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Abstract: We investigate the ground state of a two-dimensional quantum particle
in a magnetic field where the field vanishes nondegenerately along a closed curve.
We show that the ground state concentrates on this curve as e/h tends to infinity,
where e is the charge, and that the ground state energy grows like (e/4)*3. These
statements are true for any energy level, the level being fixed as the charge tends
to infinity. If the magnitude of the gradient of the magnetic field is a constant b
along its zero locus, then we get the precise asymptotics (e/k)??(by)*E, 4+ O(1)
for every energy level. The constant E, ~ .5698 is the infimum of the ground state

energies E(f) of the anharmonic oscillator family —gyz—z + (% i ﬁ)2.

1. Introduction

We investigate the asymptotics of a two-dimensional quantum particle in a magnetic
field as A = e/h tends to infinity. Here e is its charge and % is Planck’s constant.
The Hamiltonian of Schrodinger’s equation is the covariant Laplacian associated
to a connection whose curvature is the magnetic field. Geometrically speaking, the
parameter A is the Chern number, or power, of the line bundle on whose sections this
Laplacian acts. If the magnetic field is bounded away from zero by some constant
By, then it is well-known that the particle’s ground state energy E;(1) satisfies

Ei(4) 2 [2Bo. (1)

We are interested in the case where the field does vanish. We will assume that
it vanishes along a closed curve C and that its gradient there is nonzero. Our main
result is that in this case the ground state concentrates along C as 4 — oo and that
its energy satisfies:

Ey(2)=,0(23) . (2)

More generally, for every eigenvalue below the continuous spectrum, the same
energy bounds and eigensection concentration holds.
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If the gradient of the magnetic field has constant nonzero magnitude by along
C then we can be more precise about the spectral asymptotics. For each fixed j the
J™ eigenvalue satisfies

Ej(2) = 2PBPE, +0 (#P) (3)

where the positive constant E, is defined to be the infimum of the ground state
energies E(f) of the anharmonic oscillator family _d_22 + (% - ﬁ)z. With the

d
help of Cesar Castilho we have E, =~ .5698. g

There is a fair amount of work regarding the spectrum of covariant Laplacians.
Most authors assume that the magnetic field is nowhere vanishing, or in higher
dimensions, that the curvature is fat, which means as nondegenerate as possible. In
[12,13, and 14] Guillemin and Uribe relate the spectral asymptotics to the classical
Hamiltonian flows under the assumption of fatness. In [7] and [8] Demailly weakens
the assumption of pointwise nondegeneracy of the curvature and uses his resulting
asymptotics to answer a conjecture in complex complex differential geometry. The
papers of Simon and co-authors [27,6] and references therein, contain a host of
varied results concerning the spectrum for magnetic fields on the plane.

The motivation for this work was our discovery of a peculiar classical phe-
nomenon. The classical motions y(¢) = (x(¢), y(¢)) of a particle in a magnetic field
satisfy the following constrained variational principle: minimise the arclength be-
tween two given endpoints on the surface, subject to the constraint that the “flux”
P = va between these two points is fixed. 4 is the one-form potential for the

magnetic field B : dA = B x (area form). In [25] we showed that, in addition to
the classical motions, every sufficiently short arc of the zero locus C of the mag-
netic field is also a solution to this minimization problem. Such arcs are critical
points of @. In some sense, the extraneous solution C corresponds to a classical
motion for which the particle’s charge is infinite. Our original question was “Does
the extraneous solution persist upon quantization?” We find that not only does it
persist, but it is the dominant feature as A = e/h tends to infinity.

1.1. Sublaplacians and Nilpotent Groups. The correspondence between the spectral
asymptotics of Laplacians and Riemannian geodesics is well-known. We believe the
phenomenon described here is one of the first instances of a correspondence between
the asymptotics of subLaplacians and singular geodesics for their corresponding
SubRiemannian geometries. We will define these terms momentarily.

Suppose that the underlying two-dimensional space for our magnetic field prob-
lem is flat with metric dx> + dy®. Then the family of Hamiltonians which we in-
vestigate is

) 2 0 2
H(L) = — (5; — iAdy(x, y)) - (5 — iAd,(x, y)> ,

where 4ydx + A,dy represents the connection form, or vector potential for the field.
Introduce a circular variable z and consider the hypoelliptic operator

0 A 2\’
n--(5-az) - (5-0z)
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Decomposing wave functions into Fourier modes relative to z we find:

H=@H®).

LEZ

The operator H is an example of a subLaplacian which is hypoelliptic accord-
ing to a theorem of Hormander: By a subLaplacian we mean a second order linear
differential operator of the form H = Zf: 1 X7 + Xo, where the X; are smooth vec-
tor fields on a n-manifold Q, n > k. H is called hypoelliptic if whenever u is a
distributional solution to the equation Hu = f with f smooth then u is also smooth.
Hormander’s theorem [19] asserts that a subLaplacian is hypoelliptic provided the
X; are Lie bracket-generating, which is to say that the X; together with their iterated
Lie brackets [X;, X;],[X,, [Xj, Xi]],- - - span the entire tangent space TQ. The H for
our magnetic problem is the hypoelliptic. It takes two brackets to generate along
the zero locus of B and one everywhere else.

The differential geometry underlying subLaplacians is called subRiemannian geo-
metry [28] or Carnot-Caratheodory geometry [11]. It consists of a rank £ distribution
2 C TQ together with a fiber inner product on Z. & is the span of the X; which
we declare to be orthonormal, thus defining the inner product. In our magnetic field
problems Q is a 3-manifold, the total space of a circle bundle with connection
A, over a two-dimensional Riemannian surface M2. The 2-plane field 2 C TQ is
the horizontal distribution {dz — Acdx — A,dy = 0} associated to the connection A
and the vector fields X;, X, are the horizontal lifts of an orthonormal frame for
M. The operator H is the so-called covariant or horizontal Laplacian. It commutes
with the circle action on Q so we can decompose it according to Fourier modes
(representations of the circle),

H=@HA),
AEZL
LX) = @re). (4)
rLE

where ¥ € I'(1) if Y(e%) = e**y(q), where q — ¢%g denotes the circle action.
The spaces I'(1) are naturally identified with the A” tensor product of the Her-
mitian line bundle L for which Q is the space of unit vectors in its dual L* =
L~!. We are interested in the asymptotics as A — oco. In the general case A
will be some measure of the components transverse to & of the differentials of
functions.

