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Spectral properties of non-selfadjoint extensions of
the Calogero Hamiltonian

Giorgio Metafund] and Motohiro Sobajimaﬁl

Abstract. We describe all extensions of the Calogero Hamiltonian
L= b IR b
=—g2tam m Ry), b<—=

having non empty resolvent and generating an analytic semigroup in L? (Ry).
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1 Introduction

We study spectral properties of the Calogero Hamiltonian in Ry := (0,00), that is of one-
dimensional Schrodinger operator with inverse square potentials

d2

J——
dr?

b .
+ ﬁ mn Lz(RJ’_),

where b € R. By Hardy’s inequality the quadratic form

L7 (woR + SluR) ar

is nonnegative on D(Lyn) := Cg°(Ry) if and only if b > —1. In this case the Friedrichs extension
of Ly is selfadjoint and nonegative. Moreover, if b > %, then L, is essentially selfadjoint. In
N-dimensional case, the threshold for nonnegativity of

u(z)|? iu:tz x u i) = C(RN
L (IFu@P + @) do, e D) = G2\ 0)

is —(%)2 and that for the essentially selfadjointness of Ly, = —A + blz|~2 is —(%)2 + 1.
These constants are the optimal constants of Hardy’s and Rellich’s inequalities, respectively, see

[12]. On the other hand if b < — (%)2, Baras and Goldstein proved in [2] that there is no

positive distributional solution of the equation

ug(x,t) — Au(z,t) + %u(w,t) =0, (x,t) e RN x Ry (1.1)
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apart from the zero solution. This nonexistence result for positive solutions has been generalized
by subsequent papers ([4], [7], [8], [9] and [6]). Since for b < — (%)2 the quadratic form above is
unbounded from below, every selfadjoint extension of L, has a spectrum unbounded from below
and cannot be the (minus) generator of a semigroup.

In this paper we mainly consider the one dimensional case and assume that

1 [ 1

We characterize all intermediate operators between Ly, and Lyax := (Lmin)*, given by
D(Liax) = {u € L*(Ry) N Hipo(Ry) 5 Lu € L*(Ry)},

with non-empty resolvent set, including all selfadjoint extensions, and describe their spectrum.
Spectral properties of selfadjoint extensions are also considered in [5] when b < —%. We show
that there exist infinitely many non-selfadjoint extensions —L which are generators of analytic
semigroups. Since Hardy’s inequality fails, these semigroups cannot be (quasi) contractive. Some
partial results in the N-dimensional case are stated in the last section. Vazquez and Zuazua
pointed out in [14] that the existence of solutions of (II) might require a lower bound of b and a

restriction of initial data. Our result, in contrast, are valid for any b € R and any initial datum in
L2(RN).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we study the equation Au + Lu = f.

2.1 The homogeneous equation

If A €] — 00,0] the above equation with f = 0 has two solutions, one exponential decaying, the
other exponential growing at co. The behavior of these two solutions near 0 is studied in the next
two lemmas. To state them, for v > 0 we define

2—2'1/ 2—2'1/,L'
V(i) ~ ‘T +iv)

a=alv)= (2.1)

where ¢ > 0 is independent of v and will play no role in what follows.

Lemma 2.1. Let w € Co, w = pe with p > 0, |¢| < /2 and assume that (L2) holds. Then
there exists a solution ¢, o of

b
wro(r) — " (r) + T—QCP(T) =0, reRy (2.2)
and a constant R = R(b,w) > 0 such that
|wo(r)] < 2e” ey > R, (2.3)

Moreover ¢, o(r) is real when w is real and

—0 asrlO, (2.4)

T_%(’Dw,O(r) . Iu%ez% <Oé,ui'/€_fu7"iu —l—a,u_i”eg”r_i”)

where « is defined in (21)).



Proof. (Step 1). We consider the modified Bessel equation

d? b

w(z) — d—;;)(z) — ?w(z) =0, zeC,. (2.5)
The indicial equation a(a— 1) = b has roots a; = 5 +i+/v and ap = 3 —i\/v. Then every solution
has the form

w(z) = g1(2)22" + ga(z)z7 Y, (2.6)
with g1, g2 entire functions, g1(0) # 0, g2(0) # 0, and therefore is holomorphic in C\] — oo, 0], see
[3l, Chapter 9.6, 9.8].

