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Abstract

We give a criterion of asymptotic completeness and provide a representation of the scattering matrix for
the scattering couple (Ag, A), where Ap and A are semi-bounded self-adjoint operators in L*(M, B, m) such
that the set {u € dom(Ay) N dom(A) : Apu = Au} is dense. No sort of trace-class condition on resolvent
differences is required. Applications to the case in which A, corresponds to the free Laplacian in L?>(R")
and A describes the Laplacian with self-adjoint boundary conditions on rough compact hypersurfaces are
given.

Résumé

On fournit un critere pour la complétude asymptotique et une représentation de la matrice de la diffusion
pour un systeme de diffusion (Ay, A), étant Ay et A opérateurs autoadjointes demi-bornés dans LX(M, B, m)
tels que I’ensemble {# € dom(Ag) N dom(A) : Apu = Au} est dense. Aucune condition de trace sur les
résolvantes est requise. On considére des applications aux cas oll Ag est le Laplacien libre dans L>(R") et A
décrit le Laplacien avec conditions au bord autoadjointes sur une hypersurface compacte et non réguliere.
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1. Introduction.

Let Ap : dom(Ag) € H — H be a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space H. Another self-adjoint
operator A : dom(A) € H — H is said to be a singular perturbation of Ay if the set Ny := {u € dom(Ap) N
dom(A) : Aou = Au} is dense in H (see e.g. [23], [34]); in typical situations Ay and A correspond to the
same differential expression and they differ due to some boundary conditions imposed on a null subset.

Since the subspace N is closed with respect to the graph norm of Ay, the linear operator S¢ := Ao|No,
obtained by restricting A to Ny, is a densely defined closed symmetric operator and A is one of its self-
adjoint extensions. Therefore to find all singular perturbations of Ay it suffices to pick out H-dense subspaces
N ¢ dom(Ay), closed with respect to the graph norm of Ay, and then to look for the self-adjoint extensions
of § = Ap|N: for any of such a self-adjoint extensions A # Ay one has dom(§) = N C Ny = {u €
dom(Ap) Ndom(A) : Aopu = Au} and so Ny is dense. Since dom(Ay) is a Hilbert space with respect to the
scalar product (u, v)4, := (U, v)n + (Aou, Agv)n, and N is closed with respect to the corresponding norm,
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one has dom(A4g) = N & N* and so, without loss of generality, we can suppose that N = ker(r), where
7 : dom(Ap) — D is a bounded and surjective linear operator, h(~ N*) being an auxiliary Hilbert space, i.e.
7 is a sort of a (abstract) trace map.

In Section 2, building on [32], we provide, by a Krein-type resolvent formula (see Theorem [2.4), the
set of singular perturbations of a given self-adjoint A¢ in terms of certain families A = {A;};cz, of bounded
linear maps A, : b — b*, where b is a reflexive Banach space such that ) < b is a continuous immersion
and Z, is a not empty subset of the resolvent set of Ag. By an abstract Green-type formula, this entails
the relation (u, Apv)y = (Aou, v)n + (Tu, 0v)y -, where o is another h*-valued (abstract) trace map; such a
relation permits us to employ a variation (due to Schechter, see [40] and [41]) of the Cook-Kato-Kuroda
method to get existence and completeness of the wave operators for the scattering couple (Ag, Ax) in terms
of conditions about the map 7 and the operator family A (see Theorem 2.8).

In order to implement such conditions towards applications, in Section 3 we provide a Limiting Ab-
sorption Principle (LAP for short) holding, under certain conditions (see hypotheses H1-H4 there), for
self-adjoint operators of the kind A, defined in spaces of square integrable functions on arbitrary measure
spaces (M, 8, m). This permits, under some further hypotheses (see hypotheses H5 and H6 in Section 3),
to obtain an abstract result about asymptotic completeness for the scattering couple (Ag, Ap) (see Theorem
3.9).

In Section 4, under the same hypotheses H1-H6 and using both the Birman-Kato invariance principle
and Birman-Yafaev general scheme in scattering theory (see [8], [43], [46]), we provide an explicit relation
(see Corollary between the Scattering Matrix S fl\ associated to the scattering couple (Ag, Ax) and the
limit operator A := lim,o Ay such a limit exists in Z(D, b*) by LAP (see Lemma[3.6).

Self-adjoint realizations of the Laplacian operator with boundary or interface conditions on a closed
and bounded hypersurface in R” can be interpreted as singular perturbations of the free Laplacian; hence
the scattering theory for these models naturally develops within the abstract scheme presented above. This
point is considered in the final Section 5, where we specialize to the case in which the self-adjoint operator
Ay coincides with the free Laplacian in L*(R"), i.e. Ay = A : H*(R") c L>(R") — L*(R"), where H*(R")
denotes the usual Sobolev space of order two. Supposing that to the abstract trace map 7 : H*(R") —
b corresponds a distribution with compact support, i.e ran(r*) C H(Tfmp(R”), and under a compactness
hypothesis on A, we can apply our results to a wide set of singular perturbations of the free Laplacian (see
Theorem [5.1). Moreover, in such a setting the operator limit A} appearing in the representation of the
Scattering Matrix S ’A\ exists in the more convenient (as regards applications) space Z(b, b*). In particular,
we give applications to the case of scattering from Lipschitz bounded obstacles in R” both with Dirichlet
(see Subsection 5.1) and Neumann (see Subsection 5.2) boundary conditions, to scattering for Schrodinger
operators A, in L*(R") with §-type potentials with unbounded strengths o supported on bounded d-sets
with 0 < n —d < 2 (that comprises, in the case d = n — 1, finite unions of Lipschitz hypersurfaces which
may intersect on subsets having zero (n — 1)-dimensional measure, and, whenever d is not an integer, self-
similar fractals), see Subsection 5.3, and to scattering for Schrodinger operators Ag in L2(R") with ¢’-type
potentials with strength 8! supported on Lipschitz hypersurfaces (see Subsection 5.4).

Beside their interest in Quantum Mechanics, Laplace operators with boundary or interface conditions on
hypersurfaces (in particular with semi-transparent boundary conditions corresponding to ¢ and ¢’ singular
potentials) provide relevant models for classical scattering from obstacles or non-homogeneous acoustic
media (see the recent paper [28]). Playing a central role in direct and inverse scattering problems, the
scattering amplitude (strictly related to the far-field pattern used in wave scattering, see, e.g., [21, Chapter
6]) easily derives from the S -matrix. Hence, our results yield to a rigorous definition and an explicit formula
for this map, in the regime where the obstacles boundary or the singularity surface of the acoustic density
have low regularity; this represents an important by-product and a relevant perspective of our work.

We conclude this introduction describing how our results extend and connect with previously known
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ones. Since, by [33] (see also [33, Theorem 2.5]), the operators A5 have an additive representation of the
kind Ay = Ag + T, our abstract results extend existence and completeness of scattering provided in [[16]
and in [9] for —A + u, p a signed measure (in fact Ford’s paper [[16] was our main inspiration in writing the
present work).

The construction developed in this work can be easily recast into the language of boundary triple theory
(see [LL1], [42, Section 14]), the maps G, playing the role of y-fields and the maps A, being the inverses of
the Weyl functions (see [34]); since we do not require any trace-class condition on resolvents differences,
our results can be regarded as extensions of the abstract results provided in [7, Section 3].

In Section 5 we extend to the Lipschitz case the results, there provided for smooth hypersurfaces, ap-
pearing in [27]; these already extended the results given in [7, Section 5]. In more detail, the expressions for
the scattering matrix we provide in (3.38) relative to Dirichlet obstacles and in (3.39) relative to Neumann
obstacles, extend to any dimension and to Lipschitz obstacles the similar ones obtained for two-dimensional
obstacles with piecewise C? boundary in [12, Theorems 5.3 and 5.6] and [13, Theorems 4.2 and 4.3]; sim-
ilar formulae are also given, in a smooth two dimensional setting in [[7, Subsections 5.2 and 5.3] and in a
smooth n-dimensional setting in [27, Subsections 6.1 and 6.2].

The construction of the operator A, with semi-transparent boundary condition of -type provided in
Theorem/[5.9 extend, as regards the regularity of the boundary and/or the class of admissible strength func-
tions, previous constructions given, for example, in [19], [16], [10], [32], [6], [26], [15]. Asymptotic
completeness for the scattering couple (A, A,) provided in Theorem extend results on existence and
completeness given, in the case the boundary is smooth and the strength are bounded, in [6] and [26]. The
formula for the scattering matrix provided in (3.44) (respectively in (3.47)) extends to d-sets (respectively
to Lipschitz hypersurfaces) the results given, in the case of a smooth hypersurface, in [27, Subsections 6.4
and 7.4] and, in the case of a smooth 2- or 3-dimensional hypersurface, in [7, Subsection 5.4] (see also the
formula provided in [17] for Schrédinger operators of the kind —A + u, 1 a signed measure).

The construction of the operator Ay with semi-transparent boundary condition of ¢’-type provided in
Theorem extend, as regards the regularity of the boundary and/or the class of admissible strength
functions, previous constructions given in [6], [26], [15]. Asymptotic completeness for the scattering cou-
ple (A, Ay) provided in Theorem [5.13] extend results on existence and completeness given, whenever the
boundary is smooth and 6 is bounded, in [6] and [26]. The formula for the scattering matrix provided in
(5.33) extend to Lipschitz hypersurfaces the results given, in the case of a smooth hypersurface, in [27,
Subsections 6.5 and 7.5].

Acknowledgments. During the preparation of this work, the authors profited of some stays at the CNRS
Institute Wolfgang Pauli of Vienna, which they gratefully acknowledge for the kind financial support.

1.1. Notations.

e || - |Ix denotes the norm on the complex Banach space X; in case X is a Hilbert space, (-, -)x denotes the
(conjugate-linear w.r.t. the first argument) scalar product.

o (-, -)x-x denotes the duality (assumed to be conjugate-linear w.r.t. the first argument) between the dual
couple (X*, X).

o L*: dom(L*) C Y* — X* denotes the dual of the densely defined linear operator L : dom(L) € X — Y; in
a Hilbert spaces setting L* denotes the adjoint operator.

e p(A) and o(A) denote the resolvent set and the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator A; o ,(A), op,(A),
T 4c(A), 05c(A), To55(A), 04isc(A), denote the point, pure point, absolutely continuous, singular continuous,
essential and discrete spectra.
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e BX,Y), B(X) = B(X, X), denote the Banach space of bounded linear operator on the Banach space X to
the Banach space Y; || - |lx y denotes the corresponding norm.

e S (X,Y) denotes the space of compact operators on the Banach space X to the Banach space Y.

e X < Y means that X C Y and for any u € X there exists ¢ > 0 such that ||u|ly < c||ullx; we say that X is
continuously embedded into Y.

e Given the measure space (M, B, m), (M, B,m) = L*(M) denotes the corresponding Hilbert space of
measurable, square-integrable functions.

o u|[" denotes the restriction of the function u to the set I'; L|V denotes the restriction of the linear operator
L to the subspace V.

