arXiv:math/0402252v6 [math.DG] 2 Feb 2007

EXISTENCE OF BOUND STATES FOR LAYERS BUILT OVER HYPERSURFACES IN R^{n+1}

CHRISTOPHER LIN AND ZHIQIN LU

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Geometry of quantum layers 4 3. Lower bound of the essential spectrum. 7 4. Parabolicity of complete Riemannian manifolds 8 5. The upper bound estimate of σ_0. 10 6. Convex surfaces 15 References 18

1. Introduction

In their study of the spectrum of quantum layers [6], Duclos, Exner, and Krejčiřík proved the existence of bound states for certain quantum layers^1. Part of their motivations to study the quantum layers is from mesoscopic physics. From the mathematical point of view, a quantum layer is a noncompact noncomplete manifold. For such a manifold, the spectrum of the Laplacian (with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition) is less understood. Nevertheless, from [6] and this paper, we shall see that the spectrum of a quantum layer has very interesting properties not only from the point of view of physics but also from the point of view of mathematics.

Mathematicians are interested in the spectrum of two kinds of manifolds: compact manifolds (with or without boundary), and noncompact complete manifolds. For these two kinds of manifolds, one can prove [13, 14] that the Laplacians can be uniquely extended as self-adjoint operators from operators on smooth functions with compact support. For a compact manifold, by the Hodge theorem, we can prove that the spectrum of the Laplacian is composed of only discrete spectrum. On the other hand, the spectrum of Laplacian of a noncompact complete manifold is rather complicated. In general it has both discrete and essential spectrum.

In general, it is rather difficult to prove the existence of discrete spectrum for a noncompact manifold, because the existence of an L^2 eigenfunction is a highly nontrivial fact. However, in the following special case, the discrete spectrum does exist.

We define the following two quantities:

Date: January 6, 2004.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 58C40; Secondary: 58E35. Key words and phrases. Essential spectrum, ground state, quantum layer.

The first author is partially supported by NSF grant DMS-0202508. The second author is partially supported by NSF Career award DMS-0347033 and the Alfred P. Sloan Research Fellowship.

1Quantum layers were studied by many authors. An incomplete list of the works are [1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,

12, 21, 23, 22]. 1

Definition 1.1. Let M be a manifold whose Laplacian Δ can be extended to a self-adjoint operator. Let

σ_0 = inf f∈C^∞_0 (M) − ∫ M fΔf ∫ M f^2 , (1.1)

σ_{ess} = sup_K inf f∈C^∞_0 (M\K) − ∫ M fΔf ∫ M f^2 , (1.2)

where K is running over all compact subsets of M.

σ_0 is the lower bound of the spectrum and σ_{ess} is the lower bound of the essential spectrum. In general, we have σ_0 ≤ σ_{ess}. If σ_0 < σ_{ess}, then the set of discrete spectrum must be nonempty. In particular, since the spectrum of a self-adjoint operator is a closed subset of the real line, there is an L^2 smooth function f of M such that Δf = −σ_0f. (σ_0, f) is called the ground state of the Laplacian.

We don’t expect σ_0 < σ_{ess} to be true in general. It seems that more often we would get the opposite result σ_0 = σ_{ess}. For example, by a theorem of Li and Wang [27, Theorem 1.4], we know that if the volume growth of a complete manifold is sub-exponential and if the volume is infinite, then σ_{ess} = 0. Thus in that case, σ_0 = σ_{ess} = 0 and we don’t know a general way to prove the existence of ground state.

Let Σ be an oriented n-manifold and π : Σ → R^{n+1} be an immersion. Let N be the unit normal vector field of Σ, we can define the following map p : Σ × (−a, a) → R^{n+1}, (x, u) → x + uN, where a is a small positive number such that the map p is an immersion.

The quantum layer Ω built over Σ, as a differentiable manifold, is very simple: Ω = Σ×(−a, a). The Riemannian metric on Ω is defined by p^∗(ds^2_E ), where ds^2_E is the Euclidean metric of R^{n+1}. The number a is called the depth of the layer.

Remark 1.1. The setting above is a little bit more general than in the paper [6], where the authors require that both Σ and Ω are embedded. In particular, they assume that the quantum layers are not self-intersecting. There are some advantages of our treatment: first, all the theorems still remain true in immersed cases, and second, it is possible to estimate the range of the depth a using the upper bound of the second fundamental form in the case of immersion, while in the embedded case, global conditions of (Σ, π) must be imposed in order to keep the layers from self-intersecting.

The aim of this paper is to study the ground state of the noncompact noncomplete Riemannian manifold (Ω, p^∗(ds^2_E )), where we assume the Dirichlet boundary condition for the Laplacian. Our work is clearly motivated by the work of [6].

The first main result of this paper is the existence of the ground state of layer over convex surface in R^3. We are motivated by the following result in [6]:

Theorem (Duclos, Exner, and Krejčiřík). Let Ω be a layer of depth a over a surface of revolution whose Gauss curvature is integrable. Suppose Ω is not self-intersecting, and suppose a||A|| < C_0 < 1, where ||A|| is the norm of the second fundamental form and C_0 is a constant. If the surface is not totally geodesic, then σ_0 < π^2/(4a^2).

Overlapping with the above result, we proved the following

Theorem 1.1. Let Σ be a convex surface in R^3 which can be represented by the graph of a convex function z = f(x, y). Suppose 0 is the minimum point of the function and suppose that at 0, f is strictly convex. Furthermore suppose that the second fundamental form goes to zero at infinity. Let C be the supremum of the second fundamental form of Σ. Let Ca < 1. Then the ground state of the quantum layer Ω exists.

Remark 1.2. We let Σ to be the surface defined by the function f(x, y) = x^2 + y^2.

A straightforward computation gives the mean curvature of Σ:

H = 4 ·

1 −^{2(x2+y2)}

1+4(x^2+y^2) √ 1 + 4(x^2 + y^2) . Thus H and then the second fundamental form goes to zero at infinity. By the above theorem, the quantum layer built from the above surface has a ground state.

The second main result of this paper is motivated by the following:

Theorem (Duclos, Exner, and Krejčiřík). Let Σ be a C^2-smooth complete simply connected noncompact surface with a pole embedded in R^3. Let the layer Ω built over the surface be not self-intersecting. If the surface is not a plane but it is asymptotically planar, and if the Gauss curvature is integrable and the total Gauss curvature is nonpositive, then the ground state exists.