Let Q4 be the set of absolutely continuous paths in Q whose derivatives
lie in 2 when they exist. The length of such a path y:[0,T] — Q is de-
fined as the integral \/Zy,)i)dt. We use this length functional to define minimiz-
ing subRiemannian geodesics, geodesics,and a distance function as in Rieman-
nian geometry. Let £ : T*Q — R be the principal symbol for our subLaplacian.
Thus

1k 2
h= EZ(P i)
Jj=1
where P,(q, p) = p(X;(¢)) for p € T;Q. (So H is a quantization of h.) The pro-
jections y C Q to Q of the solutions & C T*Q to Hamilton’s equations for h are
locally-in-time minimizing geodesics. For a while it was thought that these ac-
counted for all geodesics. However, the peculiar classical phenomenon just referred
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to provides a counterexample: the horizontal lifts to Q of the zero locus C C M? in
our magnetic problem are locally minimizing geodesics which are not projections
of solutions to Hamilton’s equations.

These curves are the first examples of strictly singular geodesics. An inte-
gral curve for a distribution & is called singular if it is a critical point for
the endpoint map end: Qg — Q x Q which sends a path y to its endpoints end
(y) = ( y(0), y(T)). Since our work Liu and Sussmann [22] have found a plethora
of singular minimizers for rank 2 distributions in n-dimensions, of which ours is
the simplest case. The curves which they investigate are the same class investigated
by Bryant and Hsu [3] who showed that they are isolated points in the C'-topology
on Qg Nend~'(qo,q;) mod reparameterisations.

There are hints (Sussmann, private communication; Bismut [1]) that the small-
time asymptotics for the subLaplacian’s heat kernel is dominated by contributions
from singular curves. There is also evidence for the conjecture that the presence
of rigid singular geodesics signals the breakdown of a property called analytic
hypoellipticity for the subLaplacian. (An operator is called analytic hypoelliptic if
Hu = f with f analytic implies that u is analytic.) A stronger conjecture was made
by Treves [29] for the case of general pseudodifferential operators with nonnegative
symbol 4. In this generality, singular curves correspond to the projections of nonva-
nishing Cartan characteristics for the restriction of the canonical two-form w to the
characteristic set {h =0} C T*Q.(£:[0,T] — {h = 0} is a Cartan characteristic if
w(é, -) = 0). Evidence supporting this conjecture is provided by work of Helffer on
invariant subLaplacians on nilpotent groups. We describe Helffer’s work briefly. It
is relevant to our work in more ways than one.

The subRiemannian analogue of the Riemannian tangent space at g is called
the nilpotentization of (2, Q) at q and is an n-dimensional graded nilpotent Lie
group G = G, with a rank k£ subRiemannian structure. (See [26,22,24].) For this
and other reasons invariant subLaplacians on such groups have been the subject of
much study. (In addition to some of the above references, see also [16,17], and
references therein.) Helffer analyses such subLaplacians in terms of their spectral
decomposition @;H(A), where now A runs over Gj the space of irreducible rep-
resentations of G. He proves (Theorem 1.3, [15]) that the subLaplacians arising
from the nilpotentization of the rank 2 examples of Bryant-Hsu-Liu-Sussmann fail
to be analytic hypoelliptic. The simplest rank 2 nilpotentization is the group whose
Lie algebra is the four-dimensional Engel algebra. This has basis {X, ¥, W, Z} and
only non-vanishing brackets [Y, X]= W,[Y, W] = Z. Its subLaplacian is X2 + Y2.
Helffer calculates that for a certain family of representations A the correspond-

ing covariant Laplacians H(A) are precisely the anharmonic family of oscillators
2

- % + (/3 + %byz)2 which are the key to our spectral analysis. They are also

the key to Helffer’s Theorem 1.3.

This coincidence is perhaps not so surprising. A local normal form for distri-
butions of the type we investigate (generic degeneracy of a contact distribution)
near the zero locus was found by Martinet [23] and asserts that the distribution
can be framed by vector fields ¥ = % and X = a_ax + % yz;%. (These will typically
not be orthonormal.) The Engel algebra can be realised as the Lie algebra gener-

ated by the vector fields ¥ = % and X = % + y% + %yz;% on R*. Observe that

X = X,n,¥Y =Y, where 7 is the projection n(x, y, z, w) = (, y, z). So the En-
gel subLaplacian projects to an approximation of our H, the approximation which
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we use to develop our asymptotics. This approximation is exact when the scalar
magnetic field is B = y on the flat plane.

1.2. Physical Considerations.

$2 o e 2 0 e 2
H:_Z—Y;’l—{(é)—c— ZAX(X’ y)) +<$_ley(x’ y)) }

is the Hamiltonian for a spinless nonrelativistic planar particle of charge e and
mass m in a magnetic field perpendicular to the plane whose signed magnitude is
B. Here 4 = A,dx + A,dy is the vector potential for B so that B = %Ax - %A s
or Bdx Ndy = dA. If the magnetic field is a constant B = By then the ground state
energy is

142 |eB

B, = L7 leBol.

2m h
The bound (1) above states that if B is not constant but instead satisfies a bound
B > By (or is less than —Bj) then this energy is a lower bound for the true energy.

