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Abstract

We study the ground-state energy of one-dimensional, non-interacting fermions subject to an
external potential in the thermodynamic limit. To this end, we fix some (Fermi) energy v > 0,
confine fermions with total energy below v inside the interval [—L, L] and study the shift of the
ground-state energy due to the potential V' in the thermodynamic limit L — co. We show that the
difference £ (v) of the two ground-state energies with and without potential can be decomposed
into a term of order one (leading to the Fumi-term) and a term of order 1/L, which yields the
so-called finite size energy. We compute both terms for all possible boundary conditions explicitly
and express them through the scattering data of the one-particle Schréodinger operator —A 4+ V on
L*(R).
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1. Introduction

In the seminal papers [5l 6] from 1967, Ph. Anderson studied the overlap between the ground states of N
non-interacting fermions with and without an external potential. He showed that this overlap vanishes
in the thermodynamic limit N — oo at the rate N~ and expressed the orthogonality exponent v in
terms of scattering data. This effect became known as Anderson’s orthogonality catastrophe (AOC).

Beside the ground-state overlap an appropriate quantity to describe the change caused by the potential
is the difference of the respective ground-state energies. In 1994, I. Affleck [Il [2] proposed that the
coefficient of the next-to-leading term of that energy difference in the thermodynamic limit can be
identified with . His arguments were based upon ideas from conformal field theory. In this paper
we will thoroughly describe the asymptotics of the energy difference for one-dimensional (spin-less)
fermions and thereby test Affleck’s remarkable relation.

The infinite system is approached either by intervals Ay = [-L,L] or by Ay := [0,L]. On such
an interval, the free single-particle Hamiltonian H; := —A acting on the Hilbert space L?(Ar) (and
depending on some boundary conditions, which we suppress in this notation) has eigenvalues A; ; <
Ao, < ... and (normalized) eigenfunctions ¢; 1. The ground state ®u 7, of N free fermions on Ay, is
the anti-symmetric tensor product of the single particle (normalized) eigenfunctions ¢; . Hence, the
energy of the ground state ®n 1, = @1, A+ A @, equals

)\g;N) :)\1,L+"'+/\N,L~ (1.1)

Similarly, if Hy,f, :== Hp, +V is another (or perturbed) single-particle Hamiltonian on the same Hilbert
space L?(Ap) with eigenvalues u; 7, (in ascending order) and eigenfunctions ¢; 1, then the new ground
state of N fermions is ¥ 1, = 91, A -+ Ay, with energy

#(LN) =piL+ -+ pN,L- (1.2)
The overlap mentioned in AOC is the square of the modulus of the scalar product, |(®n. 1, ¥n,L)|?.
With growing N and L but with particle density N/|AL| converging to some fixed p > 0, this overlap
equals to leading order N=7 with v > 0 as N — oo. It is conjectured (see [5], 23]) that

1 .
1) = 5 [arcsin [T(0)/2II3

where T'(v) .= S(v) — 1 is the T-matrix and S(v) the S-matrix at energy v. AOC has not been studied
from a mathematical point until recently. In [23], it was proved that N7 with the above v is indeed
an upper bound to the decay of the overlap. A smaller upper bound was proved earlier in [22] and in
spatial dimension one in [34] together with a lower bound of the order N=7" for some ' > 7.
The difference of the ground-state energies is u(LN) - /\SLN). We perform the thermodynamic limit in
a slightly different manner by fixing some (Fermi) energy v > 0 and instead analyzing the canonical
enerqy difference
Euv) = Y flur)— D fr) (1.3)

pj,L<v Aj,L<v
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in the limit L — oo. Here, we allow for a (holomorphic) weight function f, the most important case
being f(z) = z. The particle number N is recovered through the largest Ay, < v, see It is easy
to see that N/L — p > 0 as N, L — co. It turns out that expanding £r,(v) in powers of 1/L does not
quite cover the actual asymptotic behaviour which seems to contradict Affleck’s relation when taken too
strictly. Rather, leaving aside some technical details (see for the precise statement) we decompose
the energy difference into

EL(v) = —f(W)EL(v) + EL™ (V) + EL7E(v).

Here, &1, (v) is Krein’s spectral shift function, see and The so-called Fumi-term EF'mi(v) is
of order one though with possible lower order correction terms. The next-to-leading term is EFSF(v),
called finite size energy, which is of order 1/L

1 1
gFSE — gFSE - =),
IS () = €™ (W) 7 + ol 7)
According to Affleck, the coefficient EFSF(v) is supposed to equal the orthogonality exponent 7.
The paper’s main result is a rigorous analysis of the asymptotic behaviour of the Fumi-term and the
finite size energy as well as explicit expressions for the limit terms.

Theorem 1.1. Let V € L'(R) satisfy the Birman-Solomyak conditions V € £z (L*(R)) and X2V €
(2 (LY(R)), see (3.16). Then, EF*™i(v) — EF¥mi(y) as L — oo with the Fumi term

ermiw) = [ e dA.

Here, & is the spectral shift function for the infinite volume system (cf. (A.26]) ).

Theorem 1.2. Let V € LY(R) satisfy X3V € L*(R). Assume that e2™1VY — ™ p ¢ [~1,1], for
L — oo. Then, in this limit LEFSE(v) — EFSE(v) where

EFSE(y) = gf’(u) tr [ arccos®(Re(e"o,U(v)*S(v))) — arccos® (Re(e"o,U(v)*))]

with the boundary condition scattering matriz U(v), see (3.19), and the Pauli matriz o,. S(v) is the
scattering matrix at energy v, see Section .

The Fumi term £F'™(v) does not depend on the special sequence of system lengths L used for the
limit. In contrast, the finite size energy does. This subtlety was first noted by M. Gebert [2I] who
analyzed the corresponding system on the half-line with Ay, = [0, L] and Dirichlet boundary conditions
at both endpoints. We return to the half-line model in Section [f] and recover Gebert’s result although
under slightly different conditions on the potential V.

Moreover, while the Fumi term £¥"™i(v) is the same for all boundary conditions the finite size energy
EFSE(1) is not. Through the boundary condition scattering matrix U(v), see , it depends on the
boundary conditions and, therefore, cannot equal the orthogonality exponent v in general. However,
AOC was essentially studied with Dirichlet boundary conditions and its independence thereof has not
yet been established. That leaves Affleck’s relation still open.

The first appearance of the relation between the energy difference and the (integral of the) scattering
data seems to be in Fumi’s work [I§], see also [35] and [36] Sec. 4.1F]. Shortly thereafter Fukuda and
Newton [17] studied the difference of eigenvalues pn 1, — An 1 and related the limit to scattering data.

Avoiding the thermodynamic limit, Frank, Lewin, Lieb, and Seiringer [14] studied the energy dif-
ference directly in the infinite-volume system (cf. ) and proved quantitative semiclassical bounds
reminiscent of Lieb—Thirring bounds.

The proofs of Theorems and are presented in Section We start off by using a general-
ization of Riesz’s integral formula due to Dunford to express the energy difference £ (v) in terms of
an integral of the perturbation determinant which involves the Birman—Schwinger operator K (z) =
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\/WRL(Z)\/WJ, see Proposition Here the potential is written in the Rollnik form, V =
VIV]JV/[V] and Ry (z) is the resolvent of the free Schrodinger operator on the bounded domain Ay.
The latter can be written such as to separate the infinite volume part from the boundary conditions,
Rp(2) = Roo,1.(2) = Dr(2). Reo,(2) is the resolvent of the free Schrédinger operator on the full domain
(either R or [0, 00]) restricted to Ay. We allow all possible boundary conditions for the Schrodinger
operator on Ap. The operator Dy (z) is trace class and, in dimension one, even a rank two operator,
respectively a rank one operator. An equally important fact is that this representation of Ry (z) even-
tually yields a natural decomposition of £, (v) into the Fumi term £¥*™i(v) and the finite size energy
EFSE(y).

Besides the Birman—Schwinger operator K, (z) corresponding to the (free) Schrodinger operator on Ay,
there is a locally reduced Birman—-Schwinger operator K 1 (z), which stems from the resolvent R (%)
of the (free) Schrodinger operator on R, respectively [0, oo[. In Lemma we find an expression of
K1 (z) in terms of K 1(z) and a factorization of the corresponding perturbation determinants which
allows us to derive the limiting behaviour of the energy difference, see Section .

Our mathematical approach via the resolvent is related to the work of Gesztesy and Nichols [24]
Lemma 3.2], who proved that

det(1 — VVRL(2)VV) = det(1 — VV Ry (2)VV) as L — o0, z € €\ [0, 00].

Since we are interested in the 1/L-correction to the leading Fumi-term we need more information
(uniformly in z) than just the above limit of determinants. In fact, we need the rate of approach to this
limit.

Although we treat here only one-dimensional systems, our approach via Riesz’s integral formula
allows us to treat higher dimensional systems with non-radial potentials. We plan to pursue this in the
future.

2. Representation of the energy difference £(v)

Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space with scalar product (-,-) which is linear in the second
argument. We denote by B,(H), 1 < p < oo, the Schatten—von Neumann classes with norm || - [|,.
Furthermore, B(#) are the bounded operators with operator norm | - || occasionally referred to as the
p = oo-norm. These norms satisfy Jensen’s inequality

[Allg < |Allp, 1<p<g<oo (2.1)

and Holder’s inequality
1 1 1
1AB < [ AlplIBllg: 1 < 7.pig < 00, — = St (2.2)

The only cases needed herein are p = 1,2, the trace class and Hilbert—Schmidt operators, respectively,
and p = oo.

Let H : dom(H) — H, dom(H) C H, be a self-adjoint operator and V' : H — H be (for simplicity)
a bounded symmetric, hence self-adjoint, operator. Its polar decomposition can be written in a form
first used by Rollnik [40] when studying the Lippmann—Schwinger equation (cf. Section

V=V|VIJJVIV|, J*=J, J =1, ||J]| =1, (2.3)

where 1 denotes the unity operator. Then, Hy := H+V is self-adjoint as well with dom(Hy ) = dom(H).
We denote by o(H) and o(Hy ) the spectrum of H and Hy, respectively, by

R(z) = (21— H)™', 2€ C\ o(H), Ry(z) = (21— Hy)™', 2€ C\ o(Hy) (2.4)
their resolvents and their spectral families by

P, = X]—o0,v] (H)’ I, = X]—o0,v] (HV)’ veER, (25)
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where y is the indicator function of the interval I C IR. The paper’s central quantity is the energy
difference
E(v) = tr [f(Hv)IL, — f(H)P,] (2.6)

for some fixed holomorphic function f : C — C. It is well-defined under appropriate conditions on the
operators H and Hy .

2.1. Perturbation determinant A(z)

There is a handy formula for £(v) based upon Riesz’s integral formula for spectral projections (or the
Dunford integral) and the perturbation determinant.
The resolvents in ([2.4]) are related by Krein’s resolvent formula for additive perturbations

Ry(2) = R(2) = R(2)V/[VIJQ2)VIVIR(2), z € C\ (o(H) Uo(Hy)), (2.7)

which holds true whenever the following inverse

Qz) = (1 - K(2)) ™" K(2) = VIVIRG) VIV, (2.8)

exists. Motivated by stationary scattering theory, see e.g. [44] 3.6.1], we call Q(z) the wave operator.
The sandwiched resolvent K (z) is called Birman—Schwinger operator. We used Rollnik’s factorization
(2.3) since in our applications the operator R(z)V generally will not have the necessary trace class
properties. The wave operator is closely related to the spectrum of the perturbed operator, which is
known as Birman—Schwinger principle.

Lemma 2.1. Let z € C\ o(H). Then, Q(z) exists and is bounded if and only if z ¢ o(Hy) in which
case the map z — §(z) is holomorphic with respect to the operator norm and we have the formula

Qz) = 1+ V[VIRv (2)V|V]J. (2.9)

Proof. (i) Let z ¢ o(Hy) which means that Ry (z) exists as a bounded operator. Then,

(1= VIVIRE)VIVIN(A + VIVIR (2)VIVIJ)
= 1= VIVIRE)VIVIJ + VIVI(L = R(z)V) Ry (2)VIV]J
= 1= VIVIREVIVII + VIVIR(2)(21 = H = V) Ry (2)V[V]
=1
If the factors are interchanged the calcutions are analogous. We conclude that (z) exists and is
bounded. Formula (2.9) is obvious.
It is well-known that the map z — R(z) is holomorphic for z ¢ o(H). Since V is bounded a Neumann
series argument shows that the map z — €(z) is holomorphic on C\ (¢(H) U o(Hy)).
(ii) Let z € o(Hy) C R and 2, € C\ R with z, — z for n — co. From (i) we know ||Q2(z,)|| < oo.
If Q(z) existed as a bounded operator it would follow from (i) that Q(z,) — Q(z). In particular,

sup,, ||(z,)|| < 0. On the other hand, we have ||Ry (z,)|| < oo and ||Ry (25)]| = oo as z, — z, which
yields a contradiction via ([2.9)). O

The spectrum of the Birman—Schwinger operator can be described a tad more detailed.
Lemma 2.2. Let z € C\ R and » € C\ {0} be an eigenvalue of K(z). Then Im(s) # 0.

Proof. Since Im(z) # 0 the resolvent R(z) and, hence, the Birman—Schwinger operator is bounded. Let
€ C\ {0} and let v € H, ¢ # 0, such that

s = K(2)p = VIVIR(2)V|V|J .
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We multiply by J, take scalar products

»x(p, Jo) = (¢, JVI|VIR(2)\/|[V]Jp),

and look at the imaginary part

Im(30) (¢, J) = — Im(2) || R(2)/|V]J||>.

