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EFFECTIVE COMPUTATION OF TRACES, DETERMINANTS,
AND ¢-FUNCTIONS FOR STURM-LIOUVILLE OPERATORS
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Dedicated with great pleasure to Konstantin Makarov on the occasion of his 60th birthday.

ABSTRACT. The principal aim in this paper is to develop an effective and
unified approach to the computation of traces of resolvents (and resolvent
differences), Fredholm determinants, (-functions, and ¢-function regularized
determinants associated with linear operators in a Hilbert space. In partic-
ular, we detail the connection between Fredholm and ({-function regularized
determinants.

Concrete applications of our formalism to general (i.e., three-coefficient)
regular Sturm-Liouville operators on bounded intervals with various (sepa-
rated and coupled) boundary conditions, and Schrédinger operators on a half-
line, are provided and further illustrated with an array of examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

We dedicate this paper with great pleasure to Konstantin A. Makarov on the
occasion of his 60th birthday. Happy Birthday, Konstantin, we hope our modest
contribution to spectral theory will cause some joy.

The prime motivation for writing this paper originally was to detail the relation-
ship between Fredholm and (-function regularized determinants of Hilbert space
operators and providing a unified approach to these determinants as well as traces
of resolvents.

The case of traces of resolvents (and resolvent differences), Fredholm determi-
nants, (-functions, and (-function regularized determinants associated with linear
operators in a Hilbert space is described in detail in Section[2l In particular, under
an appropriate trace class hypothesis on the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator S
in ‘H we define its (-function and derive a formula for it in terms of the self-adjoint
functional calculus and the resolvent of S. In the case of trace class resolvent
differences for a pair of self-adjoint operators (S7,52) in H we also describe the
underlying relative spectral (-function for such a pair and relate the corresponding
(-function regularized relative determinant and a symmetrized Fredholm perturba-
tion determinant.
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In Section B] we provide an exhaustive discussion of regular (three-coefficient)
self-adjoint Sturm-Liouville operators, that is, operators in L?((a,b);rdz) asso-
ciated with self-adjoint realizations of differential expressions of the type 7 =
r~1[—(d/dz)p(d/dz)+q], with arbitrary (separated and coupled) self-adjoint bound-
ary conditions on compact intervals [a, b]. Their traces of resolvents and associated
perturbation determinants are calculated for all self-adjoint boundary conditions in
terms of concrete expressions involving a canonical system of fundamental solutions
@(z, -,a) and 0(z, -, a) of T¢p = z1), and special examples such as Floquet boundary
conditions and the Krein—von Neumann extension are highlighted. The (-function
regularized determinants are determined for all self-adjoint boundary conditions
and a variety of concrete examples complete this section.

Our final Section Ml then illustrates some of the abstract notions in Section
with the help of self-adjoint Schrodinger operators associated with differential ex-
pressions of the type —(d?/dx?) + ¢ on the half-line R, = (0, 00) with short-range
potentials ¢ (i.e., we treat the scattering theory situation). Again we study all
self-adjoint boundary conditions at x = 0. The assumed short-range nature of ¢
then necessitates a comparison with the case ¢ = 0 and thus illustrates the case
of relative perturbation determinants, relative (-functions, and relative (-function
regularized determinants abstractly discussed in Section

Finally, we summarize some of the basic notation used in this paper (especially,
in Section B)): Let H and K be separable complex Hilbert spaces, (-, -)y and
(-, )k the scalar products in H and K (linear in the second factor), and I and
I the identity operators in ‘H and /C, respectively.

Next, let T be a closed linear operator from dom(7T") C H to ran(T) C K, with
dom(T) and ran(7") denoting the domain and range of T'. The closure of a closable
operator S is denoted by S. The kernel (null space) of T is denoted by ker(T).

The spectrum, point spectrum, and resolvent set of a closed linear operator in
H will be denoted by o(-), 0,(-), and p(-); the discrete spectrum of 7' (i.e., points
in 0,(T") which are isolated from the rest of o(T'), and which are eigenvalues of
T of finite algebraic multiplicity) is abbreviated by o4(T). The algebraic multi-
plicity mq(z0; T) of an eigenvalue zg € 04(T') is the dimension of the range of the
corresponding Riesz projection P(zo;T),

ma(20;T) = dim(ran(P(20;T))) = try (P(20; 1)), (1.1)
where (with the symbol ¢ denoting counterclockwise oriented contour integrals)
-1 B
PlaiT) =5 (T = ch) ™, (12)
27TZ C(zo;s)

for 0 < e < eg and D(zp;e0)\{20} C p(T'); here D(zp;7r9) C C is the open disk with
center zp and radius rg > 0, and C(zg;r9) = 9D(z0;70) the corresponding circle.
The geometric multiplicity my(zo; T) of an eigenvalue zy € 0,(T) is defined by

mg(z0; T) = dim(ker((T — z0I%))). (1.3)

The essential spectrum of T is defined by o¢ss(T) = o(T)\ca(T).

The Banach spaces of bounded and compact linear operators in H are denoted
by B(H) and B (H), respectively. Similarly, the Schatten—von Neumann (trace)
ideals will subsequently be denoted by B,(H), p € [1,00), and the subspace of all
finite rank operators in By (H) will be abbreviated by F(H). Analogous notation
B(H1,Ha), Boo(H1,Hz2), ete., will be used for bounded, compact, etc., operators
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between two Hilbert spaces H1 and Ho. In addition, try (7) denotes the trace of a
trace class operator T' € By (H), dety (Iy —T') the Fredholm determinant of Iy — T
Finally, we find it convenient to abbreviate Ng = N U {0}.

2. TRACES, FREDHOLM DETERMINANTS, AND ZETA FUNCTIONS OF OPERATORS

In this section we recall some well-known formulas relating traces and Fredholm
determinants and also discuss the notion of (-functions of self-adjoint operators.
For background on the material used in this section see, for instance, [25], [206], [27)

Ch. XIII), [28, Ch. 1V], [37], [ 48, Ch. 17], [51], [52, Ch. 3].

To set the stage we start with densely defined, closed, linear operators A in H
having a trace class resolvent, and hence introduce the following assumption:

Hypothesis 2.1. Suppose that A is densely defined and closed in H with p(A) # 0,
and (A — zI)~* € Bi(H) for some (and hence for all) z € p(A).

Given Hypothesis 2] and zg € p(A), consider the bounded, entire family A(-)
defined by
A(2) i= Ty — (A — 2Iy)(A — 20Iy) "' = (2 — 20)(A — 20Iy) ™', z€C. (2.1)
Employing the formula (cf. [28, Sect. IV.1], see also [37], [57, Sect. 1.7]),
tro (I — T(2))"'T'(2)) = —(d/dz)In(dety (I — T(2))), (2.2)

valid for a trace class-valued analytic family 7'(-) on an open set Q C C such that
(Iyy — T(-))~* € B(H), and applying it to the entire family A(-) then results in

tro (A —2Iy)" ") = —(d/dz)In(dety (I — (z — 20)(A — ZOIH)fl))
= —(d/dz)In(dety ((A — 2I3) (A — z0ln) ")), (2.3)
z € p(A).

One notes that the left- and hence the right-hand side of (Z3]) is independent of
the choice of zg € p(4).

Next, following the proof of [52 Theorem 3.5 (c¢)] step by step, and employ-
ing a Weierstrass-type product formula (see, e.g., [52 Theorem 3.7]), yields the
subsequent result (see also [23]).

Lemma 2.2. Assume Hypothesis 211 and let A\, € o(A) then
dety (I — (2 — 20)(A — 2003) ") = (- 2)MeR) (O + O(A\, — 2)],  Cr # 0,
z—

k
(2.4)
that is, the multiplicity of the zero of the Fredholm determinant dety (IH —(z—
20)(A—z0l3) ") at z = A\ equals the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue Ay of
A

In addition, denote the spectrum of A by o(A) = {\¢}ken, A # e for k £ K.
Then

dety (I — (2 — 20)(A — 20Iy) 1) = H [1— (2= 20) (M — ZO)—l]ma(Ak)
kEN

_ H Ay — 2\
N Ak — 20 ’

keN

(2.5)

with absolutely convergent products in (2.3)).



4 F. GESZTESY AND K. KIRSTEN

In many cases of interest not a single resolvent, but a difference of two resolvents
is trace class and hence one is naturally led to the following generalization discussed
in detail in [I7], [21], [24] (see also [20]). To avoid technicalities, we will now consider
the case of self-adjoint operators A, B below, but note that [I7] considers the general
case of densely defined, closed linear operators with nonempty resolvent sets:

Hypothesis 2.3. Suppose A and B are self-adjoint operators in H with A bounded
from below.

(i) Assume that B can be written as the form sum (denoted by +,) of A and a
self-adjoint operator W in H

B=A+,W, (2.6)
where W can be factorized into
W = W;Ws, (2.7)
such that
dom(W;) 2 dom(|A|*/?), j=1,2. (2.8)
(73) Suppose that for some (and hence for all) z € p(A),
WoA — 2I3) Y2 (A — 20) "2 W; € Bo(H). (2.9)

Given Hypothesis 2.3] one observes that
dom(|B|*/?) = dom(|A['/?), (2.10)

and that the resolvent of B can be written as (cf., e.g., the detailed discussion in
[I7] and the references therein)

(B—zly) ' = (A—=2ly)"
— (A= 2D) "Wy [Ty + WalA — 2I) Wi Wa(A — 20) 7Y,
z € p(B)Np(A). (2.11)
We also note the analog of Tiktopoulos’ formula (cf. [50, p. 45]),
(B—2Iy) ™" = (A= 2Iy) Y2 [Iy + (A= 2I) " VPW (A = 2I3) /2]
x (A—zIy)" Y2z € p(B)Np(A).

Here the closures in [2I1)) and (2I2) are well-defined employing (Z9). In addi-
tion, one observes that the resolvent formulas (Z11]) and ([2I2) are symmetric with
respect to A and B employing A =B —, W.