Let us show that there exists a solution of (2.5]) which behaves like e™* in Ep := {z € C4 ; |z| > R}.
Setting h(z) := e*w(z) (23] reduces to

d*h dh b

@(z) — 25(,2) = ;h(z), zeCy. (2.7)

We indicate with X := H*°(ER), the set of all bounded holomorphic functions in Er, endowed
with ||h|x = sup,cp,, |h(2)]. Define

-2
Th(z):=1 —I—/ e2€ </F benz nh(n) dn) d¢, z¢€ ER, (2.8)
¢

z

where T', := {tz ; t € [1,00)}; note that a fixed point of T satisfies (27)). Then 7' : X — X is
well-defined and contractive in X when R is large enough. In fact, if h € X, then Th is well-defined

and holomorphic in Er. Moreover, for z € ER,
00 s —2sz
/ </ 2t dt) be 5—h(sz)ds
1 1 s

/OO %t </OO —be—2sz h(sz)z ds) zdt‘ =
1 ¢ (s2)?
</1 =2 d8> 1hllx < RH | x

b(l _ 62(5—1)2)
2z
Similarly, we have |Thqi(z) — Tha(z)| < (|b|/R)||h1 — hz2||x for every hi,hy € X and z € EpR.
Therefore T : X — X is well-defined and if we choose Ry := 2|b|, then T is contractive. Let
ho € X be the unique fixed point of 1. Noting that

[Th(z) — 1] =

b ho —1|[x +1
|ho(2) = 1| = |Tho(z) — TO(2)| < %Hho\\x < %

we deduce ||hg — 1||x < 1. Taking wo(z) := e *hg(z) it follows that wy can be continued as a
solution of (X)) and

le*wo(2)] <2, z€ ER,. (2.9)
Now we define
Yuwo(r) = wo(wr), reRL.
Then ¢, solves (2.2))

d2w0

" b b
w2<,0w70(r) — Qo) + ﬁgow,o(r) = w? <w0(wr) - W(wr) + WWO(WT)> =0.



Moreover, if r > R := Ry/|w|, then
€ pu0(r)] = | wo(wr)| < 2
and ([23)) is satisfied.

(Step 2). Next we consider wy on the positive real axis and we may assume that wy is real on it
(otherwise we consider 3(wo(z) +Wp(%)). By (28] we have

wo(z) = gl(z)z%“” + gg(z)z%_i”, z € C\] — o0,0] (2.10)

where g1, g2 are entire functions. Then ¢1(r) = g2(r) for r > 0 and o = ¢1(0) = g2(0) # 0. This
implies that

%wo(z) — (az" + @)

‘z —0 asz—0 (zeCy).

i

Dl

Consequently we obtain (2.4) with K, o = w? = ,u%e

‘T_%(Pw,O(T) o N%ez% <ae—£uuiu7,iu —1—665”#_"”74_"”)

= M% (wr)_%wo(wr) — (a(wr)” +a@(wr)™™)| =0 asr 0.

(Step 3). Finally we show that « is given by (2. In fact ¢;9(r), being the unique (up to
constants) exponentially decaying solution of ([2:2]) with w = 1, coincides with CT‘%KZ'V(T‘), where
¢ > 0 and K;, is the modified Bessel function of second kind. Therefore by [l 9.6.2 and 9.6.7 in
p. 375] we deduce that

1 eI (r) — Liy(1)) L[ 27w i o iy
rerolr) = 2sin(ivm) ¢ VP(iV)T * VP(—iI/)T
as 7 | 0 for some ¢ > 0. Therefore « in given by (2.1). O

Next we investigate the behavior at 0 of the exponentially growing solution.

Lemma 2.2. Let w € C satisfy w = pe'® with p > 0, |¢| < 7/2 and assume that (L) holds.
Then there exist a solution ¢, 1 of [Z2) and constants C!, > C,, > 0 and R’ > 0 such that

O™ < g ()] < CL™" asr > R, (211)

r_%gpwvl(r) — ,u%e’% <aui”e_§”ri” — a,u_i”eg”r_i”) =0 asrlO, (2.12)

where o is defined in (21). Finally, ip,1(r) is real when w is real.

