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EIGENVALUE ESTIMATES FOR NON-SELFADJOINT DIRAC
OPERATORS ON THE REAL LINE

JEAN-CLAUDE CUENIN, ARI LAPTEV, AND CHRISTIANE TRETTER

ABSTRACT. We show that the non-embedded eigenvalues of the Dirac operator
on the real line with non-Hermitian potential V' lie in the disjoint union of two
disks in the right and left half plane, respectively, provided that the L'-norm
of V' is bounded from above by the speed of light times the reduced Planck
constant. An analogous result for the Schréodinger operator, originally proved
by Abramov, Aslanyan and Davies, emerges in the nonrelativistic limit. For
massless Dirac operators, the condition on V implies the absence of nonreal
eigenvalues. Our results are further generalized to potentials with slower decay
at infinity. As an application, we determine bounds on resonances and embed-
ded eigenvalues of Dirac operators with Hermitian dilation-analytic potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION

There has been an increasing interest in the spectral theory of non-selfadjoint
differential operators during the past years. In particular, eigenvalue estimates for
Schrédinger operators with complex potentials have recently been investigated by
various authors, [1I [6 11l [I8, 20, [10]. Corresponding results for non-selfadjoint
Dirac operators are much more sparse, [23] 24], although operators of this type
arise for example as Lax operators in the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation

3.

In this paper we derive the first eigenvalue enclosures for Dirac operators with
non-Hermitian potentials. We consider one-dimensional Dirac operators H=Hy+V
in L?(R) ® C?, where the free Dirac operator is of the form

., d 9 0 1 1 0
(1) Ho——lchaal—i-mc o3, 01 := (1 0), oy 1= (0 _1>

with ¢ denoting the speed of light, 7 the reduced Planck constant, m > 0 the
particle mass and where V is a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function with entries in L!(R).
Since we do not assume V' (z) to be Hermitian, the operator H is not selfadjoint, in
general. Moreover, already the free Dirac operator Hy is not bounded from below,
with purely absolutely continuous o(Hp) = (—o0o, —mc?] U [mc?, o0).

In our main result, Theorem 2.1} we prove that if the potential V satisfies

) Wi = [ V@) dr < he

where ||V (z)|| is the operator norm of V(x) in C? with Euclidean norm, then the
non-embedded eigenvalues of H lie in the union of two disjoint disks,

(3) oa(H) C Kpmro(mazo) YU Ky (—mixg),

in the right and left half plane; the radii mrg, as well as the points mzg determining
the centres, diverge to co as ||[V|1 — he. In particular, our theorem implies that
1
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the massless Dirac operator (i.e. m = 0 in (1)) with non-Hermitian potential V" has
no complex eigenvalues at all since in this case mry = 0.

The second main result of this paper is an enclosure for resonances of Dirac
operators with Hermitian potentials under some analyticity assumptions on V.
While the literature on the theory of resonances of Schrodinger operators is vast,
see e.g. [22], [29] and the references therein, much less is known for the Dirac
operator; we only mention [21I] where the complex scaling method was employed.
We use the interplay of this method with Theorem 2. Tlfor the scaled Dirac operators
Hy to describe a region in the complex plane where the uncovered resonances may
lie in terms of L;-norms of the scaled potentials V (e'?-). Moreover, for the massless
Dirac operator, we show that there are no resonances near the real axis.

Further results concern the sharpness of our eigenvalue enclosures and general-
izations to more slowly decaying potentials. Finally, in the non-relativistic limit
(¢ = o0), our main result reproduces [I, Theorem 4] for the one-dimensional
Schrédinger operator

r2 42
@ “oma TV
in L?(R) with complex-valued potential V € L!(R) the eigenvalues A € C \ [0, 00)
of which lie in a disk around the origin:

(5) 2 y<l (A|v<x>|dx)2.

Our proofs are based on the so-called Birman-Schwinger principle. Although the
latter is not bound to one dimension, the generalization to higher dimensions poses
a major challenge; the reason for this is the intrinsically different behaviour of the
resolvent kernel of Hy which already in the case of Schrodinger operators requires
sophisticated analytical estimates [10].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Theorem 2.1] of Section Bl we prove the
enclosure ([3)) and show that, for m # 0, the eigenvalue bound (&) for the Schrédinger
operator emerges in the nonrelativistic limit (¢ — 00). One of the main, new,
ingredients in the proof of Theorem [2.1] is the use of a M&bius transformation of
the spectral parameter to localize the eigenvalues.

In Section B we demonstrate the sharpness of Theorem 2] by considering a
family of delta-potentials. Moreover, we show that assumption (2)) may be weakened
if the potential has additional structure such as being purely imaginary.

In Section [4 we extend Theorem 2] to potentials with slower decay at infinity;
in this case (2)) has to be replaced by more complicated conditions. From this we
derive eigenvalue estimates in terms of higher LP-norms of V', see Corollary[4.6l We
also prove that, if p € [2,00] and an additional smallness assumption holds, then
H is similar to a block-diagonal matrix operator, see Theorem (.8

In Section B, we establish enclosures for resonances and embedded eigenvalues
of H with Hermitian V(z). For this purpose, we use the well-known method of
complex scaling where resonances are characterized as eigenvalues of non-selfadjoint
operators and apply Theorem 2.1 to the scaled Dirac operators Hy. To this end, a
careful analysis of the dependence of the corresponding balls K., (£mzg) on the
scaling angle € is required.

To avoid overly technical discussions, we prove all results in Sections 25 for the
case of bounded V, i.e. V;; € L™(R), 4,5 = 1,2; it will be evident, however, that
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the boundedness does not play an essential role, and we will show in Section [6] how
to dispense with it.

The following notation will be used throughout this paper. For zy € C and
r > 0, let K,.(z9) be the closed disk centred at zg with radius r; for r = 0, we
use the convention that K, (z9) = 0. For a closed densely defined linear operator
T : H — H on a Hilbert space H, we denote by D(T), ker(T), p(T), o(T), op(T)
its domain, kernel, resolvent set, spectrum, and set of eigenvalues, respectively.
Let L(H) denote the algebra of bounded linear operators with domain equal to H
and by || - || the operator norm on L(#); the norm on the ideal of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators is denoted by || - ||us. The identity operator on # is denoted by Iy,. We
shall use the abbreviation T' — z for the operator T' — 2z Iy, z € C. Throughout
Sections 2H5] we work in the Hilbert space H = L?(R) ® C?. By tr we denote the
trace in this Hilbert space, while Tr is the trace in C2. By abuse of notation, we
shall denote integral operators on H and their kernels by the same symbol. For
example, we write Ro(z) = (Hp—z) " for the resolvent of the free Dirac operator Hy
and Ro(z,y;z) for its resolvent kernel. For a measurable matrix-valued function
V = (Vij)zz,jzl we shall always identify the function V' with the closed maximal
multiplication operator in L?(R) @ C2.

The potentials V' we consider are supposed to decay at infinity,

‘ l‘im Vij(x) =0, |z| — .
T |—00

It is well known that the essential spectrum of Hy is stable under such perturbations,
(6) ge(H) = 0¢(Ho) = (—o00, —=mc?] U [mc?, 00),

see e.g. [25], 4.3.4, Remark 2]. Note that there are at least five different notions of
essential spectrum for a non-selfadjoint closed operator T'; here we use the following
one:

0e(T) :={z€ C:T — z is not a Fredholm operator}.