In a more recent paper [2], Carron, Exner, and Krejčiřík observed that the assumptions of simply-connectedness and the existence of a pole on Σ can be removed. Σ is allowed to have a rather complicated topology.

By a theorem of Huber [20], Σ is conformally equivalent to a compact Riemann surface with finitely many points removed. In particular, we have ∫ Σ K ≤ 2πe(Σ), where e(Σ) is the Euler characteristic number of Σ. The deficit of the above inequality can be represented by isoperimetric constants. Let E_1, · · · , E_s be the ends of the surface Σ. For each E_i, we define

(1.3) λ_i = lim_{r→∞} A_i(r) πr^2 , where A_i(r) is the area of the ball B(r) ∩ E_i. We have the following Theorem (Hartman [19]). Using the above notations, we have 1 2π ∫ Σ K = e(Σ) − ∑ λ_i. □ We have the following^2 Theorem 1.2. Suppose that Σ is a complete immersed surface of R^3 such that the second fundamental form A → 0. Suppose that the Gauss curvature is integrable and suppose that (1.4) e(Σ) − ∑ λ_i ≤ 0, where λ_i is the isoperimetric constant at each end defined in (1.3). Let a be a positive number such that a||A|| < C_0 < 1. If Σ is not totally geodesic, then the ground state of the quantum layer Ω exists. In particular, if e(Σ) ≤ 0, then the ground state exists.

2There is an overlap of this result with the one in [2]. The proofs are similar but not identical. In particular, we use the result of Hartman instead of the Kohn-Vossen inequality.

More generally, one of the key observation of our paper is that in order to generalize the results in [6] to high dimensions, we must assume the parabolicity of the hypersurface Σ. The parabolicity of complete manifold was introduced by Li and Tam [26] (see also the survey papers [24, 25]). A surface with a pole and L^1 Gauss curvature is parabolic. Thus the following result is a high dimensional generalization of the above result of Duclos, Exner, and Krejčiřík:

Theorem 1.3 (Main theorem). Let n ≥ 2 be a natural number. Suppose Σ ⊂ R^{n+1} is a complete immersed parabolic hypersurface such that the second fundamental form A → 0 at infinity. Moreover, we assume that

(1.5) [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}Tr(R^k) is integrable and ∫ Σ [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}Tr(R^k)dΣ ≤ 0, where μ_{2k} > 0 for k ≥ 1 are coefficients defined in Lemma 5.1, [n/2] is the integer part of n/2, and Tr(R^k) is defined in (5.22). Let a be a positive real number such that a||A|| < C_0 < 1 for a constant C_0. If Σ is not totally geodesic, then the ground state of the quantum layer Ω exists.

Corollary 1.1. Let ρ be the scalar curvature of Σ. If n = 3, then the main conditions (1.5) in Theorem 1.3 become

(1) ρ is integrable; (2) ∫ Σ ρ dΣ ≤ 0, If n = 4, and if the sectional curvature of Σ is positive outside a compact set of Σ, then the conditions (1.5) become

(1) ρ is integrable; (2) ∫ Σ ρ dΣ + 16(^{π2}_6 − 1)a^3e(Σ) ≤ 0, where e(Σ) is the Euler characteristic number of Σ.

The organization of the paper is as follows: in §2, we define the quantum layers and give their basic properties; in §3, we give the lower bound of the essential spectrum of a quantum layer; in §4, the parabolicity of a submanifold of R^{n+1} is introduced; in §5, Theorem 1.2, The main theorem (Theorem 1.3), and Corollary 1.1 are proved; finally, in §6, Theorem 1.1 is proved.

We end up this section by posing the following question:

Let Σ be a noncompact complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Then what do we have to assume on Σ so that when Σ → R^{n+1} is an asymptotically flat but not totally geodesic immersion, the layer Ω built over Σ has ground state?

In particular, if n = 2, the works of [6, 2] suggest that the quantum layer Ω should have ground state when the Gauss curvature is integrable^3.

Acknowledgement. The authors thank P. Li for advising us to study the parabolicity of manifolds, which makes this paper possible. The first author thanks A. Klein for clarifying a lot of the subtleties of self-adjointness. Corollary 1.2 is the outcome of a discussion with G. Tian. Finally, we give special thanks to P. Exner and D. Krejčiřík for many useful suggestions to make the paper in its present form.

2. Geometry of quantum layers

Let n > 1 be an integer and let Σ be an immersed (oriented) hypersurface of R^{n+1}. Let a > 0 be a real number. Heuristically speaking, the quantum layer Ω is obtained by fattening Σ by a thickness of a in the directions of N and −N, respectively, where N is the unit normal vector

3This part of the question was implied in [6]. By [6] and this paper, we just need to show that for layers bulit

over simply-connected surfaces with positive total Gauss curvature, the ground state exists.

field. As a differentiable manifold, Ω is just Σ × (−a, a). We impose the following assumptions on Σ and Ω:

A1). Let A be the second fundamental form of Σ. We regard A as a linear operators on T_xΣ for every x ∈ Σ. We assume that there is a constant C_0 such that a||A||(x) < C_0 < 1.

A2). ‖A‖(x) → 0 as d(x, x_0) → ∞, where x_0 ∈ Σ is a fixed point.

Definition 2.1. Let x_1, · · · , x_n be a local coordinate system of Σ. Then (^∂_{∂x1} , · · · ,^∂_{∂xn} ,^∂_{∂u} ) is a local frame of Ω, where u ∈ (−a, a). Such a local coordinate system of Ω is referred as a standard coordinate system of Ω in this paper.

