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Abstract

Consider the minimal Sturm-Liouville operator A = Anmin generated by
the differential expression
J2
A= 7 +T

in the Hilbert space L?(Ry,H) where T = T* > 0 in H. We investigate
the absolutely continuous parts of different self-adjoint realizations of
A. In particular, we show that Dirichlet and Neumann realizations,
AP and AV, are absolutely continuous and unitary equivalent to each
other and to the absolutely continuous part of the Krein realization.
Moreover, if inf oess () = inf o (7)) > 0, then the part AaCEg(U(AD))
of any self-adjoint realization A of A is unitarily equivalent to AP,
In addition, we prove that the absolutely continuous part A% of any
realization A is unitarily equivalent to AP provided that the resolvent
difference (A — i)™! — (AP — i)~ is compact. The abstract results are
applied to elliptic differential expression in the half-space.
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1 Introduction

Let T be a non-negative self-adjoint operator in an infinite dimensional separable
Hilbert space H. We consider the minimal Sturm-Liouville operator A generated
by the differential expression

d2
=——4T 1.1
A=—omt (1.1)
in the Hilbert space $) := L?(R,, H) of H-valued square summable vector-valued
functions. Following [18] [19] the minimal operator A := A, is defined as the
closure of the operator A’ defined by

r_ — oy . b €EW(RY)
A T 'A rDOa DO L 1<Z<k¢] (t)h.] : hj c dOm (1‘!)7 k c N 9 (12)
SIS

where W3 (Ry) := {¢ € W>2(R,) : $(0) = ¢/(0) = 0}, that is, Apin := A’
It is easily seen that A is a closed non-negative symmetric operator in H with
equal deficiency indices n+(A) = dim(#). The adjoint operator A* of A = Anin
is the maximal operator denoted by Ap.x Extensions of A are usually called
realizations of A, self-adjoint extensions are called self-adjoint realizations. Self-
adjoint realizations of A were firstly investigated by M. L. Gorbachuk [I§] in



the case of finite intervals I. Namely, he showed that the traces of vector-
functions f € dom (Anyax) belong to the space H_y,4(T), cf. (B.2). In particular,
dom (Amax) is not contained in the Sobolev space W22(I,H). Based on this
result he constructed a boundary triplet for the operator Amax = Af;, = A*
in the Hilbert space L?*(I,H). These results are similar to those for elliptic
operators in domains with smooth boundaries, cf. [3, 21, 29], and go back to
classical papers of M.I. Visik [37] and G. Grubb [20].

After the pioneering work [I8] the spectral theory of self-adjoint and dissi-
pative realizations of A in L2(I,H) has intensively been investigated by sev-
eral authors for bounded intervals. Their results have been summarized in the
book of M.L. and V.I. Gorbachuk [I9, Section 4] where one finds, in particular,
discreteness criterion, asymptotic formulas for the eigenvalues, resolvent com-
parability results, etc. Some results from [19] including the construction of a
boundary triplet were extended in [11l Section 9] to the case of the semi-axis.

However neither the absolutely continuous spectrum (in short ac-spectrum)
nor the unitary equivalence of self-adjoint realizations of A have been investi-
gated in previous papers. We show, cf. Lemma [5.1] that the domain dom (A)
of the minimal operator A coincides algebraically and topologically with the
Sobolev space Wi’;(R+,H) = {f € WZ*(Ry,H) : f(0) = f/(0) = 0}, where
W2?(R,,H) consists of H-valued functions f(-) € W22(R,,H) satisfying

£ 11522 = /R+(||f”(t)||% HIFONF + 1T @)5,)dt < co.

This statement is similar to the classical regularity result for minimal elliptic
operators with smooth coefficients, see [3 21, 29]. Besides we show that the
Dirichlet and Neumann realizations defined by

dom (AP) = {f e WP*(Ry,H): f(0) =0},
dom (AN) = {fe Wp*(Ry,H): f'(0) =0}

are self-adjoint, cf. Proposition This statement is similar to that of the
regularity of Dirichlet and Neumann realizations in elliptic theory (cf. [3] 211
29]). Tt looks surprising, that these regularity statements were not obtained in
previous papers even in the case of finite intervals.

Moreover, we show that the realizations AP and AY are absolutely continu-
ous and unitarily equivalent for any 7. We note that these results can easily be
obtained using the tensor product structure of A” and A", see Appendix A.2.
However, the method fails if the special tensor product structure is missing. We
investigate the spectral properties of arbitrary self-adjoint realizations of A by
investigating the corresponding Weyl functions.

We point out that the results substantially differ from those for Dirichlet
and Neumann extensions AP and AY of A on a finite interval I. In the later
case the spectral properties of AP and AN strongly correlate with those of T, cf.
Appendix A.1. In particular, we show that, in contrast to the case of a finite
interval, for any 7" = T* > 0 none of the realizations of A on the semi-axis is
pure point, purely singular or discrete. Moreover, we show that for any 7" > 0
the Dirichlet and the Neumann realizations A” and AV are ac-minimal in the
following sense.

Definition 1.1 ([33, Definition 3.5, Definition 5.1]) Let A be a closed
symmetric operator and let Ay be a self-adjoint extension of A.



(i) We say that Ay is ac-minimal if for any self-adjoint extension A of A the
absolutely continuous part Af¢ is unitarily equivalent to a part of A.

(ii) Let 0¢ := 04c(Ag). We say that Ay is strictly ac-minimal if for any self-
adjoint extension A of A the part A*“E3(0o) of A is unitarily equivalent to the
absolutely continuous part Af¢ of Ag.

One of our main results, which follows from Theorem [(.6] Theorem B.7] and
Corollary B.8 can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.2 Let T be a non-negative self-adjoint operator in the infinite di-
mensional Hilbert space H with to = inf o(T') and t1 = inf oess (T'). Further, let
A be a self-adjoint realization of A. Then the following holds:

(i) The Dirichlet and the Neumann realizations AP and AN of A are unitarily
equivalent, absolutely continuous and o(AP) = 0,.(AP) = 0(AN) = 0,.(AV) =
[to,00).

(ii) The Dirichlet, Neumann and Krein realizations AP, AN and AX of A are
ac-minimal.

(iii) These realizations are strictly ac-minimal if and only if to = t;.
(iv) If one of the following conditions

(A—i) 1= (AP =) € Gu(®) or (A—i) 1= (4K — i)l € 6(H)

is satisfied, then the absolutely continuous part Aac of A s unitarily equivalent
to the Dirichlet realization AP .

(v) Ifto = t1, then the absolutely continuous part Aac ofg 18 unitarily equiva-
lent to the Dirichlet realization AP provided that

(A=) = (AN =)t € 6(H).

At first glance it seems that the ac-minimality of AP contradicts the classi-
cal Weyl-v. Neumann theorem, cf. [22] Theorem X.2.1], which guarantees the
existence of a Hilbert-Schmidt perturbation C = C* such that the spectrum
o (AP +C) of the perturbed operator AP +C is pure point. But, in fact, Theorem
[[2 presents an explicit example showing that the analog of the Weyl-v.Neumann
theorem does not hold for non-additive classes of perturbations. Indeed, The-
orem shows that for the class of self-adjoint extensions of A the absolutely
continuous part can never be eliminated. Moreover, if (A —i)~! — (AP —i)~!
is compact, then even unitary equivalence holds.

We apply Theorem and other abstract results to Schrodinger operators

0? " 02 0?

ﬁ::—@—j:1@+q(1‘):———Az+q, (t,z) € Ry x R™,

ot?

considered in the half-space Riﬂ =Ry xR”, n € N. Here ¢ is a bounded non-
negative potential, ¢ = § € L>®(R™), ¢ > 0. In this case the minimal elliptic
operator L := Ly, generated in LQ(RTrl) by the differential expression £ can
be identified with the minimal operator A = Ay, generated in § = L2(Ry, H),
H := L?*(R"™), by the differential expression (L)) with T' = —A, + ¢ = T*.
Therefore and due to the regularity theorem (see [21, 29]) the Dirichlet L



and the Neumann L realizations of the elliptic expression £ are identified,
respectively, with the realizations AP and AN of the expression A. Moreover,
the Krein realization L of £ is identical with A¥. This leads to statements
on realizations of £ which are similar to those of Theorem In fact, one has
only to replace A by L in Theorem [[2] In addition, if the condition

lim q(y)dy =0 (1.3)

l#l=00 Jjz—y|<1

is satisfied, then L? and L" are absolutely continuous and strictly ac-minimal.
In particular, 0(LP) = 04.(LP) = 0(LY) = 04.(LY) = [0, 00).

To prove Theorem we consider the minimal symmetric operator A as-
sociated with the differential expression A in the framework of extension the-
ory, more precisely, in the framework of boundary triplets intensively developed
during the last three decades, see for instance [I1], 12, [19] or [9] and references
therein. The key role in this theory plays the so-called abstract Weyl func-
tion introduced and investigated in [I0 [IT], 12]. Moreover, the proofs invoke
techniques elaborated in [2] 8] and our recent publication [33].

Namely, the proofs of unitary equivalence are based on some statements from
[33], which allow to compute the spectral multiplicity function Nz,.(-) of the

ac-part A% of an extension A = A* in terms of boundary values of the Weyl
functions at the real axis, cf. Proposition and Corollary 27

We construct a special boundary triplet for the operator A* (in the case of
unbounded T" = T™* > 0) representing A as a direct sum of minimal Sturm-
Liouville operators S,, with bounded operator potentials T, := T Er([n —1,n)),
n € N, where Ep(-) is the spectral measure of T. The corresponding Weyl
function M (-) has weak boundary values

M(X) :== M(X+10) = W—lyiiIOlM(/\ +iy) forae. AeR. (1.4)

This boundary triplet differs from that used in [I1], Section 9]. It is more suitable
for the investigation of the ac-spectrum of realizations of A than that one of [11]
Section 9]. Due to the property (L)) the statement (iv) of Theorem [[2 follows
immediately from our recent result [33, Theorem 1.1]). We note that this is more
than one can expect when applying the classical Kato-Rosenblum theorem [22]
36]. Indeed, in accordance with its generalization by Kuroda [26] 27], Birman
[4] and Birman and Krein [0] it is required that the resolvent differences in (iv)
and (v) of Theorem [[.2] belong to the trace class ideal and not to the compact
one as actually assumed. We note also that although the limit (4] does not
exist for the Weyl function of the Neumann realization AV the conclusion (iv)
of Theorem still remains valid, cf. Theorem [L2(v).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a short introduction
into the theory of boundary triplets and the corresponding Weyl functions. We
recall here some statements on spectral multiplicity functions and the main
theorem from [33] used in the following.

In Section 3 we obtain some new results on symmetric operators S :=
D,-, Sn being an infinite direct sum of closed symmetric operators S,, with
equal deficiency indices. First, let II,, = {H,,Ton, T1n} be a boundary triplet
for S, n € N. In general, the direct sum II = @, II, is not a boundary
triplet for S* = @D, -, S, cf. [23]. Nevertheless, we show, cf. Theorem[33] that



each boundary triplet II,, can slightly be modified such that the new sequence
II,, = {Hn,Ton,1n} of boundary triplets possess the following properties:

(i) the direct sum

oo

=i, = (LT M= @ =Dl Je {01},
n=1 n=1

n=1
is already a boundary triplet for S*;
ii) the extension §0 = 5" | ker fo satisfies §0 =P §0n where
( ) n=1

Som := S* [ kerLop = S7 | ker Do, =: Son, 1 € N.

Moreover, the Weyl function M (-) corresponding to the triplet IT is block-
diagonal, that is, M() =P, Mn() where Mn() is the Weyl function corre-
sponding to the triplet ﬁn, n € N. This result plays an important role in the
sequel. In particular, we show that the self-adjoint extension Sy = @le Son
is ac-minimal provided that the deficiency indices n (S,) are equal and finite.
We also prove in this section that if S,, > 0,n € N, then the Friedrichs and
Krein extensions ST and S¥ of S := P, ; Sn, respectively, are the direct sums
of Friedrichs and Krein extensions of the summands S,, i.e., ST := 6920:1 Sk
and S¥ := @7 | SK cf. CorollaryBH5l In a recent paper [24] Theorem 3.3 has
been applied to Schrédinger operators with local point interactions.

In Section 4 we consider Sturm-Liouville operators with bounded operator
potentials. In this case it is easy to construct a boundary triplet for A*. We
prove here Theorem in the case T € [H] and establish some additional
properties of Krein’s realization as well as other realizations.

In Section 5 we extend the results to the case of Sturm-Liouville opera-
tors with unbounded non-negative operator potentials. We construct here a
boundary triplet for A* using results of both Sections 3 and 4 and compute the
(block-diagonal) Weyl function. Based on this construction we prove Theorem
for unbounded 7" and establish some additional properties of Dirichlet, Neu-
mann and other realizations as well. In particular, we prove here the regularity
results mentioned above. Finally, we apply the abstract results to the elliptic
partial differential expression £ in the half-space.

In the Appendix we present some results on realizations of A admitting
separation of variables, i.e., having a certain tensor product structure.

The main results of the paper have been announced (without proofs) in [32],
a preliminary version has been published as a preprint [31]. Since the results of
the paper are obvious if dim(?) < co we consider the case when dim(H) = oco.