Proof. By (2.0)) there exist two solutions wy,ws satisfying

272 M (2) = 1, z_%H”wg(z) —1 asz—0.

With the notation of the proof of Lemmal[Z Tl we have ¢, o(r) = wo(wr) and wy(z) is given by (2.10),
g1(r) = ga(r) for 7 > 0 and o = g1 (0) = g2(0) # 0. We take now v(z) = gl(z)z%H” - gg(z)z%_i”.
Then wp, v are linearly independent and ¢; ., (r) = v(rw) is a solution of ([2:2)) which satisfies
(ZI2), by construction and is purely imaginary when w is real. To prove (2II]) we note that (Z2])
has one solution which behaves like exp(—wr) (namely, o) and one solution which behaves like
exp(wr) at oo, see [11} Proposition 4] for an elementary proof. Since ¢, is independent of g,

then (ZI1]) holds. O



Finally we consider the case where w = ipu.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (L2) holds. Then for every p > 0, there exist two solutions ;o and

Pip,1 of

()~ () + elr) =0, reR, (213)
satisfying as r — oo,

e_i”rgpiu70(r) — 1, ei‘”’cpw,o(r) — i, (2.14)

ei‘”cpw,l(r) — 1, ei‘“‘gp;“’l(r) — —i/. (2.15)
Proof. Tt suffices to apply [11, Proposition 5], with f(z) = —u?, to (ZI3). O

2.2 The inhomogeneous equation

Lemma 2.4. Let w € C, satisfy w = pe’® with u > 0, |¢| < 7/2 and assume that (L2) holds. Let
Ywo and 1 be as in Lemmas[Z1), [Z2 and[Z3. Then for f € L*(Ry), every solution of

wu(r) —u" (r) + T—b2u(r) = f(r), reRy (2.16)
s given by
u(’r) = COQDw,O(T) + Cl‘pw,l(r) + Tw(f) (2'17)
where
700 =5 ([ 276 ) )+ s ([ eual56)d5) pua). - 218)

co,c1 € C are constants and W (w) is the Wronskian of ¢y, 0,9w1. The map T, is a bounded linear
operator from L%(Ry) to itself and, if w is real, T,, is selfadjoint.

Proof. By variation of parameters (217 easily follows. Observe that

T, f(r) = /0 " Gulrs)f(s) ds,

where o o .
Wiw)  puo(r)pwi(s) ifs <,
Gulr,8) = o o(8)ou ()i 2.19
(r:3) { W(w) 19%,0(8)9%71(7‘) if s > 1. ( )
Using Lemmas 2] and recalling that both solutions are bounded near 0 we obtain |p,, o(r)] <
Ce=Rew)r |, 1(r)] < Ce®e) for every r > 0. Therefore

|G(r, )| < Qe Rewllr=sl = 1.5 0 s> 0

and the boundedness of T, follows. If w is real, then ¢y, o, i1, W (w) are real so that Gy, (r,s) =
Gu(s,r) and T, is selfadjoint. O



3 Intermediate operators and their spectral properties

Here we characterize all extensions L, C Lc Linae with non-empty resolvent set and study
their spectral properties.

Lemma 3.1. Let the operator L satisfy Lmin C L C Lyax. Then [0,00) C a(ﬂ).

Proof. First we prove (0,00) € o(L). Let n,(r) be a smooth function equal to 1 in [n,2n], with
support contained in [n/2,3n] and 0 < n, < 1, |n,| < C/2, |nll| < C/n?. Given ¢;, 0 as in Lemma
we consider ¥, = N,piu0 € C°(Ry) C D(L). Then —pih, + Lib, = =210 = MnPip,0-
We have ¢, |2 ~ v/n and, since ¢;,, o has first and second derivatives bounded near oo, ||(—u* +
L) |l2 < Cn~Y2. Therefore 2 is an approximate point spectrum, in other words, —,u2~—|—L cannot

have a bounded inverse. Finally, noting that o(L) is closed in C, we have [0,00) C o(L). O

Lemma 3.2. Let Lyin C L C Lyax and assume that (IL2) and p(L) # 0 hold. Then there exists
c € C such that defining (a1,as) € C*\ {(0,0)} by

a1 = (¢ + W(w) Haue " ag = (¢ — W(w) Hau e (3.1)
the domain of L is given by

D(L) = {u € D(Lyayx) ; 3C € C s.t. liilol T_%U(T) — C (1™ + agr™")

= 0} : (3.2)

Proof. First we show the inclusion “C” in ([B.2). Since, by Lemma Bl [0,00[C o(L), we take
A € p(L) for some A € C\ [0,00). Let w € C, satisfy —w? = X\. From Lemma 4] see ([Z1I7), we
have