With this definition of the essential spectrum, it follows from [9, Theorem 1X.2.4]
that |25, 4.3.4, Remark 2], which is only stated for Hermitian-valued potentials,
still holds true in the non-Hermitian case. The discrete spectrum of T is defined as

04(T) := {z € C: z is an isolated eigenvalue of T of finite multiplicity}.

Note that, if T" is not selfadjoint, then, in general, o(T") is not the disjoint union of
0o(T) and o4(T). However, for the Dirac operators H = Hy + V considered here,
C\ 0c(Ho) = p(Hp) has either one or two (for m = 0) connected components, each
of which contains points of p(H). Hence [13], Theorem XVII.2.1] implies that

(7) o(H)\ oe(H) = oa(H).

For simplicity, we will use units where 4 = ¢ = 1 from now on. The correct
values in other units may simply be restored by dimensional analysis.

2. INTEGRABLE POTENTIALS

In this section we derive sharp bounds on the eigenvalues of the perturbed Dirac
operator H in (), with potential V = (Vi;)7,_;, Vij € L'(R). For eigenvalue
bounds in terms of higher LP-norms see Corollary as well as the forthcoming

paper [5].
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Theorem 2.1. Let V = (Vi;)7 =, with Vi € L*(R) fori,j = 1,2 be such that

(8) Vi < 1.
Then
9) o0d(H) C Ko (mao) U Ky (—mao),
where
(10) \/||V|4—2|V|2+2 1 \/|V|4—2|V|2+2 L
A1 = IVIF) A=V 2’
in particular, the spectrum of the massless Dirac operator (m = 0) with non-

Hermitian potential V' is R.

FIGURE 1. The two disks of Theorem 2] for three different values
of |[V]1 € (0,1) and m = 1; the imaginary axis always remains
free of eigenvalues.

Proof. In this section we prove Theorem 2.J] under the assumption that V is
bounded in which case H = Hy + V is a closed operator. The only additional ob-
struction in the general case is the construction of a closed extension H of Hy 4V,
a technical point which we postpone to Section

The proof of Theorem 2Ilis based on the Birman-Schwinger principle: Let U be
the partial isometry in the polar decomposition of V' = U|V|. We shall factorize V'
according to

(11) V =BA, B:=U|V|'? A:.=|V|V2
We denote by Ro(-) the resolvent of Hy, i.e.
Ro(2):= (Ho — 2)"', 2z € p(Hy).

Let z € p(Hyp). It is easy to verify that z is an eigenvalue of H if and only if —1 is
an eigenvalue of V Ry(r). Since the nonzero eigenvalues of BARy(z) and ARy (z)B
are the same, this is thus equivalent to —1 being an eigenvalue of the operator

(12) Q(z):=ARo(2)B:H —H, z¢€ p(Ho).
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Hence, if z is an eigenvalue of H, then ||@Q(z)|| > 1. On the other hand, since the
spectrum of H in the complement of o.(Hp) is discrete by (@) and (@), z € p(H)
whenever ||Q(2)|| < 1.

It is well-known that the resolvent kernel of the free Dirac operator is given by

Ro(r,y:2) = Mz, 2) ¥ M(z,y2) = & < oz)  sen(e _1y)> ,

2 \sgn(z —y)  ((2)”
where
(13) C(2) = Zl;—;;‘ k() = V22 —m?, € p(Hy),

and the branch of the square root on C\ [0,00) is chosen such that Imk(z) > 0.
We set

B(z) = ¢(2)> = " €€\ [0,00), = € p(Hy),

zZ—m

(14)

3
—~
VA
~—
Il
|

1 1
- —1
2+4(s—|—s ), s>0.

Observing that
M (z,y; 2)l| = [|M (2, y; 2) |lns = n(|2(2)]),
we obtain that for z € p(Hy), f,g € H,

(ARo(2)Bf.9) < (|2 (=) / / 1A 1B 1 @)llcsllg(@)les der dy
1/2

(15) SCENGATEIRS ol ([1Bwiar) 171
= a2 ([ Iveac) ol sl

Here, we used exp(—Imk(z) |z — y|) < 1 in the first line, the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in the second line, and the equality

IB@)|| = |A@)| = | [V(@@)2| = [V(@)]'?, zeR,
in the last line. It follows that
(16) QI < n(|®()D) V-
Hence, ||Q(2)|| < 1 whenever
1 1—|V]?
(17) w=®(2) € By, ={weC:p?<|w<p’}, p:= HTN
1
Observing that ® is a Mobius transformation for m # 0 with inverse
w1
=1 =m_=——
z (w) =m 1

we see that the complement of the annulus B2 ,-2 in the w-plane is mapped onto
the union of the disks K, (mzo) and Ky, (—mao) in the z-plane. Indeed, ®~1
maps (generalized) circles to (generalized) circles, and, by virtue of the equality

o 1(w) = Y(w), weCU{oo},
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the image of a circle with centre at the origin is symmetric with respect to the real
axis. The outer boundary of B, ,-2 is mapped to the circle with centre mzg and
radius mry given by

x:l p2+1+—p2+1 :p4+1 r:l p2+1_—p2+1 =4/22 -1
07 o\p2—1 " —p2—1) Ao YT 2\ 21 21 Vio

On the other hand, since
o Hw ™) = -2 Hw), weCuoo},

the inner boundary of B,z ,-» is mapped to the circle with centre —mzg and ra-
dius mry. Since @1 is biholomorphic and C \ (sz) pfz) is doubly connected, its
image must be too, so it fills the regions inside the two circles. Observing that

p4+1_\/||V|%—2|V|%+2 1
4

pt—1 1—|VI) 2’

the spectral inclusion (@) is proved for the case m # 0. If m = 0, then ®(z) =1
and n(|®(z)]) = 1/c for all z € C. Hence, (I0) implies that ||Q(z)| < 1 for
z € p(Hp) = C\ R. This proves the limiting case m = 0 in (). O

Remark 2.2. The eigenvalue bound (@) of [I] for the Schrodinger operator with
complex potential V' emerges from the corresponding bounds for the Dirac operator
@ in the nonrelativistic limit since

1 —1
- = ()

see e.g. [25], Theorem 6.4]. Here, we have restored ¢ (the speed of light) by replacing
m by mc? and ¢7||V]|; and ||V||1. It follows from Theorem 1] that

(18) Ud(H(C) - mCQ) C chzro(c) (mCQ(xO(C) - 1)) S chzro(c) (mCQ(xO(C) + 1))7

where x¢(c), ro(c) now depend on ¢ via ¢ !||V]|;. An easy calculation shows that,
in the limit ¢ — oo, the right hand side of (8] converges to the closed disk with
radius m/2||V]|? and centre at the origin, compare (B (recall that i = 1 here).

Remark 2.3. The factorization of V' used above is optimal in the sense that for
an arbitrary factorization V' = B’A’, the last equality in (5] generally turns into
an inequality. We also note that

HVH1S/RHV(x)HHde:/R\/TrV(a:)*V(x)dx.