The norm on the right-hand side does not vanish since that would imply s»¢ = 0 by the eigenvalue
equation which contradicts ¢ # 0 and s # 0. Hence, Im(z) # 0 implies Im(s¢) # 0. O

We note the relevant trace class properties. Because detailed accounts are scattered throughout the
literature we sketch the proofs for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.3. Let \/|V|R(z) € Ba(H) for some zy € C\ o(H). Then, the following hold true

1. \/|VIR(z) € B2(H) and R(z)\/|V| € B2(H) for all z € C\ o(H) and the maps z — +/|V|R(z)
and z — R( WV are continuous with respect to the Hilbert—Schmidt norm.

2. If in addition \/|V|R(20)\/|V| € B1(H) then \/|V|R(2)\/|V| € B1(H) for all z € C\ o(H) and
the map z — /|V|R(2)\/|V] is holomorphic with respect to the trace norm.

3. Furthermore, Ry (z) — R(z) € B1(H) for z € C\ (6c(H)Uo(Hy)) and the map z — Ry (z) — R(z)
s continuous with respect to the trace norm.

Proof. 1. The first resolvent identity multiplied by /|V| yields

VIVIR(z) = VIVIR(z0) [1 = (2 = 20)R(2)], 20,2 € C\ o(H).

The right-hand side is the product of the Hilbert—Schmidt operator 1/|V|R(zp) and a bounded operator.
Hence, 1/|V|R(z) € Ba(#H). Similarly, by the first resolvent identity and Holder’s inequality (2.2))

IVIVIR(w) = VIVIR(2) |2 < [w = 2[[IV/VIR(2) 2| R(w)],

which shows Lipschitz—contmulty Wlth respect to the Hilbert—Schmidt norm since the map w — || R(w]|
is continuous. Finally, use R(z)+/|V| = (/|V|R(Z))* to show the corresponding statements.
2. As in 1. we obtain via tho first rcsolvont 1dont1ty

VIVIR()VIV] = VIVIR(z20) VIV = (2 = 20)VIV|R(20) R VI, 20,2 € C\o(H).

The right-hand side is trace class. Furthermore, by Holder’s inequality ([2.2)

IVIVIRW)VIV] = VIVIRE VIV < fw = 2l [VIVIR) 2| R(w)VV]ll2, 2,0 € C\o(H),

which shows Lipschitz-continuity with respect to the trace norm. Moreover,

%w[mmwm ~VIVIREVIV]] = VIVIR() R(w)VIV].

Since the right-hand side converges in trace norm to /|V[R(z)R(2)+/]V] so does the difference quotient
on the left-hand side.

3. In Krein’s resolvent formula ) the right-hand side is the product of the Hilbert—Schmidt
operators R(z \/|7J \/|7R , see part 1., and the bounded operator (z), Lemma and thus a
trace-class operator. Furthermore the operators depend continuously on z in the respective norms and
so does their product. O

The applications we have in mind require that the trace-class properties are valid up to the real axis
or in other words for z € ¢(H) in Lemma
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Hypothesis 2.4 (Limiting absorption principle). Let v € R.

1. For s > 0 the Birman-Schwinger operators \/|V|R(v +is)\/|V|J € B1(H) and the limit s — +0
exists with respect to By (H).

2. For s > 0 the operators Ry (v +is) — R(v +is) € B1(H) and the limit s — 40 exists with respect
to B1 (H)

Note that by the resolvent property R(z)* = R(Z) Hypothesis implies the analogous statements
for the lower half-plane, s < 0, albeit the respective limits need not be the same. Now, with Lemma
and Hypothesis in mind, we define the (modified) perturbation determinant (cf. [47, (0.9.35)])

A(z) == det(1 — K(z)). (2.10)

It is closely related to Krein’s spectral shift function £ (see Section [A.3]). Its behaviour at the non-
essential spectrum is analogous to the finite dimensional case.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that R(z)2+/|[V] € By(H) for all z € C©\ o(H). Let A € € be an isolated
eigenvalue of H and Hy with finite multiplicities m,n € Ny, respectively. Here multiplicity 0 means
that X is a regular value. Then, for z # 0 the perturbation determinant can be factorized

AG) = (1- 3)"_’"AA(Z)

z

where Ax(2) is continuous and non-vanishing in a neighbourhood of \.
Proof. Cf. [26, 1V.3.4]. Since R(z)2+/[V] € By(H) we know that R(z)2VR(z)% € By (H) and thus
A(z) = det(1 — R(z)?VR(2)?)

where the square root R(z)? is defined via the functional calculus. Determinants of this type were also
studied in [25]. Furthermore,

[

1— R(2)?VR(2)? = R(2)? (21 — Hy)R(z)>.

Let ITy be the spectral projection of Hy corresponding to A and Hj‘ := 1 —1II,. From the simple relation
1
21 — Hy = (1 — ~HyIIy) (21 — HyTly), 2z # 0,
z

we obtain

N|=

1— R(2)?VR(2)? = R(z)7(1 — %HVHA)(zﬂ — Hyll})R(2)?

=
=
I
=
<
=
Z
~
=
I
=
=
X
=
&
[N
~
=
|
=
<
=
>
=
&
wim

= R(2)
A 1 1
= (L~ ZR(2) (=1 ~ H)?) x R(2)? (21 — HyII})R(2)?.
The determinant of the second factor exists. For,

R(2)? (21 — HyIIN)R(2)? = 1 — R(2)2VR(2)? 4+ AR(2)* I R(2)*.

Here, the term with V is trace class by assumption and the term with II, is a finite rank operator.
Hence, we can write our determinant as

A(Z) = det (IL — %HA) det [(Z]]_ — H)_%(z]]_ _ HVH*)(Z]]. _ H)—%]



2. Representation of the energy difference E(v)

Let likewise Py be the spectral projection of H corresponding to A and Pj‘ =1 — P,. Write
1
21— H=(1—--HPy)(21 — HP§), z#0.
z
Then,
1 N N
R(z) = (1 — ;HPA)*R(Z), R(z) = (21 — HP+) ™1,

which implies that

REHVIVT = (- 2P)ERE)EVIV] € Ba(H), = € ©\ (o(H) U {0}).

Furthermore, from
Hylly = HP- +V + APy — M,

we obtain o o o o
R(2)2 (21 — Hvl'[i)R(z)E =1—R(2)2(V + AP\ — All\)R(2)=.

Since Py and II, are finite rank operators we infer that the determinant
Ax(z) = det[R(2)7 (21 — HyIIF)R(2)?] = det[1 — R(2)% (V + APy — AIL) R(2)?]

is well-defined. Therefore,
A A
A(z) =det[l — =II ] det[1 — —Py\] " Ax(2).
z z

We study the behaviour for z — A. To begin with,

R(2)2/|V] = R(w)? \V|+%(w—z)R(z)%/0 R(tw+ (1 —1)2)? dt x R(w)?/|V]

where w € C\ o(H) such that tw+ (1 —t)z € C\ o(H). Using Holder’s inequality we conclude
that the map z — R(2)2+/|V] € Ba(#) is continuous in a neighbourhood of X. Therefore, the map
z — Ayx(z) is continuous in that neighbourhood as well. Finally, one can easily check that 1 is not an
cigenvalue of R(A)2(V + APy — Al )R(\)2 and hence Ay ()) # 0. Along with the continuity of Ay (z)
that proves the statement. O

In order to allow the Fermi energy v to be in the essential spectrum as well we extend the Dunford
integral formula for holomorphic functions of self-adjoint operators.

Lemma 2.6. Let the self-adjoint operator H be bounded from below. Let v € R and assume that the
spectral family E) is continuous in a neighbourhood of v. Let P be the spectral projection to the set
]—o0,v]. Let T be a closed contour crossing the real axis perpendicularly at v. Then,

f(H)P:/Ff(z)R(z)dz (2.11)

where the integral at v is to be understood as a Cauchy principal value.
Proof. By the spectral theorem
f(H)P:/ FA) dE,. (2.12)

Since H is bounded from below the interval of integration is actually finite. We want to replace f via
Cauchy’s integral formula. For A # v,

L/ JG) o {f()\)—F(;()\) A inside T, (213)
r

2mi Jpvr, 2 — A —F5(X) A outside I"
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where

1 f(2)
F, = T's = r —v| <o}
5(\) 27 Jo, 2= A dz, s ={z €T ||z —v| <}

By our assumption on I'" and with the aid of Cauchy’s integral theorem, I's can be replaced by a straight
line. For the sake of simplicity we assume that it already is one. Hence,

z2€Tls, z(s)=v+is, —0<s<i.

By Taylor’s formula,

27r/ flv —|—zs ds

7f()/§y+113_ +7/ sf(€ V+ZS_/\ds.

The first integral can be rewritten

5 P s
1 - A = 1

/ 7d8:/ %d:ﬁz/ ’ 72d5
_sVtis—A o W=X)?2+s o 1+s

and the second integral can be estimated

’/ sfl(€ 1/—|—zs ds|<sup|f |/ —————ds < 2§ sup | f'(2)|.

z€ls + s ) z€ls

Hence, |F5(\)| < C for all A € R with some constant C' > 0 and F(;()\) —0asd — 0 forall A #v. We
insert (2.13]) into (2.12)) and obtain

// d dE) —|—/ F5(\) dE),
27'(’71 I'\Ts z —

= f(z)/ 7dE,\dz+/F5 )dEy
27T'L I'\Ts R

1
5 . f(2)R(2) dz+/]RF5()\) dE).

By Lebesgue’s Theorem, the integral over Fjs tends to zero as 6 — 0. Thus, the first one yields (2.11). O

In what follows we will apply Lemmas [2.5] and [2.6] only to operators with special types of spectra
which makes it reasonable to single out the correspondmg assumptions on the Fermi energy v.

Hypothesis 2.7. Let v € R and let P, and I1,, the spectral projections of H and Hy as in (2.5)). Then,
at least one of the following holds true.

1. dimran P, < 0o and dimranIl, < co.
2. Py and Il are continuous in a neighbourhood of v.

The conditions in Hypothesis are not independent since dimran P, = 0 = dimranlIl, in 1.
obviously implies 2. Nor are they exhaustive in that embedded eigenvalues are not included. Now,
everything is at hand to derive the aforementioned formula for the energy difference.

Proposition 2.8. Let H and Hy be semi-bounded from below and let T, be a closed contour in C
intersecting the real axis perpendicularly at v € R and below o(H) and o(Hy) (cf. Figure|i], p. .
Assume that Hypothesis holds true. Then, the energy difference E(v) from (2.6)) satisfies

Ew)=—f(v 27”/ 1'(2) In[A(2)] dz (2.14)

where f: C — C is a holomorphic function.
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Proof. (i) To begin with, let > € R such that the conditions of Lemma are satisfied. Then, we can
express the energy difference through a Dunford integral

ST~ J)Pe= 5 [ 1R G) - R

which is a Riemann integral with respect to the operator norm. By Hypothesis the integrand is
piecewise continuous with respect to the trace norm. Therefore, the right-hand side is a trace class
operator. We, thus, may take the trace and interchange it with the integration

1
() = Wlf(H)TL — F()P = 5 [ () iRy (2) - R(2)) (215)
This trace is the logarithmic derivative of the perturbation determinant (see e.g. [46] (8.1.4)])
d
tr[Ry (z) — R(2)] = e In[A(2)].

Thereby, via an integration by parts (2.15]) becomes

E(x) = i./F f= )d%ln[A(z)] dz

211

= L lim [f(3¢ — i) In[A(3 —ig)] — f(v + i€) In[A (3¢ + i€)]] — %/r ['(z)In[A(2)] dz (2.16)

271 e—+0

= —f()E() ~ 5 / F() A (=) d

Here we used the continuity of f and Krein’s formula for the spectral shift function (|A.26]).
(i) If » € R satisfies the conditions of Lemma [2.6| we may choose » := v in (2.16) to prove (2.14).
(iii) If » € R is an isolated eigenvalue of H or Hy we take » := v + § where § > 0 is so small that
Jv,v+ 68N (c(H)Uo(Hy)) = 0. In the following considerations we assume that near v the contour I,
is a straight line

FV:f’VU{z:u+is|—b§s§b}, b >0,
which can be justified by means of standard arguments. Let

I,=T,5 =T, U UTY) T = (e = v tis| 6 < |s| <b}, T} = {z = v+ e | 72 <9< g}.

The choice of § implies £(v+0) = E(v) as well as (v +39) = £(v) (see (A.27)). Then, (2.16) and Lemma
(2.5 yield

W) = —fw+0)Ew) — 5 [ FEMAG)
, Pt y (2.17)
0+ 060) — g [m=m) [ Em-Y)ds+ / F(2) A, ()] dz].

In the last integral we may perform the limit § — 0 which simply means to replace I', s by I',. For the
remaining integral only the parts over 1"% and I‘fg need a closer look

1%

’ v . / . v . , 1.1 _
f'(z)In(1 Z)dz-z/< |<bf(1/+zs)ln(1 V+is)dS_ZA<| K%f(u—l—s)s?l(l su—i—i)ds'

T
The limit 6 — 0 exists since the logarithm is dominated by any power of s. Furthermore,
/@g #/(2)In(1 — f)dz —i5 [ fv+66”) (1 ﬁ)ew d9 — 0, 5 — 0.

us
2

We conclude that
lim () Im[A(2)]dz = | f'(2)In[A(2)]dz
r,

6—0 Tu.s

in (2.17)). This and the continuity of f prove (2.14)). O
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2. Representation of the energy difference E(v)

2.2. Abstract boundary conditions

In order to define a self-adjoint differential operator on an interval one has to ensure that the boundary
terms obtained via integration by parts vanish. That is to say one has to impose boundary conditions.
We reformulate that in an abstract framework. Let

H : dom(H) — H, dom(H) C H (2.18)

be a densely defined linear operator and let I'y 5 : dom(H) — C”, n € N, be surjective linear maps
such that

(¢, Hy) = (Hp,¥)) = (L1, Ta9p) — (D20, T19h), 0,4 € dom(H).
We study restrictions H of H given by boundary conditions

dom(H) = {¢ € dom(H) | (AT'y — BT's)p = 0}, H = Hl|qom(m) (2.19)
with n X n matrices A, B: C™ — C™. For H to be self-adjoint it is necessary that A and B satisfy
AB* = BA*, rank(A | B) =n (2.20)

where (A | B) is the n x 2n-matrix formed by the columns of A and B. The matrices A and B are not
uniquely determined since we can multiply them on the left by an invertible matrix without altering
and . It is shown in [§], that all self-adjoint restrictions of H are given in this way if at
least one operator H is self-adjoint (for ordinary differential operators (2.20) already appeared in [29]
9.4], and [27), 11.2.2]). From this one can deduce that

dimker(z1 — H) =neN,z€ C\R (2.21)

N, =ker(z1 — H) = span{e1(2),...,en(2)}. (2.22)

Actually, these are the deficiency subspaces of a certain symmetric operator which, however, is not
needed herein and therefore omitted. We note some simple properties.