We consider the map p : Σ × (−a, a) → R^{n+1}, (x, u) → x + uN. Let y_1, · · · , y_{n+1} be the Euclidean coordinates of R^{n+1}. Let ds^2_E = dy^2_1 + · · · + dy^2_{n+1} be the Euclidean metric of R^{n+1}. Let G_{ij} (i, j = 1, · · · , n + 1) be defined by n∑ i,j=1 G_{ij} dx_idx_j + n∑ i=1 G_{i,n+1}dx_idu + n∑ i=1 G_{n+1,i}dudx_i + G_{n+1,n+1}dudu = p^∗(ds^2_E ). If p is nonsingular at a point, then the matrix G_{ij} is positive definite at that point. In order to express G_{ij} in term of the geometry of Σ, we introduce the following notations:

Let (h_{ij} ) (i, j = 1, · · · n) be the matrix representation of the second fundamental form A with respect to the local frame (^∂_{∂x1} , · · · ,^∂_{∂xn} ). Let g_{ij} dx_idx_j = p^∗(ds^2_E ) be the Riemannian metric of Σ. Let h^σ_j = g^{σi}h_{ij} . Then a straightforward computation gives (cf. [6]):

(2.1) G_{ij} = (δ^σ_i − uh^σ_i )(δ^ρ_σ − uh^ρ_σ)g_{ρj} 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n 0 i or j = n + 1 1 i = j = n + 1 . In particular, we have (2.2) det(G_{ij} ) = (det(1 − uA))^2 det(g_{ij} ), and det(I − uA) = n∏ i=1 (1 − uλ_i)

= 1 − u n∑ i=1 λ_i + u^2 ∑ i<j λ_iλ_j − u^3 ∑ i<j<l λ_iλ_jλ_l + · · · + (−1)^nu^n n∏ i=1 λ_i, (2.3)

where λ_1, · · · , λ_n are the eigenvalues, or the principal curvatures of the second fundamental form A. In a more intrinsic way, let c_k(A) be the k-th elementary polynomial of A. Then we have

(2.4) det(I − uA) = n∑ i=0 (−1)^ku^kc_k(A),

where we define c_0(A) = 1.

The following lemma is elementary but important:

Lemma 2.1. Using the above notations and under Assumption A1), we have (1 − |u| · ||A||)^n ≤ | det(I − uA)| ≤ (1 + |u| · ||A||)^n.

The proof is elementary and is omitted. □ Corollary 2.1. We adopt the above notations and Assumption A1). Then the map p is an immersion. In that case, p^∗(ds^2_E ) is a Riemannian metric on Ω. Let dΩ be the measure defined by the metric and let dudΣ be the product measure on Ω. Then we have (2.5) (1 − |u|||A||)^ndudΣ ≤ dΩ ≤ (1 + |u|||A||)^ndudΣ. Proof. By Assumption A1), (2.2) and Lemma 2.1, we know that det(G_{ij} ) > 0. Thus p is nonsingular. (2.5) follows from Lemma 2.1 directly. □ Definition 2.2. We define the quantum layer to be the Riemannian manifold (Ω, p^∗(ds^2_E)), where ds^2_E is the standard Euclidean metric of R^{n+1}. The real numbers a and d = 2a are called the depth and the width of the quantum layer, respectively.

The Laplacian Δ = Δ_Ω can be written as

(2.6) Δ = 1 √ det(G_{kl}) n∑ i,j=1 ∂ ∂x_i ( G^{ij} √ det(G_{kl}) ∂ ∂x_j ) + 1 √ det(G_{kl}) ∂ ∂u (√ det(G_{kl}) ∂ ∂u ) , where (x_1, · · · , x_n, u) is the local coordinates defined in Definition 2.1. We have

(2.7) (ΔF, G) = (F, ΔG) ∀F, G ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω),

where (·, ·) is the L^2 inner product

(2.8) (F, G) = ∫ Ω F GdΩ. The norm ||F || is defined as √ (F, F ). If F, G are differentiable, we define

(2.9) (∇F, ∇G) = ∫ Ω n∑ i,j=1 G^{ij} ∂F ∂x_i ∂G ∂x_j + ∂F ∂u ∂G ∂u dΩ.

Also, we define ||∇F || = √ (∇F, ∇F ). In the case of compact manifold or noncompact complete manifold, the self-adjointness of the Laplacians is classical [13, 14]. A quantum layer is a noncompact noncomplete manifold. For such a manifold, we still have

Proposition 2.1. Δ can be extended as a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. According to [28], we define the Hilbert space H_1 to be the closure of the space C^∞_0 (Ω) under the norm ||F ||_{H1} = √ ||F ||^2 + ||∇F ||^2. We define the sesquilinear form Q(F, G) = (∇F, ∇G), for functions F, G ∈ H_1. By [28, Theorem VIII.15], Q is the quadratic form of a unique selfadjoint operator. Such an operator is an extension of Δ, which we still denote as Δ. Furthermore, by the relation of Δ with the quadratic form, we can verify that σ_0 and σ_{ess} in (1.1), (1.2) are the infimum of the spectrum and the essential spectrum of Δ, respectively. □

3. Lower bound of the essential spectrum.

The boundaries of Ω are Σ×{±a}, which are smooth manifolds. It is not hard to see that (1.2) can be written as

σ_{ess} = lim_{i→∞} inf{ ∫ Ω | ∇f |^2 ∫ Ω f^2 | f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω \ K_i)}, where {x_0} ⊂ K_1 ⊂ K_2 ⊂ · · · is any compact exhaustion of Ω. For example, we can take K_i = {x + uN | x ∈ B_{xo} (i) ⊂ Σ, u ∈ [ −a(i − 1) i , a(i − 1) i ] }. To perform our estimate we need to obtain a lower bound for the Rayleigh quotient ∫ |∇f|^2 ∫ f^2 , ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω \ K_i) for a large enough i ∈ N.

We use the standard coordinate system (x_1, · · · , x_n, u) of Definition 2.1. Let f_j =^{∂f}_{∂xj} , (i = 1, · · · n) and f_{n+1} =^{∂f}_{∂u} . Then

|∇f|^2 = |f_{n+1}|^2 + ∑ k,l≠n+1 G^{kl}f_kf_l, where G^{ij} is the inverse of G_{ij} . In particular, we have

(3.1) |∇f|^2 ≥ | | |∂f ∂u | | |^2 . Since f = 0 on ∂Ω, the Poincaré inequality gives

(3.2) ∫_a −a | | | ∂f ∂u | | | 2 du ≥ κ^2_1 ∫_a −a f(u)^2 du, where κ_1 = π/2a.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions A1) and A2), we have σ_{ess} ≥ κ^2_1.

Proof. We first observe that for arbitrary ε > 0, there is an i large enough such that ||A|| < ε on Σ\K_i. By Corollary 2.1, we know that (3.3) (1 − aε)^ndudΣ ≤ dΩ ≤ (1 + aε)^ndudΣ. Thus we have

(3.4) ∫ Ω f^2dΩ ≤ (1 + aε)^n ∫ Σ ∫_a −a f^2dudΣ. On the other hand, by (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), we have

(3.5) ∫ Ω |∇f|^2dΩ ≥ (1 − aε)^nκ^2_1 ∫ Σ ∫_a −a f^2dudΣ. Comparing (3.4) and (3.5), we have

σ_{ess} ≥ (1 − aε)^n (1 + aε)^n κ^2_1.