Remark 2.4. For the massless Dirac operator (m = 0) the absence of nonreal
eigenvalues can also be proved by showing that the perturbed operator H is similar
to the selfadjoint operator Hy:

i) For potentials of the particular form

_ (U1 V2
(19) v=(n )
with v1,v9 € LY(R), Syroid proved in [23] by a method due to Kato [14] that, if

[[V]]1 < 1, then H is similar to Hp,
H=WyHWi"h
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Here, W are the Kato wave operators [I4], which admit the representation

Wy =s- lim et 1tHo
t—Foo
and el | eitHo are the strongly continuous groups with generators H, Hy, respec-

tively. In particular, H is a spectral operator in the sense of [7] with absolutely
continuous spectrum o(H) = R. It is not difficult to check that the proof in [23]
also works without the assumption ([9)).

ii) If V is an electric potential of the form

-0)

with a complex-valued function ¢ € L*(R), then the similarity of H and Hy (with
m = 0) holds without the assumption |V||; < 1. Indeed, if U is the operator of
multiplication with

U(z) = exp (101 / W) dy> , TER,

— 00

then U is bounded and boundedly invertible in H, and U~ 'HoU = H. Moreover,
for 2 € C with Im 2 # 0, the resolvent R(z) := (H — z)~! can be estimated by:

20) R < (U |Ro(=)] < [z~ exp (2 / |q<y>|dy> .

In analogy to (20)), the following proposition provides an estimate for the norm
of the resolvent R(z) of H for general potentials V.
Proposition 2.5. Let V = (Vj;)? ;_; with Vij € L'(R) fori,j = 1,2 be such that
[VI1 < 1. Then, for z € p(Ho) = C\ ((—o0, —m] U [m,00)) outside the union of
the two disks Kpr,(mao) and Ky (—mao),

1 nloe)?* VI
I ot T k) T-meE DIV

(21) 1R(2)

Proof. By iterating the second resolvent identity,
R(z) = Ro(z) — Ro(2)V R(z),
we infer that
(22) R(z) = Ro(2) — Ro(2) B(I + Q(2)) ™ ARo(2).

It is easy to see that

@) ARG s, o) Blns) < JEEEIL VI

From (22), the selfadjointness of Hy and the Neumann series, it follows that

I < ! IARo(2)] |[Ro(2) B
~ dist(z,0(Ho)) Q@)

If we combine this with (23] and (I6), the claim is proved. O

IRl < [[Ro(2)]| + |1 R(2) = Ro(2)
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3. SHARPNESS OF THEOREM [2.I] AND PURELY IMAGINARY POTENTIALS

In this section we provide an example which suggests that the eigenvalue en-
closures of Theorem [ZT] are sharp and that the assumption ||[V]|; < 1 cannot be
omitted. Moreover, we show how additional structure of the potential may be used
to improve the bounds of Theorem 211

Example 3.1. We consider the family of delta-potentials
el” 0

(24) Vi =ik Wy, W, = < 0 i

>, k>0, —-nm<71<m,

for which the operator Q(z) reduces to the matrix

(25) e =5 (T8 )

e

in C? if we define sgn(0) = 1. The perturbed operator H, may be rigorously defined
as a rank two perturbation of Hy. Alternatively, it may be described in terms of
boundary conditions, v.i.z.

D(H,) = {f € L*(R,C) N H'(R\{0},€) s 01((04+)— F(0-)) — s W/ (0+) = 0},
(Ho)(w) = i 01 f(a) + mog f(x), = €R\{0}, f € D(H,)
It follows that

ker(H, — z) C { (ng())) Gk (Ezé:)(')l) e } ,

and the boundary conditions imply that ker(H, — z) is nontrivial if and only if

Y AL B

Solving this equation for {(z), we find the solutions

i 1EV1 — K2
(26) () = Gurmet T IEVITID
Recalling ([I3), ([I4), it is seen that we must have Im((z) < 0 for z to be an
eigenvalue of H,.

If kK < 1, then Im {4 < 0 if and only if 0 < 7 < 7; in this case, as 7 varies from
0 to , the points wy := (% trace out the boundary of the annulus B> ,—» with

14+ VI —k?
pi= K ’
which is precisely p in ([IT) with ||V||1 replaced by & (< 1). This implies that the
two eigenvalues of H;, 0 < 7 < m, lie on the boundaries of the disks K, (£mzg)
of Theorem 2.1l In the case —7 < 7 < 0, there are no eigenvalues.
If k > 1, then the square root in (26]) becomes imaginary, and it is easily verified
that (4 lie on the unit circle, with

Im(y = % (— sin(7) =+ cos(7)V K2 — 1) .

Hence, for m # 0, there are either zero, one, or two eigenvalues; as theta varies,
they cover the imaginary axis.
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A straightforward calculations shows that
(+ =1 <= 7 = arccos(1/k),
(- =—-1<=7=m—arccos(l/k).
Hence, for m =0,

{z€ C:Imz > 0}, T = arccos(1/k),
o(H;)N(C\R) = {{z€C:Imz <0}, T =7 — arccos(1/k),

0, otherwise.

Hence, for k > 1, the eigenvalues of H, need not lie in a bounded set, and hence
an enclosure as in Theorem 2.1] cannot hold.

Incidentally, this example (with m = 0) illustrates two typical non-selfadjoint
phenomena: First, since H; is a rank two resolvent perturbation of Hy, the essential
spectra are clearly the same, o.(H,) = 0.(Hp) = R. However, for 7 = arccos(1/k)
and 7 = 7w — arccos(1/k), the spectrum in C\ R is not discrete, but consists of
dense point spectrum in the upper or lower half-plane; this is not a contradiction
to [13, Theorem 3.1] since C \ R is not connected. Secondly, although it can be
shown that the mapping 7 — H, is continuous in the norm resolvent topology, for
m = 0 the spectrum o(H,) is lower-semidiscontinuous as a function of 7 at the
points 7 = arccos(1/k) and T = m — arccos(1/k), compare e.g. [I5], TV.3.2].

If the potential has additional structure, the assumption ||[V||; < 1 may be
weakened in some cases. As an example, we consider perturbations by purely
imaginary potentials V' = iV with V > 0. Such potentials have been studied
in [I8] in the framework of Schrodinger operators.

Theorem 3.2. Let V =iV, with V = (‘N/ij)f)jzl such that V > 0 and Vi; € L*(R)
fori,j = 1,2. Then oq(H) lies in the open upper half plane; if z € p(Hp) =
C\ ((—o00, =m] U [m,0)) and

4 B Z_m2Z\ -
27 Re ————— | |V1 Re ——— ||V 2
1) (Re 2222 ) Wi+ (Re Yo ) el <2

then z ¢ o(H). In particular, if m =0 and
(28) Vialls + Vsl < 2,
then the spectrum of H is R.

Remark 3.3. The set of points satisfying (217) does not have such a simple form
as the disks in Theorem 211 However, (27) implies e.g. that for m > 0

/2 2 V- AV
U(H)ﬂiRC{iu:u>O, “;m > Vinlh + | 22”1}.

2

Proof. We follow the lines of the proof of [I8, Theorem 9]. Like in the proof of
Theorem 2.1l we assume that V' is bounded; for the proof of the general case, see
Section [6}

Let z € p(Hp) and Q(z) be given by ([I2)), i.e.

Q(z) =iV'2Ry(2)V/2.
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Using the first resolvent identity, we find
(29) ReQ(z) = —(Im 2)(Ro(2)VY/2)* (Ro(2)V/?).
If Im z < 0, this implies that Re Q(z) > 0. Hence the numerical range

W(I+Q) ={(T+ QNS f): f e Ifl =1},
satisfies
W({I+Q(z)) c{A e C:Re>1}.
Since the spectrum of a bounded operator is contained in the closure of its numerical
range, see [15, Corollary V.3.3], it follows that 0 € p(I + Q(z)), i.e. z € p(H) for
Imz <0.