Lemma 2.9. We have ker(A*)Nker(B*) = {0}. Furthermore, the operators 'y 2|n, and (AT'1—BT'9)|n.
are injective for all z € C\ R.

Proof. First note the general equality
ker(A*) Nker(B*) = (ran(A))* N (ran(B))* = (span(ran(A) Uran(B)))*.
The rank condition implies that span(ran(A) Uran(B)) = C™ and therefore
ker(A*) Nker(B*) = {0}.
Let ¢ € N,. Then,
(T, T20) — (D20, 1) = (9, Ho) — (Hp, 0) = (2 = 7)ol

and thus
Im((F1, Tap)) = Im(2) o] *.
Therefore, I'1 2¢0 # 0 for ¢ # 0.
By the above we may write

ATy — BTy = (A — BD)Ty, T =TI

It is therefore enough to show that A — BI is injective which is equivalent to A* —I'* B* being injective.
We have
Im((B*p, (A" = T B*))) = — Im(B"4,T" B*y).

11



2. Representation of the energy difference E(v)

Note that
26 ImT* =T* —T = (Tol'[1)* =Tl = (D7 H* (3T — IiTo)T7 ! = —2i Im(2) (D7) Tt

and thus
Im((B*p, (A" =T*B*)p)) = Im(2)(B*¢, ([ )T ' B p).

Thereby, (A* — I'*B*)p = 0 implies that B*p = 0 and this in turn implies that A*p = 0. From the
above we conclude ¢ = 0. That finishes the proof. O

The resolvent R(z) = (21 — H)~! of H (cf. (2.19)) is also a right inverse to z1 — H (cf. ([2.18))
(21 — H)R(z) = (21 — H)R(z) = 1. (2.23)

Note that generally it will be not a left inverse. We derive a formula that relates different right inverses.
This includes the Albeverio—Pankrashkin formula [4], a specialization of Krein’s resolvent formula, which
relates resolvents corresponding to different boundary conditions.

Proposition 2.10. For all z € C\ R let R(z) : # — dom(H) (with H as in [2.18)) be a bounded

operator that has the resolvent properties
(21 — H)R(z) = 1 and R(2)* = R(Z). (2.24)
Then, the resolvent of H in can be written (cf. (2.22))
n
R(z) = R(2) = D(2), D(z) = Y djn(2)(ek(2),)¢;(2) (2.25)
gk=1
where the coefficient matriz ﬁ(z) = (djk(2))jk=1,....n satisfies
(ATy = BT2)R(2)|n. = (AT1 = B)|x. D(2) E(2) (2.26)
with the generalized Gram matriz
E(2) = ((g;(2), er(2)))jh=1,...n- (2.27)
Proof. We study the properties of the difference
D(z) = R(z) — R(z2).
From and the first equality in we obtain
(21 — H)D(2) = (21 — H)R(2) — (21 — H)R(z) =1 -1 =0

which implies that
ran D(z) C N, z€ C\R,

and therefore N

D(z) = Z(ék(z), Jer(z), Ek(z) € H.

k=1
Furthermore, the second equality in (2.24)) yields

12



3. Schrédinger operators

which implies that €;(z) € NV, and thereby

&(2) =Y _du@)al(2).
=1

The special form of the coefficients has been chosen for convenience. To determine the coefficient matrix
D(z) we use the boundary conditions, i.e. (AT'y — BT'2)R(z) =0,

(ATy — BTy)D(z) = (ATy — BTo)R(z) = 3 dia(2)(e(2),-)(AT1 — BT2)er(2).
k=1

We evaluate this on the vector ¢;(z) thereby obtaining
(AT} = BT2)R(2)|n. = (AT1 — BTa) . D(2) E(z)
where E(z) has the entries (¢,(2),e,(z)). This finishes the proof. O

~ We have not shown that the operator D(z) is uniquely determined which would require to solve for
D(z) in (2.26]). Although that sounds reasonable since (AT'y — BI')|x.. is injective we would have to
study the matrix E(z). It is easier to do that in the concrete case considered in Section

3. Schrodinger operators

From now on we consider concrete Schrédinger operators in dimension one. Let Hoo == L?(IR) and let

d2

HOO : dOm(HOC) — HOQ, HDO = 7@

(3.1)
be the free Schrédinger operator defined on the whole line. The domain dom(Hs) can be described
with the aid of Sobolev spaces which, however, is not needed herein. The spectrum is o(Hs) = [0, 00].

The resolvent

R (2) = (21 — Hoo) ™' Hoo — Hooy 2 € C\ 0(Hy), (3.2)
has a cut singularity along o(Hs,). The corresponding Green function (the kernel of R (2)) reflects
this fact. It reads )

Reoo(zi2,y) = :Ff’ﬁeﬂﬁ'w‘, Im(v/z) 2 0, =,y € R. (3.3)
Here, +/z is the principal branch of the square root function. This means in particular that for Re(z) > 0
the condition Im(+/z) 2 0 is equivalent to Im(z) =2 0. The Green function can be extended to Im(y/z) =
0, z # 0. We denote the respective boundary values by

i .
RE (viz,y) = li Roo(z;2,y) = F——eTVVIe=vl 3.4
;i 7,y) . (22, y) N (34)
and write formally
RE()== lim Ry(2)
Im(y/z)—=+0

for the corresponding unbounded operators. The limit will be studied more carefully below.
We restrict Hy, to Hy = L*(Ar), Ar == [-L, L], thereby obtaining the maximal operator

2

Cdx?’

H:dom(H) — Hy, H = dom(H) = {p|a, | ¢ € dom(H)}. (3.5)

Integration by parts shows that

(¢, HY) — (Hp,¥) = (T19,Ta1p) — (T2, T19))

13



3. Schrédinger operators

(L) ) (w’(@)
Tp= . Top = .
v (w(—L) D
The deficiency subspace (2.22)) is

N. = span{e1(2),e2(2)}, e1(z;2) = V3%, ey(z; ) = e V32, (3.6)

where

The boundary conditions are parametrized by the 2 x 2 matrices A and B, see (2.20). We define
Hp = H|gom(#,), dom(Hp) = {¢ € dom(H) | (Al'y — BT'2)p = 0} (3.7)
and note some fundamental properties.

Lemma 3.1. The operator Hy, is self-adjoint. Its spectrum o(Hy,) consists of eigenvalues
o(Hp) ={NiL | €N} Np < Ajar (3.8)

counted with multiplicity, which can be at most two. Furthermore,

)\j’LZ_C(%—chl)—i_c}rl(ﬂ(jQ; 1))2’ jeN, (3.9)

with some constant ¢ > 0 depending only on A and B.

Proof. The choice B = 0, i.e. Dirichlet boundary conditions, yields a self-adjoint operator. We know
from Sectionthat then all self-adjoint realizations are given via matrices A and B that satisfy (2.20)).
To begin with, we show that H, is semi-bounded from below and look at the quadratic form

L L

5(2)¢"(x) dz = (T1p, Taip) + / 1 @) e, ¢ € dom(IT,).

(¢, HLp) = —/

—L

We show that
(T, Tag)| < c(l(L)* + [e(=L)[?), ¢ > 0.

For rank(B) = 0 this is trivial with ¢ = 0 and for rank(B) = 2 this follows from I'y¢p = B~*ATl';¢. The
case rank(B) =1 is slightly more difficult. We may choose A and B as

b b - -
A= (all a12> , B= ( (1)1 62> , laz1]? + |ag2|® # 0 # |bi1]? + |b12]?, a21bi1 + azebiz =0

a21 A22

where we used ([2.20). We write out the boundary condition and conclude

(L) \ _ ,(bu e + lp(=L)?
(@(—L)) =0 (b;) 1A= D112 + b12?

Using the boundary condition we obtain

(T1, Tagp) = B(=b11¢' (L) + b12¢’(=L)) = Blanip(L) + ar2p(—L))

which proves this case. All in all,

(¢ Hrp) = —c(l(L)]* + lo(=L)1*) + ll¢'>.

We estimate the boundary values. To this end,

L L
P(L)P = () + / di‘ly|so<y>|2dy — (@) +2 / Re(@(9)¢' (1) dy < lo(@) + 20l

14



3. Schrédinger operators

The other boundary value can be trated likewise. Integrating then yields

1 1 1
LIV < 29 N < = 2 4 2 4 51112
D < g llol? + 2l < 5= llel + Sl +dlle'|

with some ¢ > 0. Thus,

1 2 1 2
(o, Hop) = *C(zllwllz + gll%@ll2 +20[|¢'[1%) + l'11* = —c(g + g)llwll2 + (1= 2¢0)[|¢'|1%.
A convenient choice is § := 2(0711) This shows the semi-boundedness. By the variational principle (see

e.g. [39, Thm. XIIL.1))

g > _c(%—’—c—?—%) + 0—11—1;\1“ j\kz (%)2, k € N,

where we used the variational characterization of the Az, the eigenvalues for Neumann boundary con-
ditions, A = 0. This proves (3.9) which in turn shows (3.8)). Since H is a second order differential
operator the eigenvalues’ multiplicity can at most be two. O

We will thoroughly study the behaviour of the resolvent
Rp(2) = (21— Hr) ' :Hy —Hyp, 2€ C\o(Hyp), (3.10)

in the complex plane. We investigate the energy difference (2.6]) for some fixed v > 0 which we call
Fermi energy. Because of \/z appearing in (3.3]), we choose in (2.14) an integration contour that is
composed of parabolas (see Fig. . More precisely, for b > 0 we define I', , :=T'_, U I‘Ib with

v Fermi energy

Figure 1: The Fermi parabola in the complex plane.

T ={z=(t+ib)* | Vv >t>—u}, T} ={z=(Vv+is)® | -b<s <b}. (3.11)
Furthermore, we define the Fermi parabola
L, =TI/ ={z=(/r+is)’ | s € R}. (3.12)

Let V : Hy — H be the multiplication operator (V)(x) := V(z)p(x), ¢ € Hy. For simplicity, we
assume V to be bounded, V' € L*°(R). Then, the perturbed operator

HV,L 2d0m(HV7L) — Hr, HV,L =Hp+V, (313)

15



3. Schrédinger operators

is self-adjoint and dom(Hy, ) = dom(Hp,). Its spectrum o(Hy, 1) consists of eigenvalues,

o(Hv,) ={pjr | j € N}, pjr < pjs1,0, pjr — 00 as j — 0o, (3.14)

counted with multiplicity, which can be at most two. This can be shown with the aid of Lemma [3.1
At times, the potential needs to fall off at infinity sufficiently fast which is expressed via

X"V e LYR), (X"V)(z) = 2"V (z), |V]1n = max X%V |1, n € No. (3.15)

The limiting absorption principle in Lemma |3.6| requires a slightly more regular behaviour expressed
with the aid of the Birman—Solomyak condition (see e.g. [41l pp. 38])

((LNR) = {V € L'(R) | [V]ig < o0}, Vv =D IVxplf, Li=1[j.j+1], ¢>0.  (3.16)
JEL

Note that compactly supported potentials satisfy the Birman-Solomyak condition, i.e. L{(R) C
¢9(L*(R)). Due to the complex integration contour in the integral representation (2.14) of the en-
ergy difference we need a weighted L'-norm (cf. [34] (3.25)])

L
Vi(s) = / [V (z)|esl*ldz, s € R. (3.17)
L
Note that Vy, is differentiable with respect to s.

