2) and ‖α · ∇φ‖_{End (C}N_) = |∇φ|. We deduce from (4.4) and (4.5) that ( 1 − 3ε 2 ) ‖∇v‖^2 + ⟨ v, [ m^2 − λ^2 − ( 1 + 3ε 2 ) (∇φ)^2 − 3ε 2 (βm + λ)^2 ] v ⟩ ≤ 1 2ε ‖(D^φ_m − λ)v‖^2. Thus, due to the assumption (4.1), there exist c > 0 and R > 0 such that

‖v‖_H1 ≤ c‖(D^φ_m − λ)v‖, ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). (4.6)

Then, due to the assumption on V , there exist c > 0 and R > 0 such that ‖v‖_H1 ≤ c‖(D^φ_m + V − λ)v‖, ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). Substituting e^φu in place of v and using the identity (D^φ_m + V )(e^φu) = e^φ(D_m + V )u, we conclude that there exist c > 0 and R > 0 such that

‖e^φu‖_H1 ≤ c‖e^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, ∀u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). (4.7)

Let us extend (4.7) to functions u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ) which are no longer compactly supported. First, we consider the case when φ(r) is bounded. Let

η ∈ C^∞_{comp}([−2, 2]), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η|_{[−1,1]} ≡ 1,

and define η_j (x) = η(x/j). Let L^2(Ω_R, C^N ) ∩ H^1_{loc}(Ω_R, C^N ) with supp u ⊂ Ω_R, and define

w_j = η_j u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ).

Using the identity (D_m − λ)w_j = η_j (D_m − λ)u − i(α∇η_j )u, one has ‖e^φw_j ‖ ≤ c‖e^φη_j (D_m + V − λ)u‖ + c‖e^φ(α∇η_j )u‖. (4.8) The second term in the right-hand side tends to zero as j → ∞. Indeed, according to our assumptions, u is in L^2 and φ is bounded, hence e^φu ∈ L^2 and lim_{j→∞} ‖χ_{[j,2j]}(|x|)e^φu‖_L2 = 0, while ‖∇η_j ‖_L∞ ≤ ‖∇η_j ‖_L∞ ‖χ_{[−2j,2j]}‖_L∞ = 1 j ‖∇η‖_L∞ ‖χ_{[−2j,2j]}‖_L∞ is bounded. Applying the dominated convergence theorem to the first term in the right-hand side of (4.8) and the Fatou lemma to the left-hand side, we conclude that ‖e^φu‖ ≤ c‖e^φ(D_m + V − λ)u‖, ∀u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ). Unbounded φ are considered precisely as in [BG87, Theorem 3], which in turn follows the approach of [ABG82].

We already presented the details in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 4.3. Let n ≥ 1. If n = 1, assume that f is measurable and bounded on bounded sets, with lim_0 f = 0; if instead n > 1, assume that there exists C > 0 such that |f(s)| ≤ C|s|^k, ∀s ∈ R, { 0 < k ≤ 1/(n − 2), n ≥ 3, k > 0, n = 2. Let ω ∈ (−m, m), and assume that ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) is a solution to (2.4). Then for any μ < √ m^2 − ω^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ). Proof. For the sake of completeness, we choose to provide a proof of the above lemma. One can use the Combes– Thomas method, see [His00]. For consistency, let us use Lemma 4.1. The solitary wave profile ϕ_ω satisfies

ωϕ_ω = D_mϕ_ω − f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )βϕ_ω . (4.9)

The assumptions on f (combined with Hölder and Sobolev inequalities) are to ensure that V = f(ϕ^∗_ω βϕ_ω)β satisfies the assumption (4.2) of Lemma 4.1.

Pick μ ∈ (0, √ m^2 − ω^2). Let η ∈ C^∞(R_+ ), supp η ∈ (1, +∞), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 and η|_{[2,+∞)} ≡ 1, and define η_j (x) = η(x/j). By Lemma 4.1 with ϕ(r) = μr, u = η_j ϕ_ω, and V = f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )β, we have ‖e^{μr}η_j ϕ_ω ‖_H1 ≤ c‖e^{μr}α · ∇η_j ϕ_ω‖, which provides the conclusion.

In the previous proof, the assumptions on ϕ_ω and f were made to ensure that V = f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )β for large x is small compared to the Dirac operator. If for instance we consider (as in e.g. [CV86])

ϕ_ω = [ v(r)n_1 u(r) (e_r · σ) n_1 ] , (4.10)

where u and v are real-valued and n_1 = [1, 0, . . . , 0]^t ∈ C^{N/2} , e_r =^x_r ∈ R^n , σ = (σ_ȷ)_{1≤ȷ≤n}, then we have the following statement by repeating the proof of the one-dimensional case away from the origin.

Lemma 4.4. Let n ≥ 1. Assume that f is measurable and bounded on bounded sets, with lim_0 f = 0. Let ϕ_ω be a solution to (2.4) of the form (4.10), with u(|x|) and v(|x|) in H^1(R^n , C^{N/2} ) considered as functions of x ∈ R^n . Then for any μ < √ m^2 − ω^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ).

As the matter of fact, the exponential decay holds for any solitary wave regardless of whether it is of the form (4.10), as long as one knows that it becomes small at infinity:

Lemma 4.5. Let n ≥ 1. Assume that f is measurable and bounded on bounded sets, with lim_0 f = 0. Suppose that ω ∈ (−m, m) and that ϕ_ω ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ), lim_{R→∞} ‖ϕ_ω‖_L∞_{(ΩR,C}N_) = 0 is a solution to (2.4). Then for any μ < √ m^2 − ω^2 one has e^{μ⟨r⟩}ϕ_ω ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ).

Proof. The proof reduces to proving that V = f(ϕ^∗_ωβϕ_ω )β is small at infinity compared to the Dirac operator. This, in turn, follows from the assumptions lim_0 f = 0 and lim_{R→∞} ‖ϕ_ω‖_L∞_{(ΩR,C}N_) = 0

4.2 Decay of embedded eigenstates before the embedded threshold

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.13 (2b); its proof follows from Lemma 4.7 below.

Let n ≥ 1. Let V : R^n → End (C^N ) be measurable, and assume that for any ϵ > 0 there exists R > 0 such that ‖⟨r⟩V v‖ ≤ ϵ‖v‖_H1 , ∀v ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). (4.11) Remark 4.6. Note that the operator L(ω) in (2.10) is such that (4.11) is satisfied, due to the exponential spatial decay of ϕ_ω (cf. Lemmata 4.3–4.5).

Lemma 4.7. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let λ ∈ σ_p(JL(ω)) satisfy λ ∈ iR, m − |ω| < |λ| < m + |ω|. Then, for any μ < √ m^2 − (|λ| − |ω|)^2, an eigenfunction ζ corresponding to λ satisfies e^{μ⟨r⟩}ζ ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ).

Proof. Let M, N , ρ ≥ 1, ν > 0. Assume that φ ∈ C^2(R_+ ) satisfies (cf. Definition 2.6 and (4.1)) 1. 0 < φ^′ ≤ √ m^2 − (|λ| − |ω|)^2, ∀r ≥ ρ; 2. lim sup_{r→∞} φ^′(r) < √ m^2 − (|λ| − |ω|)^2; 3. r|φ^{′′}| ≤ Mφ^′, ∀r ≥ ρ ; 4. Λ^2_− − m^2 + φ^{′2} + 2rφ^′φ^{′′} ≥ ν, ∀r ≥ ρ.

Let Π^± =^1_2 (1 ∓ iJ) as in (3.42). Assume that iλ is of the same sign as ω (the other case is treated verbatim by exchanging the treatment of ζ^±); then ω + iλ is outside the spectral gap of D_m while ω − iλ is inside. So, |ω + iλ| > m, and Lemma 3.8 (1) yields ‖∇(e^φu)‖^2 + ‖γe^φu‖^2 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − (ω + iλ))u‖^2, ∀u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_{R0} , C^N ). Since |ω − iλ| < m and |φ^′| < √ m^2 − (ω − iλ)^2, we apply (4.7): ‖e^φu‖_H1 ≤ c‖e^φ(D_m − (ω − iλ))u‖, ∀u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ). Summing up the above inequalities (applied to Π^−u and Π^+u, respectively, with Π^± from (3.42)), we have: ‖∇(e^φΠ^−u)‖^2 + ‖γe^φΠ^−u‖^2 + ‖e^φΠ^+u‖^2_H1 ≤ ‖μe^φ(D_m − ω − iλ)Π^−u‖^2 + c^2‖e^φ(D_m − ω + iλ)Π^+u‖^2 ≤ ‖μe^φΠ^−(D_m − ω − J^{−1}λ)u‖^2 + c^2‖e^φΠ^+(D_m − ω − J^{−1}λ)u‖^2, valid for all u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ), which we rewrite as ‖e^φu‖_H1 ≤ ⟨c⟩‖e^φ(Π^+ + μΠ^−) ( (D_m − ω) − J^{−1}λ ) u‖.

Increasing R if necessary, we use (4.11) to arrive at

‖e^φu‖_H1 ≤ 2⟨c⟩‖e^φ(Π^+ + μΠ^−) ( J(D_m − ω + V ) − λ ) u‖, ∀u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω_R, C^N ).

The extension of the above estimate to u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω_R, C^N ) can be done as in the proof of Lemma 3.8 up to Step 2. We then conclude as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 by applying this estimate to a smooth localization of an eigenvector to the region Ω_R.