(@ + L)7H(r) = co(fwo(r) + er(f)pwa (r) + T f(r). (3.3)

However, ¢, 1 ¢ L*(R4) and ¢, 0 € L*(R). Therefore ¢i(f) = 0 and co(f) is a bounded linear
functional in L?(R, ). Riesz’s representation theorem yields v € L?(R,) such that

colf) = /0 " f(s)(s) ds. (3.4)

If we choose f = w?u + Lu for u € C§°(Ry), then for r small enough, we see integrating by parts
that

1 o0
= = w T/ N w d w = w .
0= u(r) = ool + g5 (| 2onl07(6)d5) ) = ool
Thus co(f) = 0 for every f € (w? + L)(C§°(R4)). This yields that (w? + L)v = 0 and hence
V= CPu0, co(f) = c/ f(s)pwo(s)ds for some c € C, (3.5)
0
since v € L*(R,). Consequently, for every f € L*(R,), u = (w? 4+ L)~ f satisfies

.1
limr™2
rl0

u(r) - < / " po(8)£(5) ds) (e0uo(r) + W(w) g ()| = 0 (3.6)

6



Using (2.4) and (212) (with the same notation), we obtain “C” with (a1, a2) # (0,0) given by
1) and ¢ given by B3).

Conversely, we prove the inclusion “D7” in [B.2]). Let u € D(Lyax) satisfy

lim ‘r_%u(r) — " (a1r™ + ar™")| =0,

rl0

where the pair (aj,as) is defined in B and ¢ in B.35). By [24) and 2I2]) we have

lim 2 u(r) — C (cpuo(r) + W(W)_l@wl(r))‘ =0.

Set @ := (w? + L)' (w? + Lax)u and w := u — @. Then (w? + L)w = 0 and, since w € L*(R,),
w = '@, for some ¢ € C. Noting that

lim 72 ‘11(7’) — C' (epuo(r) + W(W)_l‘Pwvl(T))‘ =0,

rl0
we obtain )
I:ig T2 ‘C/‘;Dw,O(T) - (C - Cl) (C‘pw,O(T) + W(w)_l‘pw,l(r))‘ =0
or X
limr (¢ = e(C — ') guolr) — (€ = CWW (@) pua(r)] =0.
By 24) and (ZIZ) again we deduce that ¢ = 0, hence u = € D(L). O

In view of Lemma [3.2] we define intermediate operators between L, and L. as follows.

:o},

Remark 3.1. If L satisfies Ly, C lNLNC Lmax and p(L) # 0, by Lemma there exists a pair
A = (a,as) € C?\ {(0,0)} such that L coincides with L4. Moreover, if a} = ca; and a} = cay for
some ¢ € C\ {0}, then Ly = L4. This implies that the map

Definition 1. Let A := (aj,az) € C?\ {(0,0)}. Then

D(Ly) = {u € D(Lpax) ; 3C € C s.t. liilol T_%U(T) — C (a1 + agr™")

Lsu = Lu.

A€CPy v+ La€{L; Ly C L C Lypax & p(L) # 0}

is well-defined and one to one, where CP; denotes the Riemann sphere (or the one-dimensional
complex projective space). Note that it is known in a field of mathematical physics that there
exists a bijective map

RP (= Sl) — {1~L . Linin C L C Liax & L is selfadjoint }.
See Proposition for more explanation.
In order to compute the spectrum of L 4 we need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 3.3. Let w = pe® € Cy, [¢] < 7/2. Then (w? + La) is invertible if and only if p,0 ¢
D(Ly).



Proof. Let us assume that ¢, 0 ¢ D(La) so that w? + L, is injective. By ([2.4)) this is equivalent
to saying that
w,—&v =, —iv v
ape el e 1 (3.7)
ai az

Let f € L*(Ry) and u = co(f) + T, f, where co(f) is defined in (3:5]). Then (B8] holds u € D(Lp)
where B = (by,b2) and

by = (c+ W(w) Hap”e by = (c — W(w) Hau™e.