Since ε is arbitrary, we get the conclusion of the theorem. □

4. Parabolicity of complete Riemannian manifolds Before giving the formal definition, we study the following example.

Suppose n > 1 is an integer. Let R > 0 be a big number. We are interested in the set of functions F (R) = {f ∈ C^n_0 (R^n)|f ≡ 1 for |x| < R, f is rotationally symmetric.}.

We have the following Example 1. If n > 2, then for any C > 0 there exists an R_0 such that for any R > R_0 we have ∫ R^n |∇f|^2 > C for all f ∈ F (R). If n = 2, then for any ε > 0 there exists R_0 > 0 such that for any R > R_0, we can find an f_R ∈ F (R) for which ∫ R^2 |∇f|^2 < ε. Proof. If n > 2, then ∫_∞ R 1/r^{n−1}dr = 1 n − 2 · 1 R^{n−2} . Thus we have ∫ R^n |∇f|^2 ≥ (n − 2)cR^{n−2} ∫_∞ R r^{n−1} | |∂f ∂r | |^2 dr ∫_∞ R 1/r^{n−1}dr ≥ (n − 2)cR^{n−2} → +∞ by Cauchy inequality, where c is the volume of the unit (n − 1)-sphere. However, for n = 2, we let f_R = σ_R(|x|) ∈ F (R), where σ_R(t) is defined as

σ_R(t) = 1 t ≤ R (1 −^{log R}_R )^{−1}(^{log R}_{log t} −^{log R}_R ) R < t ≤ e^R 0 t ≥ e^R . A straightforward computation gives ∫_∞ 0 t|σ^′_R(t)|^2dt ≤ 4 3 1 log R for R > 3,

and thus

(4.1) ∫ R^2 |∇f_R|^2 → 0, R → ∞. This completes the proof. □ The phenomenon in the above example can be explained by the result of Cheng-Yau [3, Section 1]. In [26, Definition 0.3], the authors defined the following Definition 4.1. A complete manifold is said to be parabolic, if it does not admit a positive Green’s function. Otherwise it is said to be nonparabolic.

Remark 4.1. According to this definition, R^n is a parabolic manifold if and only if n = 2. In particular, (4.1) follows from Proposition 4.1 below, which is a result given in [26]. Proposition 4.1. Let Σ be a parabolic manifold. Let B(r) be the ball of radius r in Σ with respect to a reference point x_0. Let R > r > 1. Consider the following Dirichlet problem Δf = 0, on B(R)\B(r) f = 0, on Σ\B(R) f = 1, on B(r).

Then we have lim_{R→∞} ∫ Σ |∇f|^2 = 0. □ Remark 4.2. The functions f serve as the high dimensional generalization of the MacDonald functions in the paper [6, page 21]. These functions will play an important role in the next section.

The following geometric criterion of parabolicity was proved by Grigor’yan [17, 18] and Varopoulos [31] independently (cf. [24, Equation (3.1)]):

Theorem 4.1. Let V (t) be the volume of the geodesic ball B(t). If Σ is nonparabolic, then ∫_∞ 1 tdt V (t) < ∞. In particular, if V (t) is at most of quadratic growth, then Σ is parabolic. □ Corollary 4.1. Let Σ be a smooth surface whose Gauss curvature K ∈ L^1(Σ). Then Σ is a parabolic manifold of dimension 2.

Proof. We wish to compare the volume growth rate of the geodesic ball V (t) with t. To do so, first we assume that Σ has a pole and we use the polar coordinate system given by the exponential map centered at the pole to write

V (t) = ∫_t 0 ∫_{2π} 0 f(r, θ) drdθ, where under the polar coordinates, the expression of the metric becomes ds^2_Σ = dr^2 +f^2(r, θ)dθ^2 on Σ.

It follows that V^′(t) = ∫_{2π} 0 f(t, θ) dθ. The Jacobi equation for the exponential map gives f^{′′} + Kf = 0 ; f(0, θ) = 0, f^′(0, θ) = 1, where the prime denotes derivative in the radial direction. Thus we have V^{′′′}(t) = − ∫_{2π} 0 Kf(t, θ)dθ. Since K is integrable, this implies that |V^{′′}(t)| ≤ C for some constant C. Consequently, (4.2) V (t) ≤ Ct^2 for t large enough.

If the surface Σ doesn’t have a pole, we get the similar estimate outside the cut locus with respect to a fixed reference point. Since the measure of the cut locus is zero, we get the same estimate (4.2). This is an observation of Gromov.

Thus the volume of Σ is at most of quadratic growth and it must be parabolic by Theorem 4.1. □

5. The upper bound estimate of σ_0.

The idea to estimate σ_0, the infimum of the spectrum of the Laplacian from above is to construct test functions which would provide the strict upper bound κ^2_1 (where κ_1 = π/2a). We may construct test functions which are continuous everywhere on Ω and smooth everywhere on Ω except on a set of measure 0. Such functions must be in H^{1,2}(Ω), which serve our purpose.

We define the quadratic form (5.1) Q(ξ, ξ) = ∫ Ω |∇ξ|^2dΩ − κ^2_1 ∫ Ω ξ^2dΩ, for ξ ∈ H^{1,2}(Ω). By the nature of the metric on Ω, we define (5.2) Q_1(ξ, ξ) = ∫ Ω |∇^′ξ|^2dΩ, where (5.3) |∇^′ξ|^2 = n∑ i,j=1 G^{ij} ∂ξ ∂x_i ∂ξ ∂x_j , and (5.4) Q_2(ξ, ξ) = ∫ Ω ( ∂ξ ∂u )_2 dΩ − κ^2_1 ∫ Ω ξ^2dΩ, where (x_1, · · · , x_n, u) are the standard coordinates in Definition 2.1. It is clear that Q(ξ, ξ) = Q_1(ξ, ξ) + Q_2(ξ, ξ). The test functions we shall construct will essentially be the product of a vertical function (depending only on u) and a horizontal one (depending only on x ∈ Σ). Let φ = ψχ be a test function, where ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (Σ) and χ is a smooth function of u such that χ(±a) = 0.