L
. ui denotes the plane wave with direction ¢ and wavenumber | ]2, i.e. ui(x) = W2éx

o P and Q™ denote the Dirichlet-to-Neumann and Neumann-to-Dirichlet operators relative to the
domain Qjy/ex, where Qi = Q and Qe := R"\Q.

2. Singular perturbations of self-adjoint operators.

Given the self-adjoint operator
Ap :dom(Ag) CH—->H

in the Hilbert space H and the auxiliary Hilbert space I, let
7:dom(Ap) — )

be continuous (w.r.t. the graph norm in dom(Ag)) and surjective. We further assume that ker(r) is dense
in H. For notational convenience we do not identify b with its dual h*; however we use ™ = . Typically
b — by — b* with dense inclusions and the h-h* duality is defined in terms of the scalar product of the
intermediate Hilbert space bj.

For any z € p(Ag) we define Rg € #(H,dom(Ag)) by Rg = (-Ap +2)7" and G, € Z(bH*,H) by
G.:y > H, G,:=@GR),

i.e.
(G.¢,upn = ($, T(~Ao +2) 'uhyy ¢ €D, ueH. (2.1)
Since ker(7) is dense in H, one has (see [32, Remark 2.9],
ran(G,) N dom(Ag) = {0}. 2.2)
However, by the resolvent identity,
G.-G, = (w-2R’G, (2.3)
and so
ran(G; — G,,) C dom(Ay) . 2.4
Notice that by (2.3) there follows
G.G, = G;G;. 2.5)

Let us now suppose that there exist a reflexive Banach space b 2 ), ) < b, a set C\R C Z5 C p(Ayp), and a
family A of linear bounded maps A, € Z(b,b*), z € Z,, such that (see [32, equations (2) and (4)])

A=A, (2.6)

Ay — A, = (2= WALGLG A, . 2.7
4



Remark 2.1. In writing (2.7) we are implicitly using the continuous embeddings ) < b and b* < b*; such
embeddings also give [|A |lpy < ¢ ||Acllope-

Remark 2.2. Notice that whenever A, has inverse M, := A;l, then ([2.6) and (2Z.7) are equivalent to
M; = M: M, - M, = (z-w)G;G;. 2.8)

Remark 2.3. Notice that the class of families A satisfying ([2.6) and (2.7) is not void: it can be parametrized
by couples (IT, ®), where IT : h — ran(Il) is an orthogonal projection in the Hilbert space ) and O :
dom(®) ¢ ran(IT)* — ran(I]) is self-adjoint, setting (see [32, Section 2], [26, Section 2])

b=h, A =II'O-T(G; (G, +G)/M) ', z € p(Ao), (2.9)

Zn =Zne ={z € p(Ag) : ©@ — TIT(G, — (G, + Gz,)/2)IT" has a bounded inverse} .

The set Zi1 ¢ always contains C\R (see the proof of [35, Theorem 2.1]; see also [32, Proposition 2.1]) and
so it is not void. In concrete situations it could happen that it is better to work with different representations
and/or to choose a space b strictly larger than b; then (2.6) and (2.7) have to be checked case by case.

Theorem 2.4. Let A satisfy 2.6) and @71). Then the family of bounded linear maps R> € B(H), z € Zy,
defined by
R} :=R) + G,AG:. (2.10)

is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator Ay which is a self-adjoint extension of the closed symmetric
operator S = Ag| ker(1).

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of [32, Theorem 2.1]. By @.7), z — Ré‘ is a pseudo-resolvent, i.e. it
satisfies the resolvent identity (see [32, page 113]). Since, by @.I0), u € ker(R?) gives Rgu € ran(G;), one
gets u = 0 by (2.2) and so R” is injective. Moreover, by (2.6) one gets (R*)* = R2. Thus, by [43, Theorems
4.10 and 4.19], R? is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator A,. Let us now fix z € Z. By (Z.2)) and by

dom(A,) = ran(RY) = {u = u, + G,A,7u,, u, € dom(Ag)}, (2.11)

one gets
dom(Ag) Ndom(A,) = {u € dom(Ag) : A,7u = 0}. (2.12)

Thus, by
(—Apr +Qu = (R?)’lu = (-Ap + 2u;, (2.13)
one gets Al ker(t) = Aol ker(r) = S. O

Remark 2.5. By the above proof there follows that Theorem 2.4] holds true without requiring that Zx
contains the whole C\R: it suffices to suppose that Z, C p(Ayp) is a not empty set which is symmetric with
respect to the real axis. However, the former hypothesis is used in our successive treatments of Scattering
Theory and Limiting Absorption Principle.

Remark 2.6. By 2.12) and (2.13), one gets
ker(t) C {u € dom(Ag) N dom(Ap) : Au = Apu}.

Since ker(7) is dense by our hypothesis, the set {# € dom(Ag) N dom(A,) : Agu = Axu} is dense as well and
so A, is a singular perturbation of Ag (see [34]).



Remark 2.7. By [35, Corollary 3.2] (see also [26, Theorem 2.1]), the representation (2.9) shows that any
self-adjoint extension of S is of the kind provided in Theorem[2.4]

Now, in order to simplify the exposition and since such an hypothesis holds true in the applications
further considered, we suppose that Ay has a spectral gap, i.e.

p(A)NR £0.

Then, we pick 4, € p(Ap) N R and set
Go :=G,, . (2.14)

Let S be the symmetric operator defined by S := Ag|kert as in Theorem 2.4l By [34, Theorem 3.1] and
[26, Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.4], one has (compare with 2.11) and 2.13))
dom(S*) = {u = uo + Goop, u, € dom(Ag), ¢ € h*}, (2.15)

(=S™ + A)u = (A + Ao)u (2.16)

(one can check that the definition of S* is A.-independent) and, defining the bounded linear map
o:dom(S*) - b*, ou=opu,+G.p) :=¢, (2.17)
the following Green’s type identity holds (see [34, Theorem 3.1], [2€, Remark 2.4]):
WU, S™ VI — (S U, V)i = (Tlo, OV)pr — (OUs TV )iy, U, v € dom(S™). (2.18)
Thus, in particular, since Ag C S*, dom(Ay) = ker(p) and Ay, C S¥,
(U, ApAVIH = (Ao, VIH + (Tu, 0y, U € dom(Ag), v € dom(Ay). (2.19)

The identity (Z.19) is our starting point for the following abstract result about scattering for the couple
(Ao, Ap):

Theorem 2.8. Let Ap be defined according to Theorem Suppose that there exists an open subset’ ¥ C R
of full measure such that for any open and bounded I, I C Z,

1
sup €2 |G uiellys < +o0, (2.20)
(LOEIx(0,1)

and
sup  ||Aaziellpy < +o0. 2.21)
(LOelx(0,1)

Then the strong limits

W.(Ag,Ap) := s- lim e ogiAr pA

t—+00 ac>

Wa(Ap, Ag) := s- lim e " ¢it4o pO
—+00

ac ?
exist everywhere in H and are complete, i.e.

ran(W.(Ax, Ag)) = HA ran(W.(Ag, Ap)) = H

W.(Ar,Ap)" = Wi(Ag, An),
and HA

where PO, and P2, are the orthogonal projectors onto HY, o the absolutely continuous subspaces
relative to Ay and A respectively.
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Proof. At first let us show that 2.20) and (2.21)) imply

1 0 1 A
sup (€2 TR, ;cllky + €7 lloRD cllmy ) < +o. (2.22)
(2,€)elx(0,1)

By the definition of G, one has
IRl = IGz Iy = G lly

By @.10) and 2.4), one has
OR" = o(R? + G,A,G2) = o(R%u + (G, — Go)A.Giu + GoA,G2) = NG
and so
loRM kg = IA:GEllny < A5 Gz Iy = 1Ay Gl 1 - (2.23)

Now we follow the same reasonings as in the proof of [41, Theorem 9.4.2] (see also [40, Section 3]). At
first let us notice that in our setting equation (2.19) agree with [41, equation (9.4.1)] whenever the operators
there denoted by A and B correspond to 7 and ¢~'p respectively, where ¢ : ) — b* is the duality mapping
given by the canonical isomorphism from [ onto h*; therefore (2.22)) corresponds to [41, estimate (9.4.8)].
Thus (compare with the first lines of the proof of [41, Theorem 9.4.2]), [41, Lemma 9.3.3, Corollary 9.3.1
and Lemma 9.3.2] give, for any u? € H? and u? € HA,

+00
f (Iire™ ™ Eo(Dullly + lloe™"* EA(DuM. ) dt < +oo, (2.24)

00

where Ej, H(C) and E,, Hé‘ denote the spectral measures and the continuous subspaces relative to Ag and Ax
respectively. According to [41, Theorem 9.4.1], (Z.22) and 2.24) give

Eo(2)u’ € Mo(Ap,Ag) :={ueH: lim e "neihoy exists)

[—>+00
and o
EA(D)u € M.o(Ag, Ap) := {ue H: lim e ™o ny exists) .
—>+00
Thus, by HY. € H?, HA € HA, and, since ¢ has Lebesgue measure zero, by Eg(Z)P%. = PO, EA(Z)P. =
P;\C, both the wave operators W.(Ax,Ag) and W.(Ap, Ap) exist; this also gives completeness (see e.g. [136,
Proposition 3, Section XI1.3]). O

3. The Limiting Absorption Principle and Asymptotic completeness.

Now we suppose that H = L*(M, B, m) = L*(M). Given a measurable ¢ : M — (0, +00), we define the
weighted L?-space

Ly(M,B,m) = L,(M) := {u : M — C measurable : pu € L*(M)}. (3.1)

From now on (-, -) and || - || denote the scalar product and the corresponding norm on LX(M); (-, e and || - |,
denote the scalar product and the corresponding norm on Li(M). In the following we suppose ¢ > 1 m-a.e.;
therefore

Ly (M) — L*(M) < Li_, (M) = L3(M)" .