Notations In the following we consider only separable Hilbert spaces which
are denoted by $, H etc. A closed linear relation in H is a closed subspace of
H @ H. The set of all closed linear relations in A is denoted by C(#). A graph
gr (B) of a closed linear operator B belongs to C(#). The symbols C(H1, Hs)
and [91, H2] stand for the sets of closed and bounded linear operators from £,
to 92, respectively. We set C(H) := C(H,H) and [9] := [0, H]. We regard C(H)
as a subset of C| (H) identifying an operator B with its graph gr (B).

The Schatten-v. Neumann ideals of compact operators are denoted by
G,(9), p € [1,00], where G1($), G2(H) and S ($) are the ideals of trace,
Hilbert-Schmidt and compact operators, respectively.



The symbols dom (T), ran(T"), o(T) and o(T) stand for the domain, the
range, the resolvent set and the spectrum of an operator T' € C(H), respectively;
T and 04.(T) stand for the absolutely continuous part and the absolutely
continuous spectrum of a self-adjoint operator T' = T*.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Boundary triplets and proper extensions

In this section we briefly recall basic facts on boundary triplets and their Weyl
functions, cf. [10] 111 [12] [19].

Let A be a densely defined closed symmetric operator in the separable Hilbert
space $) with equal deficiency indices ny(A) = dim(ker (A* F 7)) < oc.

Definition 2.1 ([19]) A triplet II = {#,T,I'1}, where H is an auxiliary
Hilbert space and T'g,T'y : dom (A*) — H are linear mappings, is called an
boundary triplet for A* if the "abstract Green’s identity”

(A*fag)_(faA*g) = (Flfarog)ﬂ_(ro.farlg)%a f,gedom(A*), (21)
holds and the mapping T" := (T, I'1) : dom (A*) — H & H is surjective.

Definition 2.2 ([19]) A closed extension A’ of A is called a proper exten-
sion, in short A’ € Ext 4, if A C A’ C A*. Two proper extensions A’, A” are
called disjoint if dom (A’) N dom (A”) = dom (A) and transversal if in addition
dom (A") + dom (A”) = dom (A4*).

Clearly, any self-adjoint extension A= A"is proper, A€Ext4. A boundary
triplet II = {H,To,T'1} for A* exists whenever ny(A) = n_(A4). Moreover,
the relations ny(A) = dim(H) and ker (I'g) Nker (I';) = dom (A) are valid. In
addition one has 'y, T'1 € [$4, H] where $4 denotes the Hilbert space obtained
by equipping dom (A*) with the graph norm of A*.

Using the concept of boundary triplets one can parameterize all proper, in
particular, self-adjoint extensions of A. For this purpose we denote by C(#) the
set of closed linear relations in 7, that is, the set of all closed linear subspaces
of H @ H. A linear relation © is called symmetric if © C ©* and self-adjoint if
O = O* where OF is the adjoint relation.For the definition of the inverse and
the resolvent set of a linear relation © we refer to [13].

Proposition 2.3 Let IT = {H,T,T1} be a boundary triplet for A*. Then the
mapping
Ext 4 3 A — Ddom (A) = {{Tof,T1f}: fedom(A)}=0€eC(H) (22)

establishes a bijective correspondence between the sets Ext 4 and C(H). We put
Ag := A where O is defined by [22). Moreover, the following holds:

(1) Ae = A§ if and only if © = ©F;

(ii) The extensions Ao and Ay are disjoint if and only if there is an operator

B € C(H) such that gr (B) = O. In this case (2.2) takes the form

A@ = A* [ker (Fl - Bl—‘o);



(iii) The extensions Ae and Ag are transversal if and only if Ae and Ay are
disjoint and © = gr (B) where B is bounded.

With any boundary triplet II one associates two special extensions A; :=
A* | ker(T';), 7 € {0,1}, which are self-adjoint in view of Proposition
Indeed, we have A; := A* [ ker (I';) = Ae;, j € {0,1}, where ©¢ := {0} x H
and ©1 := H x {0}. Hence A; = A since ©; = ©]. In the sequel the extension
Ap is usually regarded as a reference self-adjoint extension.

Moreover, if O is the graph of a closed operator B, i.e. © = gr(B), then the
operator Ag is denoted by Ap.

Conversely, for any extension Ag = A§ € Ext 4 there exists a boundary
triplet II = {#, Ty, T'1} for A* such that Ay := A* | ker (I'y).

2.2  Weyl functions and ~-fields

It is well known that Weyl functions are an important tool in the direct and
inverse spectral theory of singular Sturm-Liouville operators. In [I0] 1T}, 12] the
concept of Weyl function was generalized to the case of an arbitrary symmetric
operator A with ny (A) =n_(A). Following [10, [IT], [12] we recall basic facts on
Weyl functions and ~-fields associated with a boundary triplet II.

Definition 2.4 ([10, I1]) Let II = {#,T'o,T'1} be a boundary triplet for A*.
The functions v(-) : o(Ao) — [H,$H] and M (-) : o(Ao) — [H] defined by

(=)= (ToI M) and  M(2):=Tyy(2), z€o(4o), (2.3)

are called the v-field and the Weyl function, respectively, corresponding to II.

It follows from the identity dom (A*) = ker (I'o)+M., z € o(Ag), where
Ay = A* | ker (T'p), and N, := ker (A* — z), that the y-field v(-) is well defined
and takes values in [H, $]. Since I'1 € [H4,H], it follows from ([23) that M ()
is well defined too and takes values in [H]. Moreover, both ~v(-) and M(-) are
holomorphic on p(Ap). It turns out than the Weyl function M(-) is in fact a
Ry-function (Nevanlinna or Herglotz function), that is, M(-) is a [H]-valued
holomorphic function on C\R satisfying

m (M(2) .,

M(z) = M(z)* and i) =0

z € C\R,
which in addition satisfies the condition 0 € po(Im (M(z))), z € C\R.

If A is a simple symmetric operator, then the Weyl function M (-) determines
the pair {A, Ag} uniquely up to unitary equivalence (see [12] 25]). Therefore
M (-) contains (implicitly) full information on spectral properties of Ag. We
recall that a symmetric operator is said to be simple if there is no non-trivial
subspace which reduces it to a self-adjoint operator.

For a fixed Ay = A} extension of A the boundary triplet I = {H,[,I'1}
satisfying dom (4g) = ker (I') is not unique. If Il = {#,To,I'1} is another
boundary triplet for A* satistying ker (I'g) = ker (fo), then the corresponding
Weyl functions M(-) and M (+) are related by

M(z) = R*M(2)R + Ry, (2.4)

where Ry = R € [H] and R € [H,H] is boundedly invertible.



2.3 Krein type formula for resolvents and resolvent com-
parability

With any boundary triplet I = {H,T',T'1} for A* and any proper (not neces-
sarily self-adjoint) extension Ag € Ext 4 it is naturally associated the following
(unique) Krein type formula (cf. [I0] 1T} 12])

(Ao —2)7" = (Ao—2)"' =7(2)(0 - M(2))T7(2)", =€ o(Ao)No(Ae). (2.5)

Formula (Z3]) is a generalization of the known Krein formula for resolvents. We
note also, that all objects in (23] are expressed in terms of the boundary triplet
IT (cf. |10, 011 [12]). The following result is deduced from formula (Z3]) (cf. [11]
Theorem 2]).

Proposition 2.5 Let IT = {H,To,I'1} be a boundary triplet for A*, ©; = ©Ff €
C(H), i € {1,2}. Then for any Schatten-v. Neumann ideal &,, p € (0,00], and
any z € C\ R the following equivalence holds

(Ao, — ) = (Ao, — 2) 1 €6,(H) = (O1—2) — (B2—2) €6,(H)

In particular, (Ao, —2)™" — (Ao — 2) 7' € 6,(9) < (61 — i)71 € 6,(H).
If in addition ©1,02 € [H], then for any p € (0, 00| the equivalence holds

(Ao, —2) ' — (Ao, — 2) 71 € 6,(H) <= 01 — Oy € G,(H).

2.4 Spectral multiplicity function and unitary equivalence

Let as above A be a densely defined simple closed symmetric operator in $) and
let TT = {H,T,'1} be a boundary triplet for A*, M () the corresponding Weyl
function M(-) and Ag = A* | ker (Ty) = Aj.

In our recent publication [33] using some results from [30] we expressed the
spectral multiplicity function Nage(-) of A§® by means of the limit values of the
Weyl function M (-). In general, the limit M(t) := s-lim, o M(t + iy), t € R,
does not exist. However, for any D € G5(H ) satisfying ker (D) = ker (D*) = {0}
the “sandwiched” Weyl function,

MP(z):= D*M(2)D, z¢c Cq,

admits limit values MP(t) := slim, o MP(t + iy) for a.e. t € R, even in
Ga-norm (cf. [5], [16]). We set

dyro (t) := dim(ran (Im(M P (2)))),

which is well-defined for a.e. ¢ € R. The function dy;p (+) is Lebesgue measurable
and takes values in the set of extended natural numbers {0} UN U {o0} =
{0,1,2,...,00}. The set supp g, = {t € R : dyn(t) > 0} is called the
support of dyp(-) and is, of course, a Lebesgue measurable set of R. If the
limit M(t) := s-limy o M(t + ty) exists for a.e. ¢t € R, then we set da(t) ==
dim(ran (Im(M (¢)))).

To state the next result we introduce the notion of the absolutely continuous
closure cl,.(d) of a Borel subset § C R (see for definition [33, Appendix] as well
as [8 [T4]). The use of this notion for the investigation of the ac-spectrum of
Schrédinger operators etc. see the recent publication [15].



Proposition 2.6 ([33, Proposition 3.2]) Let A be as above and let II =
{H,Ty,T1} be a boundary triplet for A*, M(-) the corresponding Weyl func-
tion. If D is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator such that ker (D) = ker (D*) = {0},
then Naac(t) = dpo(t) for a.e. t € R and 04c(Ao) = clac(supp (dpp)).

If, in addition, the limit M(t) := s-limy o M(t + iy) exists for a.e. t € R,
then Naae(t) = dar(t) for a.e. t € R and 04c(Ao) = clac(supp (dar))-

If A= A* € Ext 4 and is disjoint with Ag, then by Proposition 23(ii) there
is a self-adjoint operator B acting in H such that A= Ap = A" [ ker (T'; —
BT). In this case the multiplicity function N4ac(-) is expressed by means of
the generalized Weyl function Mp(-) of A = Ap defined by

Mp(z) = (B - M(2))"!, zeCu, (2.6)

Corollary 2.7 ([33, Corollary 3.3]) Let A, II, M(-) and D be as in Propo-
sition and let B = B* € C(M). Then Nas(t) = dyp(t) for a.e. t € R and
Uac(AB) = Clac(supp (dMg ))

If, in addition, the limit Mp(t) := s-limy o Mp(t +iy) exists for a.e. t € R,
then Naac(t) = dary (t) for a.e. t € R and 04c(Ap) = clac(supp (dirg))-
Finally, we can retranslate the unitary equivalence of ac-parts of two self-adjoint
extensions in terms of the limit values of the Weyl functions.

Theorem 2.8 ([33, Theorem 3.4]) Let A, II, M(-) and D be as in Propo-
sition and B = B* € C(H). Let also Ea,(-) and Ea,(-) be the spectral
measures of Ap = A} and Ao, respectively. If 6 is a Borel subset of R, then
(i) AoE%(6) is unitarily equivalent to a part of ApEY (0) if and only if
dyo (t) < dpyp(t) for a.e. t € 6;

(ii) AoE%S (0) and ApESS, () are unitarily equivalent if and only if dyo (t) =
dyp(t) for ae. t €.

Theorem 2.8 reduces the problem of unitary equivalence of ac-parts of certain
self-adjoint extensions of A to the computation of the functions dy;» () and
dyp (). If 6 = R, then the absolutely continuous part Ag® is unitarily equivalent
to A% = A% if and only if dyso () = dpp (t) for ae. t € R.

If M(-) is the Weyl function of a boundary triplet II, then we introduce the
maximal normal function

mt(t) = sup |[M(t+iy)|, teR.
y€(0,1]

Theorem 2.9 ([33, Theorem 4.3, Corollary 4.6]) Let A, II, M(-) and D
be as in Proposition[Z0. Let A = A* € Ext 4 and Ag := A* | ker (). Assume
also that there is a Borel subset § of R such that the mazimal normal function
m™¥(t) is finite for a.e. t € § and the condition

(A—i)7" = (4 — )7 € 6e(9), (2.7)

is satisfied. Then the ac-parts A‘ICEX((S) of AEX((S) and AgE 4, (9), respectively,
are unitarily equivalent. In particular, if m™(t) is finite for a.e. t € R, then
absolutely continuous parts A*° and A{° are unitarily equivalent.
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One easily verifies that m™ () < oo for a.e. ¢ € ¢ if and only if limit (T4)
exists for a.e. t € §. Thus, condition m™*(¢) < oo for a.e. ¢t € ¢ in Theorem [2.9]
can be replaced by the assumption that the limit (L4]) exists for a.e. t € 9, cf.
[33, Theorem 1.1].