5 Bifurcations of eigenvalues from the essential spectrum

In this section we prove Theorem 2.15: the case |λ_0| < m + |ω_0| follows from Lemma 5.5 below, while Theorem 2.15 for the case |λ_0| > m + |ω_0| follows from Lemma 5.13. We start with some basic results on the limiting absorption principle.

5.1 Results on the limiting absorption principle for the Dirac operator

The limiting absorption principle for the Dirac operator was studied in [Yam73, BH92, BdMBMP93, IM99, BG10]. We reformulate it here since we need a version valid for a spectral parameter from a non-compact set:

Lemma 5.1 (Limiting absorption principle for the Dirac operator). Let s > 1/2, δ > 0, and m ≥ 0. There exists C_0 = C_0(s, δ, m) < ∞ (locally bounded in s, δ, and m) such that for all z ∈ C \ ((−∞, −m] ∪ [m, +∞)) with |z^2 − m^2| ≥ δ one has ‖u‖_L2_{−s} ≤ C_0(s, δ, m)‖(D_m − z)u‖_L2_s , ∀u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ). (5.1) Let s > 1/2, m ≥ 0, and z ∈ C \ ((−∞, −m] ∪ [m, +∞)). There exists C_1 = C_1(s, z, m) < ∞ (locally bounded in s, z, and m) such that ‖u‖_H1_{−s} ≤ C_1(s, z, m)‖(D_m − z)u‖_L2_s , ∀u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ). (5.2) Proof. By [Agm75, Remark 2 in Appendix A], for any s > 1/2 and δ > 0 there is C_{s,δ} < ∞ such that for all v ∈ H^2(R^n ) and ζ ∈ C , |ζ| ≥ δ, one has (|ζ| + 1)^{1−k2} ‖v‖_Hk_{−s} ≤ C_{s,δ} ‖(−Δ − ζ)v‖_L2_s , 0 ≤ k ≤ 2. (5.3) We will apply this inequality to vector-valued functions v ∈ H^2(R^n , C^N ).

Let u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) and z ∈ C \ ((−∞, −m] ∪ [m, ∞)). Without loss of generality, we can assume that (D_m − z)u ∈ L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) (or else there is nothing to prove); it then follows that u ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ) and v := (D_m + z)^{−1}u ∈ H^2(R^n , C^N ). One has: ‖u‖_Hk−1_{−s} = ‖(D_m + z)v‖_Hk−1_{−s} ≤ C(s)‖v‖_Hk_{−s} + (m + |z|)‖v‖_Hk−1_{−s} , (5.4) where C(s) < ∞ depends on s only. Applying (5.3) with ζ = z^2 − m^2, |ζ| ≥ δ > 0, to the right-hand side of (5.4), we have: ‖u‖_Hk−1_{−s} ≤ ( C(s)(|ζ| + 1)^{k−12} + (m + |z|)(|ζ| + 1)^{k−22} ) C_{s,δ} ‖(−Δ − ζ)u‖_L2_s , for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2. Taking k = 1 and k = 2 and using the identity (−Δ − ζ)v = (D_m − z)u, we arrive at the inequalities (5.1) and (5.2).

We also need the following Hardy-type inequality, along the lines of [Agm75, Appendix B].

Lemma 5.2. For any s > 1/2 and z ∈ R \ [−m, m], there is C_2 = C_2(s, z, m) < ∞ (locally bounded in s and z) such that ‖u‖_H1_s ≤ C_2‖(D_m − z)u‖_L2_{s+1} , ∀u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) ∩ H^1_{loc}(R^n , C^N ). (5.5)

Proof. While the result by Berthier and Georgescu is stated in the three-dimensional case, a careful look at the proof shows that it is independent of the dimension, being based on [Agm75, Appendix B], which treats any dimension.

For the sake of completeness, we provide the proof. Fix s > 1/2. We use Theorem 3.1 with φ(r) = s log⟨r⟩; this gives some R_s < ∞ and C(s, z) < ∞ such that for any R ≥ R_s and for any v ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ), supp v ⊂ Ω_R, which satisfies ⟨r⟩^{s+1}(D_m − z)v = ⟨r⟩e^φ(D_m − z)v ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) one has ⟨r⟩^sv = e^φv ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) and moreover ‖⟨r⟩^sv‖ ≤ C(s, z)‖⟨r⟩^{s+1}(D_m − z)v‖. (5.6) Let η ∈ C^∞(R^n ) be such that supp η ⊂ Ω_R and η|_{ΩR+1} = 1 for some R > R_s. Let u ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N )∩H^1_{loc}(R^n , C^N ). Without loss of generality, we may assume that ‖(D_m − z)u‖_L2_{s+1} is finite (or else there is nothing to prove); then we conclude that u ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ). Applying (5.6) to ηu ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ), supp ηu ⊂ Ω_R, one has: ‖ηu‖_H1_s ≤ C(s, z)‖(D_m − z)ηu‖_L2_{s+1} . (5.7) At the same time, since supp(1 − η)u ⊂ B^n_{R+1} , we deduce that

‖(1 − η)u‖_H1_s ≤ ⟨R + 1⟩^{2s}‖(1 − η)u‖_H1_{−s} ≤ ⟨R + 1⟩^{2s}C_1(s, z, m)‖(D_m − z)(1 − η)u‖_L2_s ; (5.8)

in the last inequality, we applied (5.2). Using (5.7) and (5.8), we have: ‖u‖_H1_s ≤ ‖ηu‖_H1_s + ‖(1 − η)u‖_H1_s ≤ C(s, z)‖(D_m − z)ηu‖_L2_{s+1} + ⟨R + 1⟩^{2s}C_1‖(D_m − z)(1 − η)u‖_L2_s ≤ (C(s, z) + ⟨R + 1⟩^{2s}C_1) ( ‖(D_m − z)u‖_L2_{s+1} + ‖(α · ∇η)u‖_L2_{s+1} ) . Due to the compact support of ∇η, the inequality (5.2) shows that the second term in the brackets in the right-hand side is dominated by the first term, which concludes the proof.

We now consider an extension of this result for values outside the real line. Such extension is false in full generality.^2 The one we obtain is due to a simple commutator estimate.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that λ ∈ C \ ( (−∞, −m] ∪ [m, +∞) ) . If s ∈ R satisfies |s| < dist(λ, σ(D_m)), then ‖u‖_L2_s ≤ 1 dist ( λ, σ(D_m) ) − |s| ‖(D_m − λ)u‖_L2_s , ∀u ∈ L^2_{s−1}(R^n , C^N ). Proof. First, we notice that for any u ∈ C^∞_{comp}(R^n , C^N ), one has ‖[⟨r⟩^s, D_m]u‖ = ‖(D_0⟨r⟩^s)u‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ α · x r s⟨r⟩^{s−1}u ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ |s|‖u‖_L2_{s−1} ; (5.9) note that ‖α · x‖_{End (C}N_) = ‖(α · x)(α · x)‖^{1/2}_{End (CN )} = ‖x^2‖^{1/2}_{End (CN )} = r. Using (5.9), we compute for such u: ‖⟨r⟩^s(D_m − λ)u‖ ≥ ‖(D_m − λ) ( ⟨r⟩^su ) ‖ − ‖[D_m, ⟨r⟩^s]u‖ ≥ ‖(D_m − λ) ( ⟨r⟩^su ) ‖ − |s|‖u‖_L2_{s−1} . The above inequality shows that if u ∈ L^2_{s−1}(R^n , C^N ) and (D_m − λ)u ∈ L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) (if the latter inclusion were not satisfied then there would be nothing to prove), then (D_m − λ)(⟨r⟩^s u) ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ). Since D_m is self-adjoint, one has ‖(D_m − λ)^{−1}‖ = 1/ dist(λ, σ(D_m)); therefore, ⟨r⟩^su ∈ H^1(R^n , C^N ), and ‖(D_m − λ)u‖_L2_s ≥ dist(λ, σ(D_m))‖⟨r⟩^su‖ − |s|‖u‖_L2_{s−1} ≥ ( dist(λ, σ(D_m)) − |s| ) ‖u‖_L2_s . This concludes the proof.

2For instance, in the one-dimensional case, ∫ R |x|^{s−2}|F (x)|^2 dx can not be bounded from above by^4_{(s−1)2} ∫ R |x|^s|F^′(x) − 2F (x)|^2 dx if no restriction on F is imposed such as F has support away from −∞.

5.2 Bifurcation of eigenvalues before the embedded threshold

Let us consider bifurcations from the interval of the imaginary axis between the embedded thresholds, proving Theorem 2.15 for the case |λ_0| < m + |ω_0|. We will formulate our results for the operator family L(ω) = D_m − ω + V (ω), with V (ω) ∈ L^∞(R^n , C^N ) zero order and hermitian. Note that L(ω) is not necessarily a linearization at a solitary wave of the nonlinear Dirac equation.

We start with the following elementary result.