Then we introduce the following hypotheses:



(H1) both Ag and A are bounded from above and there exists ¢; > 0 such that the maps z — R? and z — Ré‘
are continuous on {z € C : Re(z) > ¢} to %’(Li(M));

(H2) Ay satisfies a Limiting Absorption Principle (LAP for short), i.e. there exists an open set £y € R of
full measure such that for all A € X, the limits

0% ._ 1: 10
R = lellr(r)lR’lﬂf (3.2)
exist in ,@(Li(M), LZ"(M)) and the maps z — Rg’i, where Rg’i = Rg whenever z € p(Ap), are continuous
on Xy UC. to %(Li(M), LZ"(M));

(H3) for any compact set K C X, there exists cx > 0 such that for any A € K and for any u € LZZ(M) N
ker(Rg’Jr - R?l’*) one has
IRl < cxllully: (3.3)

(H4) there exist ¢; > 0,y > 0 and k € N such that for all 1 > ¢,
(R = (RY € SlL2(M), L2, (M)) . (3.4)
Then A, satisfies a Limiting Absorption Principle as well:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose hypotheses (HI1)-(H4) hold. Then X5 := %o N 0 p(Ap) is a (possibly empty) discrete
set and for all A € Zo\ZA the limits
RY* = lim R} 3.5)

A+ie

exist in %(Li(M), Li"(M))’. the maps 7 — R?’i, where R?’i = Ré\ whenever 7 € p(Ap), are continuous on
(Z0\ZA) U Cs to B(LL(M), Lf,fl(M))

Proof. Hypotheses (H1)-(H4) permit us to use the abstract results contained in [39], following the same
argumentations provided in the proof of [27, Theorem 4.2]: hypotheses (T1) and (E1) in [39, page 175]
correspond to our (H2), (H3) and (H4); then, by [39, Proposition 4.2], the latter imply hypotheses (LAP),
(E) in [39, page 166] and hypothesis (T) in [39, page 168]. In our setting (LAP), (E) and (T) correspond
respectively to (H2),

(R = (RY* € Soo(LL (M), L (M),

and a technical variant of (H3). According to [39, Theorem 3.5], the three hypotheses (LAP), (E) and (T),
together with (H1) (i.e. hypothesis (OP) in [39, page 165]), give the thesis. O

Remark 3.2. In order to get Theorem [3.1] one does not need to require Xy to be a set of full measure.
However that hypothesis is needed for next Theorem[3.9

Since, as is well known, LAP implies absence of singular continuous spectrum (see e.g. [1, Theorem
6.1], [277, Corollary 4.71), by (H2) and Theorem[3.1] one gets

Corollary 3.3. Suppose hypotheses (HI)-(H4) hold. Then

5c(Ap) = 05c(An) = 0. 3.6)

Equivalently
(LX(M)) )" = LX(M)).,  (LA(M)h,)" = LA(M)), 3.7)
where LZ(M)gp, (LZ(M)BC, LZ(M)QP, (LZ(M);\C denotes the pure point and absolutely continuous subspaces

osz(M) with respect to Ayg and A,.
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Let us now introduce the further hypothesis H5, which, for future convenience, we split in two separate
assumptions:

(H5.1) for any z € p(Ao), G = TRY : L,(M) — 1 is surjective;

(H5.2) for any A € X, the limits

AFie

(GY)" = leilr(r)l 7R (3.8)

exist in %’(Li(M), b) and are surjective; moreover the maps z + (G7)*, where (G7)* = G} whenever
z € p(Ay), are continuous on g U Cs to B(L, (M), b).

Remark 3.4. By hypothesis (HS) and by duality, for any A € X, the limits

G% = “E}(TRO )" (3.9)

A¥Fie

exist in Z(H*, Li_, (M)) and are injective; moreover the maps z — G7, where G = G, whenever z € p(Ay),
are continuous on X U C, to Z(h*, Li_, (M)).
Remark 3.5. Here we recall the definition of reduced minimum modulus y(T) of a linear operator T €

BX,Y), T +0:
Y(T) := inf{||Tully : distx(u, ker(T)) = 1} . (3.10)

By [20, Theorem 5.2, page 231], T has closed range if and only if y(7") > 0. Moreover, see [3, Proposition
1.1],
ker(T1) =ker(To) = y(Th) —y(T)| < |IT1 = Tallxy - (3.11)

Then, by (3.2), (3.3) and by the resolvent formula (Z.I0), one gets the following

Lemma 3.6. Suppose hypotheses (H1)-(HS) hold. Then, for any open and bounded I, I C ¢\, one has

sup ”A/liie”b,l)* < too. 3.12)
(A,€)elx(0,1)

Moreover, for any A € Zo\Xp, the limits
A; = liH)]A/itis- (313)

(3

exist in A, H*) and
RY* = RO + GEAL(GY) . (3.14)

Proof. Since (G¥)* are surjective by hypotheses (H5), G are injective and have closed range by the closed
range theorem. Hence, by Remark 3.5 y(G¥) > 0, and, since ker(G?) = {0} for any z € X U C., the maps
z = y(G?) are continuous on X U C. to (0, +c0) by (3.11). Hence, by (3.10), for any open and bounded /,
Ic 2o, for any (4, €) € I x (0, 1) and for any ¢ € h*, there exist y,i > 0 such that

IG asicdlly1 = Vi liglly -
Therefore, by (2.10) and [2.6),
IR e = Risicliz.z | =NGusieDasicGlaidlizoz 2 ¥ilAisieGasidliz
=’YI¥”G/H;[€A/H;[€“I),LZ4 > Y7 ¥7 A asiellny: -

9



Then, by hypothesis (H2) and Theorem[3.1] one gets (3.12).
By hypothesis (H2), Theorem[3.1l hypothesis (H5.2), Remark 3.4 and (3.12)), one obtains the existence
and equality in ,@(Li(]R"), Li,, (R™)) of the limits

lim G reieA1sieGlsie = li GiA1ie(GY)" = RY* —RY*. (3.15)

Then, proceeding in a similar way as above, one has
G (A psic, — Aﬁiiez)(G,f)*HL;,L;I > Y(G) (A siey = Aeie (G Iz 5
=¥(GDIIG} (Aazig — Asie)lly12 | 2 YGDY(G)) IAziey — Nizie Iy -
This and (B.13)) give the existence of the limits (313) and then the limit resolvent formulae (3.14). O
Our last hypothesis is the following:

(H6) for any z € p(Ay), G, € B(b*, Li(M)).
Remark 3.7. By duality, hypothesis (H6) is equivalent to requiring that TR? has a bounded extension on
Li_, (M) to b for any z € p(Ap).

Remark 3.8. By (Z.10) and (H6), if R? € %’(Li(M)) for any z € C such that Re(z) > ¢y, then the same
is true for R®. Thus the maps z — R? and z — R satisfy hypothesis (H1) (they are continuous since
pseudo-resolvents in (L5 (M))).

Then the previous results lead to

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that the couple (Ag, Ap) satisfies hypotheses (HI)-(H6). Then asymptotic complete-
ness holds, i.e. the strong limits

ac? ac?

W.(Ap, Ag) := s- lim e " ¢itAo pO W.(Ag, Ap) := s- lim e ogiAr pA
—+00 —+00

exist everywhere in L*(M),
ran(W.(Aa, Ag)) = (L’ (M)N )", ran(Wa(Ag, Ap)) = (LA(M)),)",
W.(An, Ao)" = We(Ag, Ap).,

where ch and P2, are the orthogonal projectors onto the absolutely continuous subspaces LZ(M)SC and
LA(M)2.

Proof. By Theorem 2.8 to get completeness we need to show that (2.20) and (2.21) hold true. Then,
asymptotic completeness is consequence of Corollary 3.3l The bound (Z.21) is given in Lemma 3. and so
we just need to prove the bound (Z.20). Let u € p(Ag) N R; by 2.3), (2.3) and (2.4), one has
\ 1
M) G:¢I” = [Im()(GGe, S| = 5 [(7(G: = Go)g, @y |
1
=3 [((Gz = G Oy = (+(G2 = G, &)
1 % - %
=3 (1 = (GG, $hosy — (1 — 2(G2Gup, oy )|

] * *
<5 b= AUG iz + 1G 2 NGullsz 101
10



Therefore

1
€lGsiclly> < 5 (= A+ &) 1Gullyrz (TR icllizy + IITRY ez ) (3.16)
and the bound ([2.20) is consequence of hypotheses (H5.2) and (H6). O

4. The Scattering Matrix.
According to Theorem[3.9] under hypotheses (H1)-(H6), the scattering operator
Sa 1= Wi(Ax, Ag)"W-(An, Ao)

is a well defined unitary map. Given a direct integral representation of L?(M)?, with respect to the spectral
measure of the absolutely continuous component of Ay (see e.g. [4, Section 4.5.1] ), i.e. a unitary map

Fo: [IAM)°. — (LM )2 dn(A) (4.1

ac
Tac(Ag)

which diagonalizes the absolutely continuous component of Ay, we define the scattering matrix

SE T (LAMY ), — (LAM))),

ac

by the relation (see e.g. [4, Section 9.6.2])
F()S/\Fau,l = Sﬁ\u,i .

Now, following the same scheme as in [27, Remark 5.7], which uses the Birman-Kato invariance principle
and the Birman-Yafaev general scheme in stationary scattering theory (see e.g. [8], [43], [46]), we provide
an explicit relation between S % and A%

Given u € p(Ag) N p(An), we consider the scattering couple (Rl’}, Rg) and the strong limits

W.(RY,R)) = s- lim e ™RieRipt
t—+00
where P., is the orthogonal projector onto the absolutely continuous subspace of RY; we prove below that
such limits exist everywhere in L>(M). Let S %\ the corresponding scattering operator

Sh o= WL (R R) W_(R},R) .

Using the unitary operator F g which diagonalizes the absolutely continuous component of Rg, ie. (F g u) =

%(Fou)ﬂ , 4 # 0 such that u — % € 0,4.(Ap), one defines the scattering matrix

1
-1

it = (LP(M).),,

S (LM,

ac

corresponding to the scattering operator S ’;\ by the relation

HQH ke, M a1
FoS\(F)uw, =8 "u).