However, the function m™*(-) depends on the chosen boundary triplet. In
[31]-[33] we introduced the invariant maximal normal function m*(-) defined by

m*(t) == sup ! (M(tJrz'y)Re(M(z')));H, (2.8)

ve(0.1] || v/ Tm (M (7)) Tm(M (i)

t € R. Tt follows from (24 that the invariant maximal normal functions for
two boundary triplets I = {#H,T,T'1} and I = {ﬁ,fo,fl} for A* coincide
whenever A* | ker ([p) = A* | ker (I'p). Clearly, m*(t) < oo if and only if
mt(t) < oo for any t € R. However, the invariant maximal normal function is
more convenient in applications. We demonstrate this fact in the next section
applying this concept to infinite direct sums of symmetric operators.

3 Direct sums of symmetric operators

3.1 Boundary triplets for direct sums

Let S, be a closed densely defined symmetric operators in $,, ny(S,) =
n_(S,), and let IT,, = {H,,Ton, 1.} be a boundary triplet for S, n € N. Let

A= é Sp, dom(A):= édom (Sn)- (3.1)

n=1

Clearly, A is a closed densely defined symmetric operator in the Hilbert space
=P, Hn with ny (A) = co. Obviously, we have

A =@5S;, dom(A*) =P dom (S;). (3.2)
n=1 n=1
Let us consider the direct sum II := @ I, =: {H,[y,I'1} of boundary
triplets defined by
M= Hn To:=EPTon and T1:=PTi,. (3.3)
n=1 n=1 n=1

We note that the Green’s identity

(S;;fnagn) - (fnv ;gn) = (Flnfn; FOnQn)HTL - (FOnfn; Fann)HTL;

frnsgn € dom (S}), holds for every Sk, n € N. This yields that the Green’s
identity ([2I)) holds for A, := A* | dom ('), dom (T") := dom (I'g) N dom (T';) C
dom (A*), that is, for f =@, fn, 9 = D, —, gn € dom (T") we have

(A*fag> - (f7 A*g) = (Flfa FOQ)H - (Fofal—‘lg)ﬂa fag € dom (F)v (34)

where A* and I'; are defined by B2) and B3], respectively. However, the
Green’s identity (B4) cannot extend to dom (A*) in general, since dom (T)
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is smaller than dom (A*) generically. It might even happen that I'; are not
bounded as mappings from dom (A*) equipped with the graph norm into H.
Counterexamples such that II = @2021 II,, is not a boundary triplet firstly ap-
peared in [23]).

In this section we show that it is always possible to modify the boundary
triplets IT,, in such a way that the new v sequence I, = {H,,To,'1} of boundary

triplets for S} such that I = 4 Hn defines a boundary triplet for A* and
the relations

Son := S T ker (Ton) = S* | ker (Don) =: Son, 71 €N, (3.5)

are valid. Hence Ay = b, Son = @7, Son =t Ap. We note that the
existence of a boundary triplet II' = {H, Ty, I} } for A* satisfying ker (I'{)) =
dom (Ag) is known (see [111, [19]). However, in applications we need a special
boundary triplet for A* which respects the direct sum structure and which leads
therefore to a block-diagonal form of the corresponding Weyl function. We start
with a simple technical lemma.

Lemma 3.1 Let S be a densely defined closed symmetric operator with equal
deficiency indices, let II = {H,To,T1} be a boundary triplet for S*, and let
M( ) be the correspondmg Weyl functwn Then there exists a boundary triplet

= {H, 1"0,1"1} for S* such that ker (Fo) = ker (I'y) and the corresponding
Weyl function M( ) satisfies M( )=

Proof. Let M (i) = Q + iR? where Q := Re(M(i)), R := /Im(M(i)). We set
Ip:=Rl, and TIy:=R (I —QLy). (3.6)

A straightforward computation shows that I = {H, FO,Fl} is a boundary
triplet for A*. Clearly, ker (o) = ker (Iy). The Weyl function M(-) of II is
given by M(-) = R™Y(M(-) — Q)R~! which yields M (i) = i. O
If S is a densely defined closed symmetric operator in §3, then by the first
v. Neumann formula the direct decomposition dom (S*) = dom (S) + N, + N_;
holds, where DMy; := ker (S* F4). Equipping dom (S*) with the inner product

(f,9)+ = (51, 579) + (f,9), [f,g€dom(S"), (3.7)

one obtains a Hilbert space denoted by $1. The first v. Neumann formula leads
to the following orthogonal decomposition

57)4_ = dom (S) @ I; D N_;.

Lemma 3.2 Let S, I and M(-) be as in Lemma 31 If M (i) = i, then T":
Hy — HOH, T :=(To,I'1) is a contraction. Moreover, T' isometrically maps
N =9, D N_; onto H.

Proof. We show that

ID(f + fi + F=) g = Ifi + f=ill} (3.8)
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where f + f; + f_; € dom(S) + M; + N_; = dom (S*). Since dom (S) =
ker (I'g) Nker (I';) we find

IT(f + fi + =)l Faae = [ITo(fi + f=o) 3 + 1 (fi + F=) 13-
Clearly,
T (fit =)l = T filP+2Re((Ty fi. T f-i)+ |5 f=il®, 5 € {0,1}. (3.9)
Using Ty f; = M(i)Tof; = iTofi and Ty f_; = M(—i)Tof—; = —iTof_; we obtain
Ty (fi + f=i)ll5 = Cofi. Dofi) = 2Re((Tofi, Tof-i)) + (Tof-i,Tof-i) (3.10)
Taking a sum of BJ) and (GI0) we get
ITo(fi + f-)ll3 + T2 (fi + f-o)ll3 = 2lTofill3, + 2l Tof-ill3- (3.11)

Combining equalities T'y f1;, = +il'gf1; with Green’s identity ([2I)) we obtain
||F0f1||;{ = ||fl|| and ||F0f_1||;{ = ||f—z|| Therefore (]m) takes the form

ITo(fi + f=) I3 + T2 (fi + =)l = 2I1fill* + 211 f= ]| (3.12)

A straightforward computation shows ||f; + f—i[|3 = 2||fi[|* + 2|[f=i[|* which
together with (BI2) proves B8). Since || f; + f—ill2 < [[FI2 +[Ifi + f=il2 =
Ilf + fi + f=i]|3, we get from (B.8) that I is a contraction.

Obviously, T" is an isometry from 91 into H & H. Since II is a boundary
triplet for S*, ran (I') = H @ H. Hence T is an isometry acting from 9% onto
HDH. O

Passing to the direct sum @I, we equip dom (S};) and dom (A*) with their
graph’s norms and obtain the Hilbert spaces ., and $, respectively. Clearly,
the corresponding inner products (f, g)+» and (f, g)+ are defined by (1) where
S* is replaced by S} and A*, respectively. Obviously, 1 = @, Hin-

Theorem 3.3 Let {S,}22, be a sequence of densely defined closed symmetric
operators in $, and let So, = S5, € Ext g, . Further, let A and Ay be given by

BI) and
Ao = P Son, (3.13)
n=1

respectively. Then there exist boundary triplets 11, := {Hn,Ton,T1n} for Sk
such that Son = S; | ker(Ton), n € N, and the direct sum 11 =@, ;II,
defined by B3) forms a boundary triplet for A* satisfying Ag = A* | ker (T'g).
Moreover, the corresponding Weyl function M(-) and the y-field ¥(-) are given
by

M(z) = @Mn(z) and y(z) = @'yn(z) (3.14)

where M, (+) and v,(-) are the Weyl functions and the ~-field corresponding to
II,, n € N. In addition, the condition M (i) =14l holds.

Proof. For every Su, = S§, € Extg, there exists a boundary triplet II,, =
{Hn:Ton, 1} for S¥ such that So, := S} | ker (T'g,) (see [I1]). By Lemma BT
we can assume without loss of generality that the corresponding Weyl function
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M, (-) satisfies M, (i) = i. By Lemma the mapping I'" := (Ton,1p) :
H4n —> Hp @ H,, is contractive for each n € N. Hence ||T';|| = sup,, |Tjn| <
1,7 € {0,1}, where I’y and I'; are defined by (3.3]). It follows that the mappings
Iy and I'y are well-defined on dom (') = dom (4*) = @, , dom (S}). Thus,
the Green’s identity (34) holds for all f,g € dom (A*).

Further, we set Misp = ker (8% Fi), My := Min + Nin, Nuy := ker (A* F4)
and N := MN; + N_;. By Lemma B A the restriction I'™ | M, is an isometry from
N, regarded as a subspace of 94,, onto H, ® H,. Since D regarded as a
subspace of $1 admits the representation 9 = @, ; My, the restriction I' [ N,
I := @, , ", isometrically maps 9 onto H @ H. Hence ran (') = H @© H.
Equalities (3.I4]) are follow from Definition 2.4 O

Remark 3.4 Theorem B3 generalizes a result of Kochubei [23] Theorem 3]
which states that for any sequence of pairwise unitarily equivalent closed sym-
metric operators {5, }nen there are boundary triplets II,, for S*, n € N such

that IT = @, .y II, defines a boundary triplet for A* = P, xSk

neN neN~n-

Recall, that for any non-negative symmetric operator A the set of its non-
negative self-adjoint extensions Ext 4(0,00) is non-empty (see [1l 22]). The set
Ext 4(0,00) contains the Friedrichs (the biggest) extension A and the Krein
(the smallest) extension AX. These extensions are uniquely determined by the
following extremal property in the class Ext 4(0, c0) :

AF 4 2) P <(A+a2) < AK +0)7 2>0, AeExta(0,00).

Corollary 3.5 Let the assumptions of Theorem [3.3 be satisfied. Further, let
S, >0,n €N, and let SE' and SE be the Friedrichs and Krein estensions of
Sn, respectively. Then

AT =Sk and  AK=HSK. (3.15)
n=1 n=1

Proof. Let us prove the second relation. The first one is proved similarly. By
Theorem there exists a boundary triplet II,, = {H,, Ton,T1n} for S such
that SKX = Sy, and II = @), I, is a boundary triplet for A*.

Fix any o € R4 and put Cy := || M (—x2)||. Then any h = .-, h,, € H can
be decomposed by h = h() & h® with h() € &2_ M, and h®) € @2 H,

such that |h®|| < 051/2. Hence |(M(—z2)h®) h?)| < 1.  Due to the
monotonicity of M(-) we get

(M(—:c)h@),h@)) > (M(—:Eg)h(2),h(2)) > 1, z € (0,z2).
Since So, = SK| the Weyl function M,,(-) satisfies
lim (Mn(:c)gn,gn> = +o00, gn € Hn \ {0}, (3.16)

x]0
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cf. [1I, Proposition 4]. Because M(-) = @, ; Mu(-) is block-diagonal, cf.
B14), we get from B.I6]) that for any N > 0 there exists z; > 0 such that

P

(M@@W%WQZE:O@@QMWO>N'mrxe@m) (3.17)

n=1
Combining (3I6) with (I7) and using the diagonal form of M(-), we get
(M(—(E)h, h) = (M(—(E)h(l), h(l)) + (M(_‘T)h@)a h(2)) >N-1

for 0 < z < min(z1,22). Thus, limg o(M(—x)h,h) = +oo for h € H \ {0}.
Applying [11] Proposition 4] we prove the second relation of ([B.15). O

Remark 3.6 Another proof can be obtained by using characterization of AF
and AX by means of the respective quadratic forms.

3.2 Direct sums of symmetric operators with arbitrary
deficiency indices

We start with some simple spectral observations for direct sums of symmetric
operators where the symmetric operators may have arbitrary deficiency indices.

Proposition 3.7 Let {S,}5°, be a sequence of densely defined closed symmet-
ric operators in 9, and let So, = S, € Extg, . Further, let A and Ay be given

by BI) and BI3), respectively. If A is a self-adjoint extension of A such that
condition _
(A=)t = (A —i)7 ! € Bo($H) (3.18)

is satisfied, then

Tac(A0) = | J0uc(Son) C o(A) and oac(A) C|Jo(Son) = 0(Ao).  (3.19)

Proof. By the Weyl theorem, condition ([BI8]) yields cess(A) = dess(Ap). Hence

Uaac(SOn) = Uac(AO) - Uess(AO) = Uess(A) - U(A)

and )
O—ac(;[) g Uess(;D = Uess(AO) g U(AO> = UJ(SOH)

which completes the proof. (I
Applying Theorem the results of Proposition B.7] can be improved as
follows.

Theorem 3.8 Let {S,}22, be a sequence of densely defined closed symmetric
operators in )y, and let Son = S§, € Extg, . Further, let 1L, = {Hn, Ton, T1n}
be a boundary triplet for S’ such that Son = S | ker (Tpy), n € N, and let
M, (+) be the corresponding Weyl function. Moreover, let mt(t), n € N, be the
invariant mazimal normal function for IL,. Further, let A and Ag be given by
BI) and BI3), respectively.

If 6 is a Lebesque measurable subset of R such that sup, .y m;t (t) < +oo for
a.e. t €6, then for any self-adjoint extension A of A satisfying the condition
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BI]), the absolutely continuous parts E‘ICEX((;) ami AL°FE 4,(0) are unitarily
equivalent. In particular, if § = R, then the parts A and Af¢ are unitarily

equivalent and [B.I9) is replaced by 04.(Ao) = 0ac(A).