Our result concerning the case where the field vanishes along C is that

2 2/3
Ej(e) ~ % {(I_e%l) E, +0(1)}

in case the magnitude by of VB is constant along C. The scale at which this
asymptotics is valid is

ebo 1

T
where ¢ encodes the length scales associated to C, for example, its length, the
inverse of its minimum curvature, and [é’gBl.
The operator which we will study is obtained from the above Hamiltonian by

eliminating units and multiplying by 2. Thus replace % by 1, set e/h = A, and
multiply by 2 to obtain

0 A ?
H(A) = - (5 — A4 (x, y)) — (5 — iA4,(x, y)) . (5)

2. Formulation and Results

We will formulate our results on curved surfaces. So, let M be an oriented complete
Riemannian surface, possibly with boundary. A magnetic field on M is the curvature
two-form of a connection (U(1)-gauge field) 4 for a complex Hermitian line bundle
n: L — M over M. The magnetic field can be represented by a scalar field B on M
according to the rule

dA = n*Bd’x ,

where d’x represents the area form on M.
The quantum Hamiltonian H = H(A4) for our particle is the covariant Laplacian:

H=D:D,.
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In local coordinates x!, x2 on M:

Hy = —\_lézp,l (" /aDy) .

Here g*’ is the inverse metric on M, \/gdxldxz = d’x is the area form,

0 .
DH = M - ZA#
is the covariant derivative in the x* direction, and 4 = 4,dx" + A4,dx? is the connec-
tion one-form relative to the local trivialization in which the section  is represented,

Dy = (Diy)dx' + (Dry)dx*

is a section of T*M ® L. The operator D} is the adjoint of D, relative to the L?
pairing for sections of L and of 7*M ® L. If M has boundary we impose Dirichlet
boundary conditions: ¢ =0 on the boundary of M. If M is noncompact we insist
that the sections are square integrable.

The particle couples to the magnetic field through its charge A and the minimal
coupling rule:

0 0 )
6x_# —)Du(/l): M—IMF.

Geometrically, minimal coupling is achieved by replacing the line bundle L by its
A-fold tensor product:

L*=L®L®...®L (A times).

(Negative A corresponds to powers of the dual of L.) For if 4 is the connection
form for L with respect to a local trivialization, then A4 is the connection one-form
which it induces on the tensor product.

We are interested in the spectral asymptotics of

H(Z) = D(A)"D(4),
the covariant Laplacian on L* as 1 — oo. Let
E(1) = inf(spec(H (1))

be the bottom of the spectrum for H(A). Recall that E (1) is the infimum of the
Rayleigh quotient
W.HA) _ 1Dy’
2 - 2 9 (6)
vl vl

where the infimum is taken over nonzero sections i of L*. Here || - || denotes the
L, norm on the space of sections of either L* or L* ® T*M and (-,-) the inner
product. The equality above is obtained by integration by parts, the boundary terms
vanishing because due to Dirichlet boundary data.

We will suppose that the zero locus,

C={B=0}CcM
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of the magnetic field is a single curve, nondegenerate in the sense that dB =0 along
this curve. If M has boundary, we suppose that it is disjoint from C. If M is not
compact, we suppose that C is compact, and we will suppose that the magnetic
field B is bounded away from zero at infinity. The next two theorems summarise
our main results.

Theorem 1. Under the assumptions described in the above paragraph, E|(A) =
O (|A|*3) . Specifically, there are positive constants k and K such that for all
sufficiently large |A|,
E\(4)
More generally, for any fixed positive integer j, there is a A sufficiently large
such that for all 2 with || = A,H() has at least j eigenvalues E;(1) below its

. . . E;Q2
continuous spectrum and they all satisfy the estimate k < ’(2//2 < K. The corre-
141

sponding eigensections 1/5’ concentrate along C in the sense that for any open set
U whose closure is disjoint from C we have

. i
All.rgoglwfl—o

Remark. If M is compact then there is no continuous spectrum to worry about, of
course.

Remark. The last part of the theorem says that it is almost certain that the particle
is very close to the zero locus C provided 2 is sufficiently large. This statement
can be made stronger: Let y(m) = dist(C, m) for m € M. Then, for any exponent
v < 1/3 we will show that:

lim [ |¥(x,A)|d°x = 0.
T y> a0}

for any family y(-, 1) of sections with energy of O(1%3).

Remark. The assumptions that C is compact and that the magnetic field is bounded
away from zero are needed to insure that the continuous spectrum grows linearly
with |4|, and so is separated from the the discrete spectra. See the end of Sect. 6.
Remark. Our analysis suggests that the eigenvalue splitting E>(4) — E1(4) is O(1),

apparently bounded 2nb(2)/ 3 /length(C)?* and oscillating between this upper bound and
o(1). See Eq. (11) below. We plan to make this error estimate the subject of a future

paper.

Theorem 1 follows rather easily from the next theorem in which we are more
precise about the asymptotics at the expense of adding another assumption. We
introduce the family of model operators:

2 2
Hyn(B) = —5}7 + <%y2 - ﬂ)

acting on Ly(R). B is a real parameter. The coordinate y will be identified with
the coordinate normal to C. Let E(f8) denote the Ist eigenvalue of Hyy(f) and set

E. = infE(B).
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We will see that £, > 0 and E, = E(f,) for some f,. We have numerically cal-
culated: £, ~ .5698.

Theorem 2. In addition to the assumptions made for Theorem 1, assume that the

magnitude of the gradient of the magnetic field is a constant by along C. Then
Ei(4)
[A[23

=FE, +o(l).

The same estimate holds for all eigenvalues, as in Theorem 2.

Theorems 1 and 2 should be compared with the following theorem which is a
restatement of Eq. (1).

Theorem 3. Suppose that the magnetic field satisfies |B| = By for some positive
constant By. Then

E(A) Z Bol4] .

Remark. If M is compact without boundary and By is positive, then the ground
states of Theorem 3 are precisely the holomorphic sections. The multiplicity of the
ground state energy is given by the Riemann-Roch theorem for large charge. In
particular, the ground state is always degenerate for sufficiently positive Chern
class (total flux). Theorem 3 and these results appear to be well-known to experts.
See Demailly [7, 8] and references therein. For completeness we prove them in our
appendix.

3. Sketch of Proofs.

As discussed above
D)o
o1z~

where the infimum is taken over all nonzero smooth sections satisfying the boundary
conditions. We will refer to the function to be infimised as the Rayleigh quotient,
or energy of a section. Upper bounds for £; can be obtained by calculating the
energy of a family of test functions. Lower bounds are harder. For them we rely on
a partition of unity trick for splitting up the Laplacian known as IMS localization
and discussed in detail in [27, 6].