Before stating the next results, let us notice the relations

0 -1 1 1% _pA -1 1 1 oA
(-RS+2) = - (1 + ZR”%), (-RY+2) = - (1 +-RLL ), 4.2)
11



Therefore, by (H2) and Theorem[3.1] the limits

RO+ axi0) = lim(-R+ (A 2i0) . A#0, u-Lex 43
(-Ri+@=0) =lim(-Rj+ (A 2i0) ", 1#0, -7 €30, (43)

A R B A L -l 1
(-R} + (A1 £i0)) .—lellrg(—Rﬂ+(/lJ_rle)) . A#0, p- 5 €T\TL, (4.4)

exist in B(LL(M), Li_, (M)).
Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the couple (Ao, Ap) satisfies hypotheses (HI)-(H6). Then the strong limits

Wr(R,/}v RB) = s- tl_l)in ¢ iRy iRy pH 4.5)

exist everywhere in L*(M). Moreover; for any A # 0 such that j1 — % € 04(Ag) N (Zo\Zp), one has

-1
Sj’” =1-2ni \A,(1+ G, (—RQ +(A+ iO)) G ) (L))", (4.6)
where

1
Ll/: 1 (L2(M)26)H_/ll s Lﬁ¢ = E(FOG”(ﬁ)H_% . “4.7)

Proof. By 2.10), one has R//l\ - RB = G,A,G,, and we can use [45, Theorem 4°, page 178] (notice that
the maps there denoted by G and V corresponds to our G, and A, respectively). Let us check that the
hypotheses there required are satisfied. Since G, € Z(L*(M),1), the operator G, is |Rj)|'/*>-bounded. By
@.2), (H2), Theorem[3.Jland (H6), the limits

lsilr(r)l Gi(-R) + (A xie))™",
13{51 G,(-R} + (A ie)™",
leilr(r)l G.(-R} + (1 ie))'G,

exist. Therefore, to get the thesis we need to check the validity of the remaining hypothesis in [45, Theorem
4’, page 178]: G, is Weakly-Rg smooth, i.e., by [45, Lemma 2, page 154],

sup €llG(—R) + (A +i€)) '}y S ca <400, ae. d. (4.8)
0<e<1 ’

By (@.2), this is consequence of

sup 6 ||G:R®
0<6<1 o

2
ﬁim”&b <Cy<+co, ae. Ad. 4.9)

By

0 0 p0 0 p0O 0, _p0 0
”G;RZHLZ,I) = ||TR,1RZ||L2,[) = ”TRZR””LZ,I) = ||R,1(TRZ)*||[)’:L2 < ”Rﬂ”LZ,LZHGZ”I)fLZ s

@.9) follows by (3.16), hypotheses (H5.2) and (H6). Thus, by [45, Theorem 4°, page 178], the limits
(@3) exist everywhere in L*(M) and the corresponding scattering matrix is given by (.6), where L¢ :=

(F4Gud) = 4 (FoGu), 1. 0
12



Lemma 4.2. For any z # 0 such that u — % € p(Ag) one has
. -1
A1+ G (-RE +2) GuA) = A1
Proof. By 2.3), one has
10
Gu+ 2R ,Gu=Gy s (4.10)
By (@.2), (4.10) and (2.7), one obtains
s A -1
Au+ NG (-RY +2) GuA,

1 . 1 1 )
=A, + - \Wey ((Gﬂ + ZRE_EGH) A+ G, (Z AH_%Gﬂ%GﬂAH))

. [
=Mt - MGG Nt ~ MGG 1 (A o = A

1
ZAﬂ + ZAﬂGZGH_%AH_% =A,_1

=zt

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that the couple (Ay, Ap) satisfies hypotheses (HI)-(H6). Then
S =1-2miL AL, A€ 0u(Ao) N (Zo\ZA),
where L, : h* — (L2(M)26.),1 is the u-independent linear operator defined by
Lag := (u— D(FoGup)a .

Proof. By Theorem[3.9] Theorem[.T]and by Birman-Kato invariance principle (see e.g. [4, Section I1.3.3]),
one has
W.(An, Ao) = Wa (R, RY)

AR
and so
SA= S’/’\ .
Thus, since (F’gu)ﬁ = %(Fou)ﬂ_%, one obtains (see also [45, Equation (14), Section 6, Chapter 2])
A _ ¢Au
ST=8 4.11)

By Lemmal[4.2] whenever z = A + ie and u — % € ¥p\Z4, one gets, as € | 0,
* . -1 +
Au(1+ G} (=R} + (1 £i0)) GuA,) = Ay

The proof is then concluded by Theorem [£.1] by .I1) and by setting L, := L’(‘_ el The operator L,

is u-independent by invariance principle, let us provide a direct proof: given p; # up, by (Z.3) and by
(FoRYu)1 = (= + )" (Fou),, one gets the identity

(Llll — )¢

(A7 (=d+up)~!

=(u; — D(FoG ) — (2 — D(FoGp,d)a
=(Fo((u1 — u2)Gy, — (A= w2)(Gy, — G,))P)a
=(u1 — 2)(FoGp, )2 — (A = i)z — t11)(FoR}), Gy $)a
=0.
13



5. Applications.

Here we take
Ap = A HXR") c LA(R") — L*(RY),
where H*(R"), s € R, denotes the usual scale of Sobolev spaces and where A denotes the distributional
Laplacian, and
T HXR") > b

bounded and surjective onto the Hilbert space b and such that ker(7) is L*(R")-dense.

In the following we use the scale of weighted Sobolev spaces HS (R"), s € R, w € R. Here H)(R") =
L2 (R") denotes the weighted L*-space which corresponds, according to the notation in the Section 3, to the
choice ¢(x) = (1 + [x]*)"/?. Then the weighted Sobolev space H”(R"), m > 1 integer, consists of functions
in L2 (R") having k-order distributional derivatives, 1 < k < m, belonging to L2(R"); H:(R"), s > 0 not
integer, is defined by interpolation as in the unweighted case and finally H;,(R"), s € (-0, 0), is defined as
the dual of H=(R") (see e.g. [14, Section 4.2]).

Theorem 5.1. Let Ap denote the self-adjoint extension of the symmetric operator S := A|ker(r) given in
Theorem 2.4 corresponding to the family A = {A;};ez,, A; € B(0,b*), h < b, and to the choice Ag = A.
Suppose that:

i) Ap is bounded from above;
ii) there exists cp > 0 such that the embedding ran(A,) — b* is compact for any A > ca;
iii) there exists y € C=, (R") such that, for any u € H*(R"),

comp

Tu = () (5.1

Then asymptotic completeness holds for the scattering couple (A, Ayp),

Tac(Ar) = Tess(Ap) = (20,01, 05c(Ap) =0
and the scattering matrix S 3\ is given by

SY =1-2mLAjLy, A€ (—0,00\0,(Ap), (5.2)
where o-;(AA) 1= (=00,0) N o ,(Ap) is a possibly empty discrete set,

A} = lif(r)l Apiie, the limit existing in 2(b, b"),
€.

! LS
Ly:0" - L*(S"), Lyp(€) = — (T, Phope - 5.3)
21 (2n):2
Here S™™! denotes the (n-1)-dimensional unitary sphere in R" and ui is the plane wave with direction

[ ol .
£ € S and wavenumber |12, i.e. ui(x) = lMi2Ex

14



Proof. According to [37, Lemma 1, page 170], one has Rg € B(L2(R") ; this entails (see [27, relation

4.8)D
(-A+2)7' = RY € BULLR™), HA(RY). (5.4)

Thus A satisfies hypothesis (H1). It is a well-known fact that LAP holds for the free Laplacian, i.e. A
satisfies hypothesis (H2) (see e.g. [I, Theorem 4.1], [22, Theorem 18.3]): forany A < O and w > 1,

R)* = 11{51 (A + A+ ie)”" exist in B(L2(R"), H,(R")) (5.5)

and the maps
o RO o {Ieg,+ z€ C\(~,0]
RY*, z=1€(~,0)
are continuous on C,\{0} to B(L2(R™), H?,(R™). Hypothesis (H3) holds true by [5, Corollary 5.7(b)].
Hypothesis (H5) holds true by (3.1) and (3.3). By (&.3), supp(t*¢) C supp(y). Since G ¢ is the convolution
of the kernel of R? with the distribution 7*¢ € H_,, ,(R"), one obtains G, € Z(h; L, (R")) for any w and
hypothesis (H6) holds true. By Remark if (51D holds then the map z +— R satisfies (H1). If the
embedding ran(A,) — b* is compact, then hypothesis (H4) holds true with k = 1 by @2.I0), by G} €
PB(L*(R",H)) and by G, € A LEV(R")) for any w. Therefore, by Theorem [3.9] asymptotic completeness
holds for the scattering couple (A, Ap) and o.(Ap) = 04(A) = (—00,0]. By Corollary B3 os.(Ap) = 0.
Moreover, since R® — R? is compact by ii) and ZI0), 0es5(An) = Tes5(A) = (—00,0].
The scattering matrix Sﬁ\ is provided by Corollary @3l By (5.1)), the distribution ¢ € H™2(R"), ¢ € b,

is compactly supported, supp(7*¢) C supp(y). Setting vg(x) := (;f)% , its Fourier transform is given by
v

TP = Ve TPz b2, @) = WVe T BV a2y = (TOrve), Phoy -

comp

The unitary map Fy : L2(R") — f(io 0 L2(S"1)dA = L*((—0,0); LX(S"")) given by

1 n—2
(Fouwa(8) := 7 I u(|A'%¢) (5.6)

diagonalizes Ay = A. Therefore, by R, € Z(H *(R"), L*(R")) and (5.6), one gets

n=2

1 P pa— 1
(1= DFR, T $aE) = =575 AT T p(14]2¢) = 517 W T 0vane), By

This gives the operator L, provided in Corollary £3] (notice that for notational convenience in (3.3) we use
—L)).
In order to conclude the proof we need to show that the limits A%, which exist in A(h, h*) by Lemma
in fact exist in Z(b, b*). By (2.7), for any z € C\(—o0, 0] one has
Adsie = A + (2= (A % i€))AwicTR); GA. (5.7)

Atie

Thus, since A, € Z(b,b*) € AB(b,b") for any z € C\(—o0, 0], since TRY,,_ converges in ZB(LZ(R"),D) by
(5.1) and (5.3) and since G, € A(h*, L2(R")), the existence in %(h, h*) of the limits A7 entails the existence
of such limits in (b, *). Then, by duality and ([2.6), the limits exist in Z(b, b*) as well. Thus, using again

(37) and repeating the same reasonings, at the end one gets the existence of the limits A} in Z(b,b*). [
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5.1. Traces, layer operators and Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps.

5.1.1. Trace maps and single-layer operators on d-sets.

Here we begin recalling some results about d-sets which are needed below (see [24] and [44] for more
details).

A Borel set I' ¢ R” is called a d-set, 0 < d < n, if there exists a Borel measure y in R” such that

supp(w) = T" and
e, >0: Vxel, Vre(0,1), cor! <u(BNT) <cyr?, (5.8)

where B} is the ball in R” of radius r centered at the point x (see e.g. [44, Definition 3.1]). By [44, Theorem
3.4], once I' is a d-set, /Jl‘f, the d-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted to I, always satisfies (3.8) and
so I' has Hausdorff dimension d in the neighborhood of any of its points.