As a consequence, B is bounded from below in H and one concludes that for
some (and hence for all) z € p(B) N p(A),

(B —zIy) ™' — (A—zIy) '] € Bi(H). (2.13)
Moreover, one infers that (cf. [24])
tI‘H((B — ZI’H)71 — (A — ZIH)il)

(2.12)

- _d%ln(detﬂ ((B — 2T 2(A — 2Iy) LB — zIH)1/2>) (2.14)

- —diim(detH (1H +Wa(A— ZIH)—lWl*», z€p(B)Np(4).  (2.15)

Here any choice of branch cut of the normal operator (B — 2I3)/? (employing the
spectral theorem) is permissible. The first equality in (2.I5]) follows as in the proof
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of [24, Theorem 2.8]. (The details are actually a bit simpler now since A, B are self-
adjoint and bounded from below, and hence of positive type after some translation,
which is the case considered in [24]). For completeness, we mention that the second
equality in (ZI0) can be arrived at as follows: Employing the commutation formula

(cf., [),
ClIy — DC)|™'D = —Iy + [l — CD]* (2.16)

for C,D € B(H) with 1 € p(DC) (and hence 1 € p(CD) since o(CD)\{0} =
o(DC)\{0}), the resolvent identity ([ZI2)) with A and B interchanged yields

(B — 213) (A — 217) L(B — 213)'/2
= [I — (B = 2Iy) ' PW (B — 2Ip) - 2]

- [IH — [(B=2Iy) ' 2Wy] [Wa(B — zIH)_1/2H - (2.17)

On the other hand, it is well-known (cf. [I7], [32]) that

Iy + Wa(A - ZI'H)_1W1*
= [l = Wa(B = 2L) - 'Wy] ™

- [IH — [Wa(B — 20) V2] [(B - ZIH)71/2W1*H , (2.18)
and hence using the fact
detH (I’H — ST) = detH(IH — TS) (219)

for S, T € B(H) with ST, TS € B1(H) (again, since o(ST)\{0} = o(T'S)\{0}) then
proves the second equality in (2I5]).

While this approach based on Hypothesis 2.3 is tailor-made for a discussion of
perturbations of the potential coefficient in the context of Schréodinger and, more
generally, Sturm—Liouville operators, we also mention the following variant that is
best suited for changes in the boundary conditions:

Hypothesis 2.4. Suppose that A and B are self-adjoint operators in H bounded
from below. In addition, assume that

dom(|A|1/2) C dom(|B|1/2)7 (2.20)

(B —tI3) 2 [(B — tIy) ! — (A — tIy) ] (B — tIx)'/? € Bi(H)
for some t < inf(c(A) U o(B)).

(2.21)

Given Hypothesis 2] it has been proven in [24] (actually, in a more general
context) that for z € C\[inf(c(A4) U o(B)), 00),

(B = 213)V/2[(B — 2I3) 7 — (A — 2I3) 71| (B — 2I3)"/?
= Iy — (B — 2Iy)V2(A — z1) (B — zI3)1/? (2.22)
=Dy — [(B—2Iy)"*(A— 2Iy) V2] (B — 2Iy) /2 (A — ZI) /2]




6 F. GESZTESY AND K. KIRSTEN

implying that dety ((B — zI3)'/2(A — 2I3) =1 (B — zI3)'/?) is well-defined. More-

over,

tI‘H((B — ZI’H)il — (A — ZIH)il)

= —dizln(det;.[ ((B — 2Iy) V2 (A — 2Iy) N (B — 2Iy)'/? )v (2.23)
z € C\[inf(c(A) Ua(B)),00).

Next we briefly turn to spectral (-functions of self-adjoint operators S with a
trace class resolvent (and hence purely discrete spectrum).

Hypothesis 2.5. Suppose S is a self-adjoint operator in H, bounded from below,
satisfying

(S —2Iy) "' € Bi(H) (2.24)

for some (and hence for all) z € p(S). We denote the spectrum of S by o(S) =
{N\;}jes (with J C Z an appropriate index set), with every eigenvalue repeated
according to its multiplicity.

Given Hypothesis 28] the spectral zeta function of S is then defined by

((5:9) =Y A;° (2.25)
jeJ
X,#0

for Re(s) > 0 sufficiently large such that (2:25)) converges absolutely.
Next, let P(0;.S) be the spectral projection of S corresponding to the eigenvalue
0 and denote by m(X\g;.S) the multiplicity of the eigenvalue \g of S, in particular,

m(0; S) = dim(ker(5)). (2.26)

(One recalls that since S is self-adjoint, the geometric and algebraic multiplicity of
each eigenvalue of S coincide and hence the subscript “¢g” or “a” is simply omitted
from m(-;S).) In addition, we introduce the simple contour 7 encircling o(S)\{0}
in a counterclockwise manner so as to dip under (and hence avoid) the point 0 (cf.
Figure [[). In fact, following [36] (see also [35]), we will henceforth choose as the

branch cut of z27° the ray
Ry ={z=te’|te[0,00)}, 0€ (7/2,7), (2.27)

and note that the contour 4 avoids any contact with Ry (cf. Figure [I]).
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The cut Ry for z—°

z-plane

)

!

FicURE 1. Contour v in the complex z-plane.

We note in passing that one could also use a semigroup approach via

C(s;8) =T(s)"! /OOO dtt°try (e_tS[IH — P(0;9)])
(2.28)

=T(s)7! /Ooo dtt*~try (e7"%) — m(0;9)],

for Re(s) > 0 sufficiently large, but we prefer to work with resolvents in this paper.
Lemma 2.6. In addition to Hypothesis and the counterclockwise oriented con-

tour «y just described (cf. Figure ), suppose that |tray ((S — 2I3) " [Ir — P(0; S)])|
is polynomaially bounded on ~y. Then

C(s;8) = —(2mi) ! %dz 20 [trp (S — 2In) 1) + 27 'm(0; S)] (2.29)

Y

for Re(s) > 0 sufficiently large.
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Proof. Assuming Re(s) > 0 sufficiently large, a contour integration argument yields

C(5:8) = —(2mi) ! §1§dz e te (S — 2I0) " [In — P(0;S))

—(2mi)~! 513 dzz"trag ((S — zIy) ™' + 271 P(0; 5)) (2.30)

= —(2mi)~! ygdz 2 [tr (S — 2In) 1) + 27 'm(0; )],

taking into account that try (S — 2I3) ™[Iy — P(0;.5)]) is meromorphic with poles
precisely at the nonzero eigenvalues A; # 0 of S, with residues given by (self-adjoint)
spectral projections of S of rank equal to m(\;; S). O

It is very tempting to continue the computation leading to (229) and now deform
the contour v so as to “hug” the branch cut Ry, but this requires the right asymp-
totic behavior of try ((S — zIy) !l — P(0;5)]) as |z| — oo as well as |z| — 0,
and we will investigate this in the context of relative (-functions next.

In cases where (S — zI3)~! is not trace class, but one is dealing with a pair
of operators (S1,S2) such that the difference of their resolvents lies in the trace
class, (Z30) naturally leads to the notion of a relative (-function as follows. For
pertinent background information on this circle of ideas we refer, for instance, to

Forman [13], [I4], Miiller [43].

Hypothesis 2.7. Suppose S;, j = 1,2, are self-adjoint operators in H, bounded
from below, satisfying

[(S2 — 2I) ™" = (S1 — 2Iy) '] € Bi(H) (2.31)

for some (and hence for all) z € p(S1) N p(S2). In addition, assume that S;,
j =1,2, have essential spectrum contained in (0,00), that is, for some \y >0,

ess(S;) € [A1,00), j=1,2. (2.32)

We note, in particular, the essential spectrum hypothesis (Z32)) includes the case
of purely discrete spectra of Sj (i.e., oess(S;) =0, j = 1,2.) Since S; were assumed
to be bounded from below, adding a suitable constant to S;, j = 1,2, will shift
their (essential) spectra accordingly.

Given Hypothesis 277 and again choosing a counterclockwise oriented simple
contour v that encircles o(S7) U o(S2), however, with the stipulation that 0 does
not lie in the interior of v, and 0 ¢ ~ (cf. Figure[I]), the relative spectral ¢-function
for the pair (S1,S2) is defined by

C(S; Sl, Sz) = —(271’2')71 % dz Zﬁstl”'H ((52 — ZI’H)il[I'H — P(O, Sz)] (2 33)

— (Sl — ZIH)il[IH — P(O, Sl>])

for Re(s) > 0 sufficiently large, ensuring convergence of (233)).
Employing the contour v and branch cut Ry as in Figure[Il and deforming ~ so
it eventually surrounds Ry, one arrives at the following result.
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Theorem 2.8. Suppose S;, j = 1,2, are self-adjoint operators in H satisfying
Hypothesis 270 and that (cf. (214) and [223))

try ((S2 — 20p) ™ = (S1 — 2Iy) ")

= —%ln(detﬂ((SQ — ZIH)1/2(51 — ZI’H)_l(SQ — ZI’H)l/Q)), (234)
z € C\[inf(c(S1) No(S2)), 00).

In addition, assume that for some € > 0,
’trH((Sg — ZI'H)_l[I'H — P(O, Sz)] — (Sl — ZI’H)_l[I'H — P(O, Sl)]) ’

JO(lzI779), as |z| = o, (2.35)
o, as |z| = 0.

Then, for Re(s) € (—e,1),
((s;51,852) = eis(m=0) =1 sin(ﬂ's)/ dtt—*
0
d 10 4\ [m(0;S51) —m(0;52)]
x dtln((e ) (2.36)
X detH((Sg — eietl}[)l/2(51 — eigtIH)71(52 - eigtI'H)l/2)).