Ey(4) = inf,

Remark. The theorem of Simon in [27] is motivated by Witten’s proof of the
Morse inequalities. At a certain point Witten argues that one can use WKB analysis
to estimate the number of low-lying eigenvalues and Simon makes this argument
rigorous. For another approach to rigorizing this argument, see Helffer [18].

We begin by proving Theorem 2. Our proof is based on a calculation which
shows that when written in normal coordinates near C the Hamiltonian is close to a
separable Hamiltonian Hy(1) acting on the space of functions on C x R ~ S! x RR.
After separating variables, the part of Hj acting normal to C becomes an anharmonic
oscillator Hamiltonian. This can be analyzed precisely and leads to our estimates.

Most of the technical tools for our proof are borrowed from B. Simon’s article
“Semiclassical Analysis of Low lying Eigenvalues I: Nondegenerate minima,” [27].
The main tool is the so-called IMS localization method which lets us localize the



Hearing the Zero Locus of a Magnetic Field 659

Hamiltonian near C. This is done by multiplying wave functions by a family J;
of nonnegative functions whose support contains C and shrinks to C as 1 — oc.
The upper bound of Theorem 1 is proved by inserting functions of the form J}¢,
where the ¢ are eigensections for Hy into the Rayleigh quotient. The lower bound
follows from the IMS localization formula (28) below. This is a formula for H in
terms of J1HJ,, a term supported away from C, and some corrections.

Concentration of eigensections follows from Theorem 3 by contradiction.
Roughly: If a family y* of sections is supported away from C, then its energy
must grow linearly, like ABy, where By > 0 is a lower bound for the absolute
value of the magnetic field on the support of the family of sections.

The estimate of Theorem 1 follows from Theorem 2 by perturbing the metric
near C in order to obtain a new metric for which the hypothesis of Theorem 2 holds.
We follow how the perturbation changes the Rayleigh quotient and this leads to the
necessary estimates.

Theorem 3 is proved in the Appendix.

4. Deriving the Anharmonic Oscillator
4.1. A Model Case: Rotationally Symmetric Field. The mechanism at work behind

our theorems can be seen most simply by assuming that the magnetic field is
rotationally symmetric. Let #, 6 be polar coordinates on the plane and suppose that

A = Ap(r)d0

is the potential for such a magnetic field:

1
B(r)= ;:—rAg(r) .

Expressed in polar coordinates, the Hamiltonian (5) is

2
H= —%% (r%) ~ ;15 (% — i/lAg(r)> .
We suppose that there is a unique » = #y > 0 such that
B(ry)=0
and
j—f(ro)#o .
Then the zero locus C is the circle of radius ry and

1
Ag = A; + Eb(r)(r —rp)?,

where b(ry)=0 and 2nd,; is the total flux, or holonomy, enclosed by C. We can
separate variables by writing

W(r,0) = exp(ik)¢(r)
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with £ an integer. Then
Hy = (Hi(A)p)exp(ik0) ,

where
2
Hy(A) = ——d_ ( d¢> +/12 {(k//l) — A(ro) — %b(r)(r— ro)z} ¢.
Set
1 1 57
V=Vi= ) {(k/i) —A(ro) — Eb(r)(” — 7o) } .

Our reduced Hamiltonian,

d\?* d
H(A)=— -] + V() + —term,
dr dr

has the form of a Hamiltonian for a one-dimensional particle in a strongly con-
straining potential field. Setting

Bk, A) = (k/Arg) — (A1/ro)

and %(r —rp) = y we see that

2
v (B2 013 ?)

so that our Hamiltonian is roughly of the form of a strong anharmonic oscillator:

H~ ‘:‘f /12< ﬁ)z.

The WKB method now suggests our theorems. The exponent 2/3 in front of the
energy can be derived by a scaling argument which reduces the above operator to
a standard anharmonic oscillator Hamiltonian.

4.2. General Case: Normal Coordinates. Introduce normal coordinates (x, y) in a
neighborhood of the zero locus C with x arc length along C and y normal to C.
Then C = {y = 0} and the metric near C has the form

ds* = f(x,y)zdx2 + a’y2 s

where
f(x,0)=1.
The area form is
d*x = fdx Ndy .

We can choose a local gauge (section) so that

1
A= A(x,y)dx = <A1 + 5b(x,y)y2> dx
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If L denotes the length of C, then 4, = +log(Holonomy(C)) = 1 [ A4, and b(x,0) =
VB(x,0)-(normal) = ‘Z—f(x,O):!:O, and

o= (7)) [ (309

To obtain the approximate operator Hy(4) we replace f(x,y) by f(x,0)=1 and
b(x, y) by by = £|VB(x,0)|, assumed constant.

i I 1O\

H(Z) ~ Ho(%)

We expect

for small y. A significant part of the proof concerns being precise about the meaning
of “N”

We can think of Hy(4) as a self-adjoint operator acting on L2(S! x R), where
the circle S' has length L and is coordinatized by x. Since Hy commutes with
£ we can separate variables. Set

Y= ﬁe'zfﬁ o(») . (7)

1 awm [ —d% kA 1,
Hox//—\/z N {d2 +lb<&Lbo by §y>q) .

The operator on ¢ has the form of an anharmonic oscillator.