Lemma 5.4 (Krein’s theorem). Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible and let L be self-adjoint on L^2(R^n , C^N ). If λ ∈ σ_p(JL) \ iR and ζ is a corresponding eigenvector, then ⟨ζ, Lζ⟩ = 0, ⟨ζ, J^{−1}ζ⟩ = 0. Proof. One has JLζ = λζ, Lζ = λJ^{−1}ζ, hence ⟨ζ, Lζ⟩ = λ⟨ζ, J^{−1}ζ⟩. (5.10) Since ⟨ζ, Lζ⟩ ∈ R and ⟨ζ, J^{−1}ζ⟩ ∈ iR, the condition Re λ ≠ 0 implies that both sides in (5.10) are equal to zero. Lemma 5.5. Let n ≥ 1. Let J ∈ End (C^N ) be skew-adjoint and invertible, such that J^2 = −I_CN , [J, D_m] = 0. Let ω_j ∈ (−m, m), ω_j −→_{j→∞} ω_0 ∈ [−m, m]. Let L(ω) = D_m − ω + V (ω), ω ∈ [−m, m], with V (ω) ∈ L^∞(R^n , End (C^N )) a zero-order operator-valued function which is hermitian for each ω ∈ [−m, m], and assume that there is ε > 0 such that

‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V (ω_0)‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} < ∞,

lim_{j→∞} ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε} (V (ω_j ) − V (ω_0)) ‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} = 0.

(5.11)

Let λ_j ∈ σ_d(JL(ω_j )) be a sequence such that

λ_j −→_{j→∞} λ_0 ∈ iR, |λ_0| < m + |ω_0|, (5.12)

with Re λ_j ≠ 0, ∀j ∈ N. (5.13) If ω_0 = ±m, additionally assume that λ_0 ≠ 0. (5.14) Then λ_0 ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_0)). (5.15) Proof. Let (ζ_j )_{j∈N} be a sequence of unit eigenvectors associated with eigenvalues λ_j , so that JL(ω_j )ζ_j = λ_j ζ_j . It follows that (D_m − ω_j + λ_j J)ζ_j = −V (ω_j )ζ_j . (5.16) Let Π^± (cf. (3.42)) be the projectors onto eigenspaces of J corresponding to ±i ∈ σ(J), respectively. We denote ζ^±_j = Π^±ζ_j . By (5.13), applying Lemma 5.4, we conclude that 0 = ⟨ζ_j , Jζ_j ⟩ = i‖ζ^+_j ‖^2 − i‖ζ^−_j ‖^2, j ∈ N, while 1 = ‖ζ_j ‖^2 = ‖ζ^+_j ‖^2 + ‖ζ^−_j ‖^2, j ∈ N; we conclude that ‖ζ^±_j ‖ = 1/ √ 2. Applying Π^± to (5.16), we have: ( D_m − ω_j + iλ_j ) ζ^+_j = −Π^+V (ω_j )ζ_j , (5.17) ( D_m − ω_j − iλ_j ) ζ^−_j = −Π^−V (ω_j )ζ_j . (5.18) Above, we took into account that [J, D_m] = 0, hence the projections Π^± also commute with D_m.

If the condition (5.12) (as well as (5.14) when ω_0 = ±m) is satisfied, then either ω_0 + iλ_0 ∈ (−m, m) or ω_0 − iλ_0 ∈ (−m, m). Both cases are considered similarly; for definiteness, we will assume that ω_0 − iλ_0 ∈ (−m, m). In this case, without loss of generality, we may also assume that ω_j − iλ_j ∈ (−m, m), ∀j ∈ N. (5.19) By (5.11), the right-hand side of (5.17) belongs to L^2_s, s ≤ 1 + ε. Due to (5.19), we may apply Lemma 5.3 to (5.17), concluding that there is s ∈ (0, 1) such that ‖ζ^+_j ‖_H1_s are uniformly bounded when j is large enough (so that iλ_j + ω_j are sufficiently close to iλ_0 + ω_0). Thus the sequence (ζ^+_j )_{j∈N} is precompact in L^2(R^n , C^N ), and we can choose a subsequence which converges to some vector ζ^+_0 ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ) of norm ‖ζ^+_0 ‖ = lim_{j→∞} ‖ζ^+_j ‖ = 1/ √ 2. At the same time, any subsequence of the bounded sequence (ζ^−_j )_{j∈N} also contains a weakly convergent subsequence. We conclude that there is a subsequence (ζ_j )_{j∈N} which has a nonzero weak limit; this limit is necessarily an eigenvector of JL(ω_0) corresponding to λ_0.

5.3 Bifurcation of eigenvalues beyond the embedded thresholds

We now turn to the proof of the limiting absorption principle for the linearized operator in a neighborhood of any purely imaginary point beyond the embedded thresholds ±i(m + |ω|), proving Theorem 2.15 for the case |λ_0| > m + |ω_0|. In that respect we closely follow the strategy initiated in a work by Jensen and Kato [JK79] which is related to the approach by [Agm75]. We start with the following identity: J(D_m − ω + V (ω)) − λ = (J(D_m − ω) − λ) ( 1 + ( J(D_m − ω) − λ )_{−1} JV (ω) ) , λ ∈ C \ σ(J(D_m − ω)). After diagonalizing J (which commutes with D_m), Lemma 5.1 provides the limiting absorption principle for J(D_m − ω) − λ; hence, our task reduces to proving that the operator A(λ, ω) = 1 + ( J(D_m − ω) − λ )_{−1} JV (ω), A(λ, ω) : L^2_{−s}(R^n , C^N ) → L^2_{−s}(R^n , C^N ), s > 1/2, has an inverse which is bounded uniformly in λ, with Re λ > 0, in the vicinity of any particular point

(ω_0, λ_0), ω_0 ∈ [−m, m], λ_0 ∈ iR, |λ_0| > i(m + |ω_0|)

where we know that A is invertible, and also proving that A(ω_0, λ_0) is not invertible if and only if λ_0 is an eigenvalue of J(D_m − ω_0 + V (ω_0)).

Proposition 5.6. Let V : R^n → End (C^N ) be measurable, hermitian-valued, and assume that there are ε > 0 and C < ∞ such that ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V ‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} < ∞.

Let ω ∈ [−m, m], λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|, s ∈ (1/2, (1 + ε)/2). Then either the operator

A = 1 + ( J(D_m − ω) − λ )_{−1} JV, A : H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N ) → H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N )

is invertible, or there is a nonzero function F ∈ ker A, F ∈ L^2(R^n , C^N ).

Proof. By (2.41), for any s < (1 + ε)/2, the map V : u → V u is bounded from H^{1/2}_{−s} to H^{−1/2}s . Due to the limiting absorption principle for the Dirac operator (cf. Lemma 5.1), the resolvent

R_0(λ) := (J(D_m − ω) − λ)^{−1} , λ ∈ C , Re λ > 0,

can be extended onto the closure of the right half-plane, excluding arbitrarily small open neighborhoods of ±i(m ± ω) (we keep the same notation R_0 for this extension), so that for any s > 1/2 one has

R_0(λ) ∈ B(L^2_s(R^n , C^N ), H^1_{−s}(R^n , C^N )), λ ∈ C , Re λ ≥ 0, λ ≠ ±i(m ± ω).

Due to the decay of V , the operator A − 1 is compact in L^2_{−s} if s ∈ ( 1/2, (1 + ε)/2 ) . Hence, by the Fredholm alternative, A is invertible in L^2_{−s} if and only if its null space

M_s := ker A|_{L2−s}

is trivial.

Let us introduce the Fredholm operator B = 1+V J ( J(D_m −ω)+λ )_{−1} on H^{−1/2}_s (R^n , C^N ), with s ∈ ( 1/2, (1+ ε)/2 ) . We denote its null space by N_s := ker B|_{L2s} .

Being compact perturbations of the identity, both A and B are Fredholm operators of index zero. As in [JK79, Section 3], the finite-dimensional spaces M_s and N_s are respectively non-decreasing and non-increasing as s grows. Since A|_{H1/2−s} and B|_{H−1/2s} are mutually adjoint,

0 = ind A|_{H1/2−s} = dim ker A|_{L2−s} − dim coker A|_{L2−s} = dim ker A|_{L2−s} − dim ker B|_{L2s} ,

is a non-decreasing function of s ∈ ( 1/2, (1 + ε)/2 ) , hence dim M_s = dim N_s does not depend on s ∈ ( 1/2, (1 + ε)/2 ) . We conclude that the spaces M_s, N_s do not depend on s ∈ ( 1/2, (1 + ε)/2 ) ; we will denote these spaces by M and N, respectfully.

One key fact is the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let s > 1/2, ω ∈ [−m, m], λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|. Then (J(D_m − ω) − λ) R_0(λ)v = v, ∀v ∈ H^{−1/2}_s (R^n , C^N ). Proof. This is an adaptation of [JK79, Lemma 2.4]. Fix v ∈ H^{−1/2}_s (R^n , C^N ). We note that for λ ∈ iR one has (J(D_m − ω) − λ)^∗ = −(D_m − ω)J − λ̄ = −(J(D_m − ω) − λ), ∀λ ∈ iR, where we took into account that [J, D_m] = 0. Therefore, for any φ ∈ C^∞_{comp}(R^n , C^N ), since R_0(λ)v ∈ H^{1/2}_{−s} , we have: ⟨(J(D_m − ω) − λ)R_0(λ)v, φ⟩ = −⟨R_0(λ)v, (J(D_m − ω) − λ)φ⟩. Using R_0(λ)^∗ = −R_0(λ) for λ ∈ iR, we then write ⟨ (J(D_m − ω) − λ)R_0(λ)v, φ ⟩ = ⟨ v, R_0(λ)(J(D_m − ω) − λ)φ ⟩ = ⟨v, φ⟩, finishing the proof.

We deduce from Lemma 5.7 that any u ∈ M satisfies ( J(D_m − ω + V ) − λ ) u = 0. In the following, we argue that M ⊂ L^2(R^n , C^N ), (5.20)

which would conclude the proof of Proposition 5.6.