To prove the second claim, assume to the contrary that z € p(Hy) with Imz > 0
satisfies condition (21), and z € o(H). Then (29) implies that Re Q(z) < 0, i.e. the
spectrum of Q(z) lies in the left half plane, and —1 is an eigenvalue of Q(z). Hence
the eigenvalues \;(Q(z)) of Q(z) satisfy

D Re)(Q(2) < —1.
j=1
It follows that

(30) 1< — ZRe 2(Q(2)) < —tr(ReQ(z)) = — / Tr(Re Q) (x, x; 2) dz,

R

where (Re Q)(+, -; 2) is the kernel of the operator Re Q(z); for the proof of the second
inequality we refer to [18 Corollary 1] or [2l Theorem 1], see also [I1, Lemma 1]
for a different idea of the proof. Since

ReQ(z) = —V2Im Ry (2)V'/?,
we have
e = 4710 (V0 )P

Together with assumption (27)), this implies

(R Q) = & (Re<<z> [T as+Rece) ™ [ Vasle) dx) <1

a contradiction to [B0). The last claim is immediate since (21 reduces to [28)) in
the case m = 0. O

4. SLOWLY DECAYING POTENTIALS

In this section we consider potentials decaying more slowly at infinity than just
Vij € L'(R) as in Theorem 2.1l We assume that V;; € L'(R) + L§°(R), i.e. there
exists a decomposition V. = W + X such that W;; € L'(R)and X;; € L§°(R);
here, Lg°(R) is the space of bounded functions that vanish at infinity. Schrédinger
operators with this type of potentials have been studied in [6].

It is well known, and easy to see, that if V;; € L(R) + L (R) and € > 0, then
there exists a (generally non-unique) decomposition V=W + X with W;; € L'(R)
and || X || < e, see [6]. We set

(31) C.:= imf{/}R [W(z)|de: V =W + X, W;; € LYR), || X]|| < 5} € [0, 00).
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Theorem 4.1. Let V = (V)7 ;; with Vij € L*(R) + Lg°(R) for i,j = 1,2. Let
z € p(Ho) = C\ ((—o00,—m] U [m,o0)) and let n, ® be defined as in (), i.e.

z|?2 +m?2
(32) a0 = =1+
and C. as in @BI). If for some e >0
(33) C. < (=)
and
| n(9(2)))? . I
(34 dist(z, 0 (Ho)) | Tmva? = 1= (RGN C: ~ &

then z ¢ o(H).

Remark 4.2. If V;; € L'(R), then, in the limit € — 0, the condition (B3) becomes
@®) since lim.,o C. = ||V|1 (compare (I6])), and [B4) is automatically satisfied.
Hence, Theorem 211 is a special case of Theorem 1]

Proof. Again, in order to avoid technical complications we shall assume that V is
bounded. This restriction does not play a role for the eigenvalue bounds and may
be omitted if the construction of Section [ is used.

It can be shown that the infimum in [BI)) is in fact a minimum, see [6]. Let W
be the corresponding minimizing element, and set X :=V — W. Let

Aw = |W['2 By :=Uw|[W|'/?,
Ax = |X|"?, By :=Ux|X|"2,
where Uyy and Ux are the partial isometries in the polar decompositions of W and
X, respectively. Set K :=H @ H and define the operators
Aw
(35) A= A : " — K, B:=(Bw Bx):K—H.
X

Then V = BA and z € p(Hp) is an eigenvalue of H if and only if —1 is an eigenvalue
of Q(z),
L _ AwRo(Z)BW AwRo(Z)BX

Q(z) = ARo(z)B = (AXRO(Z)BW AxRo(z)Bx ) *€ plHo).
Since || Ro(2)| = 1/dist(z,0(Hp)) and ||Ax|| = || Bx|| = £'/? < dist(z, o(Hy))'/? by
(B4, it follows that I3 + Ax Ro(z)Bx has a bounded inverse. By the well-known
Schur-Frobenius factorization (see e.g. [26, Proposition 1.6.2]), Ix + Q(z) has a
bounded inverse if and only if so does its Schur complement S(z),

S(2) == I + Aw Ro(2) Bw — Aw Ro(2)Bx (Ix + Ax Ro(2)Bx) ™" Ax Ro(2)Bw
By a Neumann series argument, the latter holds whenever
AwR B AxR B

. o) e AWRA) By [ Ax Ro(2) B |
(1 = [[Aw Ro(2) Bw|)(1 — | Ax Ro(2) Bx )
provided that Iy, + Aw Ro(z)Bw has a bounded inverse as well. By the estimates
used in the proof of Theorem 21l we have

| Aw Ro(2) B || < n(|®(2)]) C- < 1

<1,
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by @3)). Together with 23] this yields
) < - Con(|(2))? |
= (tm V22— md) (1 = 7(1@(2)]) Cz) (1 — e/dist(z, o (Hy)))

It is not difficult to check that the right hand hand side above is < 1 if (and only
if) (34) holds. O

Theorem [£.1] is the analogue of [6l Theorem 1.5] for Dirac operators. The next
theorem is the counterpart to [6] Theorem 2.9]. Keeping the same notation as in [6],
we define the positive, decreasing convex function

Fy(s):= sup/ |V (z)|| e *l*=¥ dz, s> 0.
yeR JR

Theorem 4.3. Let V = (V;;)? with V;; € LY(R) + LP(R) for i,j = 1,2. Let

ij=1

z € p(Ho) = C\ ((—o0,—m] U[m,0)) and let n, ® be defined as in B2). If

(37) n(@()) Fy (Tm /22— m?) <1,
then z ¢ o(H). If the equation Fy(u) = p/m has a solution pg € (—m,m), it is
unique and

o(H)n (‘\/m2 — .y fm? — u%) = 0.

Remark 4.4. If V;; € L*(R), then by [6, Lemma 2.1]
Fv(S) < Fv||V(£L')||1, s> 0.

Hence, Theorem 211 is a special case of Theorem (.3

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1] we assume that V' is bounded and use the
factorization V = BA with A = |V|'/2, B = U|V|'/? (see (). As before, we set
Q(z) = ARo(z)B (see (12)).

Using a straightforward generalization of the Schur inequality to matrix-valued
kernels, we obtain

' dy 1/2 ' 1/2
Q@1 < (s [ 10wl ) (sup [ QG2 plog) i)

where Q(z,y; z) is the kernel of Q(z) and p(z,y) is a positive weight. Choosing
p(x,y) = [V (@)|['2|[V(y)|7'/? and using that |Ro(w,y; 2)| < n(|®(2)]), we arrive
at

1Q)] < n(|®(2)]) Fv (Im V22 —m?).
This proves the first part of the theorem.
Let z € (—m,m). Observing that, by (B2)),

1 m?2 + z2 m
] = —/1+ =
77(| (Z)D \/5 m2 — 22 /77%2 — 227

we infer that

n(|®(z)]) Fv (Im 22 —m2) =1 < Fy ( m2 _ Zz) _ ym?— 22

m
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Since the function p — Fy (p) is decreasing [6, Lemma 2.1] and g — p/m is increas-
ing, the solution py € (—m,m) of the latter equation (which exists by assumption)
is unique, and Fy (u) < p/m for g > po. Therefore,

n(|®(2)]) Fv (Im 2?2 — m2> <1, |z|<y/m?—pd,

and hence z ¢ o(H) by the first part of the Theorem. O

Remark 4.5. Using different factorizations of V', one infers from the proof of
Theorem that

n(|®(2)]) inf {FA/Q (Im /2% — m2)Y/2 . Fg2(Im /22 — m2)1/2} <1 = zep(H),
where the infimum is taken over all factorizations V = B’A’.