Examples of d-sets are, whenever d is an integer number, finite unions of d-dimensional Lipschitz
manifolds which intersect on a set of zero d-dimensional Hausdorff measure and, whenever d is not an
integer, self-similar fractals of Hausdorff dimension 4.

Let le be the map defined by the restriction of u € C;,,,,,(R") along the set I': ygu := u|l'. Then, by [24,

comp

Theorem 1, Chapter VII], such a map has a bounded and surjective extension to H s+t (R™) for any s > 0:
14 n s
Y HY (R - By, (). (5.9)

Here the Hilbert space B; ,(I) is a Besov-like space (see [24, Section 2, Chapter V] for the precise defini-

tions). Notice that if T is a manifold of class C*!, x > 0, then B3 ,(I) = H(I') for any s < k + 1, where
H*(T') denotes the usual fractional Sobolev space on I' (see e.g. [31, Chapter 3]). Moreover, in the case
0 < s <1, B ,(I) can be defined (see (24, Section 1.1, chap. V]) as the set of ¢ € LT, ,u?’) having finite
norm

2
2 2 g f [p(x) — oY)l A0 X 1) xy)
”¢“ ER fr|¢(X)| #F(X) * {(x,y)elXT:|x—y|<1} |x — )’|d+2x (ﬂr % ,Ur)(x 2

Since such a norm coincides with the usual norm in H*(I') whenever I" is a Lipschitz hypersurface, for
successive convenience we use the notation B;’z(l") = H*(I') whenever 0 < s < 1. We also use the following
notations for the dual (with respect to the L*>(I')-pairing) spaces: (B;’Z(l"))* = B,5(I) and, whenever 0 <
s<1,(H D) = H*D).

By [44, Proposition 20.5], one has, similarly to the regular case,

' compactd-set =  the embedding B3,(I') — B;',(I), 52 > s1, is compact. (5.10)

I' compactd-set — the embedding Bg,z(l“) s L7% T), 0 < 2s < d, is compact. (5.11)

In the following the resolvent R? = (A +2)~!, z € C\(—c0, 0], is viewed as a map in B(H*(R"), H***(R")),
s € R. Given s > 0, by the mapping properties (5.9) one gets, for the adjoint of the trace map,

% —5 _g—n=d n
D) : B3 - H 77 (R")
and so we can define the bounded operator (the single-layer potential)
SL, := R200)" : By3(T) — H**'F(R"). (5.12)

Notice that SL;, = G, whenever 7 = le and s =2 — ”%‘1 By resolvent identity one has (compare with (2.3))

SL, = SL,, + (w — )RISL,, . (5.13)
16



If n — 2 < d < n, by (5.9) and (3.12)), one obtains the bounded operator
YESL. : By3(D) — By, D).

Since the map z — R? is analytic on C\(—o0, 0] to Z(H*(R"), H***(R")) for any s € R, the maps z — SL,
and z — )/?SLz are analytic as well, with values in %(Bg 5@, Hz’s’%(R”)) and ,%’(Bg 5@), B;;H'HI)(F))
respectively .

By (3.3), duality and interpolation one gets
RY* € BH (R"),HSP(R"), 0<s<2. (5.14)
Thus, since I' is bounded, the limits

A¥Fie

SL% := RO*(yP)" = 16118(79130 )

_g—nd
existin B(By5MD), HY' "7 (R"), 0< s <2 - 154,

5.1.2. Single- and double-layer operators on Lipschitz boundaries

Let I be the boundary of a bounded Lipschitz domain Q; we set Q;, = Q and Q¢ := R” \5, In the
following Ag,, ., denote the distributional Laplacians on Qi /ex.

The one-sided, zero and first order, trace operators y?’i“/ “ and y}’m/ =y y?’i“/ *V (vr denoting the

outward normal vector at the boundary) defined on smooth functions in C‘C’f,mp(ﬁin Jex) €xtend to bounded
and surjective linear operators (see e.g. [31, Theorem 3.38])

W € BH Qo) HD),  0<s<1. (>-15)

and
yl{,in/ex c %(HS+3/2(Qin/ex)»Hs(r))’ O0<s<1 (5.16)

(we refer to [31, Chapter 3] for the definition of the Sobolev spaces H*(Qiy/ex) and H*(I')). Using these
maps and setting H*(R"\I') := H*(Q,) ® H*(Q¢x), the two-sided bounded and surjective trace operators are
defined according to

1 in X
s HARND = B, (e @ tex) 1= 50 "thin + V7% her) (5.17)
1 s+3/2 n s 1 1 1,in 1,ex
yr i HERAD — HYD), yptin @ ttex) 1= 5 (7 thin + 97 tex) 5 (5.18)
while the corresponding jumps are
[y2]: HARND) = HYD), [0 @ tex) 1= v "thin = ¥y thex - (5.19)
[yl : HSPARND) = HYD), [yl in  tex) := ¥ ™ tin — V3 hex - (5.20)

Let us notice that in the case u = ui, ® uex € H?(R"), 0 < 5 < 1, y2 in (5.17) coincides with the map
defined in (3.9) and so there is no ambiguity in our notations; this also entails that y? remains surjective

even if restricted to H2(R"). Similarly the map y} is surjective onto H*(I') even if restricted to H SHIIZ(RM).
1,in/ex
r

Hi(Qin/ex) = {“in/ex € Hl(Qin/ex) : AQi“/ex Uin/ex € Lz(Qin/ex)} :
17
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7™ HyQingex) = H'2(D).

This gives the analogous extensions of the maps y} and [y}] defined on Hi(IR"\F) = Hi(Qin) ® Hi(Qex)
with values in H~ /(D).
By using a cut-off function y € C;,,,,(R") such that y = 1 in a neighborhood of Q;,, all the maps defined

comp
above can be extended (and we use the same notation) to functions u such that yu is in the right function

space.
The single-layer operator SL, has been already introduced in the previous subsection, see (3.12); here
we recall the definition of double-layer operator DL, z € C\(—o0, 0]: by the dual map

D)t H(0) —» H PR
and by the resolvent R? € B(H*(R™), H**(R")), one defines the bounded operator
DL,: H*() —» H "2 R"), DL,:=Ry)", 0<s<I. (5.21)
Let us notice that DL, = G, whenever 7 = y} and s = % By resolvent identity one has (compare with (2.3))
DL, = DL,, + (z = w)RDL,, . (5.22)
By the mapping properties of the layer operators, one gets (see [31, Theorem 6.11])
XSL, € Z(H'*(),H'(R")),  xDL, € B(H"*I), H'(R"\I)), (5.23)

for any y € Cf_';mp(R”); by (—(Aq, ® Aq, ) + 2)SL;¢ = (—(Aq, ® Aq,,) + 2)DL;¢ = 0, one gets ySL.¢ €
H)(R™\I), ¢ € H'/*(), and yDL.¢ € H)(R"\I'), ¢ € H™"*("). Thus

YUSL, € B(HV*(T), HX(I)), yiDL, € B(H'*(), H'*(I)).

These mapping properties can be extended to a larger range of Sobolev spaces (see [31, Theorem 6.12 and
successive remarks]):

XSL. € BH'*(D), H**'(R"), xDL. € BH*'*T), H*'(R"\I)), -1/2<s5<1/2,
YOSL, € BH"VA(), H*V*()), yDL, € BH"XD),H™VAT), -1/2<s5<1/2
and the following jump relations holds (see e.g. [31, Theorem 6.11])
[y2ISL.¢ =0, [yISL.¢ =—¢, [1IDL.g=¢, [yIDLp=0. (5.24)

Since the map z — RS is analytic on C\(—oo, 0] to ZB(H*(R"), H***(R")), the maps 7 > y?SLZ, e y}DLZ,
are analytic as well.
By (3.14), since I is bounded, the limits

SL% := RO*(yP)" = lim SLsic DL% := RY*(y})" = lim DL e

exist in B(B,5(), HY)*(R"), 0 < s < 3/2, and B(H*(), HL7*(R"), 0 < s < 1/2, respectively.

Moreover, by the identities (5.13),(522) and by SL € (B, *(I), L3(R")), DL, € B(H"/*(T), L2(R"))
(see [27, relation (4.10)]) one has

SL* =SL, + (z— DR}*SL,, DLZ% =DL, + (z - )R}*DL,. (5.25)
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This entails, for any —1/2 < s < 1/2,

xXSL: € B(HVA(D), HY'(R"Y), xDLE € BH (), H* ' (R"\I)), (5.26)
Y2SLE € B(H VXD, H*VA()), yiDL: € B(HA(T), H™ (), (5.27)

and, by (3.24) and (3.23),
[Y2ISLig¢ =0, [yISLip=-¢, [1IDLip=¢, [yIDLip=0. (5.28)

Since the maps z — Rg’i are continuous on (C_i\{O} to ,%’(La,(IR"), H%W(R”)), the maps

. O0SL,, ze€ C\(-c0,0
7 yASLE = yg i Z_ \(=e0,0]
)/FSL,] ) = /l € (_007 O) s

DL -
Z yrDLi = )/F 17 Z S (C\( 007 O]
YIDLY, z=1€(-00,0),
are continuous as well.