Then

—d*¢ 122
e (ﬂ 2y>q>

with a strong potential (A >> 0). Here we have replaced 1by by 1 and set

Han(4; ) =

2nk A1

ﬁzﬁ(k,1)=m—b—0~

5. The Anharmonic Oscillator Family
The dilation
(T()P)y) = Vad(ey)

is a unitary operator on L?>(IR,dy) which satisfies din(a) = ch(cx)j—y and »'T(a) =

o *T(a)y*. By computing T'(a:)Hmn(4; f) and balancing the strengths of the kinetic
and potential terms of the resulting Hamiltonians we obtain the scaling law

Haon(%: B)T (x%) _y (x%) 23 Ho (1,&%) .
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Let E(f) be the lowest eigenvalue of Hoph(1, ). Then
s p) = 2B (B23)

where E1(4, ) is the lowest eigenvalue of Hynn(4; ).
For f# = —|f| negative we have

Ho(1,) = —"—2+(1 2+|/3|) > B

For f positive the potential is a “seagull potential.” It can be factored: (3 y* — /3)2 =

2 2
(% y - \/E) (% y+ \/B) . Consequently, for f > 1, H (1, ) is approximately
two widely separated harmonic oscillators each of frequency 2\/3. Thus for positive

p we have
Han(1;8) > 4/B+0 (V/B) -

(See Simon [27] for a rigorous proof of this bound.) In either case E(f) is positive
and unbounded for large |B|. Since E(f) is a continuous function of f, its infimum

= infgE(p)

is a positive number which is realized for some f., ., < 0,

E. =E(f).
Numerically, we have found

E, ~ 5698
and B, ~ .730. (Thank you, Cesar Castilho)

Returning to our model operator Hy(4) on L*(S' x R) we see that
JE 2
Hy(A) = 213b 8E* .

Moreover, if k = k(4) is any sequence of integers such that

2 (2nk(D) Ay
13<ALbo _b_o)—éﬁ*’

then
1
lim— Ey(Ho(4;k(4))) = E
3
Here we use Ej(H) to denote the first eigenvalue of an operator H, and Hy(A,k)

is the restriction of Hy(A) to the space with angular momentum k. Our sequence
k(A) satisfies

2nk(A) 1 (/1 - ) . ®)

TboL b0A1+ﬂ*l3 +o
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(It is a straightforward exercise in number theory to see that there is a sequence

k(1) of integers, A integer, satisfying this property.) The corresponding family of
ground states for Hy(4,k(1)) is

(i 2) = Abgn (1Fy) |
where ¢; is the positive normalized ground state for
—d> 1,\° —d? 1,\°

One can work out its asymptotics using the WKB method. We will not need the
full asymptotics but only the bounds:

C _l_sil
lp1(»)] = me s(1=9bI” ©
d
%(Y) < cylems(-ObF (10)

valid for all y with |y| greater than some Yy(c,d). Here J is an arbitrary small
positive number, and ¢ is a positive constant. For rigorous proofs of these WKB-
type bounds see [21] or [9].

Remark on higher eigenfunctions for H,. Observe that if k(1) satisfies the condition
of Eq. 8, then so does any sequence of the form k(1) + ék for any fixed integer
Ok. The corresponding functions i of the ansatz are orthogonal since exp(i2mhx/L)
and exp(i2n((k + ok)x/L) are orthogonal for 6k a nonzero integer.

Using perturbation theory we can estimate the size of the eigenvalue splitting:

SE = E\(k(A) + 6k, 1) — E1(k(A,k)

due to such a change of wave number. Since B, minimizes E(f) we have
dE/dp|s, = 0. And

o = Bk + 0k, ) — B(k, A) = 20k /AL .

It follows that

1d*E
OF ~ 2Pb 3 T o, (2P0

= (SkYby? <2—’3>2
= o 7
=0(1).
This proves that for each fixed j the j eigenvalue EJQ(/I) of Hy also satisfies

E%(2)

. _12/3
hm—W = bO E* .
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In particular, it also implies the eigenvalue splitting estimate

2
EX(A) —E)2) £ (14 0(1))p? <2L—”> =0(1). (11)

The WKB bounds (9, 10) for the ground state also hold also for these ;™
eigenfunctions.

6. Proof of Theorem 1: Upper Bound

6.1. Upper Bound. We establish the upper bound

E(4)

2/3
- < bR, (12)

lim sup

by inserting test functions of the form

V=T, ;)
into the variational principle (6) for E;(4). Here

2mik(/)x

Yy 4) = %eT%(y;l) .

are the ground states for Hy(4) as described in the previous two sections. Thus the
¢o(y; 1) are ground states for our anharmonic oscillator family. The functions Jf
are a family of bump functions centered on the curve C = {y = 0} whose width
shrinks to zero as 4 — oo in a manner which we now describe.

Introduce a fixed smooth function Jy(y) of y whose values lie between 0 and
1 and which is identically 1 for |y| < 1, and identically 0 for |y| = 2. Define the
function J;* by

JH) = Ah(y).

The exponent v must satisfy
2/9 <v<1/3.

This inequality is crucial due to the fact that
2P <« < P

as 4 — oo (cf. with the WKB scaling at the end of Sect. 4).
The upper bound (12) follows from the following three lemmas.

Lemma 1. The ansdtz * satisfies

W'l =1+ o(1) (13)
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for Y a section defined near C. If the adjoint * is taken with respect to the flat
metric on C x R = §'(L) x IR, then our model operator is given as

Hy = D{Dy .
Lemma 2.
Doy < 23byE. + 0 (227) .

Lemma 3. There exists a positive constant c such that for all sufficiently
large 2,

HIDUYAIP = 1Dy | < {2 > ID°UHA I + 228 )}

Let us see how the upper bound follows from these lemmas. Combining them
and recalling that y* = J{yo(x, y; 4) we see that

DG = DG WA | S 2 (2181 VES + 0 (112)] 11 + o]

+ 22701 +o(1)]
o(/{%—3v+12—6") . (14)

IIA

But ‘3-‘ —3v,2—6v < 2/3 since v > 2/9. Therefore
DY P = 1Dy | | = o (22). (15)
Then

D)W |)? ;
LR < oG P+ o
< DG I = 1DoCW 1] + 1Do(AWH1P] 11 4 o(1)]
=0 (221) + 2PBE, +0 (2P) (16)

which establishes the upper bound.

Proof of Lemma 1. The WKB eigenfunction ¢(y; 4) is normalized:

L= T lbo(rs M2y = [ GEO)bo(rs Dy + [ (1 = GEOND)ldolr; )dy.