3.1. Decomposition of the free resolvent

We apply the results of Section to the resolvents of Hy, and Hyp, see (3.2)) and (3.10). First of all,
we restrict Roo(z) to H which defines both operators on the same Hilbert space. To this end let x,
be the indicator function of A;. We define

Reo,1.(2) = xrRoo(2)x1, RS 1 (V) = XL R% (V)xL, (3.18)

which can be considered both an operator on L?(A;) and on L?(R). We use the same symbol for
these operators as the meaning should be clear from the context. Note that R r(z) and particularly
RZ, ;(v) are bounded operators while RZ (v) are not since v € 0(Hox), cf. Lemma

The operator R 1,(z) and the resolvent Ry (z) differ by a rank two operator as we show in Lemma
A crucial role is played by the matrix

U(z) = (iA —/zB) '(iA + VzB) (3.19)

with the matrices A and B describing the boundary conditions, see and . In the context
of quantum wires, this matrix U(z) is the scattering matrix if \/z is real, see [33, Thm. 2.1]. Since it
enters through the boundary conditions we name it boundary condition scattering matriz. It is studied
in more detail in Section [4l

Lemma 3.2. For z € C\ o(Hy) the resolvent Rr(z) of Hr can be decomposed into (cf. (3.6))
2
1 _
Rule) = Rovs(2) = Da(e): Dall) = g7 2e(a) 30 nEMad) D) (20

Note that D (Z) = (Dr(2))*. The coefficient matriz Gr(z) == (gjx(2))j k=12 and the scalar prefactor
are given through

Gr(z) = (V1 +U(2)0,) 7, di(z) = e*VZE, Im(Vz) > 0, (3.21)

with the Pauli matriz o.
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3. Schrédinger operators

Proof. Since Ro. 1,(2) satisfies the resolvent properties (2.24) (with H the maximal operator from (3.5))
we may use Proposition Computing I'y 261 2(z) yields the matrix representations

Tily, = eVoEL 4+ e Volo, Tyly. = —ivz(eV?E1 — e Vole,)
and thus
(AT} — BDo)ly, = A1 + e Voho,) 4 ivZB(eV1 — e Vohoy)
— ¢VEL(A 1 iy/ZB) + e V(A — iv/ZB)o,.
Using the formula for the Green function in we obtain

i iz = 1 iz _ .
P Bo (6], = —5 V(e (9.0, [PaR s ()6l = —56™7H,(0). 5= 12
Recall, E(2);r = (g;(2),er(2)). Then, taking ¢ = &1 2(2) yields
(A 1.
T - Z\/ELE T — _ Z\ELE )
1Roo 1(2)Iv. Nk (2), PaRoo,n(2)ln. = —5e (2)

Finally, the equation (2.26) for Dy (z) becomes
1. ; 4 , .
—ielﬂL(LfA — B)E(2) = (e V(A + iy/zB) + e VFE(A — in/zB) o, ) Dy (2) E(2).
z
Computing the scalar products (g;(2),ex(2)), 4,k = 1,2, we obtain
1 1
E(z) = 2L1 + —=sin(2Ly/2)0, = 2L(1 + — sin(w)o,), w = 2L/2.
vz w
Obviously, E(z) is not invertible if
0 = det(L + — sin(w)oy) = 1 — - sin®(w)
=de - sin(w)oz) = — sin”(w).
Since the right-hand side is an entire holomorphic function of w there are at most countably many
solutions without any point of accumulation (for more details see [I1]). Except for those points we may
solve for Dp(z)
Dr(z) = ———
L(z) = NG
_ _Q\Z/EeziﬁL(ezi\/ZL]l + U(z)am)_l
which yields (3:20) and (3.21]). The matrix G (z) exists for all z € C \ o(H), see Lemma [4.3]
Finally, since Rr(Z) = (Rr(2))* and Reo,.(2) = (Roo,.(2))* we see that Dy (2) = (Dr(2))*. O

(iA—zB + e 2VZL (1A + \/zB)o,) " (iA — VzB)

3.2. Birman-Schwinger operators K, K., and K |,
We will need some analytic properties of the Birman—Schwinger operators
Ki(z) = |VIRL(2)V]V|J, (3.22)
Ku(2) = VIVIR<(VIVI], Koo£(2) = VIVIRxL()VIV]T, (3.23)
see ([2.3) and , , , as well as their boundary values (cf. )
K31 (v) = VIVIRL L()VIVIT, KXW) = VIVIRL()VIV]T (3.24)
We will use the simple facts
|eii\/5u| — T Im(V2)u 519 |ei\/5u _ eiﬁu‘ < Ju||vz — V) /1 e TultIm(v/z)+(1—t) Im(vw)) dt, u € R.
’ (3.25)
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3. Schrédinger operators

Lemma 3.3. Let V € LY(R) and z € C\ {0}. Then the following hold true
z) (see (3.23)) are in Ba(H) with

1. The Birman-Schwinger operators Ko 1,(2) and K,
V1

Koo, (2)l2 < [[Koo(2)ll2 < 2|f|

(3.26)

In particular, \/|V|Roo,1(2) € B2(H).
If, in addition, X"V € L*(R) forn = 1,2 (cf. (3.15)), then for w # 0

[ Koo,.(2) = Keo,n(w)[l2 < [[V][1,27—= ( 3w |) IVz = Vwl|, Tm(v/2) - Im(yv/w) > 0. (3.27)

Then the operator Koo 1,(2) : Hoo — Heo satisfies

3. Let xt =1-—xr.
1 1 1

[Koo,L(2) = Koo(2)l2 < ﬁHVllf Ixz V- (3.28)

(3-3)-

Proof. We prove the estimates, essentially, by bounding the respective kernel functions, cf
Throughout the proof let Im(y/z) > 0 and Im(y/w) > 0. The other case can be treated in like manner

1. The bound (3.26)) follows from

1 1
Roo(z;2,y e 2mVAle=yl < _— 3.29
This also implies that \/|V|Re,2(2) = /|VIXL R (2)x1 € B2(H), cf. (3.18).
2. We use (3.25)) with u —|x—y\20
11 , 1.1
R 22,9y — R w; T, Y < z\/Eu_ z\/>u _|_ qu
[ Ros ( ) = Roo( )| 2|f|| | 517z f\rll |
1 1 .2
Vz - =) < == VE - 2.
VE = Vil(u-+ =) € 5o VE Vil £ o)

= m

The term with u? leads to

//|x—y| IV (z)||V (y \dydx—2// 22|V (@)||V (y)| dy dz — 2 [/ 2|V (z )|dxr.

Dropping the rightmost term yields
11
1K oo,p(2) = Koo, (w)]l3 < 3Tl ||f—f| 21XV, ||V||1+‘ |

Finally, we simplify the constant via (3.15) and obtain (3.27)).

V1]

3. Furthermore, we have from (3.29)
|Roo,L(2; 2, y) = Roo (232, 9)| < [(X2.(%) = 1) Roo (212, y)X2(y)] + [Roo (232, y) (XL (y) — 1)
1
< 2 [Ixz(@) =1+ [xcly) — 1]
O]

since 0 < xr < 1. That implies (3.28]).

In order to make the Fredholm determinants such as in (2.14]) well-defined we establish the relevant
trace class properties of the Birman—Schwinger operators starting with the finite volume operator.
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3. Schrédinger operators

Lemma 3.4. Let V € L*(R). Then, \/|V|RL(2) € B2(Hy) and Ki(2) € Bi(Hy) for all z ¢ o(Hp).
The map z — K(z) is holomorphzc with respect to B1(Hr) on C\ o(Hg).

Proof. The spectral representation of the resolvent yields

VIVIRL(2)VIV] =

V]

VIV (3.30)

From (3.9) we infer that
< oo for z ¢ o(Hp). (3.31)

> =

The eigenvectors ¢; 1, have the general form

7,L|

o(x) = C1e?VA% 4 Chem VA
with appropriate constants C; 2. For A > 0 the normalization implies

sin(2Lv/)) - 20V\
VA VA
For 2L+/X > 1 this yields an upper bound for |C}|? 4 |CZ| and thereby
2

AL
S f 2L/ \; 1.
2L jL or G,L >

By (3.9) there are only finitely many A; ;, with 2L,/A; 1 < 1 whence ||¢; 1|lcc < C, j € N, with some

constant 0 < C' < oo, which may depend on L, however. Using V € L'(R) we conclude

sup IV IV]ejLl < oo. (3.32)
J

With the aid of ( - ) and ( we deduce from ) that +/|V|RL(2)/|V] is compact since it is

the operator norm limit of ﬁnlte rank operators. Let ; 2 0 be its singular values. The singular value
decomposition gives

L
_ 1
1= [ le@P do =2L(Cif* + |CaP) + 2Re(C1 o) (1Caf* + [Caf?).
—L

L (@)* < 2(C1f* +1Cof?) <

o0

<Y =Y (£, VIVIRL(2)VV]g;) Z Zﬁ,m%muw%m
Jj=1 j=1

=1

with orthonormal systems {f;} and {g;}. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Bessel’s inequality

z—l)\,ﬂl{inj’ Vi)l F[Xnn |V<PkL,gy)|}
= =1 j=1

V]

N

which shows the trace class property. For the holomorphy note that
> 1
VIVIRGVIVT == ey VIV T )V VI
j=1 s

is trace class by the same arguments. Then, standard analysis yields the statement. That /|V|Rr(z)
is a Hilbert—Schmidt operator can be shown in like manner. O
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3. Schrédinger operators

The infinite volume Birman—Schwinger operators are treated in two steps (cf. [16]).

Lemma 3.5. Let V € LY(R) and Im(y/2) # 0. Then, Ko (z) and K 1(2) are trace class and

1

Proof. The first inequality in (3.33)) follows via Holder’s inequality (2.2). In order to prove the second
we factor the resolvent into

V1 (3.33)

Roo(2) = (V21 —iV) M (Vz1 +4V) !
and start with the first factor, which has the integral kernel
(\/;]]- - Zv)il(xvy) = _efi\/ga:ei\/;y@(y - CU), Im(\/g) > 0.

We compute the Hilbert—Schmidt norm

IVIVI(VZL - iv)~Y|2 = /R /R V(@)= 20(y — ) dy du

_ / V() [e2Im(vDa /OO 2D gy
R x
1
2Tmn(/2)
The second factor can be treated likewise. For Im(y/z) < 0 we obtain the same result since Ko (Z) =
JK oo 1(2)*J and Koo (2) = JKoo(2)*J.

Thus, Ko (2) = /|V|Reo(2)/|V]J is the product of two Hilbert—Schmidt operators and thereby
trace class. 0

VI

We prove a trace class limiting absorption principle which, in particular, extends Lemma to
Im(y/z) = 0. Our proof combines the use of indicator functions as in [41, Prop. 5.6] with a local
resolvent formula from [I6]. Thereby, the Birman—Schwinger operators can, essentially, be written as
an infinite sum of rank one operators whose trace norm can be computed explicitly

1(g, )1l =M llgls fr9 € H (3.34)

For an alternative approach based upon Mourre-type estimates see [43, Thm. 6.1].

Lemma 3.6. Let V € LY(R) satisfy V € £2(L*(R)) and X2V € £2(L*(R)), see (3.16). Let z,w €
C\{0} with Im(y/z)-Im(v/w) > 0. Then, Koo ,(2) — Keo,r.(w) € B1(H) and Koo (2) — Koo (w) € B1(H).
Moreover,

[Koo,£(2) = Koo, ()1 < [[Koo(2) = Koo (w1

< M Rl IV 4 VL + VI + VR,

(3.35)

In particular, the limits

. i . .
Im(\l/lgr)n_&o Keor(2) = K, (V) and Im(\lg)n_>i0 Koo(2) = KE(v), 2= (Vv +is)?,

exist in trace class.

Proof. Throughout the proof we assume Im(y/z) > 0 and Im(y/w) > 0. The case Im(y/z) < 0 and
Im(y/w) < 0 follows from the relation Koo 1(Z2) = JKoo £(2)*J and Koo (2) = JKoo(2)*J.
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3. Schrédinger operators

The first inequality in (3.35) follows via Holder’s inequality (2.2). In order to prove the second we
write the difference as an infinite sum of trace class operators. To this end, put I; == [j,j + 1], j € Z,
and write

Koo(2) = Koo (w) = Y x1,(Koo(2) = Koo (w))x1,.
J,kEZ

We distinguish two cases, namely j # k and j = k.
(a) Let j # k. We start with the case j < k. Let € I; and y € I. Hence z < y and the Green
function (3.3 factorizes which allows us to write it as the sum of four rank one operators

1

- %[ﬁ + ﬁ] [f (2w i — @)g(z, wiy — cie) + 9=, wicin — @) f (2. w3y — i)

dity/z Jw

The kernel functions are

[z ik — 2)M(z5y — cji) + h(w; cji — )h(w;y — cji)].

fz,wyu) = etVEu ei‘/a“, g(z,w;u) = etVEu 4 ei‘/au, h(z;u) = etVEL,
The auxiliary quantity is to be chosen such that
¢k =0, for j+1 <0<k and j+1 < ¢ <k otherwise.

We conclude that xr, (Koo (2) — Koo(w))x1, is of finite rank and, thereby, trace class. We estimate its
trace norm via (3.34)). To this end, we use (3.25)) and obtain

1
2

j+1 k+1
I, VIVIF o)l Ixa v IVIg (e w)ll < 218z = Vol | / V(@)l(ejn — 2)? da /k Vldy]”,

j+1 k41 i
o, VIVIg(e 0l - I VIV o)l < 24z = Vel [ [ V(@) da / VWl — ) dy] "

We get rid of c;;, by bounding the products of the integrals by

41 k+1
a; ;:/ |V (z)|dz, B ::/k y?[V(y)| dy
J

which yields the estimates
j+1 k+1
[ W@l [Vl e ds < 0,8+ B
J

J+1 k+1
/ IV (@)(cji — 2)° da / V)| dy < Bjon + ;s
J

Here we used

(y — cjr)? < y? (x —cj)? < 2® +¢? for 0 < j+ 1<k,
(y—cn)’ =y (x —cjp)® = 2® for j+1 <0<k,
(y—cjp)? <y +2° (x —cji)? < 2? for j+1<k<0.

Since the estimates are symmetric in j and k we obtain the same result for j > k. Obviously, the norms
involving h are bounded by «;. Therefore,

1 1 1 1 11 1 11
> Ity (oo (2) = Koo (@), 1 < 2|ﬁ—ﬁ|\ﬁ+ﬁ\#zk<ajﬁk+ﬁjak>z +2’ﬁ_\/@‘§k% o

ik
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3. Schrédinger operators

(b) Let j = k. We use a local resolvent formula which slightly generalizes the one found in [I6)
(7.1),(7.2)]. For an arbitrary interval I := [a,b], a < b, and its indicator function x; we have

X1 (Roo(2) — Roo(w))x1 = (w — 2)x1 Roo(2)x1 Roo (w)x1 + 1(\} })m L (220) + By (2, w))xr.