Note that ▽(χψ) = χ ▽ ψ + ψ ▽ χ. By (2.1), we have < ∇ψ, ∇χ >= 0. Thus we have (5.5) ∫ Ω | ▽ (χψ)|^2 = ∫ Ω χ^2| ▽ ψ|^2 + ∫ Ω ψ^2| ▽ χ|^2. We wish to prove, with the suitable choice of ψ and χ, that (5.6) Q(φ, φ) = ∫ Ω φ^2_u − κ^2_1 ∫ Ω φ^2 + ∫ Ω χ^2|∇ψ|^2 < 0, where φ_u denotes^{∂φ}_{∂u} and φ_i =^{∂φ}_{∂xi} for i = 1, · · · , n.

Like in the paper [6], we choose χ = cos κ_1u. We need the following elementary lemma: Lemma 5.1. Let a > 0 be a positive number and let κ_1 =^π_{2a} . Let χ(u) = cos κ_1u, let

(5.7) μ_k = ∫_a −a u^k(χ^2_u − κ^2_1χ^2) du, ∀k ≥ 0.

Then

(5.8) μ_k = { 0 if k is odd, or k = 0; 1 2 (k)!

(2κ_1)^{k−1} ∑_{k/2} l=1 (−1)^{k/2−l} π^{2l−1} (2l−1)! , if k ≠ 0 is even.

Furthermore, μ_k > 0 if k ≠ 0 is even. □

Theorem 5.1. We assume that the hypersurface Σ ⊂ R^{n+1} is parabolic satisfying Assumptions A1), A2). Moreover, we assume that ∑_{[n/2]} k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) is integrable and

(5.9) ∫ Σ [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A)dΣ ≤ 0, where A is the second fundamental form of Σ, μ_k for k ≥ 1 is defined in Lemma 5.1, [n/2] is the integer part of n/2, and c_k(A) is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of A. If Σ is not totally geodesic, then σ_0 < κ^2_1.

Proof. We first consider the test functions of the form φ = ψ · χ. We define ψ as follows: Let x_0 be a fixed point of Σ and let R > r > 1. Let B(R) and B(r) be two balls in Σ of radius R and r centered at x_0 respectively. We define ψ as

(5.10)

Δψ = 0 on B(R) − B(r); ψ|_{B(r)} ≡ 1; ψ|_{Σ−B(R)} ≡ 0, and we define χ = cos κ_1u.

By the definition of the functions χ and ψ, using Lemma 2.1, we know that there is a constant C such that

(5.11) ∫ Ω χ^2| ▽ ψ|^2dΩ ≤ C ∫ Σ |∇_Σψ|^2dΣ, where ∇_Σ is the connection of Σ. We first assume that

(5.12) ∫ Σ [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A)dΣ = −δ < 0. By (2.4) and Lemma 5.1, we have

(5.13) ∫ Ω ψ^2|χ_u|^2 − κ^2_1 ∫ Ω ψ^2χ^2 = ∫ Σ ψ^2 [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) dΣ. By the maximum principle and the fact that ψ|_{B(r)} ≡ 1, we have

(5.14) ∫ Σ ψ^2 ∑ k≥1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) ≤ ∫ B(r) ∑ k≥1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) + ∫ Σ\B(r) | ∑ k≥1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A)|. On the other side, since ∑ μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) is integrable, if r is large enough, by the above inequality, we have

(5.15) ∫ Σ ψ^2 ∑ μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A)dΣ < − δ 2 . By Proposition 4.1 and (5.11), if R large enough, we have

(5.16) ∫ Ω χ^2|∇ψ|^2 ≤ δ 4 . Combining (5.13), (5.15) and (5.16), we proved (5.6) under the assumption (5.12).

Now we assume that

(5.17) ∫ Σ [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A)dΣ = 0.

In this case, the test functions φ = ψχ are not good enough to give the upper bound of σ_0. We shall use a trick in [6] (see also [4, 29]) to construct the test functions.

We let φ_ε = φ + εjχ_1, where ε is a small number, j is a smooth function on Σ whose support is contained is B(r − 1), and χ_1 is a smooth function on [−a, a] such that χ_1(±a) = 0. As a general fact, we have (5.18) Q(φ_ε, φ_ε) = Q(φ, φ) + 2εQ(φ, jχ_1) + ε^2Q(jχ_1, jχ_1). By (5.6), (5.11), and (5.13), we have

(5.19) Q(φ_ε, φ_ε) ≤ C ∫ Σ |∇ψ|^2dΣ + ∫ Σ ψ^2 [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) dΣ + 2εQ(φ, jχ_1) + ε^2Q(jχ_1, jχ_1).

Since supp j ⊂ B(r − 1), we have (5.20) Q(φ, jχ_1) = ∫ Ω j(χ_u(χ_1)_u − κ^2_1χχ_1)dΩ = ∫ Σ j ∫_a −a (χ_u(χ_1)_u − κ^2_1χχ_1) det(1 − uA)dudΣ.

Using integration by parts, we have (5.21) Q(φ, jχ_1) = − ∫ Σ j ∫_a −a χ_u ∂ ∂u det(1 − uA)χ_1dudΣ. Now we are able to choose suitable j and χ_1 for our purpose. By assumption, we know that Σ is not totally geodesic. Thus at least there is a point x ∈ Σ such that ∂_u det(1 − uA) ≢ 0. We assume that x ∈ B(r − 1) without losing generality. We choose χ_1 and j such that the integral Q(φ, jχ_1) is not zero. Note that the choice of j is independent of φ. We choose ε (positive or negative) small enough so that 2εQ(φ, jχ_1) + ε^2Q(jχ_1, jχ_1) < 0.

Finally, since supp j ⊂ B(r − 1), the above expression is independent to r and R. By the parabolicity of Σ, if r, R → ∞, then ∫ Σ |∇ψ|^2dΣ → 0, and by the assumption (5.17), ∫ Σ ψ^2 [n/2]∑

k=1 μ_{2k}c_{2k}(A) dΣ → 0. Thus by (5.19), Q(φ_ε, φ_ε) is negative for r, R large. This completes the proof of the theorem. □ Let R = (R_{ijkl}) be the curvature tensor of Σ. Define (5.22) tr(R^p) = ∑ i_s<j_s,k_s<l_s,s=1,··· ,p (−1)^{sgn(σ)}R_{i1j1k1l1} · · · R_{ipjpkplp} , where σ is the permutation (i_1, · · · , j_p; k_1, · · · , l_p). Then from Gray [15, (4.15)], we have Proposition 5.1. Using the above notations, we have Tr(R^p) = c_{2p}(A) □ Remark 5.1. If n is even, then up to a constant, Tr(R^{n/2}) = c_n(A) is the Gauss-Bonnet-Chern density.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem 3.1, Theorem 5.1, and Proposition 5.1, we have

σ_0 < κ^2_1 ≤ σ_{ess}.