5.1.3. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann and Neumann-to-Dirichlet operators.
Let Q c R” be a bounded Lipschitz domain and let us consider the boundary value problems (here
Qin = Q and Q¢ := R™\Q as in the previous subsection)

(-Ag, +uy" =0, z€ P(Agm) { (—Ag, + 23" = Z€ p(Agm) (5.29)
,yI(ZmuZ ,in ¢ c HI/Z(I—*) ,ylllnv‘zpln e H—]/Z(r) .
and
(Ao, +2uy™ =0, z€p(Ag) (Ao, +2vg™ =0, zep(Ay)
Y = g e H'PT) YENES = g € HUA(D) (5.30)
u;" radiating v radiating

where Ag_n/e and Ag’, ) denote the Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacian respectively; we refer to [31l, Def-

inition 9.5] for the definition of radiating solutions in the exterior problem. By [31, Theorem 4.10(1)],

the solutions u" and vj; " of (3.29) exist and are unique in H,(Qiy); by [31, Theorem 9.11 and Exer-
Z,6X

¢
cise 9.5] the solutions u;; of (330) exist and are unique in H Aloc(QeX) {u: uQex N B €
Hi(Qex N B) for any open ball B D Q}. Therefore the Dirichlet-to-Neumann and Neumann-to-Dirichlet op-
erators

Z,eX

and vy

Pizn/ex . HI/Z(I—*) — H*I/Z(l—*) , z c p(ADm) Pizn/€X¢ = ’yl&in/exu;in/ex ,
Qizn/ex . H*1/2(l—*) — H1/2(1—*) , z ep(Agm), QizH/EX‘p = ,y?‘,in/exvz";in/ex

are well-defined.
Let ¢ € H™Y2(I') and @ € H'/*(T'); the functions SLY @.|Qin/ex and DL &,|Qin/ex solve (5.29) and (5.30)
with ¢ = y2SL! ¢ and ¢ = y/DL! @ (they are radiating accordmg to [27, Lemma 5.3]). By (3.24) and (5.28),

(P — PMyPSLI ¢ = v/ (SLI ¢lQex) — ¥ (SLI $lQun) = [¥1ISLI G = —,

(02 = OMYDL!$ = 3™ (DL ¢lQey) — 11" (DL ¢lQin) = [Y2IDLI ¢ = &.
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This shows that
ker(y?SLj) = ker(y}DLg) ={0}. (5.31)

By (3.23)), one has
yRSLE = y2SL, + (z = )yPRY*SL,, ¥ DL% = %{DL, + (z — A)y+R}*DL,.
Since ran(y2R9*) C B3/ 2(1") and ran(y/R}*) € H'/*("), by the compact embeddings (S.10), one gets
Y2SLE — y9SL, € Go(HVA(D), H'*(T))
and
y'DL* - y\DL, € S (H"A(I), H~'*(I)).

By [31l, Theorems 7.6 and 7.8]), both y?SL and yrDL are Fredholm with zero index; therefore both yrSLi
and y{DL? are Fredholm with zero index as well. Thus, by (5.31), both ¥2SL} and yDL? have bounded
inverses and

OPSLH)™ =PP = P, z€ C\(Guise(AG ) U 0aisc(Ap, ) U (C\(=00,0]), (5.32)
(DL =09 - OF . z€ C\(0uise(AY, ) U Taise(Ay)) U (C\(=20,0]). (5.33)

By the mapping properties of the layer operators, for all s € [0, 1/2] the maps z > P — Pizn and z —
Q;’X—Q;“ are analytic on C\(—oo, 0] to ZB(H**'/*(T"), H*"/>(")) and to ZB(H*~"/*(T"), H**1/*(T')) respectively.

5.1.4. The minimal and maximal Laplacian on Lipschitz domains.

Let Ay, denote the Laplacian in L*(Qin Jex) With domain dom(A° /x) wmp(Qm Jex)- It is immediate
to check (see e.g. [23, Section 2.3]) that (A° )* = Am“ where Am“i‘]’/‘ex denotes the distributional Laplacian
with domain

dom(Amax ) = g(Qin/ex) = {uin/ex € Lz(Qin/ex) : AQm/ex Uin/ex € Lz(Qin/ex)} .

Moreover Ag,  is closable with closure given by AQ e Ami“ (see [25, Section 2.3]), where Ami“
denotes the dlstrlbutlonal Laplacian with domain dorn(Amm ) = H (Qm/ex) and H? 5 (Qinjex) denotes as usual

the completion of Cgy,, (Qin/ex) With respect to the Hz—norm Therefore

comp

(AGD )" = A (5.34)

m/ex
Since
0,ex/i 1
HS(Qin/ex) = {uin/ex € Hz(Qin/ex) “Yr eX/muin/ex 'yreX/ Uinjex = 0}

(see [29, Theorem 1]) and H2(R") = (H*(Qin) ® H*(Qex)) N ker([yr]) N ker([y}]) (see e.g. [2, Theorem
3.5.1]), one has ' '
AT @AD" = Alker(t), T=1 @Y. (5.35)

Notice that for a generic Lipschitz boundary ran(t) is strictly contained in B3/ 2(l") & HY2() (see [30,

Corollary 7.11]), while ran(r) = H¥*(T)® H'/*(T') whenever I is of class C*!, k > 1 (see [29, Theorem 2]).
By Green’s formula (see e.g. [31, Theorem 4.4]), for any couple uin/ex, Vinjex i HX(Q,-n Jex) One has

(A, e Uin/exs Vin/ex) L2 Qo) — (Uinjexs Ay Vin/ex)L2(Qu/ex)
. 0,in/ex 1,in/ex
—]in/ex<'yr Uinjex> Vr Vin/ex)Hl/Z(F),H*I/Z(F)

. 1,in/ex 0,in/ex
_]in/ex<7r Uinjex> Y Vin/ex)H-'/z(F),H'/z(F) b
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where ji, = —1 and jex = +1. Therefore, for any couple u = iy ®utex, v = Vin ®vex in H) (R"\I') Nker([y2]) =
H'®R" N HR(R"\I“) one has

(A, ® Ao, )u, V) 2@y =, (Ag, ® Ao, V) 12w

0 | | 0 (5.36)
=(yrut, [yp VY ey a2y — yplis Yevya-12 @) me)
and, for any couple u = uiy ® Uex, v = Vin ® vex in Hy(R"\I') N ker([y{]) one has
((Aq,, ® Aa, )u, V) 2wy — (U, (Ag,, ® Ao, V) 2R
L2(R) L2(R") (537)

0 1 1 0
=<['yl—~]u, er>HI/2(F)’H—I/2(F) — ()/ru, [yr]V>H—I/2(r),HI/2(F) .

5.2. The Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions on Lipschitz domains.

Here we apply Theorem[5.1]to a case in which 7 = 9%, b = B;f(l"), b = H'>(T') and T is the Lipschitz
boundary of a bounded open set Q C R”".
Let
AR, . dom(AG ) C L Qinjex) = L*(Qingex),  AD 1= Ao, 1,

in/ex in/ex

0.
dOm(Agin/Cx) = {Min/ex € Hi(Qin/ex) : ’yr m/exuin/ex = 0} .

be the Dirichlet Laplacian in L?(Qiy/ex). By (3.36), Ag, ) is symmetric; in fact it is self-adjoint and the

self-adjoint operator Ag, ® Ag has an alternative representation:
Lemma 5.2. The family of linear bounded maps AP
AP =P — PP H'A(T) - H'VXI),  z€C\(-w,0],

satisfies (2.6)-2.7) and

Ano = AG BAQ .

Proof. At first notice that, by the definition (5.12) and by resolvent identity, the operator family M? =
—y2SL;, z € C\(—e0, 0], satisfies (Z.8). Then, by (53.32), A? = (MP)™" and so it satisfies (2.6) and Z.7) by
Remark 2.2

Let u € dom(Ay»), so that, by @II), u = u, + G APt = u, + SL(P - PiZ")yguz, u, € H*(R"). By
(E12), SL, € B(H'*(I"), H'(R")) and so, since (-Aq,,,, + 2)SL; = 0, one has u € H'(R") N HY(R"\I') C
H)(R™\I). Then, by H'(R") C ker([y?]) and (5.32), one gets y?’m/ “u = 0; therefore u € dom(Agm) ®
dom(A} ) and so dom(App) C dom(A] & AL ).

By Theprem[ﬂl Ao is a self-adjoint extension of (Al ker(yY)) D Ag‘:@Agl“ Thus Ay» C (Alker(y2))* C
(AG" @ AGM)* = AZX @ AZ™. Since Agi’/‘exldom(Aan/ex) = Agi“/ex, one gets Ayn C Agm ® Aleex‘ Since App is
self-adjoint and Agn ® Age is symmetric by (5.36), one obtains Ay» = Ag_n ® Age . O

By Lemma[5.2]and by the compact embedding H~!/%(I") — B;;/ ("), we can apply Theorem 5.1t

Theorem 5.3. Let Q be a bounded open domain with Lipschitz boundary I'. Then asymptotic completeness
holds for the scattering couple (A, Agn ® Age ) and the corresponding scattering matrix S /? is given by

SR =1-2miL)(P - PYYLE)", A€ (=00, 0\(0uisc(AG ) U Taisc(A])) (5.38)
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O'Jisc-(Agex) = 0 whenever Qe is connected, where

n-2

1445
24 (2m)}

LY A - S, LR¢@) = AT, )iy ey -
Proof. By taking the limit € | 0 in the identity —AZ?,, y2SL ;e = 1 = —=y2SL.;cA%,,_ and by (5.32), one
gets AP = —(2SL)~! = P — Pin.

Moreover o-;(Agm & Agex) = O'p(Agm) U o-,,(Agex) = o-d;SC(Agm) u o_d”C(Agex)' Finally, O-d5SC(Agex) =0
whenever Q. is connected by the unique continuation principle.

Remark 5.4. Formula (3.38) extends to n-dimensional bounded Lipschitz domains the one which has
been obtained, in the case of 2-dimensional bounded piecewise C? domains, in [12, Theorems 5.3 and
5.6]; similar formulae are also given, in a smooth 2-dimensional setting in [7, Subsection 5.2] and in a
smooth n-dimensional setting in [27, Subsection 6.1]. Let us mention that as regards the alone asymptotic
completeness result, the Lipschitz regularity condition on the boundary is not necessary, see [18§].

5.3. The Laplace operator with Neumann boundary conditions on Lipschitz domains.

Here we apply Theorem[5.]to a case in which 7 = ¥, ) = H'/*(), b = H™"/*(I') and I is the Lipschitz
boundary of a bounded open set Q c R”".
Let
A, . tdom(AY ) C L(Qinjex) = L Qiner),  AG, ui= A,

Li
dom(Agmm) = {“in/ex € Hi(Qin/ex) : 71— m/exuin/ex = O} s

be the Neumann Laplacian in L*(Qin/ex). By G37), Ag, / is symmetric; in fact it is self-adjoint and the

self-adjoint operator Agv ® Ag has an alternative representation:
Lemma 5.5. The family of linear bounded maps AV
AY =0 - Q2 :H'’(T) > H'*T), 7€ C\(-,0],

satisfies (2.6)-@2.7) and

Apv = AG ®AY .

Proof. At first notice that, by the definition (5.21) and by resolvent identity, the operator family MY =
—ytDL;, z € C\(=c0, 0], satisfies (Z.8). Then AY = (MY)"" satisfies (2.6) and (2.7) by Remark 2.2}

Let u € dom(Auv), so that, by @II). u = u, + G.AVtu, = u, - DL.(Q* — OMylu.. u, € HA(R"). By
[26, Lemma 3.1], DL, € Z(H"*(T), Hl(Qin/ex)) and so, since (—Agq,,,, +2)DL; = 0, one has u € Hi(R”\l").
Then, by H*(R") c (ker([y2]) N ker([y{])), (5.24) and by (5.33), one gets y}’m/ *u = 0; therefore u €
dom(AY ) ® dom(AY ) and so dom(Axx) C dom(A) & A ).