Proof. Due to hypothesis ([2.33) one can deform the contour v so that it wraps
around the branch cut Ry,

C(s;81,85) = —(2mi)~* ySdzz—StrH((Sz — 2Iy) "I — P(0; S3)]
7 = (81— 2L) " [Ty — P(0; 51)])
—(2mi)~* §1§ dz 2% {tra ((S2 — 20p) ™" = (S1 — 2I) ")
' + 271 [m(0; 52) — m(0; 51)] }

(2mi) %dzz {—ln dety ((Sg — 2I)Y?(S1 — 2I) "H(Ss — ZIH)1/2))
g

o m(0: 52) — m(0: sm}
= (2mi) lygdzz —ln [m(0:51) =m(0;52)]
Y

x dety ( (o — 2I30)"/? (Sy — 203) ' (S2 — 2Iy)"* ))

; e d o [m(0;51)—m(0;
= om0 =1 SiH(TFS)/ dt tfsaln( (tew)[ (0:81)—m(0:5)]
0

X detH ( (Sg — eietl}[)l/z (Sl — ethH)_l (52 — ethH)l/2 )) (237)

Here we first applied try (P(0;5;)) = m(0;5;) (cf. also [233)) and then ZIH).
Carefully paying attention to the phases when shrinking the contour to the branch
cut Ry, one obtains (2.36)). O
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Theorem 2.9. Suppose S, j = 1,2, are self-adjoint operators in H satisfying
Hypothesis 270 and 235]). Then

¢’'(0; 51, 82) = im(ng —ny) — lim ‘ln((ewt)[m(oﬁl)_m(o?sz)]
| won | (2.38)
xdet (S5 — etT) V3(S) — ethy) (S, — e tD) 1))

where nj is the number of negative eigenvalues of S;, 7 =1,2. If n; =0, j =1,2,
then

’(0- — _ T i0 4\ [m(0;51) —m(0;S2)]
¢'(0;.51,52) ltlﬁ)l ln((e t)
X detH ((Sz — €i9tIH)1/2(Sl — 61.915[7.[)71(52 - €thH)1/2))
= —In(Cy), (2.39)

where

detyy ((S2 — 2I3)'/2(Sy — 203) "1 (S2 — 203)/?)

= OS2 =mOSIlIcy 4+ O(2)], Cp > 0. (2.40)
z—0
Proof. First we note that (236) implies
g (051 (0
¢'(0;81,82) = / at Sn{ (tei?) IO
oo (2.41)

detse( (82— 1) 1% (81— i) (82— ) ) ).

In computing this quantity, one notes that for t € [0, c0), the graph of the function

G(t) = (tew) [m(0551)—m(0;S2)]

2.42
x det (82— e“th) 7 (81— e%th) " (S — eth) ") (242)
can cross the branch cut Ry at several ¢-values. Therefore, the integral has to be
split at these t-values and pursuant real and imaginary parts have to be summed.
The real part between consecutive segments cancels except for the contributions
from zero. This explains the real part of ([238)). The resulting imaginary part is
found as follows. The sum defining the {-function can be split into contributions
from negative and positive eigenvalues, namely,

ClsS) = D ATp+ DN (243)
{=1 keJ
A_¢<0 >0

For each negative eigenvalue one computes

d
— AZ; = —In(A_y) = im — In(J]A_¢]). (2.44)
ds|,_,
This yields the imaginary part in ([2:38]).

Since 0 lies outside the essential spectra of S;, j = 1,2, (Z40) follows, for in-
stance, from [57, p. 271-272]. Given the relation (Z40), the fact (2Z39) follows from

[241) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. O
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In the special case where 0 € p(S1) N p(S2) (i-e., m(0;S1) = m(0; S2) = 0), one
thus obtains
e ¢ 035182) — qety (55/°5715,"%) (2.45)
and hence the (-function regularized relative determinant now equals the sym-
metrized (Fredholm) perturbation determinant for the pair (Si,S2). Here any
choice of branch cut of the self-adjoint operator S;/ 2 (employing the spectral the-
orem) is permissible.

3. STURM—LIOUVILLE OPERATORS ON BOUNDED INTERVALS

To illustrate the material of Section Bl we now apply it to the case of self-adjoint
Sturm-Liouville operators on bounded intervals.

We start by recalling a convenient parametrization of all self-adjoint extensions
associated with a regular, symmetric, second-order differential expression as dis-
cussed in detail, for instance, in [56, Theorem 13.15] and [568, Theorem 10.4.3], and
recorded in [g].

Throughout this section we make the following set of assumptions:

Hypothesis 3.1. Suppose p, q,r satisfy the following conditions:
(i) 7 >0 a.e. on (a,b), r € L*((a,b);dx).
(i) p>0 a.e. on (a,b), 1/p € L'((a,b);dx).
(iii) q € LY ((a,b);dz), q is real-valued a.e. on (a,b).

Given Hypothesis Bl we take 7 to be the Sturm-Liouville-type differential ex-
pression defined by

1 d

~r(x) _Ep(x)ﬁ
and note that 7 is regular on [a,b]. In addition, the following convenient notation
for the first quasi-derivative is introduced,

yW(z) = p(z)y (z) for ae. z € (a,b), y € AC([a,b)). (3.2)

Here AC([a,b]) denotes the set of absolutely continuous functions on [a,b]. For
notational convenience we will occasionally abbreviate L2((a, b)) := L*((a, b); rdz).

Given that 7 is regular on [a, b], the mazimal operator H,,q. in L*((a,b);rdz)
associated with 7 is defined by

Hyouf =7Ff, (3.3)
f € dom(Hypaz) = {g € L*((a,b); rdz) ’g,gm € AC([a,b]); Tg € L*((a,b);rdx) },

+q(x)| forae. z€(a,d), —co<a<b<oo, (3.1)

while the minimal operator H,, in L?((a,b);rdr) associated with 7 is given by

Hpinf =71,
f € dom(Hpin) = {g € L*((a,b); rdz) | g, 9" € AC([a, b]); (3.4)
g(a) = gM(a) = g(b) = g™ (b) = 0; 79 € L*((a,b); rdx)}.
One notes that the operator H,,;, is symmetric and that
Hyin = Hiazy,  Hpap = Hmin, (3.5)
(cf. Weidmann [56, Theorem 13.8]). Next, we summarize material found, for

instance, in [56, Ch. 13] and [58, Sects. 10.3, 10.4] in which self-adjoint extensions
of the minimal operator H,,;, are characterized.



12 F. GESZTESY AND K. KIRSTEN

Theorem 3.2. (See, [54] Satz 2.6], [56, Theorem 13.14], [58, Theorem 10.4.2].)
Assume Hypothesis 3] and suppose that H is an extension of the minimal operator
H,in, defined in (34). Then the following hold:

(7) Hisa self-adjoint extension of Hyin if and only if there exist 2 X 2 matrices A
and B with complex-valued entries satisfying

rank(A B) =2, AJA* = BJB®, J— ((1) _01) , (3.6)
with
Hf=r1f

dom(H) = {g € dom(Hpag) A(gﬁ%?i)) — B<g£[]1(]2)) } _ (3.7)

Henceforth, the self-adjoint extension H corresponding to the matrices A and B
will be denoted by Ha p.
(19) For z € p(Ha p), the resolvent Hy g is of the form

b

((Fas = hizom) ™ 0) (@) = [ 1@ Gapemaf@), o

fe L2((a, b);rdx),

where the Green’s function G 4 p(z,x,2") is of the form given by

Z?,k:l m;fk(z)uj(z,x)uk(z, ), a<az <x<b,

) 7 , ) (3.9)
> k=1 My (2 (2, p)uk(z,2"), a<a <a’ <b

Gap(z,z,2") = {
Here {uy(z, -),ua(z, - )} represents a fundamental set of solutions for (T —z)u =0
and mjjfk(z), 1 <4,k <2, are appropriate constants.
(tit) Ha,p has purely discrete spectrum with eigenvalues of multiplicity at most 2.
Moreover, if 0(Ha ) = {A\a,B,j}jeN, then

> Pasglt <o (3.10)
JEN
Xa,B,j 70
In particular,
(HA,B — ZILg((aﬁb)))_l € B (L2((a, b);?‘d.%‘)), RS p(HA7B). (3.11)

The characterization of self-adjoint extensions of Hy,i, in terms of pairs of ma-
trices (A, B) € C?*2 x C2*? satisfying (3.6) is not unique in the sense that different
pairs may lead to the same self-adjoint extension. The next result recalls a unique
characterization for all self-adjoint extensions of H,,;, and hence can be viewed as
a refinement of Theorem

Theorem 3.3. (See, e.g., [56l Theorem 13.15], [58, , Theorem 10.4.3].) Assume
Hypothesis Bl Let Hyyin be the minimal operator associated with T and defined in
BA) and Ha p a self-adjoint extension of the minimal operator as characterized in
Theorem B2 then, the following hold:
(i) Ha,p is a self-adjoint extension of Hpipn, with rank(A) = rank(B) = 1 if and
only if A and B can be put in the form

A (coso(a) sinéoc)) . B- (_ cc?s(ﬁ) sin(zﬁ)) , (3.12)
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for a unique pair o, B € [0,7). Hence, upon identifying Ha g with Hy g, all self-
adjoint extensions of Hpin with separated boundary conditions are of the form

Hopf=7f, aBel0,7),
fedom(H,g) = {g € dom(Hpnaz) | sin(a)g(a) + cos(a)g(a) =0,  (3.13)
— sin(B)g!" (b) + cos(8)g(b) = 0}
(i1) Ha,p is a self-adjoint extension of H,y, with rank(A) = rank(B) = 2 if and
only if A and B can be put in the form
A=¢"R, B=1I, (3.14)

for a unique ¢ € [0,27), and unique R € SLy(R). Hence, upon identifying Ha, g
with Hy g, all self-adjoint extensions of Hpin with coupled boundary conditions are
of the form

Htp,Rf = Tfa p e [0727T)5 Re SLQ(R)a

() =)

(7i1) All self-adjoint extensions of Hpipn are either of type (i) (i.e., separated) or of
type (i1) (i.e., coupled).

fedom(Hy r) = {g € dom(Haz)

Here SLo(R) denotes the group of 2 x 2 matrices with real-valued entries and
determinant one.

For notational convenience we will adhere to the notation H, g and H, g in the
following.