Proof. Let II, = {Hn, fom f‘ln} be a boundary triplet for S}, n € N, defined
according to [B8), that is Lo, := R,Lop, and Ty, := Ry (T'1y — Re(M,,(i)Lon ),
where R, := /Im M, (7)). The corresponding Weyl function Mn() is

M, (z) = R;' (M, (2) — Re M,,(i))R;)', meN.

Since M, (i) = i, n € N, by Theorem B3, II = b, I, = {#,To,T1}is a

boundary triplet for A* = @)~ , S} satisfying A* | ker [y = Ay := @, ; Son.
By the definition of m7(-) one has m;} () = m;! (t) := sup,¢ o1 || M, (t +iy)|| for
t € R, n € N. Since Ay = @, ; Son we get that m™(¢t) = sup,, m; (t), where
m*(t) = supye (o1 ||J/\Z(t + iy)||, t € R. By assumption, the maximal normal
function m™(t) is finite for a.e. ¢t € §. Hence we obtain from Theorem 29 that
AwE 7(6) and A§°E4,(5) are unitarily equivalent. O

Let T and T” be densely defined closed symmetric operators in § and let T
and Tj) be self-adjoint extensions of T and T”, respectively. The pairs {T, To}
and {T",T}} are called unitarily equivalent if there exists a unitary operator U
in § such that 77/ = UTU ! and T}, = UToU L.

Corollary 3.9 Let the assumptions of Theorem [3.8 be satisfied. Moreover, let
the pairs {Sn,Son}, n € N, be unitarily equivalent to the pair {S1,So1}. If
the mazimal normal function my (t) := supg., <y [|M1(t + iy)|| is finite for a.e.
t € 0 and if the condition (BI8) is satisfied, then the absolutely continuous parts
/TGCEE((S) and A3°E 4,(0) are unitarily equivalent.

Proof. Since the symmetric operators S,, are unitarily equivalent, we assume
without loss of generality that H, = H for each n € N. Let U, be a unitary
operator such that A1 = U, S,U, ! and Ag; = U, So,U,; . A straightforward
computation shows that II), := {H,T(,,, 1.}, Top := To1Up and T, :=T'1,U,,
defines a boundary triplet for S¥. The Weyl function M), (-) corresponding to IT/,
is M!(z) = My(z). Hence m;}(-) = m/F(-) and m] (t) = m/}F () for t € R, where
m;}(t) and m/ (¢) are the invariant maximal normal functions corresponding to
the triplets II,, and IT/,, respectively. Since m] (t) = m}(¢) fort € R and n € N

we complete the proof applying Theorem O

3.3 Direct sums of symmetric operators with finite defi-
ciency

Here we improve the previous results assuming that ny (S,) < oco. First, we

show that extensions Ay = @, ; Son(€ Ext 4) of the form ([BI3) possess a

certain spectral minimality property. To this end we start with the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.10 Let H be a bounded non-negative self-adjoint operator in a sep-
arable Hilbert space $ and let L be a bounded operator in . Then

(i) dim(ran (H)) = dim(ran (vVH));
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(ii) If L*L < H, then dim(ran (L)) < dim(ran (H));
(iii) If P is an orthogonal projection, then dim(ran (PHP)) < dim(ran (H)).

Proof. The assertion (i) is obvious.
(ii) If L*L < H, then there is a contraction C such that L = Cv/H. Hence

dim(ran (L)) = dim(ran (CvH)) < dim(ran (vV'H)) = dim(ran (H)).
(iif) Clearly, dim(ran (PHP)) < dim(ran(vHP)) < dim(ran (vVH)). Ap-
plying (i) we complete the proof. O
We are going to show that if the summands have only finite deficiency indices,
then the absolutely spectrum of extensions of the direct sum can only increase
comparing with the absolutely continuous spectrum of those extensions which
are direct sums of extensions.

Theorem 3.11 Let {S,}22, be a sequence of densely defined closed symmetric
operators in $, and let Sy, = S5, € Extg, . Further, let A and Ay be given by

BI) and BI3), respectively.

If the deficiency indices of S, are finite for each n € N, then Ay is_ac-
minimal, in particular, cqc(Ao) C guc(A) for any self-adjoint extension A of
A.

Proof. By Theorem there is a sequence of boundary triplets II,, :=
{Hn,Ton,T1n}, n € N, for S} such that Sy, = S} | ker (I'pn), » € N, and
the direct sum II = {H,To,I'1} = @, I, of the form (ZI) is a bound-
ary triplet for A* satisfying Ay = A* | ker (I'g). By Proposition 23] any
A = A* € Ext4 admits a representation A = Ae with © = ©* € C(H).
By [33, Corollary 4.2(i)], we can assume that A and Ay, are disjoint,
that is © = B = B* € C(H). Consider the generalized Weyl function

Mp(-) == (B — M(-))~!, where M(-) = @,>, My (-), cf. @I4). Clearly,
Im (Mp(2)) = Mp(2)*Im (M (2))Mp(z), =z¢€C,.

Denote by Py, N € N, the orthogonal projection from #H onto the subspace
Hy = @2[:1 H,. Setting MLN (2) := PyMp(z) | Hy, and taking into account
the block-diagonal form of M (-) and the inequality Im (M (z)) > 0 we obtain

Im (MY (2)) = Im (Py Mp(2)Py) (3.20)
= PyMp(z)"Tm (M (2))Mp(2)Py > MEN (2) Tm (M (2)) MEY (2),

where MP¥ (2) := Py M(2) | Hy = @)_, M,(z). Since PN is a finite dimen-
sional projection the limits MEN (t) == s-limy,jo MEN (t + iy) and MV (t) =
s-limy o MV (t + iy) exists for a.e. t € R. From 3.20) we get

I (MY () > MEN () Tm (MPN (£))MEN (t)  for ae. t€R.  (3.21)

Since Mp(-) is a generalized Weyl function, it is a strict Ry-function, that
is, ker (Im (Mp(z))) = {0}, z € C,. Therefore, ML™(-) is also strict. Hence
0 € o(MEN(2)), 2 € Cy, and Gy(-) := —(MEN(-))~" is strict. Since both
Gn(-) and MEN(-) are matrix-valued R-functions, the limits ME™ (t + i0) :=
limy o M (t 4 iy) and Gy (t + i0) := limy, o Gy (t + iy) exist for a.e. t € R.
Therefore, passing to the limit in the identity MgN (t+iy)Gn(t +iy) = —1I as
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y — 0, we get MEN (t +i0)Gn(t +i0) = —I for a.e. t € R. Hence MEN (t) :=
MEN (t 4 i0) is invertible for a.e. t € R.
Further, combining (3.2I)) with Lemma B.I0(ii) we get

dim (ran ( Im M P~ () MEN (t))) <d,ry(t) forae teR.
B

Since MLM (t) is invertible for a.e. t € R, we find

dyrey (1) := dim (ran ( Im MP~ (t))) < dMgN (t) forae. teR. (3.22)

Let Dy = Py @D where Dy € Go(Hyy) and satisfy ker (Do) = ker (D) = {0}.
Then ker (Dy) = ker (D%) = {0} and Py = PvDy = DyPy. By Lemma
BI0Gi), dyey (t) < dypy(t) for ae. t € R. Further, for any D € &2(H)
B
and satisfying ker (D) = ker (D*) = {0}, dyp(t) = d oy (1) for ae. t € R.
B

Combining this equality with 3.22) we get dyry (1) < dyp(t) for ae. ¢ € R
and N € N. Since

—~ —

N [e%e]
dyey () =D dar,y and  dyo () = dag,, (1) (3.23)
n=1 n=1

for a.e. t € R, we finally prove that dyp(t) < dpp(t) for a.e. t € R. One
completes the proof by applying Theorem [Z.8]i). O

Taking into account Proposition and Corollary 27 the proof of Theorem
BT shows us that in fact the spectral multiplicity function N z,.(¢) can only be
increase with respect to Nage(t), that is, one always has Nz,.(t) > Nage(t) for

a.e. t € R and any self-adjoint extension A of A.

Corollary 3.12 Let the assumptions of Theorem [T11 be satisfied. If S, >
0, n € N and if the deficiency indices of S, are finite for each n € N, then
the Friedrichs and the Krein extensions AT and AX of A are ac-minimal. In
particular, (AF)¢ and (A%)* are unitarily equivalent.

Proof. Combining Theorem B.ITand Corollary 3.5 one immediately proves the
assertions. O

Corollary 3.13 Let the assumptions of Theorem [T.8 be satisfied. Further, let
the deficiency indices of Sy be finite for each n € N.
(i) If
0o :={t €R: > dar, (t) = oo}, (3.24)
neN

then for any self-adjoint extension A of A the parts Z‘ICEX((SOO) and A3°FE 4, (0s0)
are unitarily equivalent.

(i) If 8 is a Lebesgue measurable subset of R such that sup, m; () < co for a.e.
t € 6, then for any self-adjoint extension A of A the parts A*°E 3(ds U ) and
ALE 4, (000 U ) are unitarily equivalent.
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Proof. (i) By 323) and 324) we find dyo(t) = 400 for ae. t € .
Since by Theorem [3.11] the spectral multiplicity function can only be increase
for self-adjoint extensions A one gets that Nz,.(t) = Naae(t) for a.e. t €4
which immediately yields the unitary equivalence of the parts A*E 7(0s0) and
A8°E 4, (000)- N

(ii) By Theorem 3.8 the parts A*°E3(5) and A§°E4,(6) are unitarily equiv-
alent. Using (i) we immediately obtain the unitary equivalence of the parts
A%E (800 US) and AGE 4, (800 U ). 0

Corollary 3.14 Let the assumptions of Theorem [3.11) be satisfied. If the defi-
ciency indices of Sy, are finite for each n € N, then J,,cy Tac(Son) € 0ac(A) for
any self-adjoint extension A of A. If in addition condition BIR) is valid and
the extensions Sy, are purely absolutely continuous for each n € N, then

O’ac(;[) = U Uac(SOn)' (325)

neN
Proof. The first statement immediately follows from Theorem B.I1l Relation
BZ9) is implied by Proposition Bl d

Corollary 3.15 Let the assumptions of Theorem [Z11] be satisfied. Further, let
the pairs {Sn, Son}t, n € N, be unitarily equivalent to {S1, So1}. If the deficiency
indices of Syp are finite for each n € N, holds, then for any self-adjoint exten-
sion A of A satisfying condition [BI8) the ac-parts A* and A3® are unitarily
equivalent.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Corollary 3.9 O

Remark 3.16 (i) For the special case ny(S,) =1, n € N, Theorem B.I1] com-
plements [2, Corollary 5.4] where the inclusion oqe(Ag) C 0ae(A) was proved.
Moreover, Corollary might be regarded as a substantial generalization of
[2, Theorem 5.6(i)] to the case ny(S,) > 1. However, in the case ny (S,) = 1,
Corollary 315 is implied by [2] Theorem 5.6(i)] where the unitary equivalence of
Aac = /~1ch and A§° was proved under the weaker assumption that B is purely
singular. Indeed, by Proposition 25l condition (3I8) with A = Ap is equivalent
to the discreteness of B.

(ii) The inequality Naae(t) < N z..(t) in Theorem [B.1T] might be strict even
for t € o4c(Ap). Indeed, assume that («, 3) is a gap for all except for the opera-

tors S1,...,Sn. Set S := @N_, S, and Sy := @57 v Sn. Then ny(Ss) = oo
and (a, ) is a gap for So. By [7] there exists Sy = S5 € BExtg, having ac-
spectrum within («, 8) of arbitrary multiplicity. Moreover, even for operators
A =@, Sy, satisfying assumptions of Corollary with ny(S,) = 1 the
inclusion 0ae(Ag) C 0ac(A) might be strict whenever condition (FI8) is vio-
lated, cf. [7] or [2, Theorem 4.4] which guarantees the appearance of prescribed

spectrum either within one gap or within several gaps of Ag.

4 Sturm-Liouville operators with bounded op-
erator potentials

Let H be an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space. As usual, L?(R, H)
stands for the Hilbert space of (weakly) measurable vector-functions f(-) : Ry —
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H satisfying fR+ | f(t)||3,dt < co. Denote also by W22(R4., H) the Sobolev space
of vector-functions taking values in H.

Let T = T* > 0 be a bounded operator in H. Denote by A := Api, the
minimal operator generated by A, cf. (L), in $ := L*(Ry,H). It is known
(see [19,35]) that the minimal operator A is given by

(Af)(z) = *% (@) + Tf(x), f € dom(A) =W R+, H), (4.1)

where W2 (Ry, H) == {f € W>2(R,.,H) : f(0) = f'(0) = 0}.

The operator A is closed, symmetric and non-negative. It can be proved
similarly to [8 Example 5.3] that A is simple. The adjoint operator A* is given
by [19, Theorem 3.4.1]

2

(A f)a) = -1

The Dirichlet realization A” is defined by AP f := Af, f € dom (AP) := {g €
W22(R,,H) : g(0) = 0}. Similarly, the Neumann realization AV is defined
by ANf = Af, f € dom (AY) = {g € W22(R,,H : ¢'(0) = 0}. Since
dom (A) C dom (AP),dom (AYN) C dom (A*) one gets that AP and AV are
proper extensions of A. One easily verifies that AP and AV are symmetric
extensions.