Theorem [Tl enables us to obtain eigenvalue bounds in terms of higher LP-norms
of the potential V.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose V;; € LP(R) fori,j =1,2 and some p € (1,00), and set

Wi ([ ||v<x>|pdx>1/p.

Let z € p(Hy) = C\ ((—o0, —m] U [m, 00)) and let n, ® be defined as in B2). If

(p—1)/p C(p—

2(p—1 (p—1)/p
e (2) T () v, <
then z ¢ o(H).

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem [£.I] and the inequality

(p—1)/p
2(p — 1
Fu(s) < (—(p )) 0 |,
p

see [0, Corollary 2.17]. O

Although the conditions in the above theorems seem to be very complicated,
they may still provide explicit eigenvalue bounds as the following example shows.

Example 4.7. Let p € C, Rep # 0, and consider the massless Dirac operator
H, = Hy + V), with potential
2u 1 0
V, =—— , eR,
w(7) = SR D (0 —1> z
see [24]. Since

1
V.2 = (2 P*l/ . d
Vull5 = (2[pl)  Teimb(@ s § D) x

and n(|®(z)|) = 1 for m = 0 by ([B2), Corollary L6l implies that for every p > 1, all
eigenvalues of H,, are contained in the strip

4(p_ 1) 1 1/(p—1)
oda(H,) C {z eC:|Imz| < |y , ( | TS (g T ) d:zc) .

For p =1, one can check that

1
v ~ 3.4184
” #Hl |smh elarg( :17—|—1 / |smh:v—|—1 ( )
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is greater than one (and independent of |u|) so that Theorem 2] cannot exclude
the occurrence of nonreal eigenvalues. In fact, it was shown in [24] that H,, does
have the nonreal eigenvalue ipu.

The result of Corollary .6l may also be used to prove that H is similar to a block
diagonal matrix operator if the LP-norm is sufficiently small and p € [2,00]. For
more results on block-diagonalization of Dirac operators as well as abstract Hilbert
space operators, the reader is referred to [4].

Theorem 4.8. Let m > 0, Vi; € LP(R) for i,j = 1,2 and some p € [2,00). If

(r=1)/p
mp
39 Vi, < ,
(39) Wl < (5025 )
then H 1is similar to a block-diagonal operator,
SHS ™ = (If; o ) . o(Hy)=o(H)N{z€C:+Rez > 0}.

Proof. If z =it, t € R, then (B8] is less than one, i.e.

(10) QG0 < (%)“’W(\/ﬂ e I <&))M“’ <1,

2(p—1

hence iR C p(H). Let again A := |V['/2, B := U|V|"/2, and set Y := AP. Since
A;; € L*P(R), it follows that Y;; € L?(R), hence Y is Hp-bounded (see for instance
[28, Satz 17.7]). By Heinz’ inequality, Y* is |Ho|*-bounded for any « € (0,1). In
particular, for @ = 1/p, A is |Ho|'/P-bounded. Thus, since |Hp|'/? > (m)'/?, there
exists a constant d,, < oo such that for all z € p(Hp)

(41) AR (2)]| < & [[|Hol /P Ro(2)]|-

Analogously, one can show that

(42) [ Ro(2)BI| < 6 ||| Hol"/? Ro(2)]|-

For x € C, |x| < 1, let H(x) := Ho + xV. By inspection of the resolvent of H (),
(H(x) —2)~" = Ro(2) — xRo(2) B (Ix + xQ(2)) " ARo(2),

it is easily seen that H(x), |x| < 1, is a holomorphic family. For f € H, we define

1,1 f 1
@) P g dm [0 =07 <

™

We shall show that the limit exists and that P(x) is a bounded-holomorphic fam-
ily of projections. By [15, 11.4.2], it then follows that there exists a bounded-
holomorphic family of isomorphisms U () such that

UX)P(X)U() ™ =P(0), x€C, [xI<1
On the other hand, by the standard Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation (i.e. diag-

onalizing Hy in momentum space, see e.g. [25]), there exists a unitary operator U
such that

UP(O)U " = <é 8) .

The claim thus follows with § := UU(1).
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Since Hj is selfadjoint, the right hand side of (@3] exists for x = 0 and coin-
cides with the spectral projection onto the positive spectral subspace of Hy, by the
spectral theorem. It is thus sufficient to show the convergence of the integral

R

Jim [ ((H(x) —it) 7" = Ro(it) f,g) dt
*©J-R

uniformly in g € H, ||g]| = 1, and locally uniformly in x € C, |x| < 1. Indeed, since

by ([@0),

qo := sup |Q(t)[| < 1,
teR

the estimates (@), ([@2) imply, for |x| < 1,

R
/ [(H(x) —it)~" = Ro(it)) f,g)| dt

-R

R
<(1-q) / ARG 1 Roit) By

R
<=a) [ WA 1) 10 Rofita] at

R 1/2 R 1/2
<(1-q) ( / RIIIHol””Ro(it)f||2dt> ( / R|||Ho|1/PRo<it>g||2dt> |

Denoting by E(-) the spectral function of Hy, we can estimate

/7

R oo
Ho|'/? Ry (it 2dt</ / —Z— dtd||E(s)f|?
[ marransiacs [ [ S avale)

= 7T/(H ) |s|*/P)=L | E(s) £117 < w(m) /P71 £
o(Ho

The fact that P(x) is a spectral projection corresponding to the right half plane
may be deduced from [13, Theorem 3.1] in combination with the residue theorem,
see also [IT, Theorem 1.1], [4, Theorem 2.4]. In order to apply the latter, it remains
to be shown that

. a1 _
(44) Jim [[(H — i) =0

By the spectral theorem for Hy,
I(H —it)"H| < [[(Ho — it) M| + [|(H — i) ™" — (Ho —it) ™"

1 1 c
< — + (1= qo) " I|Ho|Y?PRo(it)|> < — + ——r
< o (=) RGO < o+ oo
for some C > 0. This proves ([d4). O

Remark 4.9. Similar estimates as in ([B8) have been derived in [5] by a more
abstract approach. For example, for m > 0 and p = 2, the results of [5] imply that

(45) o(H) c {z € C:[Tmz <2 VI (1+]2))/2}.
In comparison, (B8] above implies that

(46) o(H) € {z € C:mv/z"=m? < n(j0() VI3
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Asymptotically, {@5) and {#g]) yield that for z € o(H)
Imz| <2|[V[3[2['/? and [Imz < [V]3, |2 = oo,

respectively. The second estimate is clearly superior, which is not surprising since
the results of [B] are of much more general nature. They are applicable to Dirac
operators in arbitrary dimension as well as to abstract Hilbert space operators.

5. EMBEDDED EIGENVALUES AND RESONANCES

In this section we show how the previous results may be applied to locate the
embedded eigenvalues and resonances of Dirac operators with Hermitian potentials
using the method of complex scaling. To this end, we assume that V is dilation-
analytic.

For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the case ||V||1 < 1 (see Theorem 2]); the
formulation and proof of analogous results using Theorems [L.1] and is straight-
forward. Moreover, we use a boundedness assumption on V which can be relaxed
using the construction of the extension H of Hy + V in Section

Let U(6) be the unitary dilation in L?(R) ® C2, given by

(U(O)f)(z) :=e"?f(%2), x,0 R,
For a € (0,7/2) let £, := {2z € C\ {0} : |arg(z)| < a}, where —7 < arg(z) < .

Hypothesis 5.1. Assume that there exists a € (0, 7/2) such that:

i) V:X,U(=%4) = C?*2 is a bounded analytic function;
ii) The restriction of V' to the real axis is Hermitian-valued;
iii) For each 3 € (0,a) the functions V(e'¥-), |p| < 8, are in L}(R,C%*?) with
uniformly bounded L'-norms.