—o0 —00

On the other hand,

) ; 1
W12 = ST 7 oy DS (x, y)dxdy .
The support of J} is |y| < 247" and on this domain

1= f] < clyl

for some constant ¢ (related to the curvature of C and of the metric near C). It
follows that

2/2"

T U 1oy DRIy — WL S ¢ | (F20)) 1o(s DRI| dy

oo —2/a
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and so
, 22 .
=PI e [ GO a0 DFbldy + (1= (UF)) [dnCrs )Py

Now change variables to & = 2/3y to obtain:

-2/ 231/3 -y
[ O 1o P Iyldy = [ 1ol A)PAPlelde = 0(A~3) .
2/ _oj1/3—r

The support of 1 —J}(y)? is |y] > 47" so that

T (1= Ji D) bolys My < 2 ;}9 lbo(y; DPdy .
—oo 1

Using the WKB estimate (9) for ¢; and Watson’s lemma (cf. Erdelyi, or Copson
[51) we find that for any 6 > 0 we have

oo e8] 1 1—9 11/3~V
[ sorray= T Igwerae < 22XR0200 D

/2 21/3=v

which is much smaller than O(41~'/3). Putting these inequalities together we obtain
the normalization equation (13).

Proof of Lemma 3. If a section { is supported in a small neighborhood then we
can compute Do(A)Y and D(A)Y¥ and compare them. Now the connection one-form
for D is

A= [A1 + (%) boy® + 03()@}’)}’3] dx ,
where a3 is a smooth bounded function in a neighborhood of C. It follows that
D(A) = Do(4) + idas(x, y)y*dx ,
so that we have the pointwise equality:
IDY* ~ Doy * = [Dap|* — Do *
= —Af H{(Dosias y*¥) + (ias y* ¥, Do)} + (a3 VW }

(The subscripted xs denote the dx components of the differentials. The length of dx
is f~!.) Integrating, and applying Cauchy-Schwartz we obtain

HIDY 1> = 1Dy I?| < 2401 Doxtp||lllas >l + 22[|a3 0> -

Now replace y by J{. (We think of multiplication by J{‘ as a map from the space
of square integrable sections over to the space of such sections over C x R.) The
support of J{ and D%* is {|y| < 247"} so that the above inequality becomes

[P = UDoTWIN| £ er{A > [IDoT) 7wl + 2~ (7w DY
(17)
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where the constant ¢, is independent of A and involves bounds on f and a3 in an
arbitrarily small neighborhood of C, and various powers of 2. QED.

Proof of Lemma 2. 1t suffices to prove the stated asymptotics for the integral of
[Do(A)* P dxdy .

This is because |1 — f| < cy in an annular neighborhood of C, and the support of
Doy* is {|y| < 2/2'}, so by an argument given previously

| J1Doy* [*dxdy — [|Doy*[* fdxdy| < ¢'27" [||Doy* | dxdy (18)
for some constant ¢’. But if )
J1IDoy*|dxdy
has the stated O (4%/) asymptotics, then the above inequality yields a differ-
ence which is 0 (4237") = 0 (4*/?) so that the limits of -\ [ [|Doy*||* fdxdy and
=5 [ Doy*||*dxdy are equal.

Now ) . ;
Do(J{) = dJ{ @ + J{ Doy , (19)

so that
Do = [T P[] + 2Re( I, Do) + UEVIDW* . (20)
We analyze the integral of each of these three terms separately.

First Term. The support of dJ{ is {+ < |y| < £} and dJj = 2'J{(2y)dy (recall:
JHy) = Ji(2'y)) so that

o

7

[l \ylPdxdy < 2°¢ [ [y Pdxdy .

|- —

~

Since ) is square integrable with integral close to 1 we obtain
[ldJ{ |y Pdxdy = O (%) = o (323) . 21)

(Further analysis using the WKB estimates shows that this integral is actually
exponentially small in 1.)

Second Term. Assuming the validity of the O (/12/ 3) bound on the third term we
have

[Ty, Dop)dxdy| <\ [UidsiwPdxdy] [1Dyldxdy
< C//{vil/3b(1)/3Ei/2
=0 (1*?) . (22)

Third Term. ¥ = Y(x, y; ) is an exact eigenvector for Hy(4) so that
J\DoyPdxdy = (Ao E\(B(4,k(4)) , (23)
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where E(f(4,k(1)) — E. as A — oo. But:
JIDoy*dxdy = [(J{ Y| Doy Pdxdy + [(1 = (J{)) Doy Pdxdy . (24)

The support of 1 — (J{)? is {|y| > 4} so that

J(1 = G| DoyPdxdy < 2 /°f° Doy Pdxdy
1/

The latter integral is analyzed using the WKB estimate (10) for ¢; and Watson’s
lemma ([5 or 10]). One finds it to be of the form O(P(A)exp(—14'~*")) for a
polynomial P. In particular:

JQA = UD)DoYPdxdy = 0 (27) . (25)
Integrating Eq. (20) and using Eq. (21)—(25) yields the claimed result.

6.2. Higher Eigenvalues. A slight extension of the above argument, applied to the
j™ eigenfunctions of Hy in place of its ground state, gives the same upper bound
for the j eigenvalue E;(4), for all .