By [29, Theorem 1.3.1] the trace operators I'g, I'y : dom (A*) — H,

(z) +Tf(x), f€dom(A*)=W>*(R,,H). (4.2)

Lof = f(0) and Tyif = f(0), f€dom(4¥), (4.3)
are well defined. Moreover, the deficiency subspace M, (A) is
MN.(A) ={e™V*"Th: heH},  z¢eCug, (4.4)

with the cut along R,..

Lemma 4.1 A triplet 11 = {H,To,T1}, where Ty and T'y are defined by (&3)),
forms a boundary triplet for A*. The corresponding Weyl function M (-) is

M(z):i\/z—T:i/\/z—)\dET()\), z e Cy. (4.5)

Proof. One obtains the Green formula integrating by parts. The surjectivity
of the mapping T" := (Iy,I'1) : dom (A4*) — H & H follows from ([@3) and [29]
Theorem 1.3.2]. Formula ({3 is implied by (@4]). d

Lemma 4.2 Let T be a bounded non-negative self-adjoint operator in H and
let A and I1 = {H,To,T'1} be defined by [@I) and [E3), respectively. Then

(i) the invariant mazimal normal function m*(t) of the Weyl function M(-) is
finite for all t € R and satisfies

mT () < (1+V2)1+tH)Y4 teR (4.6)

(i) The limit M (t 4+ i0) := s-limy o M (t + iy) exists, is bounded and equals

M(t+1i0) = z/ Vt—MEr(\) forany t€R. (4.7)
R
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(iii) da(t) = dim(ran (E7([0,1)))) for any t € R.
Proof. (i) It follows from (@3H]) and definition ([2.8) that

mRe(\/z‘/\)’
Im (Vi — \) '

mT(t) < sup sup
y€(0,1] A>0

Clearly, vi— A= (1+ )\2)1/461.(7‘—790)/2 where ¢ := arccos ( A ) . Hence

Re(vVi — \) 1
‘m’ = tan (§) = VIR

Furthermore, we have

Vit+ 1y VA =1)2 442 2\1/4
‘71111( T‘A)’S\f - —1+/\2 <V2(1+ %)

for A>0,t € R and y € (0, 1] which yields ([G).
(ii) From @A) we find M(t) := M(t +40) = slimyoivt+iy—T =
iVt —T, for any t € R, which proves (7). Clearly, M(t) € [H] since T € [H].
(iii) It follows that Im(M(t)) = vt —TE7([0,t)), which yields da(t) =
dim(ran (Im(M(t)))) = dim(ran (E7([0,t)))). O
With A = A, one associates a closable quadratic form tx[f] := (Af, f),
dom (¥') = dom (A). Tts closure tp is given by

W)= [ {IF @I+ IVTr@I3} de (43)

f e dom(tp) = Wy *(Ry,H), where Wy *(Ry, M) = {f € WI2(R,,H) :
f(0) = 0}. By definition, the Friedrichs extension AF of A is a self-adjoint
operator associated with tz. Clearly, A" = A* | (dom (A*) N dom (tg)).

Theorem 4.3 Let T >0, T =T* € [H], and to := inf o(T'). Let A be defined
by EI) and 1T = {H,To, Ty} the boundary triplet for A* defined by [E3)). Then
the following holds:

(i) The Dirichlet realization AP coincides with Ay := A* | ker (Uo) which is
identical with the Friedrichs extension AY. Moreover, AP is absolutely contin-
uous and its spectrum is given by o(AP) = 0,.(AP) = [tg, 00).

(ii) The Neumann realization AN coincides with A; = A* | ker (I'1). AN is
absolutely continuous (AN)* = AN and o(AN) = 0,.(AN) = [ty, 00).

(iii) The Krein realization (or extension) AX is given by
dom (AF) = {f e W22(Ry,H) : f'(0) + VTf(0) = 0}. (4.9)

Moreover, ker (AK) = 6y := 9), ) = {e=*VTh : h € ran(TY*)} and the
restriction AKX | dom (AK)N$Hg- is absolutely continuous, that is, Hg = H(AK)
and A% = 0g, ® (AK)¢. In particular, o(AX) = {0} U0..(AX) and 04.(AK) =
[to, OO)

(iv) The realizations AP, AN and (A%K)® are unitarily equivalent.
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Proof. (i) It follows from (£2) and (@3] that dom (A”) = dom (Ay) which
yields AP = Ag. Since dom(4y) C Wy *(Ry,H) = dom(tr) we have
AT = Ay (see [1, Section 8] and [22, Theorem 6.2.11]). It follows from (1)
and [8, Theorem 4.3] that 0,(Ag) = 0s.(Ag) = 0. Hence Ay is absolutely
continuous. Taking into account Lemma [2(iii) and Proposition we get
0(Ap) = 04c(Ap) = cluc(supp (dar)) = [to, 00) which proves (i).

(ii) Obviously we have dom (A") = dom (A;) := ker (I';) which proves AV =
Ap. Tt follows from Lemma [ 1] and (2.6) that the Weyl function corresponding
to A;j is given by

Mo(z) = (O—M(z))_l _ ( -1/2 _ Z/ \/ZTdET( , R€ (C+. (410)

Since My(+) is regular within (—oo, tg), we have (—o0,tg) C o(A;). Further, let
T > tg. We set H, := Er([to,7))H and note that for any h € H, and t > 7

(Mo(t +i0)h, k) = i((t — T)"*/*h,h) =i r(Nh,h).  (4.11)

J, e

Hence for any h € H, \ {0} and t > 7

0 < (t —to)"Y2?||h||? < Im (Mo (t + i0)h, h) = /T(t —\)"Y2d(BEp(A\)h, h) < oo

to

By [8, Proposition 4.2], 04.(A1) 2 [, 00) for any 7 > ¢, which yields 04c(A1) =
[to,00). It remains to show that A; is purely absolutely continuous. Since
My (t +40) & [H] we cannot apply [8, Theorem 4.3]. Fortunately, to we can use
[8, Corollary 4.7]. For any t € R, y > 0, and h € H we set

Vi (t + iy) := Im(My(t + iy)h, h) = /Im (ﬁ) d(E7(N)h, h).

—t—1

Obviously, one has

Vit +iy) < d(Er(\h,h), teR, y>0, he?

1
|
Hence

1
(=12 + 427

We show that for p € (1,2) and —oco < a <b < 0

Vit + ig)? < |[B]2@D / d(Er(Vh 1), pe (L),

b
Cp(h;a,b) := sup / Vi(t +iy)? dt < oo.
ye(0,1] Ja

Clearly,

b HTH
/a Va(t +iy)Pdt < [[B]2®~Y /O / 2yt

T
— 2(p—-1)
A / o
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Note, that for p € (1,2) and —co < a < b < 00

b—X 1 b 1
/a_x SR /a—||T|| oy = (b = [T} < co.

Hence Cp(h;a,b) < »,(b,a — ||T|)||h||*? < oo for p € (1,2), —0 <a < b < o0
and h € H. By [8, Corollary 4.7], A; is purely absolutely continuous on any
bounded interval (a,b). Hence A; is purely absolutely continuous.

(iii) By [11, Proposition 5] AKX is defined by AX = A* | ker (I'y — M (0)['g).
It follows from (X)) that M (0) = —/T. Therefore, AX is defined by (@3).

It follows from the extremal property of the Krein extension that ker (AX) =
ker (A*). Clearly, fu(z) := exp(—xVT)h € L*(Ry,H), h € ran (T*/*), since

/ | exp(—av/T)h|2,dx
0

/IITII ® i 171 4 o
= dpn(t / e “"Vidx :/ ——=dpn(t) < oo,
0 0 0 2\/%

where p,(t) := (Er(t)h,h). Thus, ) C ker (A*). It is easily seen that £ is
dense in $g. To investigate the rest of the spectrum of A% consider the Weyl
function Mg (-) corresponding to AX. It follows from ({3) and ([Z.6) that

Mic(2) = M_ p(z) = —(VT + M(2)) "

(T =L T v = -2 e,

where ®(2) := L[ivz—T + VT). For t > 0 we get
Im Mg (t +40) = Im ®(t +40) = t vt — TE7([0,1)). (4.12)

Hence, by [8, Theorem4.3], ,(A%) N (0,00) = 05.(A%) N (0,00) = 0. It follows
from (I2) that Im (Mg (¢t +40)) > 0 for ¢ > to. By Corollary 27 we find
Oac(AK) = [tg, 00).

(iv) It follows from @T) and EIZ) that dy(t) = du(t) =
dim(ran (E7([0,t)))) for t > t;. Combining this equality with ¢,.(A%) =
0ac(AT) = [tg,0), we conclude from Theorem Z8(ii) that Af and (AK)ac
are unitarily equivalent.

Passing to Aj, we assume that 1 < dim(ran (Er([0,s)))) = p1 < oo for
some s > 0. Let A\g, k € {1,...,p}, p < p1, be the set of distinct eigenvalues
within [0, s). Since My(t + iy)Er(]0,t)) is the p x p matrix-function, the limit
My (t +i0)Er([0,1)) exists for ¢ € [0, ) \ Ur_;{ A&} It follows from (LII) that

Im(Mo(t)) =T —t|72Er([0,1)),  t€[0,s)\ [J{ M}
k=1

This yields
dagy(t)) = dim(ran (Im(My(¢)))) = dim(ran (E7([0,t)))) = dar(¢)

for a.e t € [0,s) \ Us_,{ Ak}, that is, for a.e. ¢ € [0,s).
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If dim(Er([to,s))) = oo, then there exists a point sg € (0,s), such that
dim(E7 ([0, s0])) = oo and dim(E7([0,s))) < oo for s € [0,s09). For any ¢t €
(s0,s) choose T € (so,t) and note that dim(ran(E7([0,7)))) = oco. We set
Hr = Ep([0,7))H and Hoo := Ep([7,00))H as well as T := TEp([0,7)) and
Ts := TEp([r,0)). Further, we choose Hilbert-Schmidt operators D, and
Do in H; and Heo, respectively, such that ker (D,) = ker (D¥) = ker (D) =
ker (D%)) = {0}. According to the decomposition H = H, & Hoo we have
Mo = M; & M, D = D7 & Do and dy;p(t) = dyp- (t) + dype (t) for ace.
t € [0,00). Hence dy;p (t) = dyp. (1) for ae. t € [0,00). Clearly, M, (t +iy) =
i(t+iy—Ty)~ V2. 1f t > 7, then t € o(T,) and M (t) := s-lim, o M (¢ +1i0) exists
and

M (t) = s-lim M (t + iy) = i(t = Tr) " /2Er([0,7)).

Hence dyp,(t) = dim(ran (E7([0,7)))) = oo for t > so. Hence dyp(t) =
dr(t) = oo for a.e. t > so which yields dyp(t) = du(t) for a.e. t € [0,00).
Using Theorem [Z.8]ii) we obtain that A%° and A$¢ are unitarily equivalent which
shows Ay and A; are unitarily equivalent. O

Remark 4.4 The statements on AP, AN and A are proved self-consistently
in the framework of boundary triplets. However, the unitary equivalence of
AP and AV can be proved much simpler. In fact, the Dirichlet and Neumann
realizations {p and [y of the differential expression [ := —% in L?(Ry) are
unitary equivalent. If U : L?(R;) — L?(R,) is such a unitary operator, i.e.
Ulp = IlnyU, then we have

AV =N @I+ 10T =
(U@ Ii)llp @ I + I @ TY(U* @ Iy) = (U ® I3) AP (U* @ I).

The proof can be extended to any non-negative realization [ of [ fixed by
the domain dom (I,) = {f € WL2(R,) : f/(0) = hf(0), h > 0}. Moreover, a
proof of the absolutely continuity of A” and A", which does not used boundary
triplets, can be found in Appendix[A.2l For the Krein realization A¥ we do not
know such proofs.

Next we describe the spectral properties of any self-adjoint extension of A.
In particular, we show that the Friedrichs extension A of A is ac-minimal,
though A does not satisfy conditions of Theorem [B.T11

Theorem 4.5 Let T > 0, T = T* € [H], and t1 := inf 0ess (T'). Let also A be

the symmetric operator defined by (&1)) and A = A* € Ext 4. Then

(i) the absolutely continuous part E‘ICE’K([tl, 00)) is unitarily equivalent to the
part APE o ([t;,00));

(ii) the Dirichlet, Neumann and Krein realizations are ac-minimal and
0(AP) = 0(AN) = 0,.(AK) C 04c(A);

(iii) the absolutely continuous part Aac s unitarily equivalent to AP whenever
either (A — i)™ — (AP —i)™1 € 6oo(9) or (A—i)~t — (AK —i)™L € 6.(H).

Proof. By [33, Corollary 4.2] it suffices to assume that the extension A= A*
is disjoint with Ag, that is, by Proposition 23(ii) it admits a representation
A = Ap with B € C(H).
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(i) Let IT = {H,T9,T'1} be a boundary triplet for A* defined by (@3). In
accordance with Theorem 2.8 we calculate d s (¢) where Mp(-) := (B—M(: )1

is the generalized Weyl function of the extension Ag, cf. ([2.4). Clearly,
Im(Mp(z)) = Mp(2)"Im(M(2))Mp(z), z¢€Csi. (4.13)

Since Re(vz — A) > 0 for z =t + 4y, y > 0, it follows from (A5]) that
Tm(M(2)) = / Re(vVZ = X) dEr(\) > / Re(VZ—N) dEr(\), (4.14)
[0,00) [0,7)

where z =t + iy. It is easily seen that

Re(Wz—=A) >Vt—A>Vt—71, X€[0,7), t>T (4.15)
Combining (I3) with (@I4) and (£I5) we get
Im(Mg(t +iy)) > vVt — TMp(t +iy)*Er([0,7))Mp(t +iy), t>71>0.
Let @ be a finite-dimensional orthogonal projection, Q@ < Er([0,7)). Hence
Im(Mp(t +iy)) > Vi — TMp(t +iy)* QMg(t +iy), t>7>0, y>0.