By Theorem[2:4] A,x is a self-adjoint extension of (Alkery) D Ag': ® Agi“. Thus Axv C (Alkery)* C
(AG" @ AGMT = AZ™ & AZ™. Since Agz’/‘eJdom(Agw“) = Agm/ex, one gets Ayy C Agm ® Agex. Since Apv is

self-adjoint and A & A is symmetric by (537), one obtains Ayv = Ag @ Ay . =

By Lemma[5.3and by the compact embedding H'/(I") < H~'/(T), we can apply Theorem 5.1t
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Theorem 5.6. Let Q) be a bounded open domain with Lipschitz boundary I'. Then asymptotic completeness
holds for the scattering couple (A, Agv @ Ag ) and the corresponding scattering matrix SIAV is given by

S =1-2rLY(QF - QL))" A€ (=00, 00\(Taise( A ) U Tuaise(AG ), (5.39)

Udisc(Ag ) = 0 whenever Qe is connected, where
‘X

1A £
= eV IU, o) a1 -

N glU2Ty o 12! N -
L H'PO > L. Lie® = 7 5o

Proof. By taking the limit € | 0 in the identity —AY,, ¥1DLy.e = 1 = =y} DL, AY,, and by (3.32), one
gets AY" = —(y!DL})™! = Qi — Qex.
Moreover (r;(AgmeBAgex)u{O} = O'F,(Agin)UO'p(Agex) = adm.(Agin)u(fdm.(Agex). Finally, o-disc(Agex) =0
whenever () is connected by the unique continuation principle.
O

Remark 5.7. Formula (3.39) extends to n-dimensional bounded Lipschitz domains the one which has been
obtained, in the case of 2-dimensional bounded piecewise C? domains, in [13, Theorems 4.2 and 4.3];
similar formulae are also given, in a smooth 2-dimensional setting in [7, Subsection 5.3] and in a smooth
n-dimensional setting in [27, Subsection 6.2]

5.4. The Laplace operator with semi-transparent boundary conditions of 6-type on d-sets.
Here we apply Theorem [5.] to a case in which 7 = yg, h= B;"’z(l"), sq¢ =2-m—-d)/2,b = HI),
O<s<sg;—1l,andIT cR"isad-setwithO <n—d < 2.

Lemma5.8. Leta € BHT),H*I)),a* =a,0<s<1- "%d. Then there exists a finite set Z, C (0, +00)
such that for all 7z € C\((—o0,0] U X,) one has (1 + a/)/gSLZ)’1 € B(H*(I')). Moreover the operator family
A% in B(H*(T), H*(I))) given by

A= —(1 +ay’SL) e, z€C\((~,0]UZ,),

satisfies 2.6) and @.).

Proof. By Fourier transform, one has the following estimate holding for any z € C\(—o0, 0] and for any real
number s: |
IR ey, s ery < —— » 0<t<2,
2
z

where d, := dist(z, (—o0, 0]). Thus, by the mapping properties of yg and (y?)*, one gets

0p0/. 0\*
”71"Rz (71") ||Bixz(r),32§‘"*"’)“(r)

1

-

<

0 0
lop)ll st el e

B;3(M).B,, * (T) s (0,875 (D)

I~

Choosing t = 2s + n — d, such an inequality shows that if 0 < s + ”%d < 1 then there exists ¢, > 0
such that operator norm ||y?SLza|IH.:(r),H.r(r) is strictly smaller than one whenever Re(z) > c¢,. Therefore
(1 +y2SL.a)™! € Z(H*(I")) whenever Re(z) > ¢q.
Let 0 < s+ %% < 1. By (5I0), the embedding B;;s_("_d)(F) < Bj,(I) is compact and so, by
ran(y?SLz) - Bi’_;_("_d)(l"), the map )/?SLz : H*(@I) —» H*(T) is also compact; thus y?SLza : HST) —
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H*(') is compact as well. Since the map z — y?SLza is analytic from z € C\(-c0,0] to Z(H*(T')) and
the set of z € C\((—o0, 0] such that (1 + )/?SLZQ)’1 € PB(H*(I)) is not void, by analytic Fredholm theory
(see e.g. [37, Theorem XIII.13]), (1 + )/?Schy)’1 € A(H*)) for any 7 € C\((—c0,0] U X,), where X,
is a discrete set. By Theorem 2.4] Remark 2.3] and next Theorem [3.9] (see (3.41)), X, is contained in the
spectrum of a self-adjoint operator and so X, C R; hence X, C [0, ¢,] and so it is finite being discrete, i.e.
without accumulation points.

By @ = o and the same arguments as in the proof of [28, Corollary 2.4], one obtains (2.6) and

(1 +ay2SL) ™" = (1 +y2SL:a)™") € BH (). (5.40)
Finally, by SL. = R2(y2)* and resolvent identity for R, it results
(1 +ay2SL,,) — (1 + ay¥SL;) = (z — w)ay ROSL, .
This yields
A =AY = (z = w)AZ Y2 RISL,AY
i.e. relation 2.7). O

Taking A, > 0, in the following we use the shorthand notation SL, = SL,,.

Theorem 5.9. Let T be a d-set withn—2 <d <nandleta € BHT),H* D)), " =a,0<s< 1~ %1
Then
1) The family of bounded linear operators

RY :=RY - SL,(1 + ayPSL,) 'ayPR?, z e C\((—0,0]UX,) (5.41)

is the resolvent of the bounded from above self-adjoint operator A, in L>(R") defined, in a A.-independent
way, by
dom(A,) := {u € H*"'F (R") : u + SLoaylu € HAR")}, (5.42)

Agtt := Au— (YD) aylu. (5.43)

2) Oess(Ag) = 04c(Ag) = (=00, 0], gaisc(Aa) = Zq is.ﬁnitey Osc(Ay) = 0, a;(Aa) = (o0, 0N O_p(A(t) is at
most discrete and asymptotic completeness holds for the scattering couple (A, Ay).

3) The inverse (1 an(q) + ay?SLj)’l : ran(@) — ran(a) exists for any A € (—co, O)\U;(AQ) and the scattering
matrix S is given by

S =1+ 2mLY (1ran(e) + @¥PSL) (L))", A € (00, 0\ (Aq), (5.44)

1A
23 (2n)?
Proof. By Lemma[5.8 we can apply Theorem 24 and A, := Ax. is a well defined self-adjoint operator
with resolvent given by (2Z.10). By (Z.10) and Lemma[3.8] one gets o-(A,) C (—o0,supZ,] and so A, is

_ppn=d
bounded from above since X, is finite. By Lemma[5.8] ran(AY) < H(I') < B, 22+ > (I) and so ran(AY)

is compactly embedded in h* = B;,z;an(l") by (310). Since I is bounded, (5.I) hold true. Therefore
hypotheses i)-iii) in Theorem[3.1] hold.
By (5.41) and [37, Theorem XIII.13], z = R? has poles (and the coefficients of the Laurent expansion
are finite-rank operators) only at X,; so, by [37, Lemma 1, page 108], 0isc(Aq) = .
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The proofs of (3.42) and (5.43) are the same as the ones given (in the case I' is Lipschitz) in the proof
of [28, Theorem 2.5] and are not reproduced here.

Considering the limit € | 0 in the identity A, = —(1 + a/y?SL,li;e)’la, one gets ker(a) C ker(Aj’i).
Considering the limit € | O in the identity

~(1 + ayPSLasi)AS,, = @ = =A%, (1 + Y SLiwiea),

Axie
one gets
—(1 + @yPSLHAT* = @ = —AS*(1 + ¥pSL} ),
and
—(@ "+ YPSLHAT* | ker(@)" = Ther@yr s —ATT@ " +yPSLY)Iran(@) = 1ran) »

where @ : ker(a)* — ran(e) is the bijective bounded linear operator & := a|ker(a@)*. This shows that
ran(A}™) C ran(@) and that &' + y2SL? : ran(a) — ker(e)* is invertible with inverse —A$™*|ker(a)*, i.e.

AT ker(a)*t = —@ "'+ y?SLj)’l : ker(a)t — ran(e).

By (@' +9y2SL) e = (@' + y2SLI) ™" = (1ran@) + @y2SL)™" one gets the existence of the inverse

(1ran(e) + a/y?SLj)’l : ran(@) — ran(e)

and the identity
AY* = —(Luan@ + @¥PSL) ' : H'([T) —» H (D).

Remark 5.10. The limit single-layer operator SL7 admits the representation

. i A2 N\ 12 d
SL,1¢(X)=Zfrm Hg_](+|/l| [lx = ¥ID ¢() dur(y)

whenever ¢ € L*(I') and x ¢ T, where H(ﬂlzl denotes the Hankel function of first kind of order 5 — 1 (see
2
[27, equation (5.1)]).

Remark 5.11. A particular case of operator « € B((H*(I'), H*(I')), such that @ = o isa@ € M(H*(T'), H*(T')),
a real-valued, where M(H*'(I'), H*2(I')) denotes the set of Sobolev multipliers on H*'(T") to H*2(I') (here and

in the following we use the same notation for a function and for the corresponding multiplication operator).
By the inequality

' fr ady duf.

le'? € M(H'(T), L*(T)) = @ € M(H* (), H*(T")).

1/2 1/2 1/2y12
< el @l 2lllel @iz < M1 g o s sy »

one has

Then, by the embeddings (3.11)) and Holder’s inequality, one gets

p= = L/ cMHD),H@).

1
s

Thus we can define A, for any real-valued @ € L?(I'), p >
25
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In the case I in Theorem[5.44]is a (n — 1)-set which is the boundary of a bounded Lipschitz domain,
some of the results in the previous theorem can be improved:

Corollary 5.12. Let Q be an open bounded set with a Lipschitz boundary T and « € B(H*(I'), H*(I')),
a=a",0<s<1/2. Then ' '
(=Ag +2)7" = RO+ SL(P™* — P™)(a — (P — P™)'ay2R?, 7€ C\((-0,0]1UL,), (5.45)

dom(A,) = {u € H*S(R") N HYR™D) : aylu = [yrlu}. (5.46)
Aqut = (Aq,, ® AQCX)M .
Whenever A € (—oo, 0)\(0';(AQ) U O'd,‘SC(Ag‘ yu o-d,»sc(Ag ), the scattering matrix S has the alternative

representation ' '
S =1-2ml2(P%* — P (@ — (P - PM)'a (IP)*. (5.47)

If Qx is connected then 0,(Ay) = O_dm'(Agex) =0.
Proof. Relation (3.43)) is consequence of (3.32): by
(@ = AP)ySL,(1 + ayPSL,) ™" = 1 = y2SL,(1 + ayPSL,) (e — AD),
one gets (@ — AP)™' = y2SL.(1 + ay2SL,)™" and so
A? = AP(@ - APY e = (P - PM)(a - (P* - PM) .
By H*(R") C ker([y}]) and by (5.24), one gets dom(A,) € D,, where
D, = {y € H?S(R") N HYR™D) : aylu = [y-lu}.