(3.36)
Recall that w, z # 0, Im(y/z) > 0, Im(y/w) > 0. The rank one operator E.(z,w) has the kernel

E.(z,w;z,y) = eVEle—clgivuly=cl . c R,

Note that (3.36)) becomes the usual resolvent formula in the limit a — —o0, b — oo. The product of
the resolvents can be estimated by Holder’s inequality (2.2) yielding the Hilbert—Schmidt norms

-

X1, VIVIRso (2)x1; |2 < 2|f| o, |Ixn Roo(w)V|VIxgll2 < 2I\FI
Using (3.34)

Ix; VIVIE; (2, w)VVIxg e < e llxz VIV

Ej(z,w)V/|Vixn)lh < aj.

For the kernel estimates we used (3.25]). Thus,

1 111 1
¢t (Koo (2) = Koo (@), I < o = 2l 5—mmray + 5| = = —=|a
Avzval ™ " alE T Vel

(¢) We combine the results of (a) and (b).
1 1 1 11
1o () = Koola) s < 51% = Vi 22 *T‘Z 08+ B0t + 5| 5= - ﬁ\j;aj of

+[le - w4 52 - ) 2%

1 1 1 11 1 1
<gVi vl g+ Gl 3 et + el + 5 3 )

J

-l

< Wz = Vil =+ —=| VI VI + 1IVI + | 2= - | VR,
See for the definition of [-]. O
The next lemma concerns the Fumi term.
Lemma 3.7. Let V € LY(R) satisfy V € £2(L*(R)) and X2V € (2 (L*(R)), see ([3.16). Then, for all

e
z € C\ {0} the operators Ko 1,(z) and K (%) are trace class. Moreover KOO L(z ) — Koo( ) in By (H)
uniformly on compact sets D C C\ {0} as L — oo.

Proof. The trace class property is a simple consequence of Lemmas and To prove convergence
we start with

[ Koo,(2) = Koo (2)[l1 < [IX£ Koo (2)XL = XL Koo (2) Il + X2 Ko (2) — Koo (2) (11
< Koo (XTIt + Xz Koo (2) 11

Obviously, all operators involved are indeed trace class. We bound the trace norm

Koo (XTI < (Koo (2) = Koo (w))XE I + [ oo (w)x7 |11
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3. Schrédinger operators

Take v/w = =i for Im(y/z) 2 0. Using the same factorization of the resolvent and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality for the trace norm as in the proof of Lemma we infer that

1 L 1
1Ko (w)xzln < SIIVIFIVXEI-
The proof of Lemma [3.6] can be modified to give the bound

(Koo (2) = Koo(w))xz 1

1 1 1 1 171 1 11
§§|\/E_\/w|‘$+7fl—u EJ_ (aj6k+6jak>2+§‘7_7a’ E 0(;0413
X1, XL 70 X1, XL 70
J#k J#k

+ [l - vl

Mwaw J¢* ¢4} “

Jx1; XE #0

< Wz = Vil 2z + = | [5VI 4 XVl g + 51V Vit + 1Vt ]

+ 2 - =Ly

The norm ||x7 Ko (2)|1 has the same bound. This and the assumptions on V yield the claimed con-
vergence. O
3.3. Wave operators

We define the wave operators (cf. (2.8)) corresponding to (3.23)

Qoor(2) = (1 = Koo £(2)) ™t Hr = Hi, Qoo(2) = (1 — Koo(2)) ™' Hoo — Hoo (3.37)
and their boundary values (see (3.24]))
QF (1) = (1 - K, ()7, QE0) = (1 - KEW) ™ (3.39)
First of all, we have to ensure that the wave operators exist.

Lemma 3.8. Let V € L'(R). Then the following hold true.

1. The wave operator Qoo (z) exists for all z € C\ [—1||V]|2, o0[.

2. If, in addition, V € (2(LY(R)) and X2V € (2(L*(R)) then Quo(2) exists for all z € © \
[—2[|V]12,0] and is bounded. Equivalently, det(1 — Koo(2)) # 0. Moreover, for every compact
Dc C\[-;IVIi,0]

inlg |det(1 — Koo (2))| > 0. (3.39)
ze

Proof. 1. First note that the Birman—Schwinger operator K, (z) is bounded for z # 0, Lemma We
distinguish two cases.

(i) Let Im(2) # 0. Then z ¢ o(H)Uo(Hy). By Lemma [2.1] the inverse Q (z) exists and is bounded.
(i) Let Im(z) = 0 and Re(z) < —1||V||3. From Jensen’s inequality (2.1)) and (3.26)

[ Koo (2) ]| < [[Koo(2)] Vi <1

e

A Neumann series argument then shows that Q. (z) exists and is bounded.
Both in case (i) and (ii) we have Im(y/z) # 0 whence K. (z) € B1(H) by Lemma Therefore, the
perturbation determinant is well-defined and non-zero (cf. [39, Thm. XIII.105]).
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3. Schrédinger operators

2. Assume the Birman-Solomyak condition on V' whereby K (z) € Bi(H) for z € ]0, o0, Lemma
and the perturbation determinant is well-defined. We infer from the Jost-Pais formula (see (A.20)
and (A:21)) that |det(1 — Kuo(2))| > 1. Thus, the determinant cannot vanish and the inverse Q(z)
exists and is bounded (cf. [39, Thm. XIII.105, Thm. XII1.107]). By Lemma the map K(2)
depends continuously on z with respect to Bl(’H) and so does the determinant det(]l — Ko(2)). This
implies (3.39)) O

The wave operator Qs 1(2) requires weaker conditions.
Lemma 3.9. Let V € L'(R). Then Qo 1(2) ezists for all z € C \ [-1[|V3,0] and is bounded.

Proof. K, 1(#) is the Birman-Schwinger operator for the potential Vxr, which has compact support
and, thus, satisfies the Birman—Solomyak conditions in Lemma O

In studying the energy difference with the aid of Lemma [3.12] we need the wave operators restricted,
essentially, to the deficiency subspace (see (3.6)). By this leads to the T-matrix

2iv2T1(2) = (V|V]g(2), I, 1. (2)V|Vek(2))) jk=1,2, Im(y/z) > 0. (3.40)
For the infinite volume operators this is, in general, true only for z € R,
2ivvT(v) = ((V|V]egj(v), JQL W)V |V Iek(v))) j k=1.2-

For the T-matrices and S-matrices see (A.18) and (A.17). Note that z = k? and S(z) = S(k), this
convention being used for all scattering data.

Lemma 3.10. Let V € LY(R). Then, the following hold true.
1. Define V_ as V_(x) :== min{V (x),0}. Let z = (\/v +is)? with v > 0 and s > 0. Then,

1522 e < V{14 5 =Vi@s) exp [ lIVIN] Fexp [0V I+ VoIV-I)]. (34D

Let z = (t +1b)? with b > ||V_||1. Then,

Y

2 2 )
I < 5 VI exp SVl + IV ). (3.42)

I72(2) (VI + V@) exp [ =

[Vz]
2. The map T} > z — SL(2) is continuous at the Fermi energy
152(2) = Se(w)ll2 = [T (2) = Te(v)[l2 < Cs (3.43)

3. The scattering matriz Sp,(v) converges to S(v) as L — oo. More precisely,

1SL(v) = SW)ll2 = T2 (v) = TW)]e < (g)fﬁ |V ()| dz exp %and. (3.44)

|| =L

Proof. 1t is convenient to introduce

s0,.(2) = (e1(2), x£J f1(2)), s1,0(2) = (e1(2), xrJ f2(2)), s2,0(2) = (e2(2), xrJ f1(2))

and the matrix

o (s0n(2) s12(2)
80(2) = <S;§ o) o (Z)) .
The relations .
B2 = s ae), G =12 Tae) = 2502 (3.45)
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3. Schrédinger operators

follow easily from (A.15)).
1. From the Faddeev—Deift—-Trubowitz formula (A.19) we infer that

. lu+i(v+ 5;)]
t | < > 0. 3.46
u@l < ] s =g 72 (346)

We find uniform bounds. Firstly, we maximize with respect to v thereby obtaining

. 2
w< (52+5J‘/u2+ﬁ2)<1+ (262+6])

luti(v—B;)> ~
Secondly, the maximizing with respect to w yields for v > 28;, j =1,...,n,
utilo+B)IF w8 4 4B 85 1657
lu+i(v — ;) wH =57 v=8  (v—p)* " v v

Therefore,

t2(2) |<exp[i2i2/32+/3g )], i)l < exp [ Zﬁg Nl
j=1

The sums of the 5, can be estimated with the aid of a LlebfThurrmg inequality (see [45], [28])

<Y 8 < 5 [ w@V-@lde < 51V

The first sum could also be treated directly via an appropriate Lieb—Thirring inequality. However, that
would require an additional condition on V. Now,

tL(2)] <exp[ s IVEIR +ullVollD)], [tz (2)] < exp [*IIV h+ 5 HV HE
Using (A.9) we obtain

[s0,L(2)] < /R\V(I)\XL(I) dzexp [—=| V1] < [VI1exp [

m Neld!

[s5,(2)] < /Re’Q“m(ﬁ)\V(x)IXL(x) dzexp [—=[VI1] < V@2Im(Vz))exp [—=IVIL], j = 1,2,

\f | If |

cf. (3.17). Finally, put uw = /v in the first estimate of ¢7,(z). Then, the first relation in (3.45) yields

(3.41). For (3.42) put v = b in the second estimate of ¢1,(2) and use the second relation in (3.45). Note

that 3; < 1||[V_||; which is a trivial consequence of the Lieb-Thirring inequality.
2. Using (|A.12)) we obtain via the mean value theorem

[Zy—2)V(y)ldy forj=1,

1S; ) — mi (U, x S— 2 ex 2
T p[ﬁ”v”l]x{fio(zy>|v<y>|dy for j = 2

and thus

2 2
[s0,(2) = s0.(V)| < SllXVlllllleﬁ exp [ﬁllVlll],

302 = 5,00 < s{VLEIV I + Ve @)XV} esp [VI). 5 = 1.2

One can check straightforwardly that

S1(2) = Su(v) = gjf}{é (2) = Su(v) + [s0.0(2) — 50,0 () = 20(v/z = VD) T1.(v) }
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3. Schrédinger operators

which implies (3.43). B
3. For S(v) define S(v) analogously to Sr(v). Using (A.9)) we obtain easily

[50(v) — 50.1.(v ‘mf /|m>L 2)e~ VP fy(vi)da < Q\F L V@ldren [\%Hvul]

and likewise for j = 1,2

5i0) = s < g [ Vel e [ VIR

The simple relation

then yields (3.44). O

For a finite rank operator D the Fredholm determinant of 1 — D reduces to a usual determinant.

Lemma 3.11. Let D : H — H be an operator of finite rank n € N and let D be the corresponding

n X n Gram matriz, i.e.
n

D= (9;:)f;» D= (9 fi))jk=1,...m (3.47)

=1

where f;,gx € H. Then o(D)\ {0} = o(D) \ {0}. In particular,
det(1 — D) = det(1 — D). (3.48)

Proof. Let A # 0 be an eigenvalue of D, i.e. Dy = Ay for some ¢ # 0. Explicitly,

n

A = gk 0) fi-

k=1

We conclude ¢ = ((g1,%), -, (gn, )T # 0 since otherwise we had A = 0. Now, one easily checks
Dc = Ac. Conversely, writing out the eigenvalue equation Ac = Dc,

n n n

Aej =Y (g5 fu)ew = (95, > cxfi) = (9,9), ©:=D_ crfr,

k=1 k=1 k=1

shows that ¢ # 0. Now, by simple algebra Dy = Ap. .
In the determinants det(1 — D) and det(1 — D) a possible eigenvalue 0 of D or D does not matter
which proves (|3.48|). O

By now we have introduced all objects so that we can finally present the factorization of the pertur-
bation determinant (cf. (2.10)).

Lemma 3.12. The following hold true.

1. We have the factorization
ﬂ—KL(Z) :(H_KOO,L(Z» ]l+QooL \/lV DL \/‘VJ (349)
For Im(z) # 0, the operator Qo ,(2)\/|V|Dr(2)\/|V|J has no spectral values in ]—oo, —1].
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3. Schrédinger operators

2. Let Tr(z) be the T-matriz for the potential Vxp,. Then,
det(1 — K1(2)) = det(1 — Koo r.(2)) det(1 4+ dr(2)TL(2)GL(%)). (3.50)

Note that det(1 — K1, (2)) = (det(1 — K1(2)))*, and similarly for the two other determinants on
the right-hand side.

For Tm(z) # 0 the 2 X 2-matriz dr,(2)T(2)GL(z) does not have eigenvalues in |—oo, —1].
3. With the S-matriz, S;,(z) = 1+ Tr(2), we have

1+dp(2)TL(2)Gr(2) = (e21VZSL(2) + U(2)0.) (2 V?1 + U(2)0,) . (3.51)
Proof. 1. The decomposition (3.20) in Lemmaimplies

1-Kp(2) =1-Keor(2) + VIVIDL)VIVII = (1 = Koo 1.(2))(1 + Qoo..(2) V|V DL(2)V/]V]]).

Since Qoo.1(2)\/|VIDL(2)y/|V|J is a rank two operator it has only eigenvalues. One eigenvalue may
be s =0 ¢ |—o0,—1]. If Im(z) # 0 and Im(s) # 0 the statement is true as well. Hence, the critical
case is Im(z) # 0 and Im(s) = 0. Let ¢ # 0 such that

2)VIVIDL(2)VIV[Jp = sp.

Via the decomposition (3.20) this implies

(1 +/|VIRL(2)V V)T = DVI|V|Reo,r.(2) V|V ]Jp.