We define the complex-dilated operators
HO (9) = U(

V(0):=U@)VU@®) " =V(),

H(0) := U(O)(Ho + V)U(6) " = Ho(0) + V(6)

H)HQU(H)_I = —ie_ediol + mos,
X

It is straightforward to check that Hy(6) has an extension to an entire family of
type (A) in the sense of Kato [I5] VII.2], see e.g. [27, Lemma 1].

Proposition 5.2. Assume that Hypothesis 5.1l is satisfied for some o € (0,7/2).
Then the following hold:

i) V(0) has an extension to an analytic bounded operator-valued function in
the strip Sq :={0 € C: |Im6| < a};

i) For u € R, |u| sufficiently large, ip € p(H()) for all 8 € S,, and for

in € p(H()) fived, (H(0) —iu)~! is an analytic bounded operator-valued

function in Sy;

) U(e)H(O)U(p) ™t =H(O+ ) forall p €R, 6 € Sy;

) o(H(0)) depends only on Im¥@;

v) 0o(Ho(0)) = {£+\/e 2p2 + m? : p € R};

) 0a(H(8) MR = o (H) \ {—m,m};
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vii) For Im6 € (0, ), all nonreal eigenvalues of H(0) lie in the region

Dy :={£+/e 2p2 +m?2:p e R, Imw € [0,Im 6]},
see Fig. 2. If 0 <Im6; <Iméby < «, then oq(H(61)) C oa(H(02)).
viii) For 8 € (0,a), the function ¢ ~ ||V (e¥-)|1 is logarithmically convex in
the interval |-, 0].

FI1GURE 2. Eigenvalues of H and the set Dy enclosing resonances of H.

Proof. i) Since S, is mapped onto X, under the mapping 6 +— e’, it follows that
V(0) € L(H). It is easy to see that V(0), 6 € S,, is weakly analytic, and hence
analytic in norm, see e.g. [I5, Theorem I11.1.3.7].

ii) Since V(0) is uniformly bounded in the operator norm, [|[V(0)| < M < oo,
the spectrum of H () is contained in the M-neighbourhood of o(Hy(¢)) by the
stability of bounded invertibility. Hence, iy € p(H(0)) for |u| sufficiently large.
The analyticity of (H(0) —iu)~! follows from the formula

(H(0) —ip)~" = (Ho(0) —ip) ™ (I + V(0)(Ho(0) —ip) ")~
and from the observation that Ho() is a normal operator, whence for |y| sufficiently
large,
[(Ho(8) —ip)~"|| = dist(ip, o(Ho(6)) < 1/M.

iii) is clearly valid for real €, and since both sides of the equation are analytic,
the claim follows from the identity theorem. iv) is a direct consequence of iii).

For the proof of v)-vii), we refer to [2I, Theorem 1], compare also [19, XIII.36].
Unlike in [21], we do not assume that V is Hy-compact; however, as already men-
tioned in the introduction, since V' decays at infinity the resolvent difference of

H and Hj is compact and thus their essential spectra are the same by [9, Theo-
rem IX.2.4]. Since

(H(0) = 2)~" = (Ho(0) — 2)~' = UO)(H — 2)~" = (Ho — 2)")U(0) ",

the same applies to the essential spectra of H(6) and Hy(f) and thus the proof of
[21, Theorem 1] carries through in the case considered here.
viii) Let g € L*°(R). Then

[ Vs aig(e) do
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depends analytically on 6 € S, since on any compact subset K C S, the absolute

value of the integral is bounded by
p-sup V(e ?)|1-|lgllec where p:=mine ¢
lol<p ek

Hence, the map (6 — V(e?.)) : Sy — LY(R,C?*?) is weakly (and hence strongly)
analytic. For § € (0, «) consider the map

F: S5 — LYR,C?*?), F():=e"V(ef)

= Im 6.
, B :=max[Imé|

which is analytic, continuous up to the boundary of S3, and uniformly bounded
in S_,g The claim follows by applying Hadamard’s three-lines theorem for analytic
functions with values in a Banach space, see e.g. [§, II1.14], to F' and noting that
[EGe)l = [V (e)]1- 0

It may be shown, see [21, Theorem 2], that the resolvent (H — 2)~! has a (many-
sheeted) analytic continuation to the set p(Hp). The poles of the analytically
continued resolvent are called the resonances of H, and they are located precisely
at the eigenvalues of Hy. We denote the set of resonances of H by R(H).
Theorem 5.3. Assume that V' satisfies Hypothesis Bl with o € (0,7/2).

i) IfImé € [0,a) and

v = inf ||[V(e!¥)]; <1,
ImO<p<a

then the resonances of H satisfy the inclusion

(47) R(H)N Dy C Kpry(maxg) U Ky, (—mag)
where
vE—2024+2 1 vh—202 42 1
48 N B B 2 t2 1
(48) o \/ i-w) T2 T 11— 2

ii) If V is scalar-valued and sign-definite, then vg = ||V (e!'™9.)||1 in i).
iii) Assume that |V]|1 < 1. Then all eigenvalues of H (including the embedded
ones) are contained in the intervals

(49) ( —m(xzo + ro), —m(zo — TO)) G (m(xo —19), m(xg + TO)),

where g, ro are given in [IQ) (i.e. @) with vg = vy = [|V]|1).
iv) If m =0 and ||V]|1 < 1, then there are no resonances close to the real axis;
more precisely, if we set

o :=sup{Im#@ € [0,a) : vg < 1} (> 0),
then
R(H)ﬁ{i\/m:peR, Imw € [O,wo]} =0.
Proof. i) Let (6,)nen C Sa be such that ¢, :=Im#6,, > Im6, n € N, and
|V (e™0.)]|; — vy, n — oc.

Then there exists N € N such that ||V (e!™%.)||; < 1 for all n > N. Since

. d . . .
e H(ip,) = —id—o'l + me' Prag + el PrV(elen)
x
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and |e'?»| = 1, Theorem 2.1 and Proposition [5.2]iii) imply that for all n > N,
(50) oa(e'?" H(0y) C Koy (me' ¥ 29, ) U Ky, (—me' #7z,).

In fact, we have to modify the proof of Theorem 1] slightly to take the complex
mass term m’ := me'? into account. It is easy to see, however, that we only have
to replace m'rg by |m’|rg. By Proposition 5.2 vii) and (B0), it follows that for all
n>N

R(H)N Do C Kpnpry, (Mg, )Y Ky (—mag,,).
Letting n — oo proves ([@1).

ii) Without loss of generality, assume that V' > 0. We show that ||V (el¥-)|;
achieves a global minimum at ¢ = 0. It then follows from Proposition [5.2] viii) that
[V (et?-)||; must be monotonically increasing in |¢|, and hence vy = ||V (el™?.)

Let ¢ € (0,), R > 0, and define the curves

v = {xeis" :—R <z <R},
vo :={Re' : o >t >0},
v3:={Re'' : 7w <t <7+ ).

fl1-

By Cauchy’s theorem,

(51) /R V() do = 23:/7 V(2) d.