Setting H1 = ran(Q), Ho := ran(Q'), and choosing Ky € Gy(Hs) and
satisfying ker (K3) = ker (K3) = {0}, we define a Hilbert-Schmidt operator
K :=Q ® K € G3(H). Clearly, ker (K) = ker (K*) = {0} and,

Im(K* Mp(t + iy)K) > (4.16)
Vt—TK*Mp(t+iy)* QMp(t+iy)K, t>7>0.

Since Mp(-) € (Ry) and Q, K € G(H), the limits
K*Mp(t)"Q := s—liﬁ}K*MB(tJriy)*Q and
y

(QMpK)(t) = S_lyigol QMp(t +iy)K

exist for a.e. ¢t € R (see [B]). Therefore passing to the limit as y — 0 in (@I6),
we arrive at the inequality

Im(ME (1) >Vt —7(K*Mp(t)*Q)(QMpK(t)), t>71>0, y>0.
It follows that

dim(ran ((QMpK)(t))) < dim(ran (Im M (t))) = dyx(t), t>7. (4.17)

We set MQ(Z = QMp(2)Q | Hi. Since dim(H1) < oo the limit Mg(t) =
shmwa (t + iy) exists for a.e. t € R. Since (QMpK)(t) | H1 =

ran (( )( )), @11 yields the inequality
dim(ran (Mg(t))) < dim(ran (QMpK)(1))) < dyx (¢) (4.18)

for a.e. t € [1,00).
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Since dim(H1) < oo and ker (]T]g(z)) = {0},z € C, we easily get by
repeating the corresponding reasonings of the proof of Theorem [B.I1] that
ran (Mg(t)) = Hy for a.e. t € R. Therefore [@.I8) yields dim(H1) < dpx (1)
for a.e. t € [1,00).

If 7 > t1, then dim(Er([0,7))H) = oo and the dimension of a projection
Q@ < Er([0,7)) can be arbitrary. Thus, dyx(t) = oo for a.e. t > 7. Since
T >ty is arbitrary we get djx (1) = oo for a.e. t > t;. By Theorem 2.8(ii) the
operator E"CE;([tl, 00)) is unitarily equivalent to AgE 4, ([t1,00)).

(ii) If 7 € (to, 1), then dim(E7r ([0, 7))H) =: p(7) < co. Hence, dim(Q#H) <
p(7) which shows that dyx () > p(7) for a.e. ¢ € (7,11). Since 7 is arbitrary,
we obtain dyx (t) = p(7) for a.e. t € 0,1). Using Theorem 2.8](i) we prove AP
is ac-minimal. Using Theorem [A.3)iv) we complete the proof of (ii).

(iii) By Lemma the invariant maximal normal function m™(¢) is finite
for ¢ € R. By Theorem A% and (AF)e¢ are unitarily equivalent. Similarly
we prove that Aac and (AK)ac are unitarily equivalent. To complete the proof
it remains to apply Theorem [3]i). O

Using Definition [[LT] one gets the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6 Let the assumptions of Theorem[4.9 be satisfied. If dim(H) = oo
and to :=1inf o(T') = inf oess (T') =: t1, then

(i) the Dirichlet, Neumann and Krein realizations are strictly ac-minimal;

(ii) the absolutely continuous part Aac of A is unitarily equivalent to AP, when-
ever B
(A—i) ' — (AN — i)t € 6,.(9). (4.19)

Proof. (i) This statement follows from Theorem FH(i) and Theorem

(ii) To prove this statement we note that by the Weyl theorem the inclusion
EI9) yields oess (Z) = Oess (AY). Since ess (AY) = 04(AN) = [to, 0) we
have Gess (A) = [to,00). On the other hand, by Theorem E5(i) we get [to, 00) =
Ooss (Z) C aac(g). Thus, O‘QC(AV) = [tp, 00) and Aac = Z“CEX([tO, oo)) Using
Theorem E3](i) and again Theorem ELH(i) we find that A9 is unitarily equivalent
to AP. O

Remark 4.7 According to (AI0) the condition m™(¢) < oo, t € R (cf. (ZF)) is
not satisfied for the Weyl function My(-) of the Neumann extension AY. Thus,
the statement (ii) of Corollary shows that the assumption m™(f) < oo of
Theorem[2.9] which is a generalization of the classical Kato-Rosenblum theorem,
is sufficient but not necessary for validity of the conclusions.

Corollary 4.8 Let the assumptions of Theorem [{.5 be satisfied and let
dim(H) = oo. Then AP is strictly ac-minimal if and only if to = t1.

Proof. Let ty < t;. Then there is a decomposition T = Tg, @ T such
that Tg, acts in a finite dimensional Hilbert space Ha, and tg = inf o(Thy)
and Too = T2 € C(Hoo) and tg < too := info(Ts) < t;1. This leads to the
decomposition A = Ag, ® Ay where Ag, and A, are defined analogously to
@EI). Clearly AP = AP & AD. By Theorem both extensions AP and
AL are absolutely continuous and their spectra are given by (A ) = [to, o0)
and 0(AL) = [te,0). Since dim(Hoo) = oo the deficiency indices of Ao, are
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infinite. We note that (—o00,t) is a spectral gap for A,. Using a result of
Brasche [7] there exists an extension A, = /T?;O € Ext Ao such that o(As) C
[to, 00), the part A’Z{OOEA'OO([tO;too)) is absolutely continuous and Nz,.(t) = oo
for t € [to,t1). -

Let A := AR @ As. The operator A is a self-adjoint extension of A such
that o(A) = 0(AP) = [tg,00). The parts AP Ep([to, o)) and AE;([to, teo))
are absolutely continuous. However, the absolutely continuous parts of both
extensions are not unitarily equivalent. Indeed, for a.e. ¢ € [tp,ts) one has
Nyo(t) < oo but Nz,.(t) = oo, by construction. Hence AP is not strictly

Aac
ac-minimal which yields ¢g = ;. The converse follows from Corollary [£8(i). O

5 Sturm-Liouville operators with unbounded
operator potentials

5.1 Regularity properties

In this subsection we consider the differential expression ([@1]) with unbounded
non-negative T = T*(e C(H)) in $ := L?(R;,H). The minimal operator
A= Apin = A, cf. (L) and (L2), is densely defined and non-negative. If T is
bounded, then A coincides with (£T]).

Let H1(T') be the Hilbert space which is obtained equipping the set dom (T')
with the graph norm of T. Moreover, for any s > 0 we equip dom (7°%) with the

graph norm
lulls = (lullf + 1ITul3)2, 520, we#, (5.1)

and denote by H(T) the corresponding the Hilbert space. Following [29] Def-
inition I.2.1] the intermediate spaces [X,Y]g, 8 € [0,1], of X = H;(T) and
Y = Ho(T) :=H are defined by [X,Y]yp = H1-0(T), 6 € [0, 1].

Furthermore, by Hs(T), s < 0, we denote the completion of H with respect
to the "negative” norm

lulls = [(T+T7>) " 2ullp,  s<0, weH. (5.2)

At first, we describe the domain dom (A) of the minimal operator A. For
this purpose, following [29] we introduce the Hilbert spaces Wi?(Ry,H) :=
WHE2(R,, H) N L3Ry, H1(T)), k € N, equipped with the Hilbert norms

1152 = /M(Ilf(’“)(t)li + @13+ ITF(©)I3,)dt.

Obviously we have Dy C W2?(R,,H) where is given by (L2). The closure of
Do in W;* (R4, H) coincides with Wi 7 (Ry, H) := {f € WE*(Ry, H) : f(0) =
£'(0) = 0} which yields Wg'7:(Ry, %) C dom (A).

Lemma 5.1 Let T = T* be a non-negative operator in H. Then the do-

main dom (A) equipped with the graph norm coincides with the Hilbert space
VVO2"2 (Ry,H) algebraically and topologically.
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Proof. Obviously, for any f € Dy we have

14515 = [ 17 @) do

+ / ITf(x) 2z — 2Re { / (F"(2), Tf (), dw}-

Integrating by parts we find

/ (@) de = - / +

|2dx + 2 /
Ry
for any f € Dy which yields

£z < IAfIG + 1 £17 f € Do.

Hence

14515 = [ 1@ e+ [ T VIf @]

Furthermore, by the Schwartz inequality,

Re { / @I dz}

IS + 1% < 21122, f € Do.

Thus, we arrive at the two-sided estimate

2
1122 < IAfllg + 1 £15 < 20£I522,  f € Do.

2 < Hf”iyga, f € Do.

which gives

Since Dy is dense in W02, 2(Ry,H) we obtain that dom (A) coincides with
W(i % (R4, H) algebraically and topologically. O

In opposite to the case of the minimal operator A = A, the maximal
operator Ap.x = A% . obviously satisfies W%Q(RJF,’H) C dom (Apax), though
dom (Apmay) # W22 (R, H) if T is not bounded. Moreover, it was firstly shown
in [I8] (see also |19 Section 4.1]) that the trace mapping

{v0, 1} = Wi (L H) — Hayu(T) @ Hupa(T), {10, m}f = {f(a), ()},
can be extended to a continuous (non-surjective) mapping
{70, 7} dom (Amax) — H—1/4(T> D H—3/4(T>~

It is also shown in [I9, Theorem 4.1.1] that y(-) € dom (Amax) if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ¥'(+) exists and is an absolutely continuous function on I into H_1(T);

(ii) Ay € L2(I,H).
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This result is similar to that for elliptic operators with smooth coefficients in
domains with smooth boundary, cf. |21 28]. A similar statement holds also for
the operator Apyay = A%, considered in L?(Ry,H), cf. [11] Section 9].

Next, we investigate the Friedrichs extension A and the Krein extension
AX of the operator A > 0. We define also the Neumann realization AV as the
self-adjoint operator associated with the closed quadratic form ty,

wifl= [ {1 @I+ VT @I e = 100 e = 11 20 53)

f € dom (ty) := W\l/’;(RJr, H). Clearly, AN € Ext 4. In the case of bounded T
one has AN = A; where A; is defined in Theorem F3(ii).
We note that the closed quadratic tF associated with Friedrich extensions

A" is given by tp =ty [ dom (tp), dom (tp) := {f € W 2Z(R1, H) : f(0) =0}

Proposition 5.2 Let T = T* € C(H), T > 0, and let A := A Let also
Hy = ran (Er([n — 1,n))), T, :== TEr([n — 1,n)), n € N, and let S, be
the closed minimal symmetric operator defined by EI) in §, = L*(Ry,H,)
with T replaced by T,,. Then

(i) the following decompositions hold

A:ésn, AFZéS,f, AK:ésf, AN:éSfIV; (5.4)
n=1 n=1 n=1

n=1

(ii) the domain dom (AF") equipped with the graph norm is a closed subspace of
W22 (Ry, H) is given by dom (AF) = {f € W2 (R4, H) : £(0) = 0};
(iii) the domain dom (AN) equipped with the graph norm is a closed subspace of
W22(Ry, H), is give by dom (AN) = {f € W2 (R, H) : £/(0) = 0}.

Proof. (i) Since Lemma [51] is valid for bounded T we find that the graph
gr(Sp) of S, equlpped with usual graph norm is algebraically and topologically
equivalent to W (R+, Hn), n € N. Obviously, we have

22R+, @WMRJ”

neN

A) = Per(Sn)

neN

which yields

However, the last relation proves the first relation of (5.4]).

The second and the third relations are implied by Corollary To prove
the last relation of (IBEI) we set SN = @7 | SN, Since SY = (S))* € Extg,
and A = @, Sn, SV is a self-adjoint extension of A, SN € Ext 4. Let
f =@, fr €9 where § = P, H,. Denoting by ty the quadratic form
associated with SV we find f = @., f, € dom (ty) if and only if f, €
dom (t,), n € N;and Y7 | t,[fn] < 0o where t,, is the quadratic form associated
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with SN n € N. If f € dom (ty), then

n

W= 6t =3 [ {I@B, + VT @B, } o

= [ {1 @i+ VTS @13} o = i

which yields f € dom (tx). Conversely, if f € dom (tx) and f = @, fn, then
fn €dom (t,), n € N, and 327 | t,[f,] < oo which proves f € dom (ty). Hence
SN = AN,

(ii) Following the reasoning of Lemma [5.1] we find

falfyze < USq Fulls, + 1fall, < 20fallfyze.  neEN,  (55)

where f,, € dom (SF) = {g, € W?2(Ry,H,) : 9.(0) = 0}. Using representa-
tion (54) for A" and setting f™ := @', fn, fn € dom (F),), we obtain from

1F™ 22 < HATS™IE + 1705 < 207" 1522, meN. (5.6)

Since the set {f™ = @, fn : fo € dom(SY), m € N}, is a core for A,
inequality (5.6]) remains valid for f € dom (A”). This shows that dom (Af") =
{f e W22(Ry,H) : f(0) = 0}. Moreover, due to (5.6) the graph norm of A¥
and the norm || - ||W;,2 restricted to dom (Af") are equivalent.