Next, we recall some results of [23]. For this purpose we introduce the funda-
mental system of solutions 6(z, z, a), ¢(z,x,a) of Ty = zy defined by

0(z,a,a) = oM (z,a,0) = 1, 6"(2,0,0) = ¢(2,a,0) =0, (3.16)
such that
W(b(z, - a),d(z, -,a)) =1, (3.17)
where, for f, g (locally) absolutely continuous,
W(f,9)(-) = F()gM () = 1 )g(-). (3.18)

Furthermore, we introduce the boundary values for g, ! € AC([a,D]), see [45]
Sect. 1.2], [58], Sect. 3.2],

Ua,p.1(9) = sin(a)g!")(a) + cos(a)g(a),

A (3.19)
Ua,p,2(9) = —sin(B)g(b) + cos(B)g(b),
in the case (i) of separated boundary conditions in Theorem B3] and
Vio.r1(9) = 9(b) — € Ru1g(a) — e Ry 291 (a), (3.20)

Vo.r2(9) = g (b) = € Ra,1g(a) — €' Ro g (a),

in the case (i7) of coupled boundary conditions in Theorem B3l Moreover, we define

Va1 (602, @) U (91 -,a))> (3.21)

Fa’ﬁ(z) - det@ <Ua)672(9(2’, . ,(1)) Ua,ﬂ,2(¢(27 i) a))
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and
Vor1(0(2, -, a Vor1(0(2, -, a
Founlz) = detes <V:,R,2E9227 '7a;§ V:;,R,QEZEZ, -,aii) 7 (322)
and note, in particular, that
Fop5(z) (3.23)
o(z,b,a), a=L8=0,
—sin(B)pM (2, b, a) + cos(B)p(z, b, a), a=0,8¢€(0,r),
= q cos(a)d(z,b,a) — sin(a)f(z, b, a), a€ (0,7), =0,

cos(a)[— sin(B)pM (2, b, a) + cos(B)¢(z, b, a))]
—sin(a)[—sin(B)8M (2, b, a) + cos(B)0(z,b,a)], «,B € (0,7).

Given these preparations we can state our first result concerning the computation
of traces and determinants.

Theorem 3.4. Assume Hypothesis Bl and denote by Ho g and Hy, g the self-
adjoint extensions of Hyin as described in cases (i) and (ii) of Theorem B3, re-
spectively.

(i) Suppose zy € p(Hea g), then

detr2((a,0)) (Ir2((a)) — (2 = 20)(Ha,g — 20l 12((ap))) ")

= Fo3(2)/Fap(20), z€C. (3.24)

In particular,

trL%((a,b))((Ha,B - ZILg((aﬁb)))_l) = —(d/dz)ln(Fa,B(Z))a S p(Ha”@’). (3.25)
(1) Suppose zy € p(Hy,r), then

detr2((a,5)) (122 ((a,0)) = (2 = 20) (Hop,r — 20112 ((a ) )

= Fy,r(2)/Fp,r(20), 2€C. (3.26)

In particular,
trLi((a,b))((Hap,R — ZIL%((a,b)))il) = —(d/dz)ln(F%R(z)), z € p(H@)R). (3.27)

Proof. In the special case p = r = 1 and given separated (but generally, non-self-
adjoint) boundary conditions, the fact ([8.24]) was proved in [23] upon combining the
eigenvalue results in [45] Sect. 1.2] and Lemma[22 The proof in [23] extends to the
present situation with p, r satisfying Hypothesis Bl in the cases (i) and (i7) since
actually the eigenvalues Aa p,; of Ha p all have the universal leading Weyl-type
asymptotics [29] Sect. VI.7] (see also [2], [58, Theorem 4.3.1])

b -2
tin =2 anm; = ( [ del@/p@ ) (3.25)
j—roo a
independently of the chosen boundary conditions, improving upon relation (BI0).
More precisely, [29, Sect. VI.7] determines the leading asymptotic behavior of the
eigenvalue counting function (independently of the underlying choice of boundary
conditions) which is known to yield [B28]).

Relations [B25) and B217) are then clear from combining formula (23) with

B24) and (B24), respectively. O
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Remark 3.5. Considering traces of resolvent differences for various boundary con-
ditions (separated and/or coupled) permits one to make a direct connection with
the boundary data maps studied in [7], [8], and [24]. More precisely, suppose the
pairs A, B € C**2? and A', B’ € C**? satisfy B.8) and define Hs g and Ha/ p/
according to ([B7). Then

6Lz (o psrda) (Har = 21z (am) ™ = (Hap = 2lz(a) ")
d o
_ —Eln(det@ (AAB (z))), 2 € p(Hap)Np(Har pr), (3.29)

where the 2 x 2 matrix Aﬁ:]f/(z) represents the boundary data map associated to
the pair (Ha g, Har p/). A comparison of (329) with (3:25) and [B.27) yields

detc: (Aﬁif,(z)) =Co Farp(2)/Fap(2), z€p(Hap)Np(Ha p), (3.30)

where, in obvious notation, Fas p(2), Fa,p(z) represent either F, g(z) or F, r(z),
depending on which boundary conditions (separated or coupled) are represented by
the pairs (A, B’), (A, B), and Cy = Cy(A’, B’, A, B) is a z-independent constant.
Indeed, Cy = 1 for separated as well as coupled boundary conditions. The separated
case was shown in [24], Lemma 3.4, using the explicit matrix representation of
Aﬁ?l (z) for that case, and the result for coupled boundary conditions follows along
the same lines. o

For the case of determinants of general higher-order differential operators (with
matrix-valued coefficients) and general boundary conditions on bounded intervals
we refer to Burghelea, Friedlander, and Kappeler [4], Dreyfus and Dym [I1], Falco,
Fedorenko, and Gruzberg [12], and Forman [I3, Sect. 3]. We also refer to [41]
for a closed form of an infinite product of ratios of eigenvalues of Sturm-Liouville
operators on bounded intervals.

We briefly look at two prominent examples associated with coupled boundary
conditions next:

Example 3.6. (Floquet boundary conditions.) Consider the family of operators
Hy 1,, familiar from Floquet theory, defined by taking R = B = I in BI0). In
this case

F,1,(2) = —2e"[A(z) — cos(p)], z€C, (3.31)
where

A(z) = [0(z,b,a) + oM (2, b, a)]/2, z€C, (3.32)

represents the well-known Floquet discriminant and hence

detr2((a,0)) (122 ((a,0)) = (2 = 20) (Hop 1, = 20112 ((a,0))) )

= [A(z) — cos(p)]/[A(z0) — cos(p)], z€C, (3.33)
trr2((a)) (Ho,1, = 2112((a,0))) ")
= —(d)de)((A() - cos(@)]), = € p(Hpz,): (3:34)

Example 3.7. (The Krein—von Neumann extension.) Consider the case ¢ = 0,

A = Rp, with
_ [ 00.ba)  $(0,b,a)
s <9[” (0,b,a) (0,0, a)) ' (3.35)
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As shown in [8, Example 3.3], the resulting operator Hy r, represents the Krein—
von Neumann extension of Hpn. Thus,

Fo ry(2) = —2[Dk(z) — 1], z€C, (3.36)
where
Dy (z) = [¢!"(0,b,a)0(z, b, a) + 0(0,b,a)¢!" (2, b,a) — (0,b,a)0!" (2, b, a) (3.37
— o1l (0,b,a)é(z, b, a)]/2, z e C. -
Hence,
det (a0 (2 (@) = (2 = 20) (Ho,rie = 201r2((a0) ")
= [Dk(z) — 1]/[Pk(20) — 1], z€C, (3.38)
trn2((a) (Ho,rie = 2I2(a) ")
= —(d/dz)In(Dk(z) = 1), 2z € p(Ho Ry)- (3.39)
Because of the Wronskian relation (B31T), Dk (0) = 1, furthermore
Dk(z) -1 o 22[c+ O(2)], (3.40)
where
e = 2 (500,00 [ 0,5,0) ~ [3]"(0,5, ) (0,5,
(3.41)

_ %W((b(o, -.a),0(0, ',a))(b),

abbreviating - = d/dz.

The small-z behavior BAQ) is clear from general results in [45], Sect. 1.2] or [58|,
Sect. 3.2] and is in accordance with a two-dimensional nullspace of the Krein—von
Neumann extension on a bounded interval. To actually show that ¢ # 0 (in fact,
¢ < 0) in BA0) one recalls that é(z,x,a) and é(z,x,a) satisfy an inhomogeneous
Sturm—Liowville equation and as a result one obtains (for z € C, x € [a, b])

é(z,x,a) =0(z,2,a) /I r(z)dx' ¢(z,2',a)0(z,2', a)

— o(z,2,a) / " r(a!)da 0z, ¢! a)?,

[0] m(z,x,a) = 9[1](2,33,@)/ r(z")da' ¢(z,2',a)0(z, 2, a)
— ¢z, 2,0) /z r(z')da' 0(z, 2, a)?,
“ (3.42)

(25(2,90,@) =0(z,2,a) /m r(z)da’ ¢(z, 7', a)?

— ¢(z,m,a) /I r(z)dx' ¢(z,2',a)0(z, 2, a),

(8" (2,2, 0) = 9[”(2796,@)/ r(a)de’ ¢(z,a', a)?

a

- (;5[1] (z,2,a) /1 r(z")de' ¢(z,2',a)0(z, 2, a).
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Equations B42) and Cauchy’s inequality then imply
W (A, -,a),8(), -, a))(z) = [ / (@)’ gb()\,x/,a)t?(/\,x’,a)r (3.43)
— {/m r(x’)daz/t?(/\,x’,a)z] [/z T(x/)dx’gb()\,x/,a)ﬂ <0, MNeR, z¢€la,b],

using the fact that ¢(\,x,a) and O(\,x,a) are real-valued for X\ € R, x € [a,b].
FEquality in Cauchy’s inequality for x > a would imply that for some a, § € [0,0),
(a, B) # (0,0),

ad(\ 2’ a) =B0\ 2" a), 2’ € (a,x], (3.44)
a contradiction. Thus, W ((X, -,a),é()\, ,a))(z) <0 for X € R, z € (a,b] and
hence ¢ < 0 in BA0), (34I).