The inclusion (5.20) is proved using the following three complementary results.

Lemma 5.8. Let s > 1/2, ϵ > 0. Let Λ ∈ R, |Λ| > m. If f ∈ H^{−1/2}_s (R^n , C^N ), then

lim_{ϵ→0+} Im ⟨ f, (D_m − Λ − iϵ)^{−1}f ⟩ = π|Λ| √ Λ^2 − m^2 ∫ ξ^2+m^2=Λ^2 |τP^+f̂(ξ)|^2 dσ(ξ), where τ denotes the trace operator on Sobolev space H^κ(R^n , C^N ) of order κ > 1/2,^· is the unitary Fourier transform on tempered distributions, dσ is the induced measure on the surface ξ^2 + m^2 = Λ^2, and P^± =^1_2 ( 1 ±^{dm(ξ)} √_{ξ2+m2} ) are the projectors onto positive and negative eigenvalues, ± √ ξ^2 + m^2, of the symbol d_m(ξ) = α · ξ + βm.

Proof. First we notice that for f ∈ H^{−1/2}s (R^n , C^N ), one has: ⟨ f, (D_m − Λ − iϵ)^{−1}f ⟩ = ∫ R^n (α · ξ + βm − Λ − iϵ)^{−1} |f̂(ξ)|^2 dξ

= ∫ R^n |P^+(ξ)f̂(ξ)|^2 dξ √ ξ^2 + m^2 − Λ − iϵ + ∫ R^n |P^−(ξ)f̂(ξ)|^2 dξ − √ ξ^2 + m^2 − Λ − iϵ , and hence Im ⟨ f, (D_m − Λ − iϵ)^{−1}f ⟩ = ∫ R^n ϵ|P^+(ξ)f̂ (ξ)|^2 dξ ( √ ξ^2 + m^2 − Λ)^2 + ϵ^2 + ∫ R^n ϵ|P^−(ξ)f̂ (ξ)|^2 dξ ( √ ξ^2 + m^2 + Λ)^2 + ϵ^2

. (5.21)

Let us assume that Λ > m. In the limit ϵ → 0+, the second integral in the right-hand side of (5.21) tends to 0. The first integral can be written as ∫ R^n 2ϵ ( √ ξ^2 + m^2 − Λ)^2 + ϵ^2

|P^+(ξ)f̂(ξ)|^2 dξ

= ∫ S^{n−1} ∫ R^+ 2ϵ ( √ r^2 + m^2 − Λ)^2 + ϵ^2 |P^+(rω)f̂(rω)|^2 r^{n−1} dr dω

= ∫ S^{n−1} ∫_∞ m | |P^+(ω √ r^2 − m^2)f̂(ω √ r^2 − m^2) | |^2

2ϵ (r^2 − m^2)^{(n−2)/2}r dr dω (r − Λ)^2 + ϵ^2 , which converges, in the limit ϵ → 0+, to

2π(Λ^2 − m^2)^{n−22} Λ ∫ S^{n−1} | |P_+(ω√Λ_2 − m_2)f̂(ω√Λ_2 − m_2) | |^2 dω = 2πΛ √ Λ^2 − m^2 ∫ ξ^2+m^2=Λ^2 |τ(P^+(ξ)f̂ (ξ)|^2 dσ.

This proves the required identity in the case Λ > m. The case Λ < −m is considered similarly.

The second result we need is directly inspired by [CPV05, Proof of Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 5.9. Assume that V is hermitian and there are ε > 0 and C < ∞ such that

‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V ‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} < ∞.

Let s ∈ ( 1/2, (1 + ε)/2 ) , ω ∈ [−m, m]. Let λ ∈ iR, |λ| > m + |ω|. Then for any F ∈ H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N ) such that J(D_m − ω + V )F = λF, the function G := (D_m − ω + Jλ)F = −V F satisfies ∫ √_{ξ2 +m2=|ω∓iλ|} | |Π_±τ(P_+(ξ)Ĝ(ξ)) | |^2 dσ = 0,

where Π^± =^1_2 (1 ∓ iJ) is the projector onto eigenspaces of J corresponding to ±i ∈ σ(J) (cf. (3.42)).

Proof. We assume that λ = iΛ, with Λ > m + |ω|. (The case λ = −iΛ is considered verbatim.)

Applying the spectral projectors Π^± to the relation G = (D_m − ω + Jλ)F and denoting F^± = Π^±F , G^± = Π^±G, we have:

G^± = (D_m − ω ± iλ)F^± = (D_m − ω ∓ Λ)F^± = −Π^+V F.

One has:

lim_{ϵ→0+}⟨G^±, (D_m − ω ∓ Λ − iϵ)^{−1}G^±⟩ = − lim_{ϵ→0+} ⟨ G^±, (D_m − ω ∓ Λ − iϵ)^{−1}Π^±V F ⟩

= − ⟨ F^±, Π^±V F ⟩ = −⟨F^±, V F ⟩. Summing up the expressions corresponding to ± signs, taking the imaginary part, and applying Lemma 5.8 leads to 0 = − Im⟨F, V F ⟩ = − Im ( ⟨F^+, V F ⟩ + ⟨F^−, V F ⟩ ) = ∑ ± lim_{ϵ→0+} Im⟨G^±, (D_m − ω ∓ Λ − iϵ)^{−1}G^±⟩ = π|ω + Λ| √ (ω + Λ)^2 − m^2 ∫ √_{ξ2+m2 =|ω+Λ|} | | |Π^+τ ( P^+(ξ)Ĝ(ξ) )| |^2 dσ(ξ) + π|ω − Λ| √ (ω − Λ)^2 − m^2 ∫ √_{ξ2 +m2=|ω−Λ|} | |Π^−τ ( P^+(ξ)Ĝ(ξ) )| |^2 dσ(ξ). In the very first equality, we used our assumption that V is hermitian.

Since both the coefficients and the integrals in the right-hand side are positive, the conclusion follows.

The last step is needed to exclude non-square-integrable resonances. It is directly inspired by [BG87, Theorem 2].

Lemma 5.10. Let s > 1/2. Let ω ∈ [−m, m]. Let λ = iΛ ∈ iR with Λ > m + |ω|. If F ∈ S^′(R^n , C^N ) is such that

[J(D_m − ω) − λ]F ∈ L^2_s(R^n , C^N )

and if (1 ± iJ)P^+(ξ) ( J(d_m(ξ) − ω) − λ )^ F vanish on the spheres √ ξ^2 + m^2 = Λ ± ω, respectively, then ‖F ‖_{s−1} ≤ C‖[J(D_m − ω) − λ]F ‖_s, (5.22) for some constant C < ∞ depending on s, λ and ω only.

Proof. The proof of [BG87, Theorem 2] works with a straightforward adaptation of the key [BG87, Lemma 5], which is a consequence of [Agm75, Appendix B] which in turn is valid in any dimension; the assumptions needed to apply it are in the assumption of the Lemma.

Remark 5.11. In [BG87], Berthier and Georgescu proved a result similar to (5.22) under the L^1_{loc} assumption on the Fourier transform of F . Such an assumption provides that (1 ± iJ)P^+(ξ) ( J(d_m(ξ) − ω) − λ )^ F vanish on the spheres √ ξ^2 + m^2 = Λ ± ω, respectively.

Lemmata 5.8, 5.9 and 5.10 complete the proof of the inclusion (5.20). Proposition 5.6 follows from (5.20) and Lemma 5.7.

Proposition 5.12. Let V : R^n × [−m, m] → End (C^N ) be measurable, and assume that there are C < ∞ and ε > 0 such that (2.41) is satisfied.

Let ω_0 ∈ [−m, m] and let

λ_0 ∈ iR, |λ_0| > m + |ω_0|, λ_0 ∉ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω + V (ω)) ) . Then for any s ∈ ( 1/2, (1+ε)/2 ) there exist an open neighborhood I ⊂ [−m, m] of ω_0 (I is a one-sided neighborhood of ω_0 if ω_0 = ±m) and an open neighborhood U ⊂ C of λ_0 such that for ω ∈ I the resolvent of J(D_m − ω + V (ω)) at λ ∈ U \ iR extends to a continuous mapping ( J(D_m − ω + V (ω)) − λ )_{−1} : H^{−1/2}_s (R^n , C^N ) → H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N ),

which is bounded uniformly in λ ∈ U \ iR.

Proof. If λ_0 ∉ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω_0 + V (ω_0)) ) , then, by Proposition 5.6, the operator

A(ω, λ) = 1 + ( J(D_m − ω) − λ )_{−1} JV (ω), A(ω, λ) : H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N ) → H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N )

is invertible at (ω_0, λ_0). By the limiting absorption principle (Lemma 5.1), for any s > 1/2, there is an open neighborhood I ⊂ [−m, m] of ω_0 (I is a one-sided neighborhood if ω_0 = ±m) and an open neighborhood U ⊂ C of λ_0 such that R_0(λ) = (J(D_m − ω) − λ)^{−1} remains continuous in the H^{−1/2}_s → H^{1/2}_{−s} operator topology for ω ∈ I, λ ∈ U, Re λ ≥ 0. Similarly, V (ω) : H^{1/2}_{−s} → H^{−1/2}_s remains continuous in the corresponding operator topology for ω ∈ I ∩ [−m, m] (cf. (2.41)). By continuity in ω and λ, the operator A(ω, λ) is continuous in the H^{1/2}_{−s} → H^{1/2}_{−s} operator topology, remaining invertible for (ω, λ) in an open neighborhood of (ω_0, λ_0), with Re λ ≥ 0.