Thus the ground state exists. □ Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the Theorem of Hartman, we know that (1.4) is equivalent to ∫ Σ K ≤ 0. Thus the result follows from Theorem 1.3 for n = 2. □ Proof of Corollary 1.1. If n = 3, then the conditions (1.5) are

Tr (R^1) is integrable and ∫ Σ Tr (R^1) ≤ 0.

But ρ = 2 Tr(R^1).

If n = 4, a tedious computation gives

Tr (R^2) = 1 24 (ρ^2 − 4|Ric|^2 + |R|^2),

where Ric is the Ricci curvature of Σ, and |Ric|, |R| are the norms of the Ricci tensor and the curvature tensor, respectively. If the sectional curvature is positive outside a compact set, then by [16, Theorem 9], Tr (R^2) is integrable and ∫ Σ Tr (R^2) ≤

4π^2 3 e(Σ), where e(Σ) is the Euler characteristic number of Σ. The theorem follows from the above inequality, Proposition 5.1, and Theorem 1.3. □ Before finishing this section, we give the following example of the manifold Σ of dimension 3 satisfying the conditions in Theorem 1.3. Thus the theorem is not an empty statement for high dimensions.

Example 2. There is a complete manifold Σ of dimension 3 immersed in R^4 such that (1) It is parabolic;

(2) A → 0, where A is the second fundamental form; (3)^1_2 ∫ Σ |ρ| = ∫ Σ |c_2(A)| < +∞; (4)^1_2 ∫ Σ ρ = ∫ Σ c_2(A) < 0.

Proof. Let Σ = S^1 × R^2. We consider the immersion by Σ → R^4, (θ, t, φ) → (σ(t) cos θ, σ(t) sin θ, t cos φ, t sin φ), where σ(t) is a smooth positive function defined in (5.24). Here we use θ as the local coordinate of S^1 and (x, y) ∈ R^2 with x = t cos φ, y = t sin φ. The Riemannian metric of Σ is

ds^2 = (1 + σ^′(t)^2)(dt)^2 + σ^2(t)(dθ)^2 + t^2(dφ)^2.

We claim that Σ is parabolic. In order to prove this, we let x_0 = (1, 0, 0) ∈ Σ. Let B(R) be the geodesic ball of radius R centered at x_0. Then B(R) ⊂ {x ∈ Σ|t < R}. To see this, let x ∈ B(R) such that dist (x, x_0) = R^′, and let η = (η_1(s), η_2(s), η_3(s)) be the geodesic line of Σ connecting x_0 and x, where s is the arc length. Then we have R = R^′ ≥ ∫_R′ 0 (1 + σ^′(s)^2)^{12} |η^′_1(s)|ds ≥ t.

From the above equation, we have

vol B(R) ≤ 4π^2 ∫_R 0 tσ(t)(1 + σ^′(t)^2)^{12} dt ≤ CR^2 log R

for some constant C. Thus we have ∫_∞ 0 t vol B(t) dt = +∞, and Σ is parabolic by Theorem 4.1.

The normal vector of Σ in R^4 is N = 1 √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2

(cos θ, sin θ, −σ^′ cos φ, −σ^′ sin φ).

The principal curvatures are σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 , − 1 σ √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 , σ^′ t √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 . By the definition of σ(t), all principal curvatures go to zero as t → ∞. Thus A → 0 at infinity. On the other hand

(5.23) ∫ Σ c_2(A) = 4π^2 ∫_∞ 0 ( σσ^′σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 − tσ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 − σ^′ √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 ) dt We let the function σ(t) be a smooth increasing function such that

(5.24) { σ(t) = log t t > 3 + ε σ(t) = log 3 t < 3 , for ε small. The last two terms of (5.23) can be calculated easily:

(5.25) ∫_∞ 0 ( − tσ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 − σ^′ √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 ) dt = − tσ^′ √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 | | | ∞

0 = −1. Let R be a big number. We have ∫_R 0 σσ^′σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 dt = − log R (1 +^1_{R2} )^12

+ log 3 + ∫_R 3+ε σ^′(t) (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^12 dt + ∫_{3+ε} 3 σ^′(t) (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^12 dt. The last term can be estimated by ∫_{3+ε} 3 σ^′(t) (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^12 dt ≤ log(3 + ε) − log 3.

Thus a straightforward computation gives ∫_R 0 σσ^′σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 dt ≤ − log R (1 +^1_{R2} )^12

+ log(3 + ε) + log(R + √ 1 + R^2) − log(3 + ε + √ 1 + (3 + ε)^2).

We let R → ∞, ε → 0. Then we have

(5.26) ∫_∞ 0 σσ^′σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 dt ≤ log 6 − log(3 + √ 10) < 0.

By (5.25) and (5.26), we have ∫ M c_2(A) < 0. Finally, since σσ^′σ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 ∼ O( log t t^3 ), and − tσ^{′′} (1 + σ^′(t)^2)^32 − σ^′ √ 1 + σ^′(t)^2 ∼ O( 1 t^3 ), we know that c_2(A) is integrable. □ 6. Convex surfaces In this section, we consider the layer over a convex surface Σ in R^3. Σ is defined by (6.1) z = f(x, y), where f(x, y) is a smooth convex function, f(0) = 0, ∇f(0) = 0, and ∇^2f(0) > 0.

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 6.1. Let Σ be defined as above. Suppose Ω = Σ × (−a, a) is the layer with depth a > 0. Then the infimum of the spectrum σ_0 satisfies (6.2) σ_0 < κ^2_1, where κ_1 = π/(2a).

We begin with the following Lemma 6.1. With the assumptions on f, there is a number δ > 0 such that f_r = ∂f ∂r > δ for x^2 + y^2 ≥ 1, where (r, θ) is the polar coordinates defined by x = r cos θ and y = r sin θ.