(iii) Similarly to (&3] one gets

£l < NS falls, + 1Fall® < 201 fall3y 22
WT WT

for £, € dom (SY) = {gn € W22(Ry,H,) : ¢,(0) = 0}, n € N. It remains to
repeat the reasonings of (ii). O

In the following we denote by Cp(Ry,Hs), s € [0, 1], the space of bounded
continuous functions f: Ry — H,.

Corollary 5.3 Let the assumptions of Proposition[5.2 be satisfied. Further, let
Of = f' be the derivative of f € W22(Ry,H) in the distribution sense. If
f € dom (AP) U dom (AN), then

(i) of :== f' € L*(Ry, H1/2(T)) and the maps

0: dom (AP) 3 f — f' € L*(Ry, Hyo(T)),
9:  dom(AN)> f— f € L*(Ry, Hyso(T))

are continuous;

(i) f() € Co(Ry, H3/a(T)), f'(-) € Co(Ry, H1/2(T)) and the maps

o dom (AD) >5f— f(j) € Cp(Ry, Hsja—j2(T)),
& dom(AN) > f — fY) € Cy(Ry, Hapaj/o(T)),

30



Proof. (i) From Proposition [.2(ii) and (iii) we get that u € L?(R,,X),
X = Hi(T). Applying the intermediate Theorem I1.2.3 of [29] to X C
Y = Ho := H we immediately obtain f' € L?(R.,[X, Y]i/2) which yields
e L3Ry, H1/2(T)). Moreover, it follows that the map 9 is continuous.

(i) Combining Proposition [5.2(ii) and (iii) with the trace theorem [29, The-
orem 1.3.1] one proves (ii). O

Remark 5.4 Lemma [5.1] Proposition and Corollary also hold for re-
alizations of the differential expression A considered on a finite interval I, i,e,
in the space L?(I,H). For this case Corollary has firstly been proved by
M.L. Gorbachuk [I8] (see also [19, Corollary 4.1.5], [19, Theorem 4.2.4]) by
applying another method. Realizations A € Ext A satisfying the condition
dom (A) € C(1,H3/4(T")) are called maximally smooth (see [19, Section 4.2]).
We emphasize however, that Lemma [5.] and Proposition[5.2] are new for the

case of finite interval realizations too.

5.2 Operators on semi-axis: Spectral properties.

To extend Theorem[.3]to the case of unbounded operators T' = T* > 0 we firstly
construct a boundary triplet for A*; using Theorem [3.3 and representation (0.4)
for A.

Lemma 5.5 Let the assumptions of Proposition [2.2 be satisfied. Then there is
a sequence of boundary triplets 11, = {Hn, Ton, [ 1n} for Sk such that 11 :=
@, U, =2 {H, Lo, I'1} forms a boundary triplet for A*. Moreover, A¥ =

A* [ker(fo) and the corresponding Weyl function is given by

_iva-T+ Im(vi—T)
Re(vi—T) '

Proof. For any n € N we choose a boundary triplet II,, = {Hy, Ton, 1} for S
with Ty, 1y defined by @3). By Theorem E3li) SI = Sp, = S} | ker (Toy)
and by Lemma E.T] the corresponding Weyl function is M, (z) = iv/z — T),.

Following Lemma[31], cf. ([B.6]), we define a sequence of regularized boundary
triplets ﬁn = {Hn, fon, fln} for S’ by setting R, := (Re(vi — Tp))"?,
Qn = —Im(v/i—1T,) and

fOn = R,Lon, f 1n ‘= R;l(Fln — Qnron), n € N. (58)

M (2) zeCy, (5.7)

Hence SI" = Sp, and the corresponding Weyl function M n(+) is given by

5 () = Ve Tt (Vi )
e Re(vi—1Tp) ’

z € Cy, n € N. (5.9)

By Theorem 33 the direct sum II := @°, II,, = {H, [y, T';} forms a bound-

n=1

ary triplet for A* and the corresponding Weyl function is

M) =@ Ma(x), zeC.. (5.10)

31



Combining (BI0) with (59) we arrive at (&71). From Theorem B3] (cf. BEI3)
and Corollary we get

Ag = A* | ker ( EBS* I ker (T ) @SOn és;j:AF (5.11)

which proves the second assertion. (I

Next we generalize Theorem [£3] to the case of unbounded operator poten-
tials.
Theorem 5.6 Let T =T* >0, tg:= info(T). Let A := Apin be the minimal
operator associated with A, cf. (1)) and let TI = {H, T'o, T'1} be the boundary
triplet for A* defined by Lemmal[Zd. Then the following holds:
(i) The Dirichlet realization AP f := Af, f € dom (AP) := {g € W2*(Ry,H) :
g(0) = 0} coincides with Ay := A* | ker(T'o) which is identical with the
Friedrichs extension AY. Moreover, AP is absolutely continuous and o(AP) =
Oac(AP) = [to, 00).
(ii) The Neumann realization AN := Af, f € dom (AN) := {g € W2*(Ry, H :
g'(0) = 0} coincides with Agy := A* | dom (Apw~) where dom (Ap~n) =
dom (ker (I'y — BNTy)) and BN := /T + T+ T2. Moreover, AN is ab-
solutely continuous o(AN) = 04.(AN) = [tg, 00).
(iii) The Krein realization (or extension) AKX is given by Agx := A* | ker (I'y —
BET), where

. 1 1
VT + VT +V1+ T2 T +V1+ 12

Moreover, ker (AK) = ¢ := 9}, 9} := {e==VTh : h € ran (TY4)}, the restric-
tion AX | dom (A%) N N7 is absolutely continuous, and AX = 0q, @(AK)2e.
In particular, o(AX) = {0} U 0. (AX) and 0,.(A%) = [to, 00).

(iv) The realizations AP, AN and (A%)¢ are unitarily equivalent.

(5.12)

Proof. (i) From Proposition 5.2(ii) we get AP = AF. Applying Lemma 5.5 we
get AP = Ag. Finally, using Proposition [5.2(i) and Theorem E3(i) we verify
the remaining part. R

(ii) It is easily seen that with respect to the boundary triplet II, =
{Hn, Ton, T1n} defined by (58) the extension AN admits a representation
AN = Ap, where B,, := /T, ++/1+T2, n € N. By Proposition B2[i),
AN = @) AN = Apy where BN = @77 | B,. The remaining part of (ii)
follows from the representation AV = @7 | AY and Theorem EL3(ii).

(iii) Using the polar decomposition i — A = v/1 + X\2e?’) with §(\) = m —
arctan(1/X), A > 0 we get

Re( / YT N cos(0(N)/2)dBr (). (5.13)

Setting ¢(A) = arctan(1/)), A > 0 and noting that cos(p(\)) = A(1 + \?)~1/2,
we find cos(0(N)/2) = 27V2(1 + A2)"V4(\ + V1 + \2)71/2. Substituting this
expression in (BI3]) yields

Re(Wi—T)=2"Y2(T +1+1T2 )72 (5.14)
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Similarly, taking into account sin(6(\)/2) = cos(¢(A)/2) and cos(p(N)/2) =
271214+ A~ V4 N + V1 + A2)12, we get

Im / V1+ A2 cos(p(N)/2)dET(N) = \/15 TH+V1+T2
(5.15)

It follows from (1) with account of (BI4) and (EIH) that M(0) :=
slim, o M(—z) =: BX where BX is defined by (5I2)). Therefore, by [11}
Proposition 5(iv)] the Krein extension AX is given by Agx := A* | ker (I'; —
BET\). The remaining statement follows from Proposition £.2(i) and Theorem
3 i)
(iv) The assertion follows from Theorem E3(iv) and (5.4). O
Next we generalize Theorem to the case of unbounded 7" > 0.

Theorem 5.7 Let T = T* > 0 and t1 := inf 0ess(T). Further, let A be the
mianimal operator of A, cf. (LI)-({L2)), and A = A* € Exta. Then

(i) the absolutely continuous part A*E 1([t1,00)) is unitarily equivalent to the
part APE o ([t1,00));

(ii) the Dirichlet, Neumann and Krein realizations are ac-minimal and
0(AP) = 0(AN) = 04c(AF) C 0uc(A);

(iii) the ac-part A% is unitarily equivalent to AP if either (A —i)~! — (AF —
i) E Guo($H) or (A—i)7! — (AK —i)7! € 650 (9).

Proof. By [33] Corollary 4.2] it suffices to assume that the extension A= A
is disjoint with Ao, that is, it admits a representation E Ap with B € C(H).
(i) We consider the boundary triplet II = {#, I'¢, '1} defined in Lemma
In accordance with (DEI) the Weyl function corresponding to Ap is given
by M g(z) = (B— M (2))!, z € C4, where M (2) is given by (57). Clearly,

Im(M p(2)) = M ()" Im(M (2)) M p(z),  z€Cy. (5.16)
It follows from (5.2) that (Re(vi — T))f1 > /2. Therefore (5.14) yields
Im( M (2)) > V2Im(M(z)), z€C,, where M(z)=iVz—T, (5.17)

cf. ([@3). Following the line of reasoning of the proof of Theorem [5|(i) we obtain
from (5.I7) that d o (t) = oo for a.e. t € [t1,00), where D = D* € &»(H) and
ker D = {0}. Moreover, it follows from (G.I6]) that dﬁg (t) =dg;p(t) = oo for

a.e. t € [t1,00). One completes the proof by applying Theorem [Z:8

(i) To prove (ii) for AP we use again estimates (5.17) and follow the proof
of Theorem E5|ii). We complete the proof for AP by applying Theorem 2.8l
Taking into account Theorem [5.6(iv) we complete the proof of (ii).

(iii) The Weyl function M (+) is given by (B.1). Taking into account (5.10)
one obtains sup,, .y m,; < oo, where m;| is the invariant maximal normal func-
tion defined by (2.8])). Indeed, this follows from (6] because this estimate shows
that m;} does not depend on n € N. Applying Theorem we complete the
proof.
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To prove the second statement we note that the operator B¥ defined by
(E12) is bounded. Therefore, by [2.6]) to Azx the Weyl function

o~

Mpx(z) = (BX — M (2))™, zecC,.
corresponds. Inserting expression (B.12)) into this formula we get

1 1 1 1 NT—iz-T
V2VT +iVz—T /T + VIt T2 V2T 41112

It follows that the limit M 5 (t + i0) exists for any ¢t € R\ {0} and

— 1 /Tﬁ . /th
y—+0 N2 /T + 1+ 12

Clearly, Mpx (t) € [H] for any t € R\ {0}. By Theorem 2.3 the ac-parts of A

and AX are unitarily equivalent whenever (4 — i)~! — (AKX — i)™ € &..(H).

This completes the proof. (I
Finally, we generalize Corollary to unbounded operator potentials.

Mpx(z) =

Corollary 5.8 Let the assumptions of Theorem [5.7 be satisfied. If the condi-
tions dim(H) = oo and to := inf o(T') = inf 0ess (T') =: t1 are valid, then

(i) the Dirichlet, Neumann and Krein realizations are strictly ac-minimal;

(ii) the ac-part A of A is unitarily equivalent to AP whenever @I9) is satis-
fied.

Proof. Corollary (.8 follows immediately from Theorem E7(i) and Theorem

BE6(iv). O

5.3 Application

In this subsection we apply previous results to Schrédinger operators in the
half-space. To this end we denote by L = L, the minimal elliptic operator
associated with the differential expression

2 n_ 92
L= - > ), ale) = 70 € LX),
in LQ(R?FH), R’ffl := R4 X R™. Recall that Ly, is the closure of £ defined on
Cee(RY™). 1t holds dom (Lyin) = HE(R) = {f € HX(R}T) : f [ oR}H =
0, % I 8R7fr+1 = 0} where n stands for the interior normal to 8R7fr+1. Clearly,
L is symmetric. The maximal operator Ly.x is defined by Lp.x = (Lmin)*.
We emphasize that H2(R'}™) C dom (Lmax) C HZ. (R} but dom (Luax) #

loc
HQ(R:‘_H). The trace mappings v;: C*> (Riﬂ) — C’°°(8RT'1), j€40,1} are
defined by ~of := f | OR}! and i f == ZL | ORI, Let €4 be the domain
dom (Lyax) equipped with the graph norm. It is known (see [2I], 29]) that ~;
can be extended by continuity to the operators mapping £ continuously onto
H=I=12(0R" ), j € {0,1}.

Let us define the following realizations of L:
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(i) LPf:=Lf, f € dom (LP) := {p € HARI"): v = 0};
(ii) LNf:=Lf, f € dom (LV) := {p € H*(RT") : y10 = 0};
)

(iii) LEf = Lf, f € dom (LX) := {p € dom (Lpax) : 71 + Ayop = 0} where
A= /A, +q(): HYV2(ORTT) — H-3/2(0R7H).

To treat the operator Ly, as the Sturm-Liouville operator with (unbounded)
operator potential we denote by T the minimal operator associated with the
Schrodinger expression

T=-Batal) ==Y oz ta@), q@=al@) (619

SN

in H := L?(R™). It turns out that T is Moreover, If g(x) > 0, then T > 0. Let
A := Apin be the minimal operator associated with (1)) where T' = Tipip.