—R =177

We show that the contribution of the integrals over 7 and 3 vanishes in the limit
R — oo. Indeed, let z = Re't, 0 <t < ¢, be a parametrization of 72, so that

¥ . .
(52) V(z)dz=1iR / V(Re'')e't dt.
72

By Fubini’s theorem and assumption iii) of Hypothesis 5.1}

/ / V(Re't) ‘tdt’ dR</ / V(Re'")| dt dR
/ / V(Re'')| dR dt

= [TIVE I < o sup [V
0 [tI<e

It follows that the function
¥ S
R»—>/ V(Re't)e't dt
0
belongs to L!(R) and is thus o(1/R). Hence, by (52), the integral over v tends to

zero as R — co. The proof for 3 is analogous.
It now follows from (BI)) that, in the limit R — oo,

/RV(x) dx_/w V(z) dz:ei“"/RV(ei*"x) d.

Taking the absolute value on both sides proves that ||V < [[V(el¥-)|; for all
€ (0, «). The proof for ¢ € [—a,0) is analogous.
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iii) By the proof of Proposition [5.2] viii), |V (e!¥-)||1 is continuous, so that

li e, = .
S;{rbllv(e =1Vl

Let (6,)nen C S be such that ¢, :=Im#6,, — 0 and ||V (e ¥"-)|1 — ||[V]l1, n — co.
Moreover, let N € N be such that [|[V(el¢-)||; < 1, n > N. If A € R\ {£m} is
an eigenvalue of H, then by Proposition B2 vi), A € o(H(f,)) for all n > N. The
inclusion (@) now follows from (B0) if we take n — oo.

iv) is immediate from i) since then mrg = 0 (recall that we use the convention

Ko(z0) = 0). O

Remark 5.4. The resonance enclosure (@) in Theorem[5.3may be used for every 6,
with vg < 1. However, increasing Im # in order to enlarge the set Dy revealing the
resonances increases the size of the resonance-enclosing disks K,y (+may)- FoOr
every 0, the disks K., (+ma,) intersect the boundary o.(H(0)) of Dy in only one
point each. The set of intersection points consists of two curves parametrized by
Im @, and all resonances in D,, in the lower (upper) half plane lie below (above) these
curves. The shape of the resonance-enclosing set corresponding to Example is
illustrated in Figure

Example 5.5. Consider the resonances and embedded eigenvalues for the potential
V(z) = ae " Ieo

with a € R, b > 0. Clearly, V' has an analytic continuation to an entire function,
bounded on X, /4. Moreover, for || < /4, the function V(¢'#-) is in L'(R) with
norm

lal v
/b cos(2p)
hence it is uniformly bounded for |¢| < S < 7/4. Since V(z) > 0, x € R, by

Theorem (5.3 ii), vg = ||V (e!™?.)||;. Hence, if |a|/7/vb < 1, then vy < 1 for all
6 < [0, 7/4) with

IV (e )]l =

1 2
Imé6 < 3 arccos (|a|b7r> .

Therefore, for these 6, Theorem [5.3]1) and iii) apply; for example, the resonances
in D /¢ lie in the union of the two disks Ky, (£ma, /) with

Tr/6

b—a?nm 2

I . a*m
/6 /b(b = 2a27)’ w/8 /b(b = 2a27)’

the eigenvalues of H (including the embedded ones) lie in the two intervals

<_m(1 B ﬁTﬁ)—l/z’ —m(l B a%ﬂ)l/z) Y (m(l B a%ﬂ)l/z, m(l B a%ﬁ)—l/z) '

Figure B shows the region of resonance enclosure in the lower half plane; the picture
in the upper half plane is just the mirror image.
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F1GURE 3. The resonances of Example in the lower half plane
are are situated within the area between the two red curves.

6. CONSTRUCTION OF H FOR POTENTIALS IN L!(R) + L (R)

In Sections 2HE we assumed in all proofs that V' is bounded, so that we could
conveniently define the sum of Hy and V. In this final section we show how to
construct a closed extension H of Hy + V for V € L*(R) + L (R).

One might first try to approximate V € L(R) + L (R) by bounded potentials
V., and then show that the operators H,, = Hy+ V,, converge in the norm-resolvent
topology to some operator H. If V were Hermitian-valued (and thus H,,, H self-
adjoint), we could conclude that the eigenvalue estimates also hold for the limit
operator H. However, for non-Hermitian potentials, this need not be true since
the spectrum is not lower-semicontinuous on the metric space of closed operators,
see [15] IV.3.2].

Therefore, we need a more direct access to the perturbed operator H. If we define
it via its resolvent by equation (22)), then it will turn out to be a closed extension of
Hy + V. The precise statement is given in the subsequent abstract theorem, which
includes the general version of the Birman-Schwinger principle. We note that this
construction is more general than a quadratic form approach or even an operator
perturbation approach, see [12, Remark 2.4 iii)].

Theorem 6.1. Let H and K be Hilbert spaces, and let Hy : H - H, A: H = K
and B : K — H be closed densely defined operators. Suppose that p(Hp) # 0 and
that the following hold:

a) ARo(z) € L(H,K) and Ry(z)B has bounded closure.
b) For some (and hence for all) z € p(Hy), the operator ARy (z)B has bounded
closure

Q(z) .= ARy(z)B € L(K).
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c) —1 € p(Q(z0)) for some zy € p(Hp).
Then there exists a closed densely defined extension H of Hy + BA whose resol-
vent R(z) = (H — 2)7Y, 2 € p(H), is given by
(53) R(z) = Ro(z) — Ro(2)B (Ix + Q(2)) "ARy(z) € L(H), =z € p(Ho) N p(H),
with
p(H) N p(Ho) = {z € p(Ho) : =1 € p(Q(2))}-
Moreover, for z € p(Hy), the subspaces ker(H —z) and ker(I4+Q(z)) are isomorphic.

Proof. The proof may be found e.g. in [12], compare also [14] [16]. O

Remark 6.2. If Hy + V has nonempty resolvent set, and is, hence, closed, then
H = Hy+ V. In particular, this is the case whenever V is bounded, or more
generally, Ho-bounded with relative bound less than one. For example, this holds
if V;; € LP(R) for some p € [2,00], see e.g. [28] Satz 17.7]. Note that the whole
LP-scale, p € [1, 00], is contained in the class L' (R)+ L5°(R) considered in SectionEl

Since the proofs of Sections BHDl only involve the resolvent Ry(z), they admit
straightforward generalizations to the case where V is unbounded and H is the
operator given by Theorem [GI} one just has to replace Ro(z)B and ARy(z)B
by their bounded closures everywhere. Indeed, (I6) and ([23) guarantee that the
conditions a)—c) of Theorem [6.] are satisfied. What remains to be shown is that

(1) the different factorizations of V' used in Section [ lead to the same exten-
sion H;
(2) we still have oo(H) = 0.(Hop).
To address (1) we introduce the following definition.
Definition 6.3. Let H, K, K’ be Hilbert spaces, and let Hy: H — H, A: H — K,
B:K—H, A :H—K,B :K — H be such that BA = B’A’. Suppose that

the triples (Ho, A, B) and (Hp, A’, B') satisfy the assumptions of Theorem[G.1l The
two factorizations V' := BA = B’ A’ are called compatible if the following hold:

i) The operators A'Ry(z)B and ARy(z)B’ have bounded closure for one (and
hence for all) z € p(Hp),

F(z2):= A'Ry(2)B € L(K,K'), G(z):= ARo(2)B’ € L(K',K).

ii) There exist dense linear manifolds C C H, D C K and D’ C K’ such that
for all z € p(Hy),

Cc{feH:Ro(2)f € D(V), Ro(2)VRo(2)f € D(V)},
Dc{feD(B):Ry(z)Bf e D(V)},
D' c{feDB):Ry(z)B'f eD(V)}.