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 2.15.

Lemma 5.13. Let ( ω_j ) j∈N, ω_j ∈ (−m, m), ω_j → ω_0 ∈ [−m, m]. Assume that

λ_0 ∈ iR, |λ_0| > m + |ω_0|, λ_0 ∉ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω_0 + V (ω_0)) ) . Then there is no sequence λ_j ∈ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω_j + V (ω_j )) ) such that λ_j → λ_0 ∈ iR.

Proof. We use the last part of the proof of Proposition 5.12 to argue by contradiction. Indeed, let ( ω_j ) j∈N, ω_j ∈ (−m, m), ω_j → ω_0 ∈ [−m, m], and assume that λ_j ∈ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω_j + V (ω_j )) ) , λ_j → λ_0 ∈ iR, |λ_0| > m + |ω_0|.

Fix s, s^′ such that 1 2 < s < s^′ < 1 + ε 2 , with ε > 0 from (2.41). Since the operator ( J(D_m − ω_j ) − λ_j )_{−1} JV (ω_j ) is bounded from L^2_{−s}′ to H^{1/2}_{−s} uniformly in j ∈ N, while the latter embeds compactly into L^2_{−s}′ , we conclude that any sequence of eigenvectors (normalized in L^2_{−s}′ ) associated to λ_j ∈ σ_p ( J(D_m − ω_j + V (ω_j )) ) is compact in L^2_{−s}′ , converging to a nonzero vector from H^{1/2}_{−s} , leading to a contradiction with the operator

A(λ_0) = 1 + ( J(D_m − ω_0) − λ_0 )_{−1} JV (ω_0) : H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N ) → H^{1/2}_{−s} (R^n , C^N )

being invertible by Proposition 5.12.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.15.

6 Bifurcations from the essential spectrum of the free Dirac operator

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.19. The proof follows from Lemma 6.1.

Let us consider families of eigenvalues in the limit of small amplitude solitary waves, which may be present in the spectrum up to the border of existence of solitary waves: ω → ω_0 ∈ {±m}. This situation could be considered as the bifurcation of eigenvalues from the continuous spectrum of the free Dirac equation.

Lemma 6.1. Let V (ω) ∈ L^∞(R^n , End (C^N )), ω ∈ [−m, m], and let ( ω_j ) j∈N be a sequence such that ω_j ∈ (−m, m) and ω_j → ω_0 = ±m. Assume that there is ε > 0 such that

lim_{j→∞} ‖⟨r⟩^{1+ε}V (ω_j )‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} = 0. (6.1)

If there is a sequence ( λ_j ) j∈N such that λ_j ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_j )), then the only accumulation points of ( λ_j ) j∈N in the extended complex plane are z = 0 and z = ±2mi.

Proof. Let us consider the case when Re λ_j ≠ 0 for infinitely many j ∈ N. We need to show that for any δ > 0 the point spectrum of JL(ω) is contained inside an open set U_δ := D_δ (−2mi) ∪ D_δ (0) ∪ D_δ (2mi), as long as ω is sufficiently close to ω_0. Above, D_δ (z) denotes an open disc of radius δ around z ∈ C .

Fix δ > 0. Let |ω − ω_0| < δ; then ±i(m ± ω) ∈ U_δ. Since the eigenvalues of J are ±i, the operator J(D_m − ω) can be represented as the direct sum of operators i(D_m − ω) and −i(D_m − ω). By Lemma 5.1, for any s > 1/2 the following map is bounded uniformly for z ∈ C \ (iR ∪ U_δ): ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} : L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) → L^2_{−s}(R^n , C^N ), z ∈ C \ (iR ∪ U_δ). (6.2) For appropriate values of z ∈ C , the resolvent of JL(ω) is expressed as

(JL(ω) − z)^{−1} = ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} 1 1 + JV ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} . (6.3)

Thus, the action (JL(ω) − z)^{−1} : L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) → L^2_{−s}(R^n , C^N ) (6.4) is bounded uniformly in z ∈ C \ (iR ∪ U_δ) as long as the operator V (ω) : L^2_{−s}(R^n , C^N ) → L^2_s(R^n , C^N ) of multiplication by V (x, ω) has a sufficiently small norm; it is enough to have ‖V ‖_L2_{−s→L}2_s ‖ ( J(D_m − ω) − z )_{−1} ‖_L2_{s→L}2_{−s} < 1/2. (6.5) We choose s ∈ (1, (1+ε)/2), with ε from (6.1). Due to the bound on the action (6.2), the inequality (6.5) with ω = ω_j is satisfied for j sufficiently large, since lim_{j→∞} ‖V (ω_j )‖_L2_{−s(R}n_{,C}N_{)→L}2_{s(R}n_{,C}N_) ≤ lim_{j→∞} ‖⟨r⟩^{2s}V (ω_j )‖_L∞_{(R}n_{, End (C}N_{))} = 0

by the assumption of the lemma. Due to the boundedness of the action of (6.4), uniformly in z ∈ C \ (iR ∪ U_δ), for j ∈ N sufficiently large, we conclude that for these large j the point spectrum of JL(ω_j ) is inside U_δ.

Now let us consider the case when Re λ_j = 0 for infinitely many j ∈ N. Without loss of generality, let us assume that ω_0 = m. Let Λ_j ∈ R and Λ_0 ∈ R be such that λ_j = iΛ_j ∀j ∈ N, λ_j → λ_0 = iΛ_0.

Let L(ω) = D_m − ω + V (ω), and let ζ_j be eigenvectors corresponding to eigenvalues λ_j ∈ σ_p(JL(ω_j )), ‖ζ_j ‖ = 1 ∀j ∈ N. Applying the projections Π^± =^1_2 (1 ∓ iJ) to the relation L(ω_j )ζ_j = −Jλ_j ζ_j = −iJΛ_j ζ_j , we have { Π^−(D_m − ω_j + Λ_j )ζ_j = −Π^−V (ω_j )ζ_j , Π^+(D_m − ω_j − Λ_j )ζ_j = −Π^+V (ω_j )ζ_j .

Due to [J, D_m] = 0, the above relations take the form { (D_m − ω_j + Λ_j )Π^−ζ_j = −Π^−V (ω_j )ζ_j , (D_m − ω_j − Λ_j )Π^+ζ_j = −Π^+V (ω_j )ζ_j .

(6.6)

Assume that Λ_0 ∉ {0, ±2m}. (6.7) Since ω_j → ω_0 = m and Λ_j → Λ_0 ∉ {0, ±2m}, without loss of generality, we may assume that either ω_j − Λ_j ∈ (−m, m), ∀j ∈ N; ω_j − Λ_j → ω_0 − Λ_0 ∈ (−m, m), (6.8) or ω_j − Λ_j ∈ R \ [−m, m], ∀j ∈ N; ω_j − Λ_j → ω_0 − Λ_0 ∈ R \ [−m, m]. (6.9) In the case (6.8), the first relation from (6.6) yields

Π^−ζ_j = −(D_m − ω_j + Λ_j )^{−1}Π^−V (ω_j )ζ_j ,

and, due to the assumption (6.1) on V (ω_j ), Π^−ζ_j → 0 strongly in H^1. In the case (6.9), we apply Lemma 5.2, arriving at ‖Π^−ζ_j ‖ ≤ C‖(D_m − ω_j + Λ_j )Π^−ζ_j ‖_L2_1 = C‖Π^−V (ω_j )ζ_j ‖_L2_1 ≤ C‖⟨r⟩V (ω_j )ζ_j ‖.

The right-hand side goes to zero due to the assumption (6.1). Thus, in either case, Π^−ζ_j → 0 in L^2. Similarly, Π^+ζ_j → 0 in L^2, leading to a contradiction to the assumption ‖ζ_j ‖ = 1 ∀j ∈ N. This shows that (6.7) can not be true.

A Appendix: Unique continuation principle for the Dirac operator

In this section, we provide a simple version of the unique continuation principle which is sufficient for the sake of our analysis. The proof is an adaptation of [BG87, Appendix].

Lemma A.1. Let n ≥ 1. Denote D_0 = −iα · ∇, where α^j , 1 ≤ j ≤ n, are the Dirac matrices. Let ν ∈ C^∞(R^n ) be spherically symmetric and strictly monotonically increasing with r. For a ∈ R^n , denote ν_a(x) = ν(x − a), x ∈ R^n . Let Ω be an open connected set of R^n and let V : Ω → End (C^N ) be measurable.

Assume that there exists κ ∈ (0, 1) such that for any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ) and any a ∈ R^n \ supp u there is a sequence τ_j → ∞ such that ‖e^{−τj νa} V u‖ ≤ κ‖e^{−τj νa} D_0u‖, ∀j ∈ N. (A.1) Assume that ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(Ω, C^N ) satisfies |(D_0ψ)(x)| ≤ |(V ψ)(x)| for x almost everywhere in Ω, (A.2) and that ψ ≡ 0 in a non-empty open set Ω_0 ⊂ Ω. Then there exists an open set Ω_1 ⊂ Ω such that Ω_0 ⫋ Ω_1, with V ψ ≡ 0 and D_0ψ ≡ 0 almost everywhere in Ω_1.