Proof. By the assumptions, there is a δ_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that f_r|_x2_{+y}2_{=δ0} > 0. By convexity, we have f_{rr} ≥ 0. Then since the circle {x^2 + y^2 = δ_0} is compact, we can conclude that f_r ≥ δ for x^2 + y^2 ≥ 1. □ Corollary 6.1. Using the above notations, we have (1) |∇f| ≥ δ; (2) f(x, y) ≥ δ · ( √ x^2 + y^2 − 1). □ An interesting consequence of the above corollary is the following: Let b be a large positive number. Let C_b be the curve defined by the intersection of Σ with respect to the plane z = b. Clearly C_b is a convex curve. From the above corollary, C_b is contained in a disk of radius b/δ + 1. In particular, we have the estimate of the length of the curve

(6.3) ∫ C_b 1 ≤ Cb for a constant C.

For the manifold Σ, the mean curvature H can be represented by

(6.4) H =

(1 + f^2_y )f_{xx} + (1 + f^2_x )f_{yy} − 2f_xf_yf_{xy} (1 + |∇f|^2)^{3/2} , where f_x =^{∂f}_{∂x} , f_y =^{∂f}_{∂y} , f_{xx} =^{∂2f}_{∂x2} , f_{yy} =^{∂2f}_{∂y2} , f_{xy} =^{∂2f}_{∂x∂y} , and |∇f|^2 = f^2_x + f^2_y . We compare the mean curvature to the curvature of the convex curve f(x, y) = b, which is given by

(6.5) k_b = f_{xx}f^2_y − 2f_{xy}f_xf_y + f_{yy}f^2_x |∇f|^3 .

By Corollary 6.1 and the convexity of f, we have (6.6) H ≥ 1 2 δ^3k_b, if δ is small enough. Since C_b : {f(x, y) = b} is a convex curve, we have (6.7) ∫ f(x,y)=b k_b = 2π. Thus by (6.6) (6.8) ∫ f(x,y)=b H ≥ πδ^3. By the co-area formula (cf. [30, page 89]), we have

(6.9) ∫ x^2+y^2≥1 HdΣ ≥ ∫_∞ c ( ∫ f=t H | ~∇f| )dt, where c is a positive real number, and

(6.10) | ~∇f|^2 = |∇f|^2 1 + |∇f|^2 is the gradient of f on the Riemannian manifold Σ. Thus by (6.8), and Corollary 6.1, (6.11) ∫ x^2+y^2≥1 H = +∞. Proof of Theorem 6.1. We shall again use the trick introduced by [6] (see also [4, 29]) to perturb the “standard” test functions. However, our choices of perturbation functions are quite different from theirs in nature.

Let K be the Gauss curvature of Σ. Then we have K ≥ 0, and (6.12) ∫ Σ K ≤ 2π by the theorem of Huber [20]. Since the Gauss curvature is nonnegative, the volume growth is at most quadratic. Thus Σ is parabolic. For any r_1 > 0, we can find a function φ such that (1) φ ∈ C^∞_0 (Σ), 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1;

(2) φ ≡ 1 on B(r_1), where B(r_1) is the geodesic ball of radius r_1 of Σ centered at 0; (3) ∫ Σ |∇φ|^2dΣ < 1. The quadratic forms Q, Q_1, and Q_2 are defined in (5.1), (5.2), and (5.4). Let χ = cos κ_1u.

Then we have (6.13) Q_1(φχ, φχ) = ∫ Ω |∇φ|^2χ^2dΩ ≤ a(1 + C_0)^2, where C_0 < 1 is defined in Assumption A1). We also have (6.14) Q_2(φχ, φχ) ≤ μ_2 ∫ Σ Kφ^2dΣ. Combining the above two equations and using (6.12), we have (6.15) Q(φχ, φχ) = Q_1(φχ, φχ) + Q_2(φχ, φχ) ≤ C_1, where C_1 is a constant depending only on Σ and a.

Suppose r_1 is large enough such that {f(x, y) ≤ 2R^2} ⊂ B(r_1) for some large number R > 0. We consider a function ρ(t) on R such that

(1) ρ ≡ 1, if t ∈ [R, R^2];

(2) ρ ≡ 0 if t > R^2 + 1 or t < R − 1; (3) 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1; (4) |ρ^′| ≤ 4.

We define ψ(x, y) = ρ(f(x, y)). ψ is a smooth function of Σ. Let χ_1 be an odd function of u such that χ_1(±a) = 0, and (6.16) ∫_a −a χ_u(χ_1)du = −σ < 0, where σ > 0 is a positive number. We consider the function φχ + εψχ_1/f, where ε is a small number to be determined. By the definition of Q(·, ·) and (6.15), we have (6.17) Q(φχ + εψχ_1/f, φχ + εψχ_1/f) ≤ C_1 + 2εQ(φχ, ψχ_1/f) + ε^2Q(ψχ_1/f, ψχ_1/f). If r_1 and R are big, then supp ψ ⊂ {x ∈ Σ | φ(x) ≡ 1}. We thus have ∫ Ω ⟨∇^′(φχ), ∇^′(ψχ_1/f)⟩dΩ = 0, where ∇^′ is defined in (5.3). By (2.4), we have dΩ = (1 − Hu + Ku^2)dΣ. Since χ_1 is odd and χ is even, by the above equation, we have Q(φχ, ψχ_1/f) = ∫ Ω (χ_u(χ_1)_uφψ/f−κ^2_1χχ_1φψ/f)dΩ = − ∫_a −a u(χ_u(χ_1)_u−κ^2_1χχ_1)du ∫ Σ ψH/fdΣ. Since ∫_a −a u(χ_u(χ_1)_u − κ^2_1χχ_1)du = − ∫_a −a χ_u(χ_1)du, we have (6.18) Q(φχ, ψχ_1/f) = −σ ∫ Σ ψH f dΣ, where σ is the number defined in (6.16). By the co-area formula and (6.8), (6.10), we have (6.19) ∫ Σ ψH f = ∫ R ρ(t) t ( ∫ f=t H | ~∇f| )dt ≥ πδ^3 ∫ R ρ(t) t dt ≥ πδ^3 log R. In order to estimate the last term of (6.17), we first note that (6.20) | ~∇ ψ f | ≤ C_2/f for some constant C_2, where ~∇ is the covariant derivative of Σ. From this, we have (6.21) Q_1( ψχ_1 f , ψχ_1 f ) ≤ C_3 ∫ R−1≤f≤R^2 +1 1/f^2dΣ for some constant C_3. Using the same argument, we have (6.22) Q_2( ψχ f , ψχ f ) ≤ C_4 ∫ R−1≤f≤R^2 +1 1/f^2dΣ for some constant C_4. We use the co-area formula again to estimate

(6.23) ∫ R−1≤f≤R^2 +1 1/f^2 =

∫_R2_{+1} R−1 1 t^2 ( ∫ f=t 1 | ~∇f| )dt.