In the case of separated boundary conditions, that is, case () in TheoremB:{I, one
can shed more light on F,, g(z) in terms of appropriate Weyl solutions ¢_(z, -, a, @)
and ¥4 (z, -, a, 8) that satisfy the boundary conditions in dom(H, g) in (BI{I) at a
and b, respectively. Up to normalizations, 11 (z, -, a,«) are given by

B cos(a)p(z, -, a) —sin(a)f(z, -,a), o« € (0,m),
Pv_(z,,a,a) =c_ {¢(Z, a), a=o0, (3.45)
{[ - sin(8)01 (2,b,a) + cos(B)0(z, b,a)| (2, -, a)
oo 0 B) = ¢, 4 TEMBI(Eb.0) —cos(B)o(z.ba)]Bz, @)}, g 0
8 (0,m),
o(zabva)(b(za 'aa)_¢(zab7a)9(za -,(Z), ﬂ:(),
and hence the Green’s function of H, g is of the semi-separable form,
Guoplz,z,2") = (Hop — ZILg((mb)))*l(x,x’) (3.47)
1
B W(1/)+(Za ' aavﬁ)vwf(zv ' aava))
> ’QZJ—(Z,(E,G/,CY)’Q[JJ,_(Z,I'/,G,ﬁ), a<xzr<x S 5
Y (z,2 a, )i (z,x,a,6), a<a’ <ax<hb

A direct computation then reveals the following connection between F, g(z),

w—('za . 7a7a)7 a'nd ¢+(Zu '70/76)7

1
Fap(2) = (m( B0 )

(z b, a, 0)1/4(2 a,a, 0) a=p=0,
[ = sin(B)v)(z,b,a,0) + cos(B)— (2,b,a,0)] ¢+ (2, a, 0, B),
a=0,5¢€(0,m),
X §_(z,b,a,a) [sin(a)i/JE] (z,a,a,0) + cos(a)ipy (2, a,a,0)],
€ (0,m), =0,
[ - sin(ﬁ)w[j] (2,b,a,0) + cos(B)—(z,b,a,a)]
X [sin(a)q/;E] (z,a,a,B) + cos(a)yy (2, a,a,B)], «,B € (0,m).

(3.48)
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Combining (348) and [323) thus yields
trr2((a0)) (Has = 2112 ((ap)) ")

—(d/dz)ln(w+(z,a,a,O)/wE] (2,b,a,0))
—(d/dz)In(¢— (z,b,a,O)/@/J[f} (2,a,a,0)), a=p=0,

= { —(d/dz)n(Y (2, a,a, B) Y+ (2,b, a, B)), a=0,8€(0,7), (3.49)
—(d/dz)n(¢—(2,b,a,a) /- (2,a,a,a)), a € (0,7), B=0,
~(d/d=)ln(PETERI L), @ f € (0m),

z € p(Ha,p).

Next, applying Theorem B.4] in the context of Theorem 2.9 immediately yields
results about (-regularized determinants (see also [16], [33, Chs. 2,3], [39]).

Remark 3.8. In Example we will consider a simple case with negative eigen-
values present. Otherwise, in the examples of this section we will always assume
that eigenvalues are non-negative. If that is not the case, an appropriate imaginary
part according to Theorem has to be included. o

To deal with (-regularized determinants we now strengthen Hypothesis B.1] and
introduce the following assumptionsﬂ on p,q,r:

Hypothesis 3.9. Suppose p, q,r satisfy the following conditions:

(i) 7 >0 ae. on (a,b), r € L*((a,b);dx).

(i) p >0 a.e. on (a,b), 1/p € L'((a,b);dx).

(iii) ¢ € L' ((a,b); dx), q is real-valued a.e. on (a,b).

(tv) prand (pr)'/r are absolutely continuous on [a,b], and 1/(pr) € L*°((a,b);dz).

The substitutions (cf. [42] p. 2])

£(x) = %/ at (/]2 £(@) €[0.1] for z € a8,  (3.50)
&(x) = c 'r(x)/p(x)]"/? > 0 a.e. on (a,b), (3.51)
w(€) = [p@(©)r (=N y((€)), (3.52)
where c is given by
b
e= [ dtlrto) oo, (3.53)
transform the Sturm-Liouville problem (ry)(x) = zy(z) into
—u(€) + V(Eu(E) = Prul), (3.51)
and abbreviating
(&) = [p(x(€)r(=())*, (3.55)

IThe original archive submission, as well as the published version of this article in J. Funct.
Anal. 276, 520-562 (2019), had an additional, superfluous assumption 1/r € L°°((a, b); dz) in Hy-
pothesis [301(z). (The same applies to Hypothesis 3.1 in the paper [15].) In addition, the condition
1/(pr) € L*°((a,b);dz) was originally missed in Hypothesis B3](iv).
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one verifies that

(&) | oql@)

YO=e T 0
_ e [<p<x>r<x>>']2+ @ 1 d [(p(x)r(x))l} L pa@)
16 p(x)r(z) r(x) 4 r(z) dx r(zx) r(z)
Hypothesis guaranteesﬁ that
V e L'((0,1);d¢), (3.57)
and as a consequence one has asymptotically for x € (a, b],
Beaa) = 27 par(@p(e)ra) !
e (212 [ atlr (om0 7)1+ 021 42),
om0 2 2 o] e
<oxp (22 [ @/l ) (14 0(:117),
1o i (3.58)
0(z,2,a) e “r(a)/p(a) /[()(a)p(I)T(I)] /
< exp ( V2 [T/ ) 1+ 0(1:1),
0 (z,z,0) = 27121%p( p(d)?“(ﬂt)p(ﬂﬁ)7“(373)]1/4

|z| =00
X exp <21/2 /m dt [r(t)/p(t)]1/2> (L+0(|[72)).

This asymptotic behavior is used to guarantee that assumption ([235]) is satisfied
in several of the following examples.

Theorem 3.10. Assume Hypothesis and denote by Hy g j and Hy gy, J =
1,2, the self-adjoint extensions of Hpyn as described in Theorem B3l(i) and (ii),
respectively. Here the index j refers to a potential ¢; in 1)), j = 1,2. Then the
following items (i) and (ii) hold:

(4)
. Fy Q(t 0) i0\[m m
C/ (O;Ha,ﬁ,laHa,ﬁQ)__1%611D< FaZl(t 9) (t 0)[ (0-Ha,p,1)=m(0. Ha 5,2)]
(3.59)
(i)
. F, Rro(te')
"(0: — Lo.r2(€ ) i0\[m(0,Hy r,1)—m(0,Hy R, 2)]
¢'(0;Hy ra  Hy r2) lgglln( Foona(te?) (te™) :
(3.60)

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem and Theorem applied to
Sj = Hg p,j, respectively, S; = H, rj, j =1,2. g

2We are indebted to C. Bennewitz [3] for a very helpful discussion of this issue.
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Remark 3.11. In the absence of zero eigenvalues of H, g j, respectively, H, g ;,
7 =1,2, these results simplify to

Fo31(0)
"(0: Hy g1, Ho go) = In [Z221201) 3.61
¢ 0351, Hop) = | 22200 (361
respectively,
F, r1(0)
"(0; H H =1 o)), 3.62
¢ ( y Ho,R1s %312) Il( Fga,R,Q(O) ( )
In case there are zero eigenvalues, a suitable energy shift will again lead to this
case. o

Example 3.12. If one of the potentials vanishes, say g1 = 0, more explicit results
can be obtained. We consider separated boundary conditions with no zero eigenval-
ues present for j =1,2. Then

F, 5,;(0) = cos(a) [— sin(ﬁ)¢§1] (0,b,a) + cos(8)¢, (0,0, a)]

) (3.63)
— sin(a) [_ sin(8)6" (0, b, a) + cos(8)0;(0, b, a)} L i=12
For g1 =0, 61(0,2,a) and ¢1(0,2,a) satisfy the initial value problems
—(ip(x)i)ﬁl(o,x,a) =0, 01(0,a,a) =1, 9&1] (0,a,a) =0,
dx dx
d d (3.64)
1
—<%p(x)%>¢1(0,x,a) :Oa (bl(ova’aa) :Ov ¢[1](07a’5a) = 17
solutions of which are
01(0,2,a) :/ dtp(t)™', 6,(0,z,a) = 1. (3.65)
Then one can show that
b
F,51(0) = —sin(a + B) + cos(«) COS(B)/ dtp(t)~". (3.66)

The relative C-regularized determinant in this case then reads

cos(a) cos b ~! —sin(a
() ) i ”)D. (3.67)

¢ (0;Hapa,Hap2) = 1n<

Example 3.13. Restricting Example to the case p(x) = r(x) = 1, the (-

determinant ¢'(0; Hy p2) can be computed explicitly. First, one notes that under

Hypothesis B9, the (-function can be analytically continued to a neighborhood of s =

0 and ¢'(0; Ho p,2) is a well-defined quantity; similarly, ¢'(0; Hq g1) is well-defined
for g1 = 0. Computing ('(0; Hap,1), employing (B.67), one obtains ¢'(0; Hq p,2).
First we assume there are no zero eigenvalues for j = 1, which is the case if

(b — a) cos(a) cos(B) — sin(a + ) # 0. (3.68)

Next, one notes that

¢1(z,x,a) = 2~ %sin (zl/Q(:zz —a)), 6i(z,z,a) = cos (zl/Q(az —a)), (3.69)
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and thus from (B23),
Fo p,1(2) = cos(a)| — sin(B) cos (zl/Q(b —a)) + 2712 cos(B) sin (21/2(17 —a))]

— sin(a) [21/2 sin(B) sin (21/2(1) —a)) + cos(B) cos (21/2(17 —a))].
(3.70)
The details of what follows depend on the boundary conditions imposed. In this

example, we consider o, 8 € (0,7). Along the relevant contour, as |z| — oo, one
has Im(zl/ 2) > 0 and the asymptotics for the boundary conditions considered reads

Fopi(z) = FSS[;’T(Z) [1 + 0(2_1/2)}, (3.71)
where
FE97(2) = —(3/2)2Y?sin(a) sin(f)e =20~ (3.72)

Adding and subtracting this asymptotics where applicable, we rewrite the -function
for Hy 51 in the form

. 1
<(5§Ha,5,1) _ eis(ﬂ'79)w/ dttiséln(Faﬁ’l (te“’))

™ 0

. 0o 0
is(m—0) 51n(7rs) / dtt=* 11 Fa,ﬁ,l (te )
te T 1 at "\ FRT (tei?)