We multiply by J, take scalar products

(o, Jo) + (@, IVIVIRL(2)VIVIJp) = (32 4+ 1) (@, IV |V Roo,L(2)V V]I 0),

and look at the imaginary part

Im(3¢) (g, J) — Im(2)|| R (2)V/ |V [T
= Im(3c) Re((p, TV |V|Roo,(2)V |V]Jp)) (5) + 1) Im(2) || Roo,r(# V|V Te|*

By the assumption on z and s this implies

|RL(z)V|VI[Jell> = (Re(50) + 1) || Roo,.(z)V/ |V [T 0|

The norms do not vanish since that would imply \/m Jy = 0 and furthermore s = 0 by the eigenvalue
equation which contradicts s # 0 and ¢ # 0. We conclude that Re(s) + 1 > 0 which proves the
statement on the spectral values.

2. We take determinants and apply Lemma to the finite rank operator Qo 1.(2)\/|[V[Dr(2)V/|V]J
thereby obtaining

det(1 — K1(2)) = det(l — Koo, .(2)) det(1 + Qoo .(2) V|V |DL(2)V/|V]T)
= det(1 — Koo 1.(2)) det(1 + Qr(2)).
The matrix €, (z) has the entries, 7,k = 1,2,

T\/gdL(Z); (VIV|Je;(2) )V IV]e(2)gik(2) = % \f

1
This proves (3.50). Apart from 0 the matrix Q 1(z) has the same eigenvalues as the rank two operator
in part one, s

ce [3.11}
3. Finally, (3.51) is straightforward to prove. O

(QL(Z))jk = dr(z )(Qoo,L(Z)GL(Z))jk
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4. Boundary condition scattering matrix U(z)

4. Boundary condition scattering matrix U(z)

We study in more detail the properties of the boundary condition scattering matrix U(z), see (3.19)). At
first, we derive some general properties, which might be interesting in its own right. Then we investigate
the behaviour on the Fermi parabola.

4.1. General properties of U(z)

We consider a somewhat more general situation by allowing for n x n-matrices instead of the 2 x 2-matrix
in (3.19). Also, v/z may be replaced by w € €. We start with showing that the inverse in (3.19) exists.

Lemma 4.1. The matriz iA + wB is invertible for all w € C with Re(w) # 0 and for all w € C,
Re(w) =0, except a finite number of points wy, ..., Wy, m < n.

Proof. The matrix ¢A + wB is invertible if and only if its adjoint is invertible. Let (¢4 + wB)*p = 0.
We compute

(iA+wB)(iA +wB)* = AA* 4 |w|?BB* + iRe(w)(AB* — BA*) + Im(w)(AB* + BA*)
= (A + Im(w)B)(A* + Im(w)B*) + Re(w)* BB*.
Since Re(w) # 0 we conclude
(A" +Im(w)B*)p =0, B*p =0.

Lemma implies that ¢ = 0. In particular, det(iA + wB) # 0 for Re(w) # 0. Obviously, the
determinant is a polynomial in w of degree at most n. Since it does not vanish identically there can be
at most n zeros. O

The conditions on A and B imply some nice properties of U.

Lemma 4.2. The matriz U(w) = (iA—wB) '(iA+wB) has an eigenvalue —1 if A has an eigenvalue
0. Likewise, U(w) has an eigenvalue 1 if B has an eigenvalue 0. The respective eigenvectors can be
chosen independently of w. Furthermore, U(wy)U(we)* = U(w2)*U(wy) for all wi,wy € C\ {0} and
wy + We # 0. In particular, U(w) is normal for Re(w) # 0. If, in addition, Im(w) = 0 then U(w) is
unitary.

Proof. By Lemma [4.1] the matrix A — wB is invertible. We may therefore write
U(w) = —1 + 2i(iA —wB) A =1+ 2w(iA —wB) 'B.

This shows the statement on the eigenvalues +1. The eigenvectors of A and B can, obviously, be chosen
independently of w. Using (2.20)) we compute

wl(U(wl) + ]1)(U(w2) — ]1)* = 4iw1w2(iA —wn B 1AB*(—iA* — wgB*)_l
= 4Z’lU1’lZ)2(ZA — wlB 1BA*(—ZA* — 'lDQB*)_l
= 7’11_)2(U(’u}1) — ]].)(U(UJQ) + ]]-)*

-
-

which yields ~
U(w)U(wg)* —cU(wr) + cU(we)* =1, ¢ = ———=

and furthermore
(U(wy) 4 c1)(U(wz)* —cl) = (1 — 1.

For ¢ # 1 we infer that U(w;) + cl is a left-inverse and therefore a right-inverse as well since we are
working with matrices. Thus

(U(wz)* — cl)(U(wy) +cl) = (1 — 1.

This implies that U(wq) and U(wsz)* commute if ¢ # £1 or, equivalently, wy 2 # 0. U(w) is unitary if
¢ = 0 which is equivalent to Im(w) = 0. O
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4. Boundary condition scattering matrix U(z)

The matrix U(z) is closely related to the spectrum of Hp,, cf. Lemma

Lemma 4.3. Let A € C\ {0} such that the matriz (A — VAB is invertible, which is in particular true
for Re(v/\) # 0, see Lemma 4.1, Then X is an eigenvalue of Hy, cf. (B.7), if and only if the matriz
e2LVYAL 4 U(N)o, is singular .

Proof. We solve the eigenvalue equation

o _ QD(L) _ _(pI<L) _
Since A # 0 the general solution is, cf. (3.6),

p(r) = aleiﬁ"” + age_iﬁ“”.

The boundary conditions are satisfied if and only if there is a solution a := (a1, as)” # 0 of the equation
Ma =0, M = A[eiﬁLl + e‘iﬁLax] —iVAB [ — VALY + e‘iﬁLoz},
which is to say that the matrix M is singular. Thanks to our assumption on iA — v/ AB we may write
M = eV (A +iVAB) + eV (A — iVAB)o,

— e VLA +iVAB) [2VM 1 4 (A +iVAB) Y (A — iVAB)o,]
= —iem V(i A = VAB) [V + U (Mo, ]

and conclude that the rightmost matrix must be singular. O

4.2. Behaviour of U(z) on the Fermi parabola
We study how G (z), see (3.21)), behaves on the Fermi parabola starting with z off the spectrum.

Lemma 4.4. There are constants by > 0, Lo > 0, and C(bg, Lo) > 0 such that
|GL(2)|| < C(by, Lo) for all L > Ly and z = (t +ib)* € I, with b > bo. (4.1)
Proof. We use a Neumann series argument. To this end, we write
P VAL 4 U(2)o, = (2 1V20,U(2) ™1 + 1)U (2) 0.
Recalling the definition of U(z) in one can easily see that (cf. Lemma [4.1))
w= sup ||U(z)7} < o0

b>bo

z€ly,
for an appropriate by > 0. We note that o, is unitary and choose Lg such that

12 VE0, U (2) Y| = e 2P| U (2)~1|| < e~ 2P0y < e~2Loboy, < 1

for L > Lg, b > by thereby obtaining

1 < u
= 1 — e—2Loboy,

This is (4.1)). O

The behaviour near the spectrum requires a bit more effort.

IGL() = ol () (70, U(2) 7! + 1) =: C(bo, Lo).
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4. Boundary condition scattering matrix U(z)

Lemma 4.5. There are constants Ly > 0, a > 0, and C' > 0 such that

G2 (2)] < O[ 105 —5) +O(s — 4]

e

for all z = (/v +is)? €T, and L > Ly.

Proof. We distinguish between small and large s. We start with the easier case whose proof parallels
that of Lemma 4]
(i) Let #+ < s with a > 0 to be chosen soon. We write

AVEL 4 U(2)0, = (2V20,U(2) " + 1)U (2) 0.
Recalling the definition of U(z) in (3.19) one can easily see that (cf. Lemma

u = sup ||U(2)7| < oo.
zel'y,

We note that o, is unitary and obtain for all z € T',,
520, U (2) M| = e 2| U(2) | < e "u < 1
if @ > 0 is sufficiently large. Hence, a Neumann series argument shows that

- iL~\/z - - U
IGL() = lo=U(2) " (e V20U (2) 7 + D) 7H| < 3= < o0,

—e %

(ii) Let 0 < s < ¢ with @ as in part (i). After some simple calculations we obtain

e2ilVE] 4 Uz)op = (1+ ;)%U(z)az [UzU(z)*I(Z) + ]1]
with the matrices
~ 1 is 1

U(z) = W(U(Z) + ﬁll), I(z) =

Note that U(z) is unitary and I(z) is normal. Thus,
lowU(2)* 1(2)]| = [1(2)]| = max{|se1], [se2|} =: 5

where the eigenvalues s o of I(2) are

1 2Lz is
mao=——>-(e —0—), 0 ==L
=y v
v
Straightforward calculations show that
e~ 2Ls os —2Ls sin(2L+/v)

1 — |59 = 2—— (sinh(2Ls) +
|21 2] 1+£( (2Ls) )

v

e
in(2L > 4L 1
ﬁsm( V) > 51+%( +o

where we used the estimate sinh(x) > x. Moreover, using sin(x) < x we obtain

sin(2Ly/7)

YN

= inf (1 _—
= lof U+o—=rm—)>0
and thereby the lower bound
—2Ls
1—|%12|2>4LS 82%0>0
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

A Neumann series argument shows that G (z) exists with

IGL(2)] < (1+ 82) 5 !
: v 1— x|
Using the simple estimate

I%ISe*2L5+%§1+—

SE

we obtain further

82 1 I%‘ 2 1 S 1 1
<(1+=>)"2 1 12+ =)t —.
IGx < 1+ D) 45 <+ Db Sy e
Now use 0 < s < a/Lg in all factors except 1/(Ls) to conclude the proof. O

5. Asymptotics of the energy difference &, (v)

We express the energy difference with the aid of Proposition The results of Sections [3.2] and
ensure that the necessary conditions are satisfied. Now, we plug the factorization (3.50) of the
perturbation determinant into the general formula (2.14) and obtain the decomposition of the energy
difference

EL(v) = —fW)EL(v) + ELM(v) + ELF (v) for all b > 0. (5.1)
Here &, is the spectral shift function for the finite volume system and (see (3.23)), (3.40)), and (3.21))
; 1
Lo () [ —— f'(z)In[det(1 — Koo 1.(2))] dz, (5.2)
’ 2w Jr, b
(W) = —5— [ f'()mldet(l +dp(2)Te(2)Gr(2))] d= (5.3)

The first term is named after Fumi [I8] (cf. [1]) and the correction is called finite size energy (FSE),
see [1]. Tt remains to show that the said terms converge and that the limits do not depend on b.

5.1. Spectral shift correction

Because our main focus is on the Fumi term and the finite size energy we will look only briefly at
the spectral shift function £7,(v) in . Since &1, (v) € Z for L < oo it cannot converge unless it is
constant. Nonetheless, it is known that at least for ccrtain boundary conditions &7, (v) stays bounded
as L — oo or that even £, (v) = 0 for potentials V' being small in an appropriate sense, see [34, Sec.
3.5]). Furthermore, it was shown in [I0] that &, (v) is Cesdro-convergent to £(v)

L
L—oo L Jg
Another way to look at it is via the micro-canonical energy difference. To this end, define
M = max{k | pux,L <v}, N =max{k| M <v} (5.4)
Then, cf. Lemma and ,
NL'*ZN!«L*Z)\ICL, (5.5)

with f(2) = 2 for simplicity. It is easily seen that £37, is related to £ (v) from (2.6) via

max{M,N}

ENG, = EL(v) + sign(N — M) > [k,
k=min{M ,N}+1
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

Note that starting with £9, one would use the unperturbed eigenvalue Ay, 1, to determine v and thereby
Er(v). That is why the sum is over the puy 1 and not the Ag . From Lifshitz’s formula (A.27)) we know
that {1, (v) = —(M — N). Thereby, the spectral shift correction can be compensated

max{M,N} max{M,N}
— v€(v) + sign(N — M) > pie.r, = sign(N — M) > (fir, — V). (5.6)
k=min{M,N}+1 k=min{M ,N}+1

It can be shown that puy, —v = O(1/L) as N — 0o, L — oo. This was first considered in [I7]. Since
M — N = O(1) the term in (5.6) is O(1/L) and does not contribute to the leading Fumi term but to the
finite size correction of the micro-canonical energy difference, £§, as N, L — oo and NV, /(2L) — p.

5.2. Fumi term

One would reasonably expect that in some sense the restricted Birman—Schwinger operators Ko r,(2)
in (5.2) converge, namely to K, (z), and that the determinants do so as well (cf. the Kac—Ahiezer
Theorem [311 [3]).

Lemma 5.1. Let V € LY(R) satisfy V € €2 (L*(R)) and X2V € (2 (L*(R)), see ([3.16). Then, for all
2b > [Vl

lim EF4mi(s) = EFmi) =~ [ (o) In [det(1 — Kao(2))] d. (5.7)

L—oo 211 Tup

Proof. Because of b > ||V'||1/2 the compact set T, , satisfies
1
Loy € C\[-5IVIE, 0]
Let z € I'y . We look at the difference

In [det(1 — Koo,(2))] — In [det(1 — Koo (2))]
det(1 — KooyL(Z))} I {1  det(l — Ko(2)) — det(1 — KOOL(Z))]
det(1 — Ko (2)) det(1 — Ko (2))

:ln[

and use the inequality, see e.g. [41l Thm. 3.4],
|det(1 — Koo(2)) — det(L — Koo,1.(2))] < [[ Koo (2) = Koo,z.(2)[l1 exp [[[ Koo,r.(2) [l + [ Koo (2) [l + 1].
From Lemma 3.8 we infer that

inf |det(1 — Ko (2))| > 0.

z€lup
Along with Lemma [3.7] this shows that
In[det(1 — Keo,.(2))] = In[det(1 — Koo (2))] as L — o0
uniformly on I', ;. Hence, the integrals converge as well. O
We express the Fumi term from through the spectral shift function £ thereby showing that it

does not depend on b. This would also follow from the decomposition ([5.1) ghere the left-hand side
5.3).

does not depend on b) and from EFSE(v) — 0 as L — oo (proved in Section

Proposition 5.2. Let V € L*(R) satisfy V € £2(L*(R)) and X2V € (2(L'(R)), see (3.16). Then,
for all 2b > ||V |1 we have EF'™(v) = EFvmi(y) where

ermi) = [ e dn. (5.8)

Here, the integration is actually over a bounded interval.
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

Proof. The conditions on V' ensure that the limit in (A.26|) exists for all v > 0. That is the limiting
absorption principle in Lemma
In order to prove formula (5.8]) we recall from Lemma

Indet(1 — d)\ Im 0.
nder(1 - K (2) = [ 2L a0, () 2
Along with
1 f'(2) 4 f'(A) for X inside Ty,
- =
2mi Jp,, 2 —A 0 otherwise
we obtain

/F f(z)Indet(1 — Koo (2)) dz

Y TR JLOPPa— /
= e [ [ [ dean=am [ ey

Inserting this into (5.7)) proves (5.8). O

Formula is related to Krein’s trace formula for the function A — ©(v — A\)f(A). Note that
our proof uses Cauchy’s integral formula which needs a holomorphic f. A more general situation was
studied in [I5], see also [32] and [38].