Proof. The proof below, considered as standard, is given for completeness but boils down for instance to [Geo79, Lemma 1]. If ψ ≡ 0 in Ω, then there is nothing to prove. Let us assume that ψ is not identically zero in Ω and that Ω_0 := Ω \ supp ψ is not empty. Then there is an open ball of size R ∈ (0, 1) located strictly inside Ω_0 and touching the boundary of supp ψ at a single point, which we denote x_∗. Shifting the coordinates, we assume that this ball is centered at the origin; we now have:

B^n_R ∩ supp ψ = ∅, ∂B^n_R ∩ supp ψ = {x_∗} ⊂ Ω. (A.3) Let B^n_r (x_∗) ⊂ Ω be an open ball of radius r ∈ (0, R) centered at x_∗. Let η ∈ C^∞_{comp}(B^n_r (x_∗)), η ≡ 1 in B^n_{r/2} (x_∗). Due to (A.3), R < inf{|x| ; x ∈ supp ψ \ B^n_{r/2} (x_∗)} ≤ ∞; see Figure 1. Therefore, there is a finite value R_1 > 0 such that R < R_1 < inf{|x| ; x ∈ supp ψ \ B^n_{r/2} (x_∗)}. (A.4) Since B^n_R is strictly inside Ω, we may take R_1 smaller if necessary so that B^n_{R1} ⊂ Ω.

R supp ψ

ψ|_{Ω0} ≡ 0 0 supp ∇η

Figure 1: Distance from the origin to supp ψ ∩ supp ∇η is larger than R.

Applying (A.1) to u = ηψ (note that 0 ∉ supp u) and then using (A.2), one has: ‖e^{−τj ν} V (ηψ)‖ ≤ κ‖e^{−τj ν} D_0(ηψ)‖ ≤ κ‖e^{−τj ν} ηD_0ψ‖ + κ‖e^{−τj ν} (α · ∇η) ψ‖ ≤ κ‖e^{−τj ν} ηV ψ‖ + κ‖e^{−τj ν} (α · ∇η) ψ‖. This allows us to conclude that ‖e^{−τj ν} V ηψ‖ ≤ κ 1 − κ ‖e^{−τj ν} (α · ∇η) ψ‖. (A.5)

Due to (A.4), (α · ∇η)ψ is supported outside of B^n_{R1} ; we conclude that the right-hand side of (A.5) is bounded by e^{−τj ν(R1 )}‖(α · ∇η) ψ‖. With τ_j → ∞ and with ν being strictly monotonic in r, (A.5) shows that ηV ψ = 0 almost everywhere in B^n_{r/2} (x_∗) ∩ B^n_{R1} , hence V ψ = 0 almost everywhere in Ω_1 := Ω_0 ∪ {B^n_{r/2} (x_∗) ∩ B^n_{R1} }; by (A.2), one also has (D_0ψ)|_{Ω1} = 0.

Lemma A.2. Let R < ∞. Let ν ∈ C^∞(R^n ) be spherically symmetric and strictly monotonically increasing with r. For any c ∈ (0,^{√3}_2 ) and any u ∈ H^1_{comp}(R^n , C^N ), 0 ∉ supp u, there is τ_{c,ν,u} < ∞ such that for all τ ≥ τ_{c,ν,u} one has ‖e^{−τ ν} D_0u‖ ≥ c‖D_0(e^{−τ ν} u)‖. Remark A.3. The proof shows that the dependence of τ_{c,ν,u} on u is via dist(0, supp u) and diam(supp u).

Proof. Substituting e^{τ ν} u ∈ H^1_{comp}(R^n , C^N ) in place of u, we need to prove the inequality ‖e^{−τ ν} D_0(e^{τ ν} u)‖ ≥ c‖D_0u‖; due to the identity e^{−τ ν} ∘ D_0 ∘ e^{τ ν} = α · (−i∇ − iτ∇ν), this is equivalent to proving ⟨ u, α · (−i∇ + iτ∇ν) α · (−i∇ − iτ∇ν)u ⟩ ≥ c^2 ⟨ u, (−Δ)u ⟩ . (A.6)

For simplicity, we substitute τ by 1 (later we will return τ into formulas). Using (3.13), α · (−i∇ + i∇ν) α · (−i∇ − i∇ν) = (−i∇ + i∇ν) · (−i∇ − i∇ν) + iΣ(−i∇ + i∇ν, −i∇ − i∇ν) = −Δ + |∇ν|^2 − Δν − iΣ(∇, ∇ν) + iΣ(∇ν, ∇) = −Δ + |∇ν|^2 − Δν + iΣ_{jk}(∇_j ν∇_k + ∇_k∇_j ν)

= −Δ + |∇ν|^2 − Δν + iΣ_{jk}∇^2_{jk} ν + 2iΣ_{jk}∇_kν∇_j = −Δ + |∇ν|^2 − Δν + 2iΣ_{jk}∇_kν∇_j ,

with Σ_{jk} =^1_{2i} [α^j , α^k]. We denote the angular momentum tensor by L_{jk} = x_ki∇_j − x_j i∇_k and set G := Σ · L = ∑ j,k Σ_{jk} L_{jk}. Taking into account that ν is spherically symmetric and denoting ν^′ = ∂_rν, we have: α · (−i∇ + i∇ν) α · (−i∇ − i∇ν) = −Δ + |ν^′|^2 − Δν + (ν^′/r)G. (A.7) Given any θ > 0, we can proceed as follows: α · (−i∇ + i∇ν) α · (−i∇ − i∇ν) = −∂^2_r − n − 1 r ∂_r − Δ_Sn−1 r^2

+ |ν^′|^2 − Δν + ν^′ r ( G + n − 2 2 ) − (n − 2)ν^′ 2r ≥ −∂^2_r − n − 1 r ∂_r − Δ_Sn−1 r^2 + |ν^′|^2 − Δν − θ|ν^′|^2 − 1 4θr^2 ( G + n − 2 2 )_2 − (n − 2)ν^′ 2r = −∂^2_r − n − 1 r ∂_r − ( 1 − 1 4θ ) Δ_{Sn−1} r^2

+ (1 − θ)|ν^′|^2 − Δν −

(n − 2)^2 16θr^2 − (n − 2)ν^′ 2r . (A.8)

The last equality is due to the identity ( G +^{n−2}_2

)_2 = ( S −^1_2

)_2 = −Δ_Sn−1 + (_{n−2} 2 )_2

, where S is the spin-orbit coupling operator; see [KY99, p. 849]. Taking into account that the radial part of the Laplace operator is positivedefinite −∂^2_r − ((n − 1)/r)∂_r ≥ 0, and returning the factor τ at ν, we conclude from (A.8) that α · (−i∇ + iτ∇ν) α · (−i∇ − iτ∇ν) ≥ − ( 1 − 1 4θ ) Δ + (1 − θ)|τν^′|^2 − τΔν − (n − 2)^2 16θr^2 − (n − 2)τν^′ 2r . (A.9)

Given c ∈ (0, √ 3/2), let θ ∈ (0, 1) be such that 1 −^1_{4θ} = c^2 ∈ (0, 3/4). The right-hand side of (A.9) is greater than or equal to ( 1 − 1 4θ ) (−Δ) = c^2(−Δ)

(thus yielding (A.6)) once we make sure that the following expression is positive everywhere on supp u:

(1 − θ)τ^2|ν^′|^2 − τΔν − 1 4θr^2 ( n − 2 2 )_2 − |(n − 2)τν^′| 2r . (A.10)

Since θ < 1, taking into account that inf_{x∈supp u} ∂_rν(x) > 0 (since supp u is compact) and that r ≥ dist(0, supp u) > 0, we conclude that there is τ_{c,ν,u} < ∞ such that (A.10) is positive for all τ ≥ τ_{c,ν,u} and all x ∈ supp u.

The higher-dimensional version of the unique continuation principle in [BG87, Appendix] follows from the Hölder inequality and the Sobolev embedding,

‖V ψ‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}‖ψ‖_Ḣ1_{(Ω,C}N_), n ≥ 3, (A.11)

with A_n > 0 the best Sobolev constant, valid for all open sets Ω ⊂ R^n , V ∈ L^n_{loc}(R^n , End (C^N )), and ψ ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ). Here it is:

Theorem A.4. Let n ≥ 1. Let Ω be an open connected set of R^n . Let V : Ω → End (C^N ) be measurable, such that V ∈ L^n_{loc}(Ω, End (C^N )) if n ≠ 2 or V ∈ L^q_{loc}(Ω, End (C^N )) with q > 2 if n = 2. Assume that ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(Ω, C^N ) is such that ψ = 0 almost everywhere in a non-empty open set Ω_0 ⊂ Ω and

|(D_0ψ)(x)| ≤ |(V ψ)(x)| for x almost everywhere in Ω.

Then ψ = 0 almost everywhere in Ω.

Remark A.5. Similar (slightly weaker) results have also been obtained in [Jer86, BG87, Man94]; see also the survey [Ken87]. The counterexamples in [KT02] to the unique continuation principle constructed for the case of the Laplace operator suggest that the above result is optimal.

Proof. In the one-dimensional case, the statement is a consequence of the uniqueness of ODE solutions. More precisely, the relation |ψ^′(x)| < |V ψ(x)|, with x in an open interval Ω ⊂ R, together with the assumption ψ(a) = 0 at some a ∈ Ω, leads to |ψ(x)| ≤ |W (x)| sup_{y∈[a,x]} |ψ(y)|, x ∈ Ω, where W (x) := ∫_x a |V (y)| dy is continuous in Ω since V ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω). One deduces that ψ(x) ≡ 0 in the closure of an open neighborhood of a where |W | < 1. Then, by induction, ψ vanishes identically in Ω.