A priori, it is not apparent that there is any discrete spectrum. We remedy this
by combining Theorem 3 with Perrson’s theorem ([6], p. 38) which states that the
infimum of the essential spectrum of H(Z) is given by the min-max expression:

WL HOW)
P

Here K ranges over the compact subsets of M. According to Theorem 3, this last
quantity is bounded below by |1|By, where By is a lower bound for the absolute
value of the magnetic field as we approach infinity (cf. Remark 2 following the
aforementioned statement of Perrson’s theorem, and Theorem 6.1 of that reference).
In particular, the essential spectrum must grow at least linearly, so there is plenty
of room for eigenvalues growing like 4%/

The extension to the higher eigenvalues now follows the lines of Simon’s
article, using the observation made at the end of our Sect. 5. There we observed
that for each integer Ok, the Hy-eigenfunctions corresponding to two different
sequences k(1) + ok, k(L) + 0j, 6k +0dj, 4,0j,0k = 1,2,3,... are orthonormal rela-
tive to the norm for sections over C x IR (product metric) and that the corresponding

0/~
Hy(A)-eigenvalues EJO(A) satisfy lim E/’z(/;) = bé/ 3E,. The sections obtained by mul-
tiplying these Hy eigensections by J; are easily shown to satisfy Lemmas 1 and 2,

and hence the first j eigenvalues are less than A%°b}°E, + o(4*3).

sup Iy supp(h)CM\K'}

7. Proof of Theorem 1: Lower Bound

We will show that
H(2) = 22PhPE (26)
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for any £ < E,. It follows immediately that lim inf #El(i) = bg/ 3E,, the desired

result. Set
Ji=1-U? 7)

with Jf as in the previous section. The proof of Eq. (26) is based on the IMS
localization formula for H:

H(L) = JFH(A) I + JEH(A) I — I = |dJEP (28)
See [27] or [6] regarding IMS localization.

Derivation of (28). An IMS type formula is valid for any operator of the form
covariant Laplacian plus potential. (See for example the definition in [2] of gener-
alized Laplacians.) Let f* denote the operator of multiplication of sections by the
smooth function f. Then

(£ LLHD = =20df), (29)
from which it follows that
1
SHf =5 (FPH+H?) +1dfT (30)

Add the fHf formulas together for f =Jj and f = J{ and remember that (J})* +
(J})? =1 to obtain the IMS formula (28).

We now proceed to obtain bounds for each of the terms in the IMS formula.
In the previous section we showed that

JldTH P Pa% < 22 [lylPd . (31)
It follows that ) )
(dJ)? + dJ§)7) £ 202 = o (42P)

where the left-hand side is thought of as a multiplication operator. (As shown in
the previous section, these terms are actually exponentially small in A4.) This bounds
the last two terms of the IMS formula.

To bound the JoH Jy term consider the covariant Laplacian with Dirichlet bound-
ary data for sections over the set {l vl =z Al,} Observe that for any smooth section

¥ we have J{y =0 on the set {|y| = % }. So J{¥ can be considered as in the
domain of this restricted covariant Laplace operator. Now

1Bl 2 oA~ +o(A™") for || = 5 . (32)
It follows from Theorem 3 (i.e. the bound of Eq. (1)) that

(WL JEH)IM) = (W HOYIH) = A(bed™") + oM@ (33)

or:
JEH)I§ Z [ ™ + 0 ()] (4P > 22PGPENIE? . (34)

Our upper bound will be complete once we have shown that

JHH () I > {22PbE + oW1 IPY (35)
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For then, by the IMS formula (28) and (34),
HQ) > 22POPEJN? + 2POPEUS? + 0(A2P) = 2PBPE +0(22),  (36)

as required.
Equation (35) is in turn implied by

JiHy () I > GPPYPE 4+ o)UY, 37)

and Lemma 3 of the previous section. For observe that the left-hand side of the
inequality in that lemma is

(W, JHH (2) = Ho(A) T[] - (38)
It follows that
S ITH)IY) 2 o (W, I HO() I )
— L5e{A DN + 27 )Y -

But ) ) )
(W JEH(W)IE) = Do) I{yI (39)

so that this inequality becomes

i ; ; Do(A) i) 1Do(A)J} A3y
iy sy 2 IR {” I L i
12 —6v

Now v > % so that 1 —3v < %, 2-6v <3 2 and ’11/33‘, j@/:‘ both go to zero as
A — oo. We have

Do J? A1=3y X

oIt 2 S il = Wil (VEbo +o0) . @)
so that

S T 2 IR (BB + o) (42)

As claimed.

It remains to prove Eq. (37). Refer back to the proof of Lemma 2, (18), of the
previous section where we proved

Doy — D2 m] < €A™ DY (43)

the notation of subscripted norms being obvious, we hope. We analyzed the spec-
trum of Ho(4) several sections ago and found that for all ¢, || Doo|%, g > 42363
E”‘P“2C><1R- In particular, for ¢ =J}y we find that ||D()(J1;‘¢)||2CX,R > /12/3b(2)/3
E|lJ]12, g Finally

Wi llesm = IR, — IR, — Iivlexg] > il + A" 10, . (44)
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Combining these last few inequalities yields Eq. (37).
This proves the lower bound for the ground state energy, and hence completes
the proof of the energy bounds of Theorem 2.

8. Eigenvalue Concentration

We will prove the following

Lemma 4. Let Y(-,A) be a sequence of sections of L* such that ﬂ%(w(-,l),
H(AWi(-, 1)) is bounded as A — oo. Then the Y(-,A) concentrate on C in the

sense that ) ,
Mgw - Dllyy =0 (A7) — 0,

where J¢- is the function used in the proof of the lower bound. (The support of J§
is the set {|y| > +}.)

According to the upper eigenvalue bounds of Theorem 1 and 2, the j eigensec-
tions satisfy the uniform bound of this lemma. This proves the concentration result
claimed in Theorem 2.

Proof of Lemma. Let b, be any positive number smaller than the minimum of

|VB| over C. Then for 1 sufficiently large the absolute value of the magnetic field
is greater than l/’—;* on the support of Jé‘. It follows from Theorem 3, the nonzero
magnetic field eigenvalue bound, that

. . b, i
W DTHD I D) 2 2( 5 ) Wi Dl

Combine this with the IMS localization formula (28) and the bounds on the
|dJZ|(21) to obtain

1 .
a5 WAL HGW, D) 2 2P D, +o(1)

On the other hand, we are given that the left-hand side of this inequality is
bounded above by some constant K. It follows that for sufficiently large 4 we have

K y
TR z [Ugy(-, /1)“12\4

as desired.
QED.