We illustrate the result in Proposition The micro-canonical energy difference can be bounded
via the variational principle (see also [19] 20] for a direct proof)

N

N N
ZW’J L. VbjL) SZ (jL — A Z (5,2, VesL), (5.9)
j=1

Jj=1 Jj=1

Here, ;1 and ;1 are the eigenvectors to the eigenvalues \;; and p;; of the unperturbed and
perturbed Hamilton operator, respectively, cf. Lemma . If V has a definite sign then
provides either an effective upper or lower bound. Let, e.g., V > 0 then the rightmost inequality is
non-trivial. We write out the right-hand side

N L N
S Vins) = [ V@)Y o) da
j=1 -L j=1

and determine the thermodynamic limit of the spectral function in the special case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Then,

1 v 1 v 1
{Zcos ST +Zsm jmc} ;/0 cosz(xt)dt+;/0 sing(xt)dt:;ﬁ.

j<N
odd even

We conclude

11msupz pwin —AiL) < f/ (5.10)

NL—>ooj 1

which is in line with the result derived by Fumi [I8 Eq. 6] in dimension three using first order
perturbation theory, see also [I, Eq. 14] and [I4, Eq. 26]. Interestingly, one would obtain by
inserting the leading term in the high energy asymptotics of the spectral shift function (see e.g. [7]
Thm. 2]) into for the Fumi term.
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

5.3. Finite size energy

From a simple change of coordinates it can be seen that the finite size correction £E£5E(v) in (5.3) is of
the order 1/L. This will be made precise in Lemma To begin with, we determine how Vp,(s) in
(3.17) behaves asymptotically for large L. The condition V € L!(IR) makes V;, a tad smaller than the

exponential function.

Lemma 5.3. Let V € LY(R) satisfy X"V € L*(R) with n € No. Then, for s >0
0<e BV (s) < |IX"V . (5.11)

If X"tV € LY(R) with o > 0 then for s >0

lim [L%e MV ()] = 0, (5.12)
Moreover,
b
LILH;O [LD‘/O so‘efLSVgl)(s) ds] = 0. (5.13)

Proof. The bound (5.11]) follows immediately from definition (3.17)). Pick any 0 < 6 < 1. For s >0

1
|||V (z)|el** da 4 L / |||V (z)| —— e~ (E=12Ds gy

Lae—st(”)(S) — Lae—Ls/ ‘
L SL<|z|<L ||«

0< (2| <L

1

<L 0Ok [ (et da,
0% Jsr<|al

(5.14)

This implies (5.12)). Finally, we integrate (5.14))

b b b
n 1
La/ sae—sté )(s)dsg/ Lo‘so‘e_(l_‘s)LsdsHX"VHl+7/ sa/ |z|" TV (z)| dx ds
0 0 6> Jo SL< x|

< 1 /OO ap—(1-0)s g ”XnV” + 1 pt! / | |n+a‘v( )‘ d
- S e S E— X X X
- L 0 ! (5"‘0[—1— 1 SL< x|

and obtain (5.13)). O

In order to perform the limit in the FSE term we need the inequality for n x n-matrices
| det(My) — det(Ma)| < n|[ My — Mo|ls max{|| My |57, | Ma5 7}, (5.15)
which follows via multilinearity and Hadamard’s inequality.

Lemma 5.4. Let V € L'(R) such that X"V € LY(R) for n =1,2,3. We assume that e**vV¥ — '™,
n € [-1,1], as L — oo. Then, for all b > 0 large enough LEE%E(V) — EFSE(v) as L — oo. Here,

oo

EFSE(V) — _l

™

with the T-matriz from (A.18]) and with

Vit o) |

{ Indet(1 + d(s)T()G(s)) + Indet(1 + d(s)T(u)G(s))*} ds  (5.16)

G(s) = ("™e 21 + U(v)o,) !, d(s) = e™e 2%, 5> 0. (5.17)

Proof. We treat the two parts I', and I‘jb of the Fermi parabola separately.
(a) On I'), we use (5.15) with M, = 1 and obtain

| det( + dr(2)T2(2)GL(2)) = 1] < 2ldp(2)[ITL(2)l|2lIGL(2)]|2 < Ce*H Vi (2D)
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

where we used and Lemma Now, Lemma shows that det(1 + dp(2)Tr(2)GL(2)) — 1 as
L — oo uniformly in z € F; ,- Hence, the integral vanishes in this limit.

(b) On I‘Ib we replace Sp,(z) and U(z) by Si(v) and U(v), respectively, which yields the difference

. [det(e%L\/zSL(z)axU(z)_l + ]1)] N [det(BQiLﬁSL(V)UxU(V)_l + 11)]
det(e2lVzg, U(2)~1 + 1) det(e2Lvzo, U(v)~1 + 1)
I [det(e%L\ﬁSL(Z)UIU(Z)_1 + ]1)} N [det(emLﬁazU(z)_l + ]1)}
det(e2iLVzSy (v)o, U(v)~1 + 1) det(e2ilvzg, U(v)~1 + 1)1

We rewrite the first term

det(e*VZS (2)o,U(z)~! 4 1) - det(e1VZS; (2)0,U(2) " 4 1) — det (e LVZSy (v)o,U(v) + 1)

det(e2iLVzSy (v)o, U(v)~1 + 1) det(e2iLvzSy (v)o,U(v)~1 4+ 1)
and estimate the numerator via (5.15)

|det(e*IVZS, (2)0,U(2) ™! + 1) — det(e2 V28, (1), U(v) ™t + 1))
< 27281 (2)0uU(2) ™ = Se()ouU(v) 2
x max{||e?*VZS (2)o,U(2) " + 1|, [|e¥FVZSL ()0, U(v) ™ + 1|2}

Now with Lemma (see also Lemma
15L(2)o.U(2) " = Sp(v)o,Uw) o < [IS(2) = SLW)[2lU2) "M+ [U(2) " = U(r) "2 < Cs.
The second term can be treated likewise

det(e? MV, U(2)~1 + 1) - det(e? MV, U(2)~! + 1) — det(e?XVZ0,U(v) "1 4 1)
det(e2iLvzo, U(v)~1 + 1) det(e2iLlvzg, U(v)~1 + 1) '
The numerator can be estimated
|det(e? V20, U (2) 7! + 1) — det(e2 V20, U(v) ™' + 1)
<2725 |U(2) 7! = U)o max{ | V20,U ()7 + Lo, |70, U (v) ™" + 12}
< Ce 23,

All in all, Lemma [5.3] proves the statement. O

Next, we cast the integral in (5.16)) into a more compact form.
Lemma 5.5. The finite size energy (5.16|) can be written as (see (A.18), (5.17))

EFSE(y) = ﬁf’(u) /000 In { det [1+ (cosh(s)+Re(e"o,U(v)*)) "' Re(e”o,U(v)*T(v))] } ds. (5.18)

T oom

Proof. The integrand in (5.16]) is

Indet(1 + d(s)T'(v)G(s)) + Indet(1 + d(s)T(v)G(s))* = Indet(F(s)),
F(s) = (1+d(s)T(v)G(8))* (L + d(s)T(v)G(s)).
Note that T'(v)*T'(v) = =T (v) — T'(v)*. Then,
F(s)=1+ CZ(S)G(S)*T(V)* +d(s)T(v)G(s) + |d(s)|2GE5)*T(1/)*T v)G(s)
=1+4d(s)G(s)"T(v)"(1 —d(s)G(v)) +d(s)(1 —d(s)G(s)*"T(v)G(s)
=1+ G(s)*[d(s)T(v)*U(v)os + d(s)o,U(v)*T(v)] G(s)



5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

where we used 1 — d(s)G(s) = U(v)o,G(s). In the determinant we commute the factors
det(F(s)) = det [1+ G(s)G(s)*(d(s)T(v)*U(v)o, + d(s)o,Uv)*T(v))].
Recalling the definition of d(s) we obtain
G(s)G(s)* = € [(e7% + €)1 + e U ()0, + Mo, U(v)*]
and thereby
det(F(s)) = det [1 + (cosh(2s) + Re(e"o,U(v)*)) "' Re(e”o,U(v)*T(v))].
Finally, substitute s — s/2 in the integral to prove (5.18). 0O

Surprisingly, the integral in (5.18) can be evaluated. It is instructive to consider a more general
integral. The method is motivated by that used for integrals of rational functions over the half-line. It
involves a very simple version of a Riemann—Hilbert problem.

Lemma 5.6. Let Hy and Hs be self-adjoint matrices with Hy > 0 and Hy + Ho > 0. Let f(t) =
cosh(t) — 1. Then,

> 1
/ In [det(]l + (f(H)1 + Hl)_ng)] dt = §tr [arcoshQ(Hl +Hy,—1)— arcoshQ(Hl — ]1)] (5.19)
0
Proof. We start with the more general integral
1:/1@mu+mm+mrmmﬁ
0

where f : Rt — R is a differentiable function with
f'(t)>0fort >0, f(0)=0, f(oc) =00, lim f~'(x)/xz=0.

r—00

We substitute

and integrate by parts

@) da

I:/O 1n[d€t<]l+($]l+H1>_1H2)]%

= /OOo tr[(zl+ Hy + Hy) ™' — (21 + Hy) '] f 7 (z) da

= /000 r(x)g(x) dx

where
r(z) = —tr [(z1 + Hy + Hy)™' — (21 + Hl)_l], g(z) = f(z).

Note that r is a rational function whose poles are the eigenvalues of —H; and —H; — Hy which we
assumed to be negative. Thus, r has no poles on R*. Integrals of this type can be evaluated if one
finds a holomorphic function h : €\ [0, 00 — C satisfying on the cut

h(z +0) — h(x —i0) = g(z), = € [0, 0].
Then, the keyhole integration contour

Lep,=TFUT, Ul UlR,
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5. Asymptotics of the energy difference £y, (v)

(N

Figure 2: The keyhole integration contour in the complex plane.

see Fig. [2] along with the residue theorem can be used to show that

I=2m Z res(r(z)h(z)).

2€C\[0,00]

In our case,

f(t) = cosh(t) — 1, g(zx) == f~!(x) = arcosh(z + 1).

Now, we are left with finding the function h which would generally require to solve a Riemann—Hilbert
problem. Here we can use the area function itself. The principal branch is given by the formula

arcosh(z) = In(4(2* — 1)% +2z), z€ C\]—00,1], Re(z) = 0.

It is holomorphic on € except for |—oo, 1] where it satisfies

+1n(i(1 - 2%)2 —l<z<1
lim arcosh(x 4 ig) = n(z( x2)2 +iC) =0
€40 i+ In((z* —1)2 —z) =< -1
This motivates us to put
1 2
h(z) = —— h*(—z —1).
(2) 1 Arcos (—=z—-1)

The outer minus sign is necessary since the minus sign in the argument swaps the upper and the lower
halfplane. Obviously, h is holomorphic at least on C \ [-2,00[. But

h(z +i0) — h(z —i0) =0, —2 <z <0,
shows that it extends to C \ [0, co]. Furthermore,

h(z +1i0) — h(z —i0) = In (((z + 1)® — 1)% + 2 +1) = arcosh(z + 1), = > 0.

Hence,
. _ 11 1
I =2mi Z res{tr [(21+ Hy + Hy)™' — (21 + Hy) 7] o= arcosh?(—z — 1)}
z€C\[0,00]
1
= itr [arcoshZ(Hl + Hy — 1) — arcosh®(H; — 1)].
This proves ([5.19)). [
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6. Asymptotics on the half-line

Finally, we can compute the finite size energy.

Proposition 5.7. The finite size energy is given by (cf. (3.19) and (A.17))

EFSE(Y) = 4—\/:f’(1/) tr [ arccos®(Re(e"o,U(v)*S(v))) — arccos®(Re(e"o,U(v)*))]. (5.20)

Proof. We define ' _
Hy =1+ Re(e"0,U(v)"), Hy :=Re(e"o,U(v)*T(v)).

Note that 0 < Hy and 0 < H; + Hs. Inserting H; o into Lemma @ we obtain
/0 " Indet [1 4 (cosh(s)1 + Re(e o, U(1)*))~} Re(eo, U (v) T(v)] ds
= %tr [arcosh®(Re(e™o,U(v)*) + Re(e™o,U(v)*T(v))) — arcosh®(Re(e"o, U (v)*))]
= %tr [arcosh2(Re(ei"azU(V)*S(z/))) - arcoshQ(Re(ei”JzU(V)*))].