«a,B,1
4 Casym(s; Ha,ﬁ,l)v (373)
where
(g SIN(TS o —s d asym i
Casym(S;Ha,ﬁ,l) — is(m=0) 7(T ) /1 dit Eln(Fa,ﬂy,l (te ‘9) ) (3.74)

This representation is valid for + < Re(s) < 1. The term @) is easily computed
and yields

asym( .. _ is(Tr—O)Sin(ﬂ-S) i_ﬁ i0/2 (b_a)
™M (s; Hapa) = e — |z 2 s (3.75)

yielding its analytic continuation to —% < Re(s) < 1. The ¢-determinant for Hy g1
then follows from

C/(O; Ha,,@,l) = Re (ln(Fg,Sg,T (eie)) _ 1H(Fa,[3,1(0)) + ¢asym /(0; Ha,,@,l))

B 2 [cos(ar) cos(B) (b — a) — sin(a + B)]
B —ln( sin(a) sin(B) ‘ ) ' (3:76)
Using expression (B10) in BLT) yields
. B sin(a) sin(B)
¢'(0; Ha p,2) —1n< WD (3.77)
If there is a zero eigenvalue for j =1, namely, if
(b — a) cos(a) cos(B) — sin(a + ) = 0, (3.78)

the relevant formula for the relative (-determinant is

MD (3.79)

"(0; Ho.5.1, Ho = ln(
¢( 8,1, Hap2) Fo5200)
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Employing B10Q), this can be cast in the form

(b—a)[(b—a)sin(a + ) — 3sin(a) sin ]
3Fn2(0) ’ ) . (3.80)

In order to compute (' (0; Ha,p2), the part ('(0; Ha,p,1) can be computed as before,
the only difference being that Fy g1(z) is replaced by F, 5.1(2)/z. The final answer
then reads

¢('(0; Hap1, Hap2) = 1n(

(b — a)sin(a + ﬁ)] ‘ ) , (3.81)

C’(O; Hopi)= —ln< ‘Q(b —a) {1 B 3sin(«) sin 3

(This confirms the known result in the case of Neumann boundary conditions at
x=a and x = b, that is, for « = f =7/2.) From B31) it is immediate that

((0:Hap2) = 1n( %} ) (3.82)

Example 3.14. Next, consider the Dirichlet boundary condition at x = a and a
Robin boundary condition at x = b, that is, « = 0 and B € (0,7). In the absence of
zero eigenvalues one then has

Fy,51(0)
v b e — (| Fosa @] 3.83
¢'(0; Ho,p,1, Ho,2) n(’FO,B,Z(O) o

In order to find the ¢-determinant ¢'(0; Ho g,2) we consider as before g1 = 0. Then,
Fog1(2) = —sin(B) cos (21/2(b — a)) + 27" %cos (B) sin(z"/2(b — a)).  (3.84)
The relevant asymptotic large-|z| behavior is

Fyi(z) = —sin(B)e~ = =0 /2, (3.85)

and proceeding along the lines of previous computations, one finds

sin(8)
'(0; H, =1 . 3.86
€0sto) =0 |G e ) 250
(Again, this confirms the known case where 8 = m/2). From [B.88) it is immediate

that in(8)
sin
721?0,672(0) ‘ > (3.87)

Example 3.15. For Dirichlet boundary conditions at both endpoints, that is, for
a = 3 =0, the relative zeta-determinant follows from

Fo,0,1(0)
7}7‘070)2(0) ’ > . (3.88)

C/(O, H01ﬁ72) = ln(

¢'(0; Ho 0,1, Ho,2) = 1n<

For g1 =0, from

Fooa1(z) =2z Y2sin (21/2(17 —a)), (3.89)
the relevant asymptotics is
Fi(z) = (i/2)2 /2= P00, (3.90)
Thus, one finds
CI(O; H0)071) = —1n(2(b — a)), (391)

and hence,
C/(O, H01072) = —ln(|2F01072(0)|). (392)
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Remark 3.16. Under the assumptions of Example B.I3 no additional computations
are needed when considering certain relative determinants for different boundary
conditions. Indeed, for o, 8; € (0,7), j = 1,2, eq. (B11) is valid replacing o, 8 —
a1, 1 and Fy g2 — Fu, 8,2, and eq. (B.87) is valid replacing 8 — 01, and Fy g2 —
F0”@272. <

Example 3.17. As an example for coupled boundary conditions we reconsider the
Krein—von Neumann extension, Example B2, We first note that different potentials
@1 # q2 lead to different Krein—von Neumann extensions Ry, # Rk,; see, for
instance, B30). Nevertheless, under the assumptions made, Theorem BI0 (i)
remains valid and

Fo Ry, 1(2)

z2—0 FO)RK2)2(Z)

C/(O;HO,RK1,15H0,3K2,2) = lim ln( ), (393)

and from BAT) one finds
¢"(0; Ho Ry, 15 Ho Ry, 2) = In([e1/eal), (3.94)
with

1 /-0l . . . [1]
G =5 <9j (0,0,a) ¢;(0,b,a) — 0;(0,b,a), (O,b,a)) , j=1,2. (3.95)

For the case of vanishing potential, g1 = 0, the constant c1 can be determined
explicitly. To this end we need the small-z expansion of the solutions of

1 d d
— (TLL‘) %p(x)%>91(z,x,a) =201(z,x,a), 61(z,a,a) =1, 9[11] (z,a,a) =0,

(3.96)
and
1 d d
- (TJJ) %p(.f)%) ¢1(Zv xZ, a’) = Z¢1(Z, xZ, (1,), ¢1(27 a, Cl) = 07 ¢[11] (Za a, a’) =1.
(3.97)
Ezxpanding
01(z,2,a) = 601(0,2,a) + zél(O, z,a)+ O(2%), (3.98)
one compares O(z)-terms in [B96) to find with (B.65)
d d\-
(0@ 5 )r0.2.0) = (o) (3.99)
Integrating, this yields
.1 L[ @
0, (0,z,a) — 0, (0,a,a)= —/ dur(u), (3.100)

but given 9&1] (z,a,a) =0, one concludes that

. [1] z
0, (0,z,a) = —/ dur(u). (3.101)
Similarly, integrating [B10T]),

. b v
01(0,b,a) = —/ dvp(v)_l/ dur(u). (3.102)



24 F. GESZTESY AND K. KIRSTEN

Proceeding in the same way for ¢1(z,x,a), one first shows

(o)1 )r(02.0) = =ra) [ adupta) ™, (3.10)
and thus . . Y
(251 (0,z,a) = —/ dv r(v)/ dup(u)~t. (3.104)
Furthermore,
(;‘51(0,33,&) =— /m dw p(w) ™! /w dvr(v) /U dup(u)~!. (3.105)

Altogether this yields

Cl:%[(/ di vt )(/ dw/ dv/ duﬁ
(Lo o) ([ )]

Example 3.18. For the particular case r(x) = p(xz) = 1, we now recompute the
C-determinant (' (0; Ho Ry, 2) by choosing q1 = 0. First, from ([3.106) one finds that
c1 = —(b—a)*/24. (3.107)
From Example B one determines
Fo,Ry, 1(2) = 2[1 — cos (21/2(17 —a))] - (- a)z'/? sin (21/2(1) —a)). (3.108)
The relevant leading asymptotics reads

Fym ((2) = —i(b — a)2' /2= 0=0) jg, (3.109)

\_/

(3.106)

The zeta-function for the Krein—von Neumann extension is therefore analyzed using

: oS 6
. _ is(m—0) 51n(7rs) —si FO,RK 71(156 )
(83 Ho e, 1) = € — /. dit=* —n | —= g
: 1 6
_ eis(ﬂ'—G) S T‘—S) / dt =5 iln FO;RKl )1I(t€ )
T 0 dt 12210

; i o F (te'?)
is(m—0) sin(ms) / it t_sil 0,Rk,,1
te T 1 at "\ FEm (te?)

0,Ricy,1
4 Casym(S;HO,RKI.,l)a (3110)
where
asym 0
asym( .. _ is(m—0 SIH(FS) > —s d FO"RK 11(156 )
¢ (83 Ho,pyc, 1) = € J— - /1 dtt %ln W
is(r—g)Sin(ms) 3 1 p 1
0) >\ ") - (_%—E(b—a)e 9/2W>7 (3.111)
such that _
™ (0; Ho,Ricy 1) = i(b — a)e’/? + [3i(0 — ) /2]. (3.112)

From (BIIQ) we then find
¢'(0; Ho, e, 1) = —In((b— a)?/6), (3.113)
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in agreement with [44). Finally, this proves
b—a
402

G0 Ho ) = €'(0: o, 1)+ 1nllr /) = \

). (3.114)

Example 3.19. As our final example we consider a case where negative eigenvalues
are present. Let x € (0,7) and 7; = —(d?/dx®)—m3 with m; € (nj,n;+1), nj € N,
7 =1,2. Imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions at both endpoints, the eigenvalues
are )\gj) =02 - m?, ¢ € N, such that there are n; negative eigenvalues for Hyg ;.
The C-function representation for each j = 1,2, can be found following Examples
and BIE We note that

Foo,j(2) = (z4+m3) 2 gin ((z +m3) 1/27r>
= (24 m3) " (ij2)e D (1 At
= Fi(2) (1= ermietmd ), (3.115)
and hence,

) . e} d F - (t 0
C(s; Ho,5) = is(r—0) SI0(TS) / dtts—1n<0’0”7(e)) + ¢ (s Ho,o,5),
0

™ a "\ Fo (te)
(3.116)
where
_ ' o0 d .
(V™ (53 Hog ) = =0 S8 | a Sy ), e
Vs 0 Y

this representation being valid for (1/2) < Re(s) < 1. From [30} 3.193, 3.194] one
infers

> t=* MO/2=s0(1 - s)I' (s — &
/ dt - -9 (s 2), (3.118)
0 (t+ M)L/2 ml/2
e t—s T
dt = 3.119
/0 t+M  Ms#sin(rws)’ ( )
and hence one obtains
e™ [in/?m;T (s — (1/2))
asym(o. [ ) — J 1 3.120
C (87 0,0,]) 2m35 F(S) + ) ( )
implying
Cas‘ym/(o; H070)j) = —i(ﬂ'/2) + imﬂr + ln(mj). (3121)
It then follows that
¢'(0;Hop,j) = —In (1 — e*™™) —i(7/2) + imym + In(m;). (3.122)

In order to obtain the final answer explicitly, showing the relation between the imag-
inary part and the number of negative eigenvalues, we first note that

1 — ¥ = —2ie™™i sin(7m;). (3.123)

A careful analysis of the argument of 1 — e*™™i then shows that it equals w[m; —

n; — (1/2)], such that

2sin(mm;)

C/(O;HO,O,J') = iwnj — 1n<

>. (3.124)

m;
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Considering instead
gy Sin(Ts) [ d. [ Fyoa(te?
C(s; Hoo1, Ho2) = €™ 9)(7)/0 dtt Eln(%)a (3.125)
in BI124), one obtains

¢'(0; Ho 0,1, Ho0,2) = im(na — ny) + 1n<

sin(mmy) ma

>. (3.126)

The real part of this answer is readily reproduced from ([2.38) in Theorem [29. How-
ever, even for this simple example, the behavior of F070,1(tei9)/F070,2 (te'?) along the
integration range t € [0,00) is quite intricate so that finding the correct imaginary

part from BI28), namely, from

d FO 0 1(t€ie)
'(0; H H = dt —In( —————% 3.127
¢'(0; Ho,0.1, Ho,0.2) /0 i n<F070y2(t610) ’ ( )

is rather involved, and appears to be next to impossible for more general cases.

sin(mma) my

For the case of Schrodinger operators with strongly singular potentials at one or
both endpoints of a bounded interval, see [34], [38], [40], [53].

4. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS ON A HALF-LINE

In our final section we illustrate some of the abstract notions in Section 2] with
the help of self-adjoint Schrédinger operators on the half-line Ry = (0, c0). We will
focus on the case of short-range potentials ¢ (cf. [@Il)) and hence the scattering
theory situation which necessitates a comparison with the case ¢ = 0 and thus
illustrates the case of relative perturbation determinants, relative (-functions, and
relative (-function regularized determinants.

We assume that the potential coefficient ¢ satisfies the following conditions.

Hypothesis 4.1. Suppose q satisfies the short-range assumption

q € L*(Ry; (14 |z|)dx), q is real-valued a.e. on R (4.1)
Given Hypothesis LT], we take 74 to be the Schrodinger differential expression
2
Ty = —% +q(x) for a.e. x € Ry, (4.2)

and note that 74 is regular at 0 and in the limit point case at +00. The mazimal
operator Hy jmaq in L?(Ry;dx) associated with 7 is defined by

Hy oo =741,
f € dom(Hy maz) = {g € L*(Ry;dx) | g, g’ € AC([0,0]) for all b>0;  (4.3)
T+9 € LQ(R+§dI)},
while the minimal operator H iy in L?(Ry;dz) associated with 7 is given by
Hy minf =714+7,
f € dom(Hy min) = {g € L*(Ry;dx) | g,g' € AC([0,0]) for all b>0;  (4.4)
9(0) = ¢'(0) = 0; 7.9 € L*(Ry; du) }.
Again, one notes that the operator H .y, is symmetric and that
Hi,min - HJr,max, Hi,max - HJr,min- (45)
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Moreover, all self-adjoint extensions of Hy ,,i, are given by the one-parameter
family H, , in L?(R;dx),

Hiof =74f
f €dom(Hy o) = {g € L*(Ry;dx) | g,g' € AC([0,0]) for all b > 0; (4.6)
sin(a)g'(0) + cos(a)g(0) = 0; 4.9 € L2(Ry;dr)},
a € [0,m).
The corresponding comparison operator with vanishing potential coefficient ¢ = 0

will be denoted by H\"), a € [0,7).
Next, introducing the Jost solutions

fr(z2) = (2, 2) - / T sin( 2 @ - () (2,0'), (A)

x

_(i_o)(z,aj) = eizl/zm, z€C, Im(z1/2) >0, x>0, (4.8)
satisfying 7,y = 2y, 2 € C, on Ry, and abbreviating I12(g, 4z) = I+, and
v = |q|1/2, u = wvsign(q), such that ¢ = uv = vu, (4.9)

one infers the following facts:
T
detrer, dz) ((H+ o — 2L )2 (HO), = 21) 7 (Hy o — ZI+)1/2)
)

= detra(r, i) (u +u(HY), - zu) 1v> (4.10)

_ sin(@)f(2,0) +cos(@)f (2,0)
sin(a)iz!/2 + cos(a)

Here the first equality in (@I0) is shown as in the abstract context (Z15)-(219),

and the second equality in (AI0) for the Dirichlet and Neumann cases o« = 0,

a = 7/2 has been discussed in [I7], [I8], [19]; the general case « € [0, 7) is proved
in [20, Theorem 2.6].

, ael0m), z€p(HL) N p(Hy o).

Since
O'ess(HJr,a) = [Oa OO), (OS [Ovﬂ)a (411)
we now shift all operators H, o by A1y, with a fixed A\; > 0, and consider
HJ“Q(Al) = HJ“OL + A1]+, [ AS] [0, 7T), (412)

from this point on and hence obtain
detre(r,;de) ((H+,a(/\1) — 2L )2 (HO,(\) = 2L) 7 (He o(M) - ZI+)1/2)

= deth(R+;dz) (I+ + U(HJ(:)Q()\l) - ZI+)_1’U>

~sin(a) f1 (2 — A1, 0) + cos(a) f4 (2 — A1, 0)
N ;n(a)i(z — \1)Y/2 4 cos(a) ’ (4.13)

a€[0,7), z € p(HL(M)) N p(Ha(M)).

In this half-line context all discrete eigenvalues Hy o(\1) (i.e., all eigenvalues of
H. (A1) below A1) are simple and hence

m(0; Hy o(M)) € {0,1}, a€[0,m). (4.14)
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In addition, it is known that under Hypothesis [T}, the threshold of the essential
spectrum of Hy (A1), A1, is never an eigenvalue of Hy 4(A1).

Iterating the Volterra integral equation 7)) for fi(z — A1,0), and analogously
for its x-derivative, yields uniform asymptotic expansions near z = 0 and as z — oo
(in terms of powers of |z|~*/2). The same applies to their z-derivatives (cf., e.g., [,
Ch. 1)) and explicit computations yield the following. For fixed 0 < ¢ sufficiently
small, and using the abbreviation C., = C\B(A;1;e0), with B(zo;79) the open ball
in C of radius rg > 0 centered at zo € C, one obtains

fr(z=X1,0) \z\ioo 1— ﬁ /000 dxq [e2i(z7>\1)1/211 —1]q(a1) + O(|z|71),
26Ce,

fi(z=X1,0) \z\ioo iz'/? — %/000 dxq [e2i(z_’\1)1/2:”1 + 1]q(x1) + O(|z|_1/2),
26Ce,

}+(Z —A1,0) e 2—12 000 dxy e2i(z_’\1)1/2wlx1q(:1c1) + O(|z|_3/2),
2€C.,

f'+(z —A1,0) \z\ioo Ti/z — Ti/z /000 dx e2i(z_’\1)1/2wlx1q(x1) + O(|z|_1)
o (4.15)

(abbreviating again « = d/dz).

Given the asymptotic expansions ([@IH) as |z| — oo, and employing the fact
that the functions fi(- — A1,0), fA(- — A1,0), f (- = A1,0), f/i(- — A1, 0) are all
analytic with respect to z around z = 0, investigating the case distinctions a €
[0770\{0’7(/2}7 a=0,a= 7T/27 er(Z_)‘lvO) # 0, er(Z_)‘laO) =0, fjr(Z—)\l,O) #
0, f4.(2—A1,0) = 0, etc., one verifies in each case that the logarithmic z-derivative
of ([AI0) satisfies the hypotheses in Theorem [2.8 hence the latter applies with
e = 1/2 to the pairs (HJ(rO’)a()\l),H_ha()\l)), a € [0,m).

More generally, we now replace the pair (0,¢) by (¢1,¢2), where ¢;, j = 1,2,
satisfy Hypothesis 1] and denote the corresponding Schrodinger operators in
L?(R4;dz) with g (resp., u, v) replaced by g; (resp., u;, vj) by Hy o and simi-
larly, after the shift with A, by H4 o (A1), 7 = 1,2. Analogously, we denote the
corresponding Jost solutions by fy (2, -), 7 = 1,2. This then yields the following
results:

Theorem 4.2. Suppose q;, j = 1,2, satisfy Hypothesis @Il Then,

detr2(r, dr) ((H+,a,2(/\1) — 2L )2 (Hy gn (M) = 210) " (Haa2(M1) = ZI+)1/2)

= detL2(]R+;dx) (I+ +ui2 (H+)a71()\1) - ZI.,.)_lUl)g)
_sin(a) £ (2 — A1, 0) + cos(a) f42(2 — A1, 0) (4.16)
sin(a) f} 1(z = A1,0) 4 cos(a) fy1(z — A1, 0)’ '

a€(0,m), z € p(Hyai(M)) Np(Hy a2(M)),
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where
vig = g2 — q1|'?, w12 = vi2sign(ge — q1), (4.17)
such that qo — q1 = ’LLLQ’ULQ = 1)1)2’[1,1)2. '
In addition,
C(siHya1(A1), Hy a2(M1)) = es(m=0) =1 sin(7s)
" /OO dtt—s%ln<(ewt)[m<o;m,a,1<x1>>—m<o;H+,a,2<A1>>1 (4.18)
0
sin(a) f, 5(e™t — A1, 0) + cos() f1 2(e®t — A1, 0)
X i :
sin(a) fi 1 (et — A1, 0) + cos(@) f1 1(eft — A1,0) )’

a €[0,7), Re(s) € (—1/2,1).

Proof. Relations ([{I6), ([IIT) follow as summarized in [@L7)-@I5) and the two
paragraphs preceding Theorem Thus, Theorem applies to the pairs of

self-adjoint operators (Hy o,1(A1), Ht o2(A1)), a € [0, 7). O

The relative (-function regularized determinant now follows immediately from
Theorem 2.9

Special cases of (£.10) (pertaining to the Dirichlet boundary conditions a; = 0,
j = 1,2) appeared in the celebrated work by Jost and Pais [31] and Buslaev and
Faddeev [B] (see also [10], [I8], [46], [47], [49]).