Let us now assume that n ≥ 3. It is enough to assume that Ω is bounded and so small that

A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))} < 1 2 , (A.12)

with A_n the best Sobolev constant from (A.11). Fix ν ∈ C^∞(R^n ) as above (spherically symmetric, strictly monotonically increasing with |x|, x ∈ R^n ). We claim that V satisfies the assumption (A.1) of Lemma A.1, with some κ ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, let u ∈ H^1_{comp}(Ω, C^N ) and a ∈ Ω \ supp u. By Lemma A.2, there is τ_0 = τ 1_{2 ,ν,u(·−a)} < ∞ such that for any τ ≥ τ_0 one has ‖e^{−τ νa} D_0u‖ ≥ 1 2 ‖D_0(e^{−τ νa} u)‖. (A.13) Using the Sobolev embedding (A.11), we have:

‖e^{−τ νa} V u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}‖e^{−τ νa} u‖_Ḣ1_{(Ω,C}N_) (A.14)

= A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}‖D_0e^{−τ νa} u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ 2A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}‖e^{−τ νa} D_0u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_).

Above, the equality is due to ‖u‖^2_{Ḣ1} = ⟨∇u, ∇u⟩ = ⟨u, (−Δ)u⟩ = ⟨D_0u, D_0u⟩, while the last inequality is due to (A.13). One concludes from (A.14) that V satisfies (A.1) with

κ = 2A_n‖V ‖_Ln_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}, with κ < 1 as long as Ω is small enough so that (A.12) is satisfied.

Let ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(Ω, C^N ) and assume that

Ω_0 := Ω \ supp ψ ≠ ∅, ψ|_Ω ≢ 0. (A.15)

Then, by Lemma A.1, there exists an open set Ω_1 ⊂ Ω such that

Ω_0 ⫋ Ω_1, (A.16)

with V ψ = 0 and D_0ψ = 0 almost everywhere in Ω_1. We claim that, as the matter of fact, this would lead to ψ|_{Ω1} ≡ 0. Since V ≡ 1 is in L^n_{loc}(Ω_1, End (C^N )), by the above argument, it satisfies the assumption (A.1) of Lemma A.1 (with some κ ∈ (0, 1)). Moreover, since D_0ψ = 0 almost everywhere in Ω_1, the assumption (A.2) is also satisfied (with V = 1). Due to (A.16), Ω^′_0 = Ω_1 \ supp ψ ⊃ Ω_0 is non-empty. Assume that ψ|_{Ω1} ≢ 0. Then, by Lemma A.1, there exists an open set Ω^′ ⊂ Ω_1 such that Ω^′_0 = Ω_1 \ supp ψ ⫋ Ω^′, (A.17) with V ψ = ψ = 0 (since now V = 1) and D_0ψ ≡ 0 almost everywhere in Ω^′. Thus, we would have ψ = 0 almost everywhere in Ω^′, contradicting (A.17). We conclude that ψ|_{Ω1} ≡ 0, but this, in turn, leads to a contradiction with (A.16). Therefore, (A.15) results in a contradiction; we conclude that if Ω_0 = Ω \ supp ψ is non-empty, then ψ vanishes almost everywhere on Ω.

In dimension n = 2, the proof is similar to the one above, with the following adaptation of (A.14). Given V ∈ L^q_{loc}(Ω, R^2 ) with q > 2, the Hölder inequality yields ‖e^{−τ νa} V u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ ‖V ‖_Lq_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))}‖e^{−τ νa} u‖_Lp∗_{(Ω,C}N_), where the second factor is bounded with the aid of the Sobolev inequality as follows: ‖e^{−τ νa} u‖_Lp∗_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ c‖∇e^{−τ νa} u‖_Lp_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ c vol(Ω)^{1p − 12} ‖∇e^{−τ νa} u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_), with c = c(p) < ∞ independent of Ω; above, p^∗ > 2 and p ∈ (1, 2) satisfy 1 q + 1 p^∗ = 1 2 , 1 p^∗ = 1 p − 1 n , n = 2. The set Ω ⊂ R^2 is to be small enough so that

κ := 2c vol(Ω)^{1p − 12} ‖V ‖_Lq_{(Ω, End (C}N_{))} < 1,

and then, using (A.13) as before, we arrive at ‖e^{−τ νa} V u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ κ 2 ‖D_0e^{−τ νa} u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_) ≤ κ‖e^{−τ νa} D_0u‖_L2_{(Ω,C}N_), with κ < 1; hence, V satisfies the assumption (A.1). The rest of the argument is unchanged.

References

[Abe98] S. Abenda, Solitary waves for Maxwell-Dirac and Coulomb-Dirac models, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Théor. 68 (1998), pp. 229–244.

[ABG82] W. Amrein, A.-M. Berthier, and V. Georgescu, Estimations du type Hardy ou Carleman pour des opérateurs différentiels à coefficients opératoriels, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 295 (1982), pp. 575–578.

[Agm75] S. Agmon, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and scattering theory, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 2 (1975), pp. 151–218.

[AS83] A. Alvarez and M. Soler, Energetic stability criterion for a nonlinear spinorial model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983), pp. 1230–1233.

[AS86] A. Alvarez and M. Soler, Stability of the minimum solitary wave of a nonlinear spinorial model, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986), pp. 644–645.

[BC12a] G. Berkolaiko and A. Comech, On spectral stability of solitary waves of nonlinear Dirac equation in 1D, Math. Model. Nat. Phenom. 7 (2012), pp. 13–31.

[BC12b] N. Boussaid and S. Cuccagna, On stability of standing waves of nonlinear Dirac equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 37 (2012), pp. 1001–1056.

[BC14] N. Bournaveas and T. Candy, Global well-posedness for the massless cubic Dirac equation, ArXiv e-prints (2014), arXiv:1407.0655.

[BCS15] G. Berkolaiko, A. Comech, and A. Sukhtayev, Vakhitov-Kolokolov and energy vanishing conditions for linear instability of solitary waves in models of classical self-interacting spinor fields, Nonlinearity 28 (2015), pp. 577–592.

[BdMBMP93] A. Boutet de Monvel-Berthier, D. Manda, and R. Purice, Limiting absorption principle for the Dirac operator, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Théor. 58 (1993), pp. 413–431.

[BG87] A. Berthier and V. Georgescu, On the point spectrum of Dirac operators, J. Funct. Anal. 71 (1987), pp. 309–338.

[BG10] N. Boussaid and S. Golénia, Limiting absorption principle for some long range perturbations of Dirac systems at threshold energies, Comm. Math. Phys. 299 (2010), pp. 677–708.

[BH92] E. Balslev and B. Helffer, Limiting absorption principle and resonances for the Dirac operator, Adv. in Appl. Math. 13 (1992), pp. 186–215.

[BH15] I. Bejenaru and S. Herr, The cubic Dirac equation: small initial data in H^1(R^3), Comm. Math. Phys. 335 (2015), pp. 43–82.

[BH16] I. Bejenaru and S. Herr, The Cubic Dirac Equation: Small Initial Data in H^{12} (R^2 ), Comm. Math. Phys. 343 (2016), pp. 515–562.

[Bog79] I. L. Bogolubsky, On spinor soliton stability, Phys. Lett. A 73 (1979), pp. 87–90.

[Bou96] N. Bournaveas, Local existence for the Maxwell-Dirac equations in three space dimensions, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 21 (1996), pp. 693–720.

[Bou06] N. Boussaid, Stable directions for small nonlinear Dirac standing waves, Comm. Math. Phys. 268 (2006), pp. 757–817.

[Bou08] N. Boussaid, On the asymptotic stability of small nonlinear Dirac standing waves in a resonant case, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 40 (2008), pp. 1621–1670.

[BPZ98] I. V. Barashenkov, D. E. Pelinovsky, and E. V. Zemlyanaya, Vibrations and oscillatory instabilities of gap solitons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998), pp. 5117–5120.

[BSV87] P. Blanchard, J. Stubbe, and L. Vàzquez, Stability of nonlinear spinor fields with application to the Gross-Neveu model, Phys. Rev. D 36 (1987), pp. 2422–2428.

[Can11] T. Candy, Global existence for an L^2 critical nonlinear Dirac equation in one dimension, Adv. Differential Equations 16 (2011), pp. 643–666.

[CGG14] A. Comech, M. Guan, and S. Gustafson, On linear instability of solitary waves for the nonlinear Dirac equation, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 31 (2014), pp. 639–654.

[Chu08] M. Chugunova, Spectral stability of nonlinear waves in dynamical systems (Doctoral Thesis), McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, 2008.

[CKMS10] F. Cooper, A. Khare, B. Mihaila, and A. Saxena, Solitary waves in the nonlinear Dirac equation with arbitrary nonlinearity, Phys. Rev. E 82 (2010), p. 036604.

[CKS^+15] J. Cuevas-Maraver, P. G. Kevrekidis, A. Saxena, A. Comech, and R. Lan, Stability of solitary waves and vortices in a 2D nonlinear Dirac model, ArXiv e-prints (2015), arXiv:1512.03973.

[CP06] M. Chugunova and D. Pelinovsky, Block-diagonalization of the symmetric first-order coupled-mode system, SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst. 5 (2006), pp. 66–83.