Proposition 6.4. If V = BA = B'A’ are two compatible factorizations, then the
corresponding extensions H and H' of Hy +V in Theorem coincide.

Proof. By the first resolvent identity for Hy, for 21, 22 € p(Hy),
AIRo(Zl)B - A/Ro(ZQ)B = (22 - Zl) A/Ro(ZQ)Ro(Zl)B.
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Since the right hand side has bounded (everywhere defined) closure by assump-
tion 1), it follows that A’Rg(z1)B has bounded closure if and only if A'Rg(z2)B
does. Denote

Q(z2) := ARo(2)B, Q'(z):= A'Ry(2)B’, =z € p(Hy).
For f € D, g€ D', z € p(Hp), we then have the identities
F(2)Q(z)f = A'Ro(2)B ARo(2)Bf = A'Ro(2)B' A'Ro(2)Bf = Q'(2)F(2)/,
G(2)Q'(2)g = ARo(2)B' A'Ro(2)B'g = ARy(2)B ARy (2)B'g = Q(2)G(2)g,

which extend to all f € K, g € K’ by continuity, due to ii). In particular, for all
z € p(H),

F(z)(Ix £ Q(2)) = (Ix £ Q'(2)) F(2),
G(2) (I £ Q'(2)) = (I £ Q(2))G(2)-
(

Using the identities above, one can check that if —1 € p(Q(%)), then —1 € p(Q’(2))
and vice versa, and

(54) (I +Q'(2)) ™" = (Ix = Q'(2)) + F(2)(Ix + Q(2)) ' G(2),
(55) (Ix + Q(2)) ™! = (Ix — Q(2)) + G(2)(Ixr + Q'(2)) ' F(2).
This proves that

p(H) N p(Ho) = p(H') N p(Ho) # 0.

Using formula (54]) and the equality BA = B’ A’ we infer that on the linear manifold
C CH, for all z € p(Hy) Np(H),

Ro(2)B (Ix + Q(2)) " ARo(2)
= Ro(2)VRo(z) — Ro(2)VRo(2)VRy(2)
+ Ro(2)VRo(2)B' (I + Q'(2)) " A'Ro(2)V Ro(2)
= Ro(2)B'(Ix — Q'(2) + Q'(2) (I + Q'(2)) " Q'(2))A'Ro(2)
= Ro(2)B' (I + Q'(2)) " A'Ro(2).

Since C is dense in H, this identity extends to all of H by continuity if we replace
Ry(z)B and Ry(z)B’ by their (bounded) closures, and hence formula (G3]) for the
resolvents of H and H' shows that

(H—2)""= (H' =2, =€ p(H)Np(Ho) = p(H') N p(Hy): O

Proposition 6.5. Let Hy be the free Dirac operator (M) on H = L?*(R) ® C2, and
let V.= (Vij)i j=1 with Vij € L'(R) + L (R) fori,j = 1,2. For any decomposition

(56) V=W+X, W;ecL'R), X;cL[R),

define A, B as in (B3)) on their natural domain. Then all decompositions of the form
B8 give rise to compatible factorizations V.= BA. Moreover, these factorizations
are also compatible with the one in ([IJ).

Proof. We only prove the first claim. The proof of the second one is analogous. Let
W, W’ e (L*(R))* and X, X" € (LF(R))* be such that

V=W+X=W+X".
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It is easy to see that A*Ry(z), Ro(z)B* and A*Ry(z)B! are all bounded; here, A
stands for A or A’, and B* stands for B or B’. This shows that the condition i) of
Definition is satisfied.

In order to check condition ii) of Definition B3] let Z(R) C L?(R) denote the
linear submanifold of step functions f : R — C. We set

C:=ZR)®C? D:=ZR)xC! D :=ZR)xC.
Clearly, C C H, D C K, D' C K are dense. Here, we only show that
(57) Dc{feD(B):Ry(z)Bf e D(V)}, z¢€ p(Hp);

the proofs of the other two inclusions in Definition [6.3 ii) are similar. Note that,
since X is bounded, we have

D(B) = D(Bw)&H, D(V)="D(W).
Let f:= Xjap ® (« ,B)t for some a < b and o, 3 € C2. Then f = f; + fo with
f1 = Xa,0) ® (,0)%, f2 = X[a,p) ® (0, 8)" and for any € >0

b
/R |B(@) i (2)2 dz < |of? / V(@) de < [af? (C- + (b - a) &),
whence f € D(B). Now let z € p(Hy) and set g := Ro(z)Bf. Then
b b
l9@)llez < nlal / oI KG) o= | ()| V2 dy + 5] | X | / oIk o-ul g
where we abbreviated n(|®(z)|) by . For h € D(W*), we have

|(W*h, g)| < /R W (@) [[7(2)llcz l9(2)llce dz < nlaf Ii(h) + n|B] | X]| I2(h)

where

b
L(h) = / / W (@) (@)l e ) =91 3 ()2 dy da

b 1/2
<albl | ( / |W(x>||2e”mk<z>”dx) W) dy

a R
<ulnl <sup [ I eme e y'dx> [ i
<Al <sup /||W )2 o2 tm k) e y'dx> (b—a) / W ()] dy.

and, similarly,

b
= [ [ 1w@ i) e 1 ayas
RJa

1/2
<l (b—a><sup [ W@ ezmie e w) |

The supremum in the above two estimates is finite; indeed, repeated application of
Young’s inequality yields

sup [ (W (@)1 HE) v da < W e

a<y<bJR
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This shows that g € D(W**) = D(W). The claim now follows from Proposition [6.4l
O

In order to prove the invariance of the essential spectrum under perturbations
V € LY(R) + LF(R), we use that the norm of the LE°(R) part can be made arbi-
trarily small. By the same arguments as explained in the introduction, this implies
that o(H) \ 0.(H) = 04(H) also holds for unbounded V.

Proposition 6.6. Let Hy be the free Dirac operator (M) on H = L?*(R) ® C2, and
let V.= (V;;)?._, with V;j € LY(R) + LF(R) fori,j =1,2. Then

ij=1
oo(H) = 0o(Hp) = (—o0, —m] U [m, o).

Proof. Suppose first that V;; € L*(R), and let V = BA with A and B given by (III).
By (23), ARy (z) and Ro(z)B are Hilbert-Schmidt operators, which implies that the
resolvent difference R(z) — Ro(z) is compact (even trace class). The equality of the
essential spectra of Hy and H thus follows from [9, Theorem IX.2.4].

If Vi; € LY(R)+ L (R), we choose sequences (Wp, )nen C (LH(R))* and (X,,)nen C
(L (R))* such that V = W,, + X,, for all n € N and || X,,|| — 0, n — oo. Further-
more, let

A [
An = (AI;(/H> ) Bn = (BWn BXn) ) Q’ﬂ(’z) = A"RO(Z)B"7

where e.g. Aw, = |W,|'/2, Bw, = Uw, |W,|'/?, and Uy, is the partial isometry
in the polar decomposition of W,. By Proposition it follows that

R(z) = Ro(2) = Ro(2)Bu (I + Qu(2)) ™" AuRo(2)
is independent of n. Using the relation (54) or (B3)), we obtain
R(z) = Ro(2) = Sn +Tn

where each summand of S,, contains at least one factor of Aw, Ro(z), Ro(z)Bw,
or Aw, Ro(z)Bw, , and each summand of T,, contains only factors of Ax,, Bx,
or Ro(z). This means that S, is compact (even Hilbert-Schmidt), while || 75| — 0
as n — oo. Therefore, R(z) — Ro(z) is the norm limit of compact operators and
hence compact itself. O
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