The system b; = kaj,by = kag has a unique solution (¢, k) because of ([B.7). With this choice,
u € D(Lg) = D(Ly) and (w? + LA)™'f = co(f) + T,,f is bounded because of (3.5) and Lemma
z4 O

To formulate the main theorem of this paper we introduce the set
S(k) = {—pew €C:p el = /4162i77} (3.8)

. l n j
= {—p]—e“’eC:ez Ogy"", p=e"T jeZ},

where k € C\ {0} and a = |a|e™ is defined in (Z1)). Note that S() consists of double sequence
{(2),j € Z} lying on the half line {z = —pe®}, such that |z;| — co as j — 400 and |z;| — 0 as
Jj — —oo. The above angle ¢ is independent of o and the moduli of the points z; depend only on
v and n = arg(a). From (21]) we see that n — 7/2 as v — 0 and, using [1} 6.1.44, p.257],

n=-vlogr+ (1 —log2)v+m/4+ o(1)
as v — +oQ.

Theorem 3.4. The following assertions hold
(i) Assume a1 # 0, ag # 0 and let k = L. If
K] € (77, e"™), (3.9)
then
o(La) =10,00)US(k).
Moreover, S(k) coincides with the set of all eigenvalues of L 4.
(ii) If A does not satisfy condition in (i), then
o(Ly) = [0,00).
Proof. Lemma B yields [0,00[C o(L4). If w = pe® € C,, |¢] < 7/2, Lemma B3] says that
A= —w? € g(Ly) if and only if ¢, 0 € D(L4). By [B7) this happens if and only if
a1 @ = agoy® e (3.10)

or A € S(k,q). Since |2¢| < 7 this equation can be satisfied only when (3] holds. Finally, the
assertion concerning the eigenvalues follow from Lemmas 2.3} B.31 O



Finally, we characterize the adjoint of L.

Proposition 3.5. Let A = (a1,a2) € C?\ {(0,0)}. Then (La)* = Lp where B = (by,bs) and
by = ag, by =ay. Ly is selfadjoint if and only if |ai| = |ag|.

Proof. Theorem [B.4] yields the existence of w > 0 such that w? 4+ L4 is invertible. From Lemma
we know that

(w2 + LA)_lf =cC </ (Pw,O(S)f(S) d8> Spw,O + wa
0
for a suitable ¢ € C and then (BJ]) with = w and & = 0 yields
a1 = (c+W(w) Haw™ ag = (¢ — W(w) Haw ™.

Since, by Lemma 2.4] T}, is selfadjoint we obtain

@ @ = ([ (6)ds) o+ s
0
and therefore (L4)* = Lp where
by =+ Ww)  Haw” =ay by = (¢— W(w) Haw ™ =7a,

since W (w) is purely imaginary. Finally, Ly is selfadjoint if and only if @y = cay, a; = cay for a
suitable ¢ € C\ {0} and this happens if and only if |a;| = |az]. O

Remark 3.2. Four cases appear in the description of o(L4).

Case I. Assume that Ly is selfadjoint. By Proposition B3] we have |s| = 1 and 6 = 0. It
follows from Theorem [3.4] that every selfadjoint extension of L, has infinitely many
eigenvalues and its spectrum is unbounded both from above and below, see Figure 1.

Case II. Next we consider the case
. |a2| _vm  vmw
k|=——=¢€le 2,e2|.
a1|
that is, § € [~7/2,7/2]. In this case, p(—L4) does not contain Cy \ {0}, see Figure 2.
Therefore, —L 4 does not generate an analytic semigroup on L?(R,).

Case III. In the case
VT l/27T

o =12l e (v o)\ [ 0]

we have 0 € (—m,m) \ [-7/2,7/2] (see Figure 3). Hence one can expect that —Ly4
generates an analytic semigroup on L?(Ry). Indeed, we prove in Proposition E1] that
—L 4 generates a bounded analytic semigroup of angle /2 — |6].

Case IV. Finally we consider the case
|k| = ‘2—2’ € 10,00\ (€77, €"7).
Here we use |k| = 0o if a3 = 0 and |s| = 0 if ag = 0. By Theorem B4 (ii) we have

(L) =1[0,00), see Figure 4. As in Case III, we prove that —L 4 generates a bounded
analytic semigroup on L?(R,) of angle /2.



(R ¢R

0]

Figure 1 : Selfadjoint case # =0 (Case I)  Figure 2 : |0] < 7/2 (Case 1I)

(R R
|6

Figure 3 : /2 < |0| < w (Case III) Figure 4 : |#] > 7 (Case IV)

4 Generation of analytic semigroups

We characterize when L4 generates an analytic semigroup.