Proposition 5.9 Let q(-) € L*(R), q(-) >0, and let T be the minimal (self-
adjoint) operator associated with T in L?(R). Let also to := inf o(T) and t; :=
inf oess (T'). Then:

(i) the minimal operator A coincides with the minimal operator L and
dom (4) = H3(RLH);

(i) the Dirichlet realization AP coincides with LY, hence, LP is absolutely
continuous and o(LP) = 04.(LP) = [to, 00);

(iii) the Neumann realization AN coincides with L™, in particular, LY is ab-
solutely continuous and o(AN) = 04.(AN) = [tg, 00);

(iv) the Krein realization AX coincides with L¥, in particular, L admits the
decomposition L* = 0y, @B(L*), Ho = ker (LE), and 0,.(LE) = [tg, 00);
(v) the self-adjoint realizations LP, L™, and L* are ac-minimal, in particular,
LP, LN, and (L) are unitarily equivalent to each other. If ty = ty, then the
operators LP, LN and LY are strictly ac-minimal;

(vi) if L is a self-adjoint realization of £ such that either (L—i)~'—(LP—i)~! €
GEOO(LQ(RZ_Jrl)) or (L —i)7™t — (LK —i)7! € G (LA(R}™)) is satisfied, then
L and LP are unitarily equivalent;

(vii) Ifto = t1 and if L is a self-adjoint realization of £ such that (E —i)7t—
(LN — i)™t € G (L2(RT)) is satisfied, then L and LP are unitarily equiv-
alent.

Proof. (i) We introduce the set

D=4 S ¢;@)hi(€): &) € CF(Ry), hy € CF(R™), ke N
1<j<k

We note that Doy C Dy, which is given by (L2), and Do € C§° (R} ). More-
over, A | Doo = L | Dy . Since Dy, is a core for both minimal operators A and
L we have A = L which yields dom (4) = Hy*(RH).

(ii) Since A = L we have A" = LF. Using LT = LP the proof of (ii) follows
immediately from Theorem [B.6(i).

35



(iii) One verifies that W2 (R, H) = H2(R'H), ie, both spaces are isomor-
phic. A straightforward computation shows that

E(f] == (Lf, s = (Af,f)Lz(Riﬂ) = tAlf], fe WX (R, H)=H*RT.

Since W2 (Ry, H) is dense in W\f(R"” H) the completion of t4 gives t) defined

by (5.3) which is the closed quadratic form associated with AY. Moreover, using
that H22(R}™") is dense in H2(R"™') the completion of t© gives the closed
quadratic form associated with LY. Since both completion coincide we get that
AN = LY. The remaining part follows from Theorem [B.6(ii).

(iv) Since A = L we have that AX is identical with the Krein realization
of L. However, it was proved in [T, Section 9.7] that even L% is the Krein
extension of £ The rest of the statements is implied by Theorem [E.0}iii).

(v) By Theorem B5.7(ii) the extension AP, AN and AKX are ac-minimal. Tak-
ing into account (i) - (iv) we find that L”, LY and L¥ are ac-minimal. The
second statement of (v) follows from Corollary B.8(i).

(vi) This statement follows immediately from Theorem B.7(iii) and (ii).

(vii) It follows from Corollary B.8(ii). O

Remark 5.10 Let T be the (closed) minimal non-negative operator associated
in # := L?(R") with general uniformly elliptic operator

n+1 n+1

- i . i 1 [e’e] n+1
; a 6$J+Q( )7 ajkec( )a qGC( )ﬁL (R-l- )7

where the coefficients ajx(-) are bounded with their C''-derivatives, ¢ > 0. If the
coefficients have some additional ”good” properties, then dom (T) = H?(R"™)
algebraically and topologically. By Lemma 5.1l dom (Amin) = W02, % Ry, H) =
H, g -2 (Rﬁlfl) and PropositionB.9remains valid with T in place of the Schrodinger

operator (L.I8]).

Note also that the Dirichlet and the Neumann realizations L? and LY are
always self-adjoint ((cf. [29] Theorem 2.8.1], [21])).

Corollary 5.11 Let the assumptions of Proposition [5.9 be satisfied. If

lim q(y)dy =0, (5.19)

|zl=00 Jjz—y|<1
then the realizations LP, LN and L% are strictly ac-minimal and
0(LP) = 04 (LF) = 0(LN) = 04(LY) = [0, 00).

Proof. By [17, Section 60] condition (5.19) yields the equality o.(T) = Ry, in
particular 0 € o.(T) and ¢; = 0. Since ¢ > 0, we have 0 < ¢ty < t; = 0, that is
to = t; = 0. It remains to apply Proposition E.9(i)-(iv). O

Remark 5.12 Condition (5.19) is satisfied whenever lim|,|_, ¢(x) = 0. Thus,
in this case the conclusions of CorollaryB.ITlare valid. However, it might happen
that o(LP) = o(LY) = 04.(L*) = [tg,o0), to > 0, though inf ¢(z) = 0.
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A Appendix: Operators admitting separation
of variables

A.1 Finite interval

Here we consider the differential expression A with unbounded 7' = T > 0 (cf.
(TI)) on a finite interval I = [0, 7] and denote it by A;. The minimal operator
A=A min = A’ generated by A in the Hilbert space $; := L?(I,H) is defined
similarly to that of A = Ay, in L2(R4, H). Obviously, A7 min is densely defined
and non-negative.

We briefly discuss the spectral properties of realizations of A; which admit
separating of variables. We set

APf = Arf, fedom(AP):={f e W7 (I,H): f(0) = f(m) =0}
ANf = Arf, fedom(AP):={f e WX*(I,H): f'(0) = f'(x) =0}

where W22 (I, H) = W22(I, 1) N L*(I, H1(T)) with H,(T) defined by (51).

To state the main result denote by Ip and Iy the Dirichlet and Neumann
realization of the differential expression [ := —d?/dz? in the Hilbert space L*(I),
ie.

Ip = _% | dom (Ip), dom (Ip) = {f € W*?[0,n] : f(0) = f(r) = 0},
In = —2; Jdom(ly), dom(Iy) = {f € W22[0,x] : f/(0) = f'(r) = 0}

Obviously, both spectra are discrete and given by o(Ip) = {1,4,...,k% ...},
keNand o(ly) ={0,1,4,...,k% ...}, k € Ng:= {0} UN.

Proposition A.1 Let AP and AY be the Dirichlet and the Neumann realiza-
tions of Ar in L*(I, 1) and let Ty, := T + k?I,(€ C(H)). Then

(i) AP is unitarily equivalent to the operator &2 Ty;

(i) AN is unitarily equivalent to the operator OnoTk;

(iii) The spectrum of the operators AP and AY is discrete, pure point, purely
singular and absolutely continuous if and only if the spectrum of T is so.

(iv) The spectral multiplicity functions No(-) and Nap(-) of the realizations
AP and AY | respectively, are finite for each X € R whenever the multiplicity

function Np(-) is finite. Moreover, if 04.(T) = [to,00), then ca.(AP) = [to +
1,00) and

Nigpyac(t) = pNrac(t)  for ae. tefto+k> to+ (k+1)%), keN,
as well as 0q.(AP) = [to,00) and

Niawyae(t) = (p+ 1)Nrac(t)  for a.e. ¢ € [to+ K o+ (k+1)%),

k €Ny Z:{O}UN.

(v) The operators (AP)* and (AN)*® are not unitarily equivalent.
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Proof. (i) By the spectral theorem, the operator [p = I}, is unitarily equivalent
to the diagonal operator Ap = diag(12,22,...,k?,...) acting in $p = [?(N).
Namely, Uplp = ApUp where Up is the unitary map from L2[0, 7] onto [?(N),

2 (o]
Up: f= \/;Z aysinkx — {ax}3° € 1*(N)
k=1

and a = (f, v/2/7sinkz). Hence
(Up @ In)AP (U @ Iy) = (Up @ In))(Ip @ Iy + I, @ T)(Uj, @ Ipy) =

Ap @Iy + 15, @ T = Pk’ + T) = P T
k=1 k=1

(ii) In this case, by the spectral theorem, the operator AV is unitarily equiv-
alent to the diagonal operator Ay = diag (0,12,22,...,k?,...) in Hx = 1*(Np),
UNlN = ANUN where

R

UN:f:\/E

2 o]
bo + ; ;bk coskxr — {bk}go € lQ(No)

and by, = (f, \/2/7 coskx). Repeating the previous reasonings we arrive at the
required relation
(Un @ i) AN (U @ Ing) = @720 T

(iii) This statement follows immediately from (i) and (ii) in view of the
obvious relations o (@, Tk) = Upey 0(Tk) and o (Bry Tk) = Upey 0+ (Tk),
T = pp, S, 8¢, ac.

(iv) From (i) and (ii) and the obvious relations o, (T}) = k% + 0, (T}), 7 =
d,pp, s, sc,ac, k € N we verify (iv).

(v) From (i) and (ii) it follows that 4. (AY) = Upe Tac(Tk) and oqc(AP)
Uz, 0ac(Tk) which yields 0,.(AY) # 04.(AP) which proves (v).

O

A.2 Semi-axis

Our next purpose is to show that the spectral properties of realizations of A
admitting separation of variables can be investigated directly by applying ele-
mentary methods. In particular, we present a simple proof of Theorem [E.6{ii).
let us at first prove a general statement.

Lemma A.2 Let K and T be self-adjoint operators in the separable Hilbert
spaces K and H, respectively, and let L := K ® Iy + Ix @ T which is self-
adjoint in K @ H.

(i) If the self-adjoint operators K1 and Ko are unitarily equivalent, then Ly,
and Ly, are unitarily equivalent

(ii) If K is absolutely continuous, then Lk is absolutely continuous.

Proof. (i) Let V be a unitary operator such that Ko = V*K;V. Then U :=
V ® Iy is unitary and

ULk, U=V*"@InK @Iy +Ix @T)V @Iy =K, @ Iy + [t ® T = L, .
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(ii) Let h be an auxiliary infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space. In
L?(R, h) we consider the multiplication operator @ defined by

Q) () =tf(t), teR, [feL*R,b). (A.1)

If K is absolutely continuous, then there is an isometry ®q : K — L?(R, ) such
that Q®o = P K, PPy = Ix. Hence the isometry & := Qo Iy : KO H —
L*(R,b) ® H intertwines Lg and L := Q ® Iy + Ir2ry) @ T, i.e.

Ld=0Lg.

Notice that L?(R,h) ® H = L?*(R,h ® H). The operator L has in L?(R,b),
b’ ;= h ® H, the representation L := @Q + T where @ is a multiplication
operator which is defined similarly as @, cf. (AJ), and T is given by

(TH)=T'f(t), fedom(T):={feL*R,Y):T'f(t) € L*R,b)}

where T" := Iy @ T'. Using the Fourier transform F one easily verifies that @ is
unitarily equivalent to the momentum operator —i% in L2(R,b/),ie F1QF =
—i%. This yields that

~ d ~
LFl=—i—+H.
FLF Zdt+

Finally, using the gauge transform (Gf)(t) = e‘”ﬁf(t), f e L*R,b), we find
GFLF g1 = fi%. Hence

d
—i0 GF® = GF 0Ly (A.2)
Since the momentum operator —i is absolutely continuous the relation (A.2)
immediately implies that L is absolutely continuous. (I

We consider the self-adjoint operator

d2
I, = e I dom (i), dom (I;) = {f € W*2(R,) : f'(0) = 7£(0)},
in K := L*(R4) where 7 € Ry U {0} U {oo}. The extensions 7 = 0 and 7 =
2 2
oo are identified with the Neumann and the Dirichlet realizations of —% ,

respectively. Further, let T = T* > 0, T € C(H). Consider the family of
self-adjoint operators

in the Hilbert space K@ H = L?(R,,H). Note for each 7 € Ry U{0} U{oc} the
operator A, can be regarded as a self-adjoint extension of the minimal operator
A defined by (LI) and (LZ). In particular, we have 4y = AV and A, = AP.
Corollary A.3 LetT =T* > 0.

(i) If 1 >0 and 72 > 0, then A, and A,, are unitarily equivalent. In particu-
lar, the extensions AP and AN are unitarily equivalent.

(ii) If T > 0, then A, is absolutely continuous. In particular, AP and AN are
absolutely continuous.
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Proof. (i) From [34] Section 21.5] we get that the operators I, are unitarily
equivalent to each other if 7 > 0. Applying Lemma [A2]i) we prove (i).

(ii) Using the Fourier transformation one easily proves that the operator Iy
is absolutely continuous. Taking into account Lemma [A.2)ii) we verify (ii). O

Remark A.4

(i) We note that the above reasonings cannot be applied to realizations of A
which do not admit the tensor product structure (A.3]).

(ii) Comparing Corollary [A.3] with Proposition [A.J] we obtain that there are
substantial differences between spectral properties of realizations on the semi-
axis Ry and on a finite interval I. Indeed, for self-adjoint realizations of A
on R, the ac-part can never be eliminated for any T = T* > 0, c¢f. Theorem
BE7(ii). In contrast to that the spectral properties of self-adjoint realizations of
A strongly depend on T.
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