From Corollary 6.1, we know that | ~∇f| has a lower bound. Thus by (6.3), there is a constant C_5 such that

(6.24) ∫ R−1≤f≤R^2 +1 1/f^2dΣ ≤ C_5 log R.

Thus by (6.18), (6.19), (6.21), (6.22), and (6.24), from (6.17), we have

(6.25) Q(φχ + εψχ_1/f, φχ + εψχ_1/f) ≤ C_1 − 2επσδ^3 log R + ε^2C_5(C_3 + C_4) log R.

We choose ε to be a small positive number such that

−2επσδ^3 + ε^2C_5(C_3 + C_4) < 0.

We then let R large enough (which requires r_1 be large enough also). Then the left hand side of (6.25) is negative. By the definition of σ_0, we know that σ_0 < κ^2_1. □ Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 6.1, we have

σ_0 < κ^2_1 ≤ σ_{ess}.

Thus the ground state exists. □ References

[1] D. Borisov, P. Exner, R. Gadyl^′shin, and D. Krejčiřík. Bound states in weakly deformed strips and layers.

Ann. Henri Poincaré, 2(3):553–572, 2001.

[2] G. Carron, P. Exner, and D. Krejčiřík. Topologically nontrivial quantum layers. J. Math. Phys., 45(2):774– 784, 2004.

[3] S. Y. Cheng and S. T. Yau. Differential equations on Riemannian manifolds and their geometric applications.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 28(3):333–354, 1975.

[4] P. Duclos and P. Exner. Curvature-induced bound states in quantum waveguides in two and three dimensions.

Rev. Math. Phys., 7:73–102, 1995.

[5] P. Duclos, P. Exner, and D. Krejčiřík. Locally curved quantum layers. Ukraïn. Fīz. Zh., 45(4-5):595–601, 2000. Problems of theoretical and mathematical physics (Kyiv, 1999).

[6] P. Duclos, P. Exner, and D. Krejčiřík. Bound states in curved quantum layers. Comm. Math. Phys., 223(1):13– 28, 2001.

[7] P. Exner, E. M. Harrell, and M. Loss. Optimal eigenvalues for some Laplacians and Schrödinger operators depending on curvature. In Proceedings of QMath 7(Prague 1998),Oper theory Adv. Appl., volume 108, pages 47–58. Basel-Boston:Birkhäuser, 1999.

[8] P. Exner and S. Kondej. Curvature-induced bound states for a δ interaction supported by a curve in R^3 .

Ann. Henri Poincaré, 3(5):967–981, 2002.

[9] P. Exner and S. Kondej. Bound states due to a strong δ interaction supported by a curved surface. J. Phys.

A, 36(2):443–457, 2003.

[10] P. Exner and D. Krejčiřík. Bound states in mildly curved layers. J. Phys. A, 34(30):5969–5985, 2001. [11] P. Exner and P. Šeba. Bound states in curved quantum waveguides. J. Math Phy., 30:2574–2580, 1989. [12] P. Exner and S. Vugalter. Asymptotic estimates for bound states in quantum waveguides coupled laterally through a narrow window. Ann. H. Poincaré, 65:109–123, 1996.

[13] M. P. Gaffney. The heat equation mehtod of Milgram and Rosenbloom for open Riemannian manifolds. Ann.

of Math. (2), 60:458–466, 1954.

[14] M. P. Gaffney. A special Stokes’s theorem for complete Riemannian manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2), 60:140–145, 1954.

[15] A. Gray. Tubes, volume 221 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, second edition, 2004. With a preface by Vicente Miquel.

[16] R. E. Greene and H. Wu. C^∞ convex functions and manifolds of positive curvature. Acta Math., 137(3- 4):209–245, 1976.

[17] A. A. Grigor^′yan. Existence of the Green function on a manifold. Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 38(1(229)):161–162, 1983. Engl. transl: Russian Math. surveys 38 (1983), 190-191.

[18] A. A. Grigor^′ yan. The existence of positive fundamental solutions of the Laplace equation on Riemannian manifolds. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 128(170)(3):354–363, 446, 1985. Engl. transl: Math USSR Sbornik, 56 (1987), 349-358.

[19] P. Hartman. Geodesic parallel coordinates in the large. Amer. J. Math., 86:705–727, 1964. [20] A. Huber. On subharmonic functions and differential geometry in the large. Comment. Math. Helv., 32:13–72, 1957.

[21] D. Krejčiřík. Quantum strips on surfaces. J. Geom. Phys., 45(1-2):203–217, 2003. [22] D. Krejčiřík and J. Kříz. On the spectrum of curved planar waveguides. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 41(3):757– 791, 2005.

[23] D. Krejčiřík and R. Tiedra de Aldecoa. The nature of the essential spectrum in curved quantum waveguides.

J. Phys. A, 37(20):5449–5466, 2004.

[24] P. Li. Curvature and function theory on Riemannian manifolds. In Surveys in differential geometry, Surv.

Differ. Geom., VII, pages 375–432. Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2000. [25] P. Li. Harmonic functions and applications to complete manifolds. IMPA, 2006.

[26] P. Li and L.-F. Tam. Harmonic functions and the structure of complete manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 35(2):359–383, 1992.

[27] P. Li and J. Wang. Complete manifolds with positive spectrum. J. Differential Geom., 58(3):501–534, 2001. [28] M. Reed and B. Simon. Methods of modern mathematical physics. I. Academic Press Inc. [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich Publishers], New York, second edition, 1980. Functional analysis.

[29] W. Renger and W. Bulla. Existence of bound states in quantum waveguides under weak conditions.

Lett. Math. Phys., 35:1–12, 1995.

[30] R. Schoen and S.-T. Yau. Lectures on Differential Geometry, volume 1 of Conference Proceedings and Lecture Notes in Geometry and Topology. International Press, 1994.

[31] N. T. Varopoulos. Potential theory and diffusion on Riemannian manifolds. In Conference on harmonic analysis in honor of Antoni Zygmund, Vol. I, II (Chicago, Ill., 1981), Wadsworth Math. Ser., pages 821–837. Wadsworth, Belmont, CA, 1983.

Department of Mathematics, University of California, Irvine, Irvine, CA 92697 E-mail address, Christopher Lin: clin@math.uci.edu E-mail address, Zhiqin Lu: zlu@math.uci.edu