9. Proof of Theorem 1

The eigenvalue estimate of Theorem 1 follows from that of Theorem 2 and the
Rayleigh-Ritz principle. First observe that we can obtain the situation of Theorem 1
from that of Theorem 2 by perturbing the metric g of Theorem 2 while leaving the
connection A fixed. Let x, y be coordinates in a neighborhood of C such that (with
respect to a certain local trivialization) 4 = (4; + (1/2)y?)dx, x is an angular coor-
dinate along C and C is given by y = 0. (These are no longer normal coordinates
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with respect to the metric g!) Let p;(y) be a smooth function which is identically 1
for |y| < 1, identically O for |y| > 2 and satisfies 0 < p; < 1 in between. (With-
out loss of generality we may assume that the range of y is at least |y| < 3.) Set
po = 1 — p;. Define a new metric & = p;(dx?> + dy*) + pog. Then clearly 4 satisfies
the hypothesis of Theorem 2.

Since g and 4 are equal outside of a relatively compact neighborhood of C,
there exist positive constants ki,k, such that k1g¥ < h¥ < kyg”. Then one easily
sees that for all smooth sections y:

(zﬂ )2 JIDYVadx [ Dyfavhdx _ (/2)2 J 1Dy lgy/gd*x
ko) [Wlvadx = [llvhdx T \ki) [l e

It follows immediately from the characterization of the first eigenvalue as the mini-
mum of these quotients that

kE(g9) = Ei(h) £ KE(9),

2 2
where k£ = (%) , K= ('—‘l) and the notation E;(g), E;(h) has the obvious mean-

3 5
ing. A few moment’s reflection shows that by using the min-max characterization
of the j™ eigenvalues that the same is true for all discrete eigenvalues:

kEj(g) = E/(h) = KE(g) .

The bound of Theorem 1 now follows directly from that of Theorem 2.

10. Appendix

Here we prove Theorem 3 and thus the bound Eq. (1). They follow immediately
from the following theorem together with the fact that the curvature of L* is A times
that of L.

Theorem 4. Let ¢ be a section of L — M. If M has boundary suppose that ¢ is
zero on its boundary and if M is noncompact suppose that ¢ is square integrable.
Then

Dol 2 1 [Blo]a’s

Equality holds if and only if the section ¢ is holomorphic or anti-holomorphic on
each component of M.

Remark. Theorem 3 also follows immediately from the Weitzenbock type identity
of Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano. See Demailly [8] and references therein.

We explain what we mean by holomorphic and anti-holomorphic. M admits
coordinates (x,y), often called isothermal coordinates, with the property that in
these coordinates the metric has the form d%s = u(x, y)*(dx* + dy*) and dx A dy
agrees with the orientation of M. Then z = x + iy defines a complex coordinate on
M. Set

1

D, = §(D1¢ —iDy¢)
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and

D= 3(D$+iD2),

where the index 1 refers to x and 2 to y. Then ¢ is holomorphic if D;¢p =0 and
anti-holomorphic if D,¢ = 0.
Set dz = dx + idy and dz = dx — idy. Then we can form the combination

049 = Dspdz ,

which yields a well defined operator d4 : I'(L) — I'(T®) ® L) over the whole
manifold. (7(®" denotes the complex line bundle with local sections dz.) Simi-
larly we can define 04 : I'(L) — I'(TY ® L). One easily calculates that

DA=(§A+6A.

Sign Conventions. In this appendix we use the complex manifolds convention
Dy =d¢p +iA¢p when A4 is the connection form, as opposed to the physics con-
vention, Dy¢p = d¢ — iA¢p, used in the rest of this paper. The reason for making
this change of convention is so that the next theorem corresponds to those found in
standard references on complex manifolds [4] and line bundles. With this conven-
tion D1 Dy¢p — D,D1¢p = iF12¢. The sign convention on the Hermitian inner product

on L is (¢,z¢) = z(d, ).

The above theorem is now an immediate consequence of the following

Theorem 5 (of Weitzenbick-Bochner type).
211349113 = D413 —A{Bldﬂz :

20104l = IDadlly, + [BISI -
M
Proof. HéAd)wa is obtained by integrating

(34,349) = H(D1¢ —iD2$,D1¢p — i Dyh)|dz |’
= HID1oI* + D29 +il(D1, D2p) — (D20, D1 )]} 5 -

Since d’x = p*dx A dy this integral is

||5A¢“i/f = % ”DA(I)“L + iA{[(Dlﬁb,Dzﬁb) — (D29, D1 )]dx dy] .

We integrate the second term by parts. Form
a0 = (¢, D49) = (¢,D1¢)dx + (¢, D2¢)dy .
Then

do = {(D1$,D2¢) — (D2¢,D1) + (¢,[D1D; — DyDy]d) }dx A dy
= {(D1¢,D1¢) — (D29, D1¢) + (¢,i Frnd)}dx Ady .
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Now the Dirichlet boundary conditions imply that « = 0 on the boundary of M. So
by Stokes’ formula, and the definition of B: Fjdx A dy = Bd’x, we have

i[[(D1¢,Dy¢) — (D2, D1)ldx Ndy = —fBl¢]2d2x )
M i

The first formula follows.
The second one is derived in exactly the same way.
QED.

The theorem has several interesting corollaries which appear to be well-known to
the complex geometry community but which we have not found in the Schrédinger
operator literature. In the complex geometry literature, bundles for which B > 0 are
called positive line bundles.

Corollary 1. Suppose that M is compact without boundary and B is constant.
Then the ground state energy for the covariant Laplacian is Arl‘le(]lw)’ where ¢, is
the first Chern class of the bundle. In particular, if we take L to have Chern class 1

then the energy corresponding to H(2) is Ari(]M)‘

Corollary 2. Suppose M is compact without boundary and B = 0. Let c; be the
first Chern number of L, and g be the genus of M. Then the dimension m; of the
lowest eigenspace satisfies my = ¢y — g+ 1. If we take L to have Chern class 1,
then the ground state multiplicity, m\(2), for the covariant Laplacian H(1) on L*
satisfies

ml(/l):l—g-l-l
for all A with A > 2g — 1.

Proof. From the First Bochner formula the lowest eigensections are in one-to-one
correspondence with holomorphic sections. The theorem is then a direct translation
of the Riemann-Roch theorem.
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