Up to this point we kept the boundary condition, that is, «, fixed and varied
the potential coefficient gq. Next, we keep ¢ fixed, but vary a. Returning to the
operator Hy o, a € [0,7), we turn to its underlying quadratic form Qg , next,

Qn..(h0)= [ T W@ @) + @) T@e(@)] - cot(@)T09(0),
f,9 € dom(Qp, ) = dom(|H o|"?) = H'(Ry) (4.19)

={h € L*(Ry;dz)|h € AC([0,0]) for all b > 0; ' € L*(Ry;dz)},
a € (0,m),

Qn.olf.9) = [ dal g @) + @i F@g(o)].
f,9 € dom(Qu, ,) = dom(|Hy o|'/?) = Hg(Ry) (4.20)
={h € L*(Ry;dx) | h € AC([0,0]) for all b > 0; h(0) = 0; h' € L*(Ry;dx)}.

Moreover, introducing the regular solution ¢4 (z, - ) associated with Hy  satisfying
71y =2y, 2 € C,on Ry, and

sin(a)@), (z,0) + cos(a)pa(2,0) =0, «€[0,7), z € C, (4.21)

one infers

(4.22)

with
00 (2, ) = cos(a)z~ 2 sin(2'/2x) — sin(a) cos(z'/%x),

4.23
zeC, Im(z/?) >0, z>0. (4.23)
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Given the solutions ¢q(z, - ), f+(z, -) of T4y = z, z € C, the resolvent of H, , is
given by

(oo =2L) ' N)@) = [ a0 Guloa) &),
z€p(Hyn), ©>0, f€LA(Ry;da),

(4.24)

with the Green’s function Gy , of H , expressed in terms of ¢, and fi by

G+1a(2’,$,$/) = (HJF,OL - ZI+)71($7$/)

_ 1 Oa(z,) f1(2,2"), 0<z<a' <o, 495
W(fﬂL(Z")ad)a(za')) {d)a(z,.f/)er(Z,.I), OSI/§I<OO, ( ' )
z € p(Hya)

In the special case o = 0 one verifies

W(f—i—(zv ')7¢0(Zv )) = f—‘r(Z’O)v S p(H-i-,O)v (4'26)

with fi(z,0) the well-known Jost function.

Next, we compare the half-line Green’s functions G ,, and G4 4,, that is, we
investigate the integral kernels associated with a special case of Krein’s formula for
resolvents (cf. [I, & 106]): Assume aq, a2 € [0,7), with aq # aa. Then,

1/}+,Ot1 (2'733)7»/4,041 (Z’II)
cot(ag — a1) + my o, (2)’ (4.27)
z € p(HJr,Oél) N p(H+10¢2)5 ZE,I/ S [05 OO),

G+,0t2 (vavxl) = G+70¢1 (vavxl) -

and
/OO dz i o(z,2)* = my o(2), (4.28)
implying i
trr2 (g ) (Htao (M) = 204) 7 = (Hi oy (M) = 214)77)

d
= _EIH[COt(QQ - 041) + My a, (Z)]a z € p(HJr,Oél) N p(HJr,Otz)v

according to Lemma 2.2 and (A.44) in [22]. Here 91 o(z, -) and m4 o(2) are the
Weyl-Titchmarsh solution and m-function corresponding to H, .. More precisely,

1/)+,a(2, ) = oa(za )+ er,Ot(Z)gbOt(za ')7 KAS p(HJr,Oé)v (430)

(4.29)

where

Ou(z, ) = 9&0) (z,x) + / da’ 2=1/2 sin(zl/z(x —2"))q(2")04 (2,27,
0 (4.31)

with
00 (2, z) = cos(a) cos(2/%x) + sin(a)z ™2 sin(z'/2x), (132)
z € C, Im(zl/2)20, x> 0. -

Due to the limit point property of 7 at +00, one actually has

Vi.a(2-) = Cal2)f1(z, ), 2 € p(Hya), (4.33)
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for some z-dependent complex-valued constant Cy (). Actually, since 14 »(2,0) =
Cof+(2,0), one can show (using (A.18) in [22]) that
cos(a) — sin(a)my o(2) 1
Cu(z) = : = - . 4.34
) Fo(2.0) D0 @y

Similarly,

er,O(Z) :1/);70(2,0)/1/}+70(270) = fjr(z,O)/er(z,O), KA p(H+7a), (435)
and
—sin(a) + cos(a)my o(z) _ cos(a) f', (z,0) — sin(a) f4 (2, 0)
cos(a) + sin(a)m4 o(2) sin(a) f} (z,0) 4 cos(@) f1(2,0)"  (4.36)
z € p(Hy o).

My a(2) =

Moreover, one verifies that
sin(a) £ (2,0) + cos(az) f4(2,0)

cos(ag — ) + sin(ae — aq)Mm4 0, (2) = Sin(a1) S (2,0) + cos(a1) [+ (,0)" (4.37)
Combining ([A29) and (@37 yields
tre g, san) (Hisao (A1) = 204) 7 = (Hy o0 (M) = 215) )
_iln<sin(a2)fﬁr(z—)\1, 0) + cos(ae) f+(z — A1, )) (4.33)
dz \sin(ay) ff(z — A1,0) 4+ cos(ar) f+(z — A1,0) ) '

z € p(HJr,Otl (/\1)) mp(HJr,Otz()‘l))a Qay, Q2 € [Ovﬂ)'

In particular, [(HJF,Q2 — 2l )7 = (Hya, — zI+)_1] is rank-one and hence trace
class. Moreover, since by

fi(z,-) € dom(|Hyo|"?) = H' (RL), a€(0,m), (4.39)

Hypothesis 24] and hence relations (2.22), [223) are now satisfied for the pair
(Ht oy(M), Ht 0y (A1) for aq € [0,7), a2 € (0,7), implying the following result:

Theorem 4.3. Suppose q;, j = 1,2, satisfy Hypothesis @Il Then,
tr2 @ sde) (Hpsao (A1) = 204) 7 = (Hy o0 (M) = 215) )

d —
- _Eln(detm(ﬂh;d” ({(H+70‘2(/\1) —zIy)'? (Hy o, (A1) — 214) 1

x (Hy oy (M) — er)l/Q}c)) (4.40)
—il (s1n(a2)f 1 (2 = A1,0) + cos(az) f+ (2 — )\1,0))
dz  \sin(a1) fi(z — A1,0) 4 cos(an) f+(z — A1,0) )’
Z € p(H"l‘;al ()‘1)) ﬁp(H+7a2()\1)), o € [va)v Qg € (Ovﬂ—)v aq 7é 2,

temporarily abbreviating the operator closure symbol by {---}¢ due to lack of space

in [@E4Q). In addition,
C(S; H"F;al ()‘1)7 H+7012 ()‘1)) = eZS(F 9) SIH(FS)

y / o t_S%In ((tew)[mw,m,al<A1>>—m<o,H+,a2<A1>>1 (4.42)
0

" sin(ao) f (te” — A1, 0) + cos(az) f+ (te? — Ay, 0))
sin(aq) f (te? — Ay, 0) + cos(ar) f4(te?® — A1,0)
€ (0,7), j =1,2, Re(s) € (~1/2,1).

(4.41)
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Proof. Relations ([@40), (@A) summarize the discussion in (Z2I)—@39). Applying
Theorem [2.8 in the case ay, a2 € (0,7) then yields (£.42). O

The relative (-function regularized determinant again follows immediately from
Theorem 291

05 iy M), Ho s (M) = —lim %ln<(te“’)“””’H*’“l””"”@’H*’””l’”

sin(as) f1(te — A1, 0) + cos(an) f (te?® — Ay, 0))' (4.43)

sin(ay) fi(te? — A1, 0) + cos(an) f(te® — A1, 0)

Remark 4.4. The case a; = 0, as € (0, 7), is more involved in that the representa-
tion ([@42) is only valid for Re(s) € (0,1). This is due to the fact that

sin(ag) f1 (2 = A1,0) + cos(aa) f1 (2 — A\1,0) »
fi(z—=A1,0) ‘Z‘;OOO(IZI ), (4.44)

and hence assumption (Z38]) is not satisfied. One then proceeds as follows. Let
Hg_%(/\l) denote the case with vanishing potential q. We rewrite

trr2 @y ey (Hiao (V1) = 204) 7 = (Hyo(M) = 214) )
= trp2a, ) (H 0o (1) = 2L4) 7 = (H, (0) — 214) ™)
+ trL2(R+;dx)((H—(i-O,?3()‘1) —2L) 7 = (Hyo(M) = 210)7)
2 s (H 0, () — 210) 7 = (H Y (A1) — 2L) 7). (4.45)

For the first two of the three contributions on the right-hand side of ([@Z3]) the
relative (-determinants can be computed from Theorem For the third contri-
bution more care is needed as the subleading large-|z| behavior differs due to one
boundary condition being Dirichlet and the other being Robin. The starting point
is the representation

¢(s HY ), B, () ) = €O sin(s)

o p _ (4.46)
X /0 dt tfsaln (sin(ag)i(tew - )\1)1/2 + cos(ag)) .
Along the lines of ([B73]) one rewrites this as
(s OO H O, 00)) = e singms) [ det
0
d sin(ag)i(te” — Ap) Y2y cos(ag) asym (4.47)
X E n 1/2 + C (8)7

sin(ag)i(te?? — Ap)
where, using [B.119)),
, o0 d ,
¢V () = e (T g1 sin(ws)/ dt t_saln (z sin(as) (e’ — )\1)1/2>
0

=A[%/2. (4.48)
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The relative ¢-determinant for the last term in (£45) then follows from

Y- (0) B sin(a)i(—A1)"/2 + cos(az) 1/2
¢ (O,Hﬁo(/\l),Hfaz(/\l)) — Re (—m( zin(az)li(—)\l)lﬂ 2 ) —In(A! ))
= —In(|A}/? = cot(az)]). (4.49)

<

One notes that formally, (I41]) extends to the trivial case ay = aq.
For the case of a strongly singular potential on the half-line with 2 ~2-type sin-
gularity at @ = 0 we refer to [34].

Acknowledgments. We are indebted to Christer Bennewitz for very helpful dis-
cussions.
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