Thus A, C (Ag, ® A, )ID.. Since A, is self-adjoint and (Aq,, ® Aq, )|D, is symmetric by (3.36), the two
operators coincide.
By the same reasonings as in the proof of Theorem[3.9] one shows that (o + A/l; *ran(a) is invertible
and that ' '
AS* = AD* (- AV e = (P - PYYa - (P - PY)) a.

If Q¢ is connected, then o ,(Ay) N (—=00,0) = @ by the unique continuation principle (see [27, Remark
3.8]). O

Remark 5.13. The conditions providing the self-adjoint operator A, in Theorem[5.9]are weaker, as regards
the regularity of the boundary and/or the class of admissible strength functions, than the ones assumed in
previous works, see, for example, [19], [16], [10], [32], [6], [26], [13]. Asymptotic completeness for the
scattering couple (A, A,) provided in Theorem [3.9] extend results on existence and completeness given, in
the case the boundary is smooth and the strength are bounded, in [6] and [26]. The formula for the scattering
matrix provided in (3.44) (respectively in (3.47)) extends to d-sets (respectively to Lipschitz hypersurfaces)
the results given, in the case of a smooth hypersurface, in [27, Subsections 6.4 and 7.4] and, in the case of a
smooth 2- or 3-dimensional hypersurface, in [[7, Subsection 5.4] (see also the formula provided in [17] for
Schrodinger operators of the kind —A + y, p a signed measure).
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5.5. The Laplace operator with semi-transparent boundary condition of ¢’ -type on Lipschitz hypersurfaces.

Here we apply Theorem[5.T]to a case in which 7 =y, h = H'/2(I'), b = H~"/*(T") and I is the boundary
of a bounded Lipschitz set Q c R”".

Lemma 5.14. Let 0 € B(H),H*(I)), " =06,0< s < % Then there exists a discrete set Ly C (0, +00)
such that for all z € C\((—o0, 0] U %y) one has (1 + H(QL“ - Q;X))" € B(HX(')). Moreover the operator
family A in B(H™2(), H*(I'))) given by

A= QM - 0 + 60" - 07", z€ C\((—0,0]1UZy),

satisfies 2.6) and 2.0).

Proof. By G(Q;“ -0 e PBH2T), H*I)) and by the compact embedding H*(I') — HY2(T), one
gets (O — O%) € S (H'/*(I)). Therefore, by the Fredholm alternative, 1 + 6(Q™™ — O%) is invertible if
and only if its kernel K. is trivial. By 0% — Q" = (y{DL,)™!, K, # {0} if and only if there is ¢ € H'/*(I)\{0}
such that

Oy = y-DL.y . (5.48)

By the definition (5.21) and by resolvent identity, we have
yiDL, — (¥4DL,)* = y/DL, — ¥{DL; = (- z)DL!DL, . (5.49)
Since 6 = 6%, (3.48) and (3.49) entail, for any z € C\R,
0 = (z = DIPLY g -

Since DL} = y}Rg is surjective, DL, has closed range by the closed range theorem and so (see Remark [3.3)
there exists ¢ > 0 such that ||DL y||;2g) > ¢ |[¥llg12qy- Thus K, = {0} whenever z € C\R and 1+6(Q" - 05)
has a bounded inverse for any z € C\R. Since the operator-valued map z — 1 + 6(Q." — O7¥) is analytic on
C\(—c0, 0], by analytic Fredholm theory (see e.g. [37, Theorem XIII.13]), 1 +9(QL“ - QS")" e BH*D))
for any z € C\((—o0, 0] U Xy), where X, C (0, +c0) is a discrete set.

Since
Al =AY +oA)HT, (5.50)
one has
AH =1 +0ANYAN) T =6+ (AN (5.51)
Thus A? satisfies (Z.6) and (Z.7) by Remark[2.2]and Lemma[5.3] O

Taking A, > 0, in the following we use the shorthand notation DL, = DL,_.

Theorem 5.15. Let T be the boundary of a bounded Lipschitz set Q C R" and let 8 € Z(H*(T'"), H*(T')),

0*=0,0<s<%. Then
1) The family of bounded linear operators

RY = RY + DL(QF — 02)(1 + (0 - 0 '7RY,  z € C\((—00,0] U Zy) (5.52)
is the resolvent of the bounded from above self-adjoint operator Ag in L*(R") given by
dom(Ag) = {u € Hy(R") : [yplu = 0. yru = 6lyplu}.,

Agu = (Aq,, ® A, u.
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2) O-ess(AG) = O-ac(AG) = (_007 O], O-(Iisc(AH) = 29 isﬁnite, O-SC(A(") =0, U;(AQ) = (_007 O) N O-p(AH) is at
most discrete.

3) Asymptotic completeness holds for the scattering couple (A, Ay) and, whenever A € (—co, 0)\(0';(A9) U
o-disc(Agm) U Udisc-(Agex)), the scattering matrix S 5’1 is given by

8% =1-2mLY(QF - 01 +6(Q} — O~ '(LY)*. (5.53)
If Qex is connected, then o,(Ag) = Udisc-(Agex) =0.

Proof. By (Z.I1), u belongs to dom(Ay) if and only if u = u, + DL, A%}u.. By [26, Lemma 3.1], DL. €
B(H'*(T), H'(Qinjex)) and so, since (—(Ag,, @ Ag,) + 2)DL, = 0, one has u € H)(R"\I'. Then, by
H*R") c (ker([y?]) N ker([y}])) and (3.24), one obtains [y?]u = Agy}uz and [y}]u = 0. Moreover, by

Z

G3I), (AY)™' = 6 —yDL., and so (8 — y{DL)[y]u = y{u.; thus yju = 6[y2]u and
dom(Ag) C Dy := {u € H\(R™\D) : [y-lu = 0, yiu = 6]y ]u}.

Therefore Ag € (Ag,, ® Aq,,)IDyg. Since Ay is self-adjoint and (Ag,, ® Aq,,)IDy is symmetric by (3.37), the
two operators coincide.

By Green’s formula (see e.g. [31, Theorem 4.4]) and by Ehrling’s lemma (see e.g. [38, Theorem 7.30]),
one has (here 0 < s < 1/2 and B D Qis an open ball)

2 2 0 0
(=Dgu, w2y = [Vullpo gy + 1IVUllz gy + Olyrlu, [yplw)a-s@).mm
2 2 i 2 2
Z”VM”LZ(Qm) + ”VMHLZ(QQX) -2 ||9”HY(F),H”(F)(||)/E)nuin||HA'(r) + ||7(e)xueX||H3'(r))
2 2 2 2
Z”VM”LZ(Qm) + ”VMHLZ(Qex) - C||0||H5(r),H_5(r)(||uin||Hx+l/2(Qi") + ”MeXHH”'/Z(QeXOB))

2 2 2 2 2
Z”VM”LZ(Qm) + ”VMHLZ(Qex) - CHHHHS(F),H_S(F) (6(||uin||Hl(Qi“) + ”ueXHH'(Qean)) + CEHMHLZ(B))

2
2 - KE”u”LZ(Rn)

and so Ay is bounded from above.

By Lemma [5.14] and by (5.10), ran(A%) = H'/*(I') is compactly embedded in H~'/*(') . Since T is
bounded, (3.I) hold true. Therefore hypotheses i)-iii) in Theorem[3.Ilhold.

By (5.32) and [37, Theorem XIIL.13], z — R? has poles (and the coefficients of the Laurent expansion
are finite-rank operators) only at Zy; so, by [37, Lemma 1, page 108], 0 4isc(Ag) = XZg. Since Ay is bounded
from below, X4 is finite.

If Qe is connected, then 0,(Ag) N (—o0,0) = O by the unique continuation principle (see [27, Remark
3.8]).

By taking the limit € | O in the relations (use (3.30))

(1 +6AY, (AN, )7'AY

Atie Atie Atie

=1=(AN )71A0

Atie Atie

(A +6AY,)
and

A +6AY07" = (AL0TAS

Aie Axie)  Dsie
one gets the existence of the inverse operator (1 + 9A;V *)~! and
lim(1 + OAY )7 = (1 + oA
Thus
A% = lim AN (A +0AY, 07 = AV + 0A ) = (0 - 099 (1 + 00T - 0HH) .

A Atie Atie
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Remark 5.16. By remark[5.11] we can define Ay for any real-valued 6 € L?(I), p > 2.

Remark 5.17. In the quantum mechanics oriented literature, the §’-like boundary conditions are usually
represented in terms of a different parameter: let us suppose that § is a real-valued function which is a.e.
different from zero and such that § := ' € LP(I'), p > 2; then one gets the self-adjoint operator Ag with
domain

dom(Ag) = {u € H\R™) : [ytlu =0, Bytu = [y lu}.

That extends the results contained in [6, Section 3.2], where Az is defined in case ﬂ‘l € L) and T is
a smooth hypersurface (see also [26, Section 5.5]). In the case § # 0 on the measurable set I'y C T,
one can define the corresponding function 6 as 6 := yzB8~', where y; is the characteristic function of I'g.
Whenever such a function 6 belongs to LP(I'), p > 2, one gets again a self-adjoint operator Ag, with domain
characterized by the boundary conditions

dom(Ag) = {u € H\(R") : [yHu =0, (1 — xp)ytu =0, Bylu = [y lu} .

Operators with such kind of boundary conditions have been constructed (in case § and 6 belong to L=(I"))
in [15] (see also [26, Section 6.5] for a different construction in the case I' is smooth). Asymptotic com-
pleteness for the scattering couple (A, Ag) provided in Theorem[3.13] extends results on existence and com-
pleteness given, in the case the boundary is smooth and 8 is bounded, in [6] and [26]. The formula for the
scattering matrix provided in (3.33) extends to Lipschitz hypersurfaces the results given, in the case of a
smooth hypersurface and bounded 6, in [27, Subsections 6.5 and 7.5].
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