[CPS16] A. Contreras, D. E. Pelinovsky, and Y. Shimabukuro, L^2 orbital stability of Dirac solitons in the massive Thirring model, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 41 (2016), pp. 227–255.

[CPV05] S. Cuccagna, D. Pelinovsky, and V. Vougalter, Spectra of positive and negative energies in the linearized NLS problem, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 58 (2005), pp. 1–29.

[Cuc14] S. Cuccagna, On asymptotic stability of moving ground states of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 366 (2014), pp. 2827–2888.

[CV86] T. Cazenave and L. Vázquez, Existence of localized solutions for a classical nonlinear Dirac field, Comm. Math. Phys. 105 (1986), pp. 35–47.

[dSS96] C. M. de Sterke, D. G. Salinas, and J. E. Sipe, Coupled-mode theory for light propagation through deep nonlinear gratings, Phys. Rev. E 54 (1996), pp. 1969–1989.

[EGS96] M. J. Esteban, V. Georgiev, and É. Séré, Stationary solutions of the Maxwell-Dirac and the Klein-Gor-don-Dirac equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 4 (1996), pp. 265–281.

[ES95] M. J. Esteban and É. Séré, Stationary states of the nonlinear Dirac equation: a variational approach, Comm. Math. Phys. 171 (1995), pp. 323–350.

[ES02] M. J. Esteban and É. Séré, An overview on linear and nonlinear Dirac equations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 8 (2002), pp. 381–397, current developments in partial differential equations (Temuco, 1999).

[EV97] M. Escobedo and L. Vega, A semilinear Dirac equation in H^s(R^3) for s > 1, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 28 (1997), pp. 338–362.

[Fed96] B. V. Fedosov, Index theorems, in Partial differential equations, VIII, vol. 65 of Encyclopaedia Math. Sci., pp. 155–251, Springer, Berlin, 1996.

[FFK56] R. Finkelstein, C. Fronsdal, and P. Kaus, Nonlinear spinor field, Phys. Rev. 103 (1956), pp. 1571– 1579.

[FLR51] R. Finkelstein, R. LeLevier, and M. Ruderman, Nonlinear spinor fields, Phys. Rev. 83 (1951), pp. 326–332.

[Geo79] V. Georgescu, On the unique continuation property for Schrödinger Hamiltonians, Helv. Phys. Acta 52 (1979), pp. 655–670.

[GN74] D. J. Gross and A. Neveu, Dynamical symmetry breaking in asymptotically free field theories, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974), pp. 3235–3253.

[GO12] V. Georgiev and M. Ohta, Nonlinear instability of linearly unstable standing waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations, J. Math. Soc. Japan 64 (2012), pp. 533–548.

[Gro66] L. Gross, The Cauchy problem for the coupled Maxwell and Dirac equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 19 (1966), pp. 1–15.

[GSS87] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss, Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry. I, J. Funct. Anal. 74 (1987), pp. 160–197.

[GW08] R. H. Goodman and M. I. Weinstein, Stability and instability of nonlinear defect states in the coupled mode equations—analytical and numerical study, Phys. D 237 (2008), pp. 2731–2760.

[GWH01] R. H. Goodman, M. I. Weinstein, and P. J. Holmes, Nonlinear propagation of light in one-dimensional periodic structures, J. Nonlinear Sci. 11 (2001), pp. 123–168.

[Hei57] W. Heisenberg, Quantum theory of fields and elementary particles, Rev. Mod. Phys. 29 (1957), pp. 269–278.

[His00] P. D. Hislop, Exponential decay of two-body eigenfunctions: a review, in Proceedings of the Symposium on Mathematical Physics and Quantum Field Theory (Berkeley, CA, 1999), vol. 4 of Electron. J. Differ. Equ. Conf., pp. 265–288 (electronic), Southwest Texas State Univ., San Marcos, TX, 2000.

[Huh13] H. Huh, Global solutions to Gross-Neveu equation, Lett. Math. Phys. 103 (2013), pp. 927–931.

[IM99] A. Iftimovici and M. Măntoiu, Limiting absorption principle at critical values for the Dirac operator, Lett. Math. Phys. 49 (1999), pp. 235–243.

[Iva38] D. D. Ivanenko, Notes to the theory of interaction via particles, Zh. Éksp. Teor. Fiz 8 (1938), pp. 260–266.

[Jer86] D. Jerison, Carleman inequalities for the Dirac and Laplace operators and unique continuation, Adv. in Math. 62 (1986), pp. 118–134.

[JK79] A. Jensen and T. Kato, Spectral properties of Schrödinger operators and time-decay of the wave functions, Duke Math. J. 46 (1979), pp. 583–611.

[Ken87] C. E. Kenig, Carleman estimates, uniform Sobolev inequalities for second-order differential operators, and unique continuation theorems, in Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Berkeley, Calif., 1986), pp. 948–960, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987.

[KS02] T. Kapitula and B. Sandstede, Edge bifurcations for near integrable systems via Evans function techniques, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 33 (2002), pp. 1117–1143.

[KT02] H. Koch and D. Tataru, Sharp counterexamples in unique continuation for second order elliptic equations, J. Reine Angew. Math. 542 (2002), pp. 133–146.

[KY99] H. Kalf and O. Yamada, Note on the paper: “Strong unique continuation property for the Dirac equation” by L. De Carli and T. Ōkaji, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 35 (1999), pp. 847–852.

[LG75] S. Y. Lee and A. Gavrielides, Quantization of the localized solutions in two-dimensional field theories of massive fermions, Phys. Rev. D 12 (1975), pp. 3880–3886.

[Man94] N. Mandache, Some remarks concerning unique continuation for the Dirac operator, Lett. Math. Phys. 31 (1994), pp. 85–92.

[Mer88] F. Merle, Existence of stationary states for nonlinear Dirac equations, J. Differential Equations 74 (1988), pp. 50–68.

[MM86] P. Mathieu and T. F. Morris, Charged spinor solitons, Canad. J. Phys. 64 (1986), pp. 232–238.

[MNNO05] S. Machihara, M. Nakamura, K. Nakanishi, and T. Ozawa, Endpoint Strichartz estimates and global solutions for the nonlinear Dirac equation, J. Funct. Anal. 219 (2005), pp. 1–20.

[MNT10] S. Machihara, K. Nakanishi, and K. Tsugawa, Well-posedness for nonlinear Dirac equations in one dimension, Kyoto J. Math. 50 (2010), pp. 403–451.

[MQC^+12] F. G. Mertens, N. R. Quintero, F. Cooper, A. Khare, and A. Saxena, Nonlinear Dirac equation solitary waves in external fields, Phys. Rev. E 86 (2012), p. 046602.

[Pel11] D. Pelinovsky, Survey on global existence in the nonlinear Dirac equations in one spatial dimension, in Harmonic analysis and nonlinear partial differential equations, RIMS Kôkyûroku Bessatsu, B26, pp. 37–50, Res. Inst. Math. Sci. (RIMS), Kyoto, 2011, arXiv:1011.5925.

[PS12] D. E. Pelinovsky and A. Stefanov, Asymptotic stability of small gap solitons in nonlinear Dirac equations, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012), pp. 073705, 27.

[PS14] D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, Orbital stability of Dirac solitons, Lett. Math. Phys. 104 (2014), pp. 21–41.

[PSK04] D. E. Pelinovsky, A. A. Sukhorukov, and Y. S. Kivshar, Bifurcations and stability of gap solitons in periodic potentials, Phys. Rev. E 70 (2004), p. 036618, arXiv:nlin/0405019.

[RnRnSV74] A. F. Rañada, M. F. Rañada, M. Soler, and L. Vázquez, Classical electrodynamics of a nonlinear Dirac field with anomalous magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974), pp. 517–525.

[RS78] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics. IV. Analysis of operators, Academic Press [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich Publishers], New York, 1978.

[Sol70] M. Soler, Classical, stable, nonlinear spinor field with positive rest energy, Phys. Rev. D 1 (1970), pp. 2766–2769.

[SS94] C. M. D. Sterke and J. Sipe, Gap solitons, Progress in Optics 33 (1994), pp. 203–260. [ST10] S. Selberg and A. Tesfahun, Low regularity well-posedness for some nonlinear Dirac equations in one space dimension, Differential Integral Equations 23 (2010), pp. 265–278.

[Str89] W. A. Strauss, Nonlinear wave equations, vol. 73 of CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC, 1989.

[SV86] W. A. Strauss and L. Vázquez, Stability under dilations of nonlinear spinor fields, Phys. Rev. D (3) 34 (1986), pp. 641–643.

[Thi58] W. E. Thirring, A soluble relativistic field theory, Ann. Physics 3 (1958), pp. 91–112. [VK73] N. G. Vakhitov and A. A. Kolokolov, Stationary solutions of the wave equation in the medium with nonlinearity saturation, Radiophys. Quantum Electron. 16 (1973), pp. 783–789.

[Wak66] M. Wakano, Intensely localized solutions of the classical Dirac-Maxwell field equations, Progr. Theoret. Phys. 35 (1966), pp. 1117–1141.

[XST13] J. Xu, S. Shao, and H. Tang, Numerical methods for nonlinear Dirac equation, J. Comput. Phys. 245 (2013), pp. 131–149.

[Yam73] O. Yamada, On the principle of limiting absorption for the Dirac operator, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 8 (1972/73), pp. 557–577.