Theorem 4.1. Let L, be defined in Definition[d. Then —L s generates a bounded analytic semi-
group {Ta(z)} on L*(R.) if and only if a1 and ay satisfy

) = 122l ¢ 10, oo\ [e-%,e%] . (4.1)
|ay]
Moreover, if 0 = logy'”‘, the mazimal angle of analyticity 04 of {Ta(z)} is given by
6] — T if || € (e7¥™,e’™)\ [e_%,e%} ,
2
0y :=

T
5 otherwise.

Setting
5(6) = {= € C\ {0} ; [Arg | < [o]}.

from Theorem [B4] we immediately obtain

10



Lemma 4.2. X(7/2+04) C p(—=La). In particular, C, \ {0} C p(—La) if and only if a1 and as

satisfy (@)

To prove Theorem ([.1]), we use a scaling argument. It worth noticing that if a; # 0 and ay # 0,
then D(L4) is not invariant under scaling u(r) — u(sor) for some sy > 0 in spite of the scale
invariant property of D(Lmyin) and D(Lpyax). This means that the scale symmetry of Ly (with
s € (0,00)) is broken. However, there exists a subgroup G of (0,00) such that the scale symmetry
of L4 with s € GG is still true.

Lemma 4.3. For v > 0, we define
G(v) = {e% ;m e Z}. (4.2)

Assume that a1 # 0 and ag # 0. Then D(Ly) is invariant under the scaling u(r) — u(sr) if and
only if s € G(v). On the other hand, if a; = 0 or ag = 0, then D(L4) is invariant under the
scaling u(r) — u(sr) for every s € (0,00).

Proof. Fix A = (a1, a2) with a; # 0 and ag # Oand let u € D(L4) satisfy

lifg ‘r_%u(r) —C (ar™” +agr™™)| =0
for some C' # 0. Then u(sr) € D(Ly) if and only if
hﬁ)l ‘r_%u(sr) —C" (a1 + asr™")| =0
for some C’. This is equivalent to saying that
lifg C (al(sr)i” + ay(sr)™") = (alri” + agr_i”)‘ =0, (4.3)
or
Cs" =C' =Cs™™, (4.4)

We obtain log s € (w/v)Z, or equivalently, s € G(v). The cases a; = 0 or ag = 0 are similar. [

Proof of Theorem [J1} Assume ([@J]). For 0 < e < 64 let

5. = {)\ €S2+ 04 —2); 1< |\ < 627”} C p(=La).

Since Y. is compact in C, ||[(A + L4)~!| is bounded in .. Therefore we have

M.

A+ La)™ M <=5,
Ry

AE X,

Observe that by Lemma the dilation operator (Isu)(z) := s%u(sx) satisfies ||Isullr2m,) =
HU”L2(R+) and

Lal, = s*I,La,  s€Gv). (4.5)

11



Let A € ¥(7/2+ 64 —¢). Taking s € G(v) as

log | A log | A
log s € _log] ’,E— og | nZz 0, (4.6)
2 v 2 v
we see that s3)\ € X, and hence, we have
M,
2 -1 €
A+ L < .
H(SO + A) H = ’8(2))\‘

Using ([@.5) with (4.6]), we obtain

seM. M,
[sgAl Al

IO+ L) THE = 1+ 557 T o1 Lalg) ™ = gl (552 + La) ™ || <

Therefore —L 4 generates a bounded analytic semigroup on L?(Ry) of angle 4. The optimality
of 4 follows from Lemma

On the other hand, if (&I]) is violated, then Proposition implies that —L 4 does not generates
an analytic semigroup on L?(R,). O

Remark 4.1. In the case || = e or |k| = e~ 2, we do not know whether the operator —L4
generates a Cg-semigroup on L%(R, ). We point out that if —L 4 generates a Cp-semigroup, then it
cannot be (quasi) contractive because Hardy’s inequality does not hold on C§°(R), since b < —%.

5 Remarks on the N-dimensional case

Here we consider the N-dimensional Schrodinger operators, N > 2,

L:—A+i, beR
||

As in one dimension we define

D(Luin) := Cg°(RY \ {0}),

D(Lmax) := {u € L2RY)n HE (RV\ {0}) ; Lu € L*(RY)}.
Hardy’s inequality

N -2

<T>2/]R — dr < /]RN \Vul?dz, wue C5RN\{0}) (5.1)

implies the existence of a nonegative selfadjoint extension of L,;,, namely the Friedrichs extension,
for b > —(%)2. Therefore in this section we assume

b< — (%)2 (5.2)

Using Proposition [ we obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that (2] holds. Then there exist infinitely many intermediate opera-
tors between Luyin and L. which are negative generators of analytic semigroups on L?(RN).
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To prove Proposition 5.1 we expand f € L*(RY) in spherical harmonics

f= ZFj(ij)-

Jj=0

where Fj : L*(R;) — L*(RY) and G; : L2(RY) — L?(R.) are defined by

Fig(z) == |z| "7 g(|l2)Q;(w), g € L*(Ry),

Gif(r):= P f(r,w)Qj(w)dw, fe LQ(RN).

gN-1

Here {Q; ; j € N} is a orthonormal basis of L*(SN~!) consisting of spherical harmonics Q; of
order n;. @); is an eigenfunction of Laplace-Beltrami operator Agy-1 with respect to the eigenvalue
—Aj = —n;(N — 2+ n;), see e.g., [15], 30, Chapter IX] and also [13] Ch. 4, Lemma 2.18].

Lemma 5.2. For every j € Ng = NU{0} the following assertions hold

(i) ”FJ'QHB(RN) = ”9HL2(R+) for every g € L2(R+); ”ij”LQ([Eh) < HfHL2(RN) for every f €
L2(RN),'
(’l"i) Gij = 1L2(R+) and F}'Gj[D(Lmin)] C D(Lmin);
(i1i) for every v € Cg°(R4),

where

N-2\? 1
b]:b+<T> —Z—l-)\nj.

Proof. (i) and (ii) follow easily by direct computation. We only prove (iii). Let v € C>(Ry).

Observing that
# N-19 b 1

=T T Rl or TP RSV
we deduce
L(F)(@) = L (2]~ (2 Q(w) )
= o7 [+ (54 EEEZD ) L] e
Therefore,

Proof of Proposition [21l If j € Ny satisfies b; > %, then from Lemma (ii) Ljmin := F;LyninGj
is nonnegative, and hence there exists a Friedrichs extension L;  of L; ynin. This implies that
1

A= Ljp) | < N AeCy.

13



If j € N satisfies b; < —%, then we choose A; = (a1,;,a2;) € C?\ {(0,0)} satisfying [@I) with
vj = 4/—b; — 1/4. By Proposition EI] we have

_ M;
I0=Lia) I <7 AeCe

Now we define the operator L between Ly and Lyax as follows:

D(IL):=| @ FEDWLir) |o| P FDLja) |;
b;>—1/4 bj<—1/4

note that L O Ly, is verified by Lemma 5.2 (ii). Then we see A — L is injective for every A € C..
In fact, if A\ — Lu = 0 for u € D(L), then for every j € N, by the definition of D(L) it follows
from Lemma (ili) that (A — Ljp)u; = 0 with u; := Gju € D(Ljp) when b; > —1/4 and
(A= Lja;)uj =0 with uj := Gju € D(L; ;) when b; < —1/4. This implies that u; = 0 for every
j €N, hence u =}, Fju; = 0.

Moreover, for every f € L*(RY), we have f = \u — Lu, where we set

u = Z Fj()\—Lj,F)_lij+ Z F}'()‘_Lj,Aj)_lije D(f’)
bj>—1/4 bj<—1/4

Since the {j € N; b; < —1/4} is finite, M := max{M; ; b; < —1/4} is also finite. Hence it follows
from Lemma [5.2] (i) that for every A € Cy,

”UH%Z(RN) = Z 15 (A = Lj7F)_1ij”2L2(RN) + Z [1E5(A = Lijj)_lijH%Z(]RN)

bj>—1/4 bj<—1/4
= > IO =Lip) ' Giflfemy + Y IO = Lja) T Gif e,
bj>—1/4 bj<—1/4
1 M,
< > WHGJ'JCH%Z(]&L)—'_ > ﬁ|’ij|’%2(R+)
bj2—1/4 bj<—1/4
M 2 2
<7 o IEGH @y + Y IEG 7@y
bj>—1/4 bj<—1/4
M
= Wufuiz([w)-

Therefore L is closed, C; C p(—L) and

==

A =L)< ’

This implies that —L generates a bounded analytic semigroup on L*(RY). Since we can choose
all of A; satisfying (41l), we can produce infinitely many (negative) generators between Ly, and
Linax- O
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