Since U(v) and S(v) are unitary the eigenvalues of Re(e?o,U(v)*) and Re(e™o,U(v)*S(v)) lie in the
interval [—1,1] whereby arcosh(z) = %iarccos(z). This shows (5.20). O

6. Asymptotics on the half-line

The study of the asymptotics of the energy difference on the half-line can be pursued along the same
line of ideas as on the whole line. But we do not know how to extend Gebert’s methods for the half-line

to the whole line. .
So, let Hoo == L*(R"), dom(Ho) C H be dense, and Huo : dom(He) = Hoo, Hoo = — 5 the free
Schrodinger operator defined on the half-line with boundary condition at the origin

ap(0) = by’ (0), ab = ba, |a|* + |b|* = 1. (6.1)
We compute the resolvent Ro.(2) == (21 — Hoo) ™!, The function

. . ia — ﬁb i/zx —iyzx
eo(z;) == T \/Ebe e (6.2)

is a formal solution, i.e. it is not in Heo, to the differential equation Hooeg(z) = zeo(z) and satisfies the
boundary condition (6.1]) at the origin. Note the property

ia + /zb

= ——F—¢0(2). 6.3
) = — (2 (63)
Then, the Green function of R (2) is
i |eo(z;x)etV?  for x <y,
Ro(zjz,y) = —=1< . 6.4
(z:2,9) 2\/z {6“/59”60(2;3/) for z > y. (6.4)

We restrict the operator Hy, to Hy == L?(Ar), Ar == [0, L], thereby obtaining the maximal operator

H:dom(H) — Hyp, H = —%. Integration by parts shows that
(. HY) = (Ho,90) = (D1, T29)) — (Do, T1¢p) with T = (L), Tap = —¢/(L). (6.5)
The deficiency subspace is (cf. (2.22)), (6.2))
N, = span{eg(2)}. (6.6)
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6. Asymptotics on the half-line

The boundary condition at z = L is parametrized by the 1 x 1-matrices A and B. We define the
self-adjoint restriction Hr, := H|qom(m,) Via

dom(Hy) == {p € dom(H) | (AT} — BTy)p = 0} (6.7)

with resolvent
RL(Z) = (Z]l—HL)_l ‘Hp — Hp, ZE(D\O‘(HL). (68)

The restrictions of 'y 2 to AV, are just numbers or, more precisely, multiplication operators by thoses
numbers

Fizo(s) = o Vo eVeE - VoL, Tyen(a) = —ivE [ Y LN (69)

Furthermore, using (6.3) one obtains

FiRoo () = = OV GEL () ), TR n(2) = — 9V AL () ). (6.10)

22\/Eza—|—\fb 22a—|—fb
Now (cf. (B21))

) ; : ; biA B,—
GL(Z):fLGQZ\/EL[e2Z\/EL7 Z(I+\/E 7’ +\/E ] 1. (611)
ia —/zbiA — \/zB
Note that on the half-line the relation between the Fermi energy v and the system length L is
LVv=n(N+mn), 0<n<1.
The relevant quantity for the finite size energy is (cf. (5.17)))

,2imiat Vb id+ VZB

= — 12
W) ia — \JzbiA — \/zB’ (6.12)
which appears in the analogue of Proposition
EFSE(Y) = Zﬁf'(u) [arccos®(Re(W (v)*S(v))) — arccos®(Re(W (v)))]. (6.13)
T
We compare (6.13) with Gebert’s result 21} (1.4), (2.12)]
v v 1
exu0) = [ eart LB W) +olg), Be) = (1~ 20)ew) +£0)%
To this end, we write ‘ ‘ . ‘
W(I/) — ewr67271'zne27ru97 S(l/) _ 6727rz£(1/).
The latter is the Birman—Krein formula (cf. Lemma . Then,
1 1
Re(W(1)" (1)) = cos(2r(~ 5+ — 0 — £))). Re(W (1)) = cos(2m(s — 1+ 1)
and furthermore
arccos®(Re(W (v)*S(v))) — arccos®(Re(W (v)))
1 1
=4r’ (=5 +n =0 =€) = (5 = +9)] =€) + (1= 2+ 20)¢ ().

For Dirichlet boundary conditions at x = 0 and = L we have 9 = 0 which yields exactly the coefficient
as in [21].
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A. Scattering theory

General results from scattering theory show that the operator QF (v) in (3.40) is related to the scattering
matrix (see e.g. [0 Thm. 4]). Here, we give an elementary derivation. To this end, we provide some
scattering theoretic background for the one-dimensional Schrédinger equation

=" (2) + V(2)$(x) = k*¥(x), Im(k) > 0, (A1)

both on the line and on the half-line. We write k2 instead of z to stay closer to the usual notation in
scattering theory. For scattering on the line see, e.g., [12] Sec. 2, §3, in particular pp. 145, 146] and on
the half-line see [47, Ch. 4].

A.1l. Scattering on the whole line

In a scattering experiment, a plane wave coming from, say, +oo interacts with a potential whereby one
part is reflected back to +o0o and thus superposes the incoming wave. Another part moves toward —oo.
This scenario is described by the scattering solution uy of (A.1))

(A.2)

s () 71 (k)e~ ik for x — —o0,
* e 1 (k)e* ™ for x — oo,

where ¢1(k) and »(k) are the transmission and reflection coefficient, respectively. Analogously, u_
describes scattering from —oo

etk or r — 00
u_(x)w{iz(k) for = oo, (A.3)

e*® 4 29(k)e kT for ¥ — —oo.

It can be shown that ¢1(k) = Z2(k) = Z(k), which is reasonable on physical grounds since the wave
moves through the entire potential. In order to describe the asymptotics in (A.2)) and (A.3)) we use the
so-called Jost solutions ¢4 (k;-) of (A.1

Yy (k) ~ e*® for & — oo, Y_(k;z) ~ e, for 2 — —oo. (A.4)

Their existence and properties can be obtained via the Lippmann—Schwinger equation

Valia) = 4 [ sin(kly = o)V () (i) dy, @ € R,

, (A.5)
) 1
b (ksa) = e ™ + Z / sin(k(z —y))V(y)y-(k;y) dy, = € R.
In order to study their analytical properties it is more convenient to consider the functions
my (k;x) = e~ ", (k;x) and m_(k; x) == e (k; z). (A.6)
They satisfy the equations
mihia) =1+ [ Dily=2)V(m(kig)dy, o < R,
Z (A7)

m (ki) = 1+ [ " Dia— y)Vy)m_(kiy)dy, = € R,

with the kernel function " )
D — 2iky dy = 2ikx 1).
o) = [y = (e )

We will need a version of Gronwall’s lemma.
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A. Scattering theory

Lemma A.1. Let r : R — C be bounded. For k:R xR — C define

];'(37 y) — %usztﬁy |k(t7y)| fOT x < Y,
k(z,y) =0 otherwise,

and assume that k(z,-) € L'(R) for all x € R. Then, the Volterra equation

+ [ " k(e y)uly) dy

has a unique solution u satisfying

Y1

ute) = r@I < [ )bt exp | [ ble.ve) due]

Moreover, if |r(z)| < 7(x) where 7 € C*(R) is bounded and lim, o 7(x) =: 7(0c0) exists then
Y1

) = r(a)| < 7o) exp [ [ " ey dy] — i) — / T exp [ [ ko ys) dus) dys.

x

Proof. We only go through the major steps. Unique solvability follows via successive iteration.

define ug = r and
Upt (T / k(x,y)un(y) dy, n € No.

The solution can then be written as

1) =3 un(a)
n=1

In order to ensure uniform convergence we show the estimate

Cht

(@) < 2 | ol | [ Fega) ] i, 01

This is obviously true for n = 1. Now, for n + 1

i (2 >|</ Bz, y) [un(y)] dy

Y2

- - - n—1

k (z, 1 / |7 (y2)|k(y1,yg)[/ k(y1,ys) dys]™  dys dy.
y

1

Since x < y; we have k(y1,y) < k(x,y) and thus

|un+1(

~ n—1
k (z,91) / Ir(y2) [ (x, 2) / (z,y3)dys]" dy2 din
Y1 Y1

Y2
/ r(y2)|k(x,y2) k(z,y1) / (z,y3) dys]"~ " dyy dys
Y1

(n—1)! "

Y2

Y2
=—-— | (y2)|k(, v / or k(z,ys) dys]" dy1 dys
x yl Y1
1 S Y2

=~ [ )k g / F(,ys) dys) " dys.

nl /. -
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A. Scattering theory
That proves the bound. Now,

Ju(@) = (@) < Y un(2)]

At

< Z 1 : /ﬂ;o r(yl)k(z,yl)[/ ];:(Iny) dyQ]nfl dys

x

= /oo r(y1)k(z, y1) exp [/yl k(x, y2) dy2| dy

x

which shows the estimate. If we estimate further r < 7 the second bound follows simply via an
integration by parts. O

We note some fundamental properties of the Jost solutions starting with the xz-space properties.

Lemma A.2. Let V € LY(R). Then, for all Im(k) > 0, k # 0 the Lippmann—Schwinger equations
(A.7) have a unique solution that solves (A.1)) and has the asymptotics (A.4)). We have the estimate

ki) =11 < exp [ [ TVl -1, s e R (A8)

In particular,
1
||

Proof. Cf. [12 2. Lemma 1, (i)]. We use Lemma [A.1] The estimate

Imy(k;z)| < exp [ |[V[:], = € R. (A.9)

immediately implies (A.8§]). O

The restriction k£ # 0 in Lemma can be removed if the potential V falls off fast enough. The
bound (|A.8) is replaced by, actually, two bounds: one reflecting the correct asymptotic behaviour at
x = 400 and the other one at x = —o0.

Lemma A.3. Let V € L'(R) satisfy XV € LY(R). Then, for all Im(k) > 0 the Lippmann—Schwinger

equations (A.7) have a unique solution that solves (A.l)) and has the asymptotics (A.4). We have the
bounds

oo

map (k) — 1] < exp | / (v — 2)|V(y)|dy] - 1, (A.10)

x

Im (ks )| < 2(1 4 |a])ellVIh 201X Vil (A.11)
Proof. In Lemma, we use the estimate
| Di(2)| <[], Tm(k) > 0,
which immediately yields . Whereas displays the correct behaviour for z — 400 the

bound behaves like el®! for 2 — —oo. Therefore, in a second step, we refine our bound. To begin with,

o0

mlsa) < e[ [ olV)ldy]. @0

x

Furthermore,

o0

[my (k; )| < 1+/ y\V(y)Hm+(k;y)ldy—x/ [V ()llm+ (ks y)| dy.

x x

oo
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A. Scattering theory
The first integral can be bounded uniformly in x € R
[ee] (oo}
[ oW wlds < [ vl o)l dy
T 0
< [Tulvnlesw [ [ V)] d
0

Y1

= exp [/Ooo ylV(y)ldy] —1

< XV,
Thereby,
[m (k; @) 1 IXV| x /Oo Im (k5 y)|
< 1+ - —— [ A+ )V
el S TeE e T ), VO
°° k;y)l
< 21XV +/ 1+ [yDV(y Mdy
I( DIV ()l T+
Lemma implies
[ (k; 7)) ngnxvuleXp[/ (L+ )|V ()| dy] < 261V I+20XVIn
1+ |z z
which yields (A.11)). O

We study the properties of the Jost solutions as functions of k.

Lemma A.4. For each x € R, my (-, x) is analytic for Im(k) > 0 and continuous for Im(k) > 0, k # 0.
If, in addition, XV € L*(R) then m(-,z) is continuous for all Im(k) > 0. Furthermore,

e ()| <z exp [ VI [ = )Vl ) 2 0.k 20 (A.12)
Proof. See [12] 2. Lemma 1, (v), p.130]. We differentiate (A.7) by k and obtain
el ) =r(@)+ [ Duly = o)V i (i) dy. o) = [ Duly = )V ()l ) dy
We integrate by parts
Dy(x) = 2i /Om Pty dy = %[emyy}g - % /Om e* ™ dy

and obtain the estimate
| Dy ()

Furthermore, using (A.8)) we obtain

ol +

< el = 2l
< e g = el

)| d d = .
|7 |k|_/ yllV yl exp |k_|/ y2| y2 Y1 = T( )

Note that 7(c0) = 0. Using e* — 1 < ze® for x > 0 we obtain
/ |e 1 - |V( )| d ] d
_7" XP Y2)| ay2| ayy
L] 1kl J,

2{exp |k;|/ |dy 71}

y)|dy - exp [ / y)| dy].
Ik‘l / |k
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A. Scattering theory

Since k(z,y) < ﬁ|V(y)| we infer from Lemma that

Y1
i (k)] < — / / Vi) dyzexp [ [ V(ys)|dys] exp | / V(ya)| dya] dys

(y2)| dy= dyr exp / |dy
|k‘|/ /yl k|

This implies . O
The prescribed asymptotics in and imply that
2(k)—(k; ) = Yy (=k; ) + 71(k) Yy (ks ), Z(R)y (ki z) = o (=ksx) + 7o (k)Y (k;x).  (A.13)
A first consequence, which will be needed below, is a relation between the transmission coefficient and
a Wronski determinant bo(b) (k) ok
Yk (k| T 7R (A1

By computing the Wronski determinants of uy with €1 2, the solutions (3.6 of the unperturbed differ-
ential equation, one can further show that (cf. [I2, pp. 145,146])

=1 o (ea(k), T (K)) = g (@ (k) T fa(k)
:‘E:; 1 2ik i‘(’f) 2ik : (A.15)
20 =z e TH®) 700 = L g e2(k) T 2(R))
where
er(k;z) = V[V (@)™, ea(k;z) = [V (w)e ™,

filksz) = [V (@)[Ys (ks 2), falkiz) = /V(2) - (k; z).
The f1,2(k) satisfy the symmetmzed Lippmann—Schwinger equation
1
fi(k) =ei(k + 3V VIGL(R)VIVIJfi(k), fa(k) = ea(k) + 7V VIG-(k)V|V]J fa (k). (A.16)
The operators G4 (k) are given through their kernels
Gyi(k;z,y) =0y —x)sin(k(y — z)), G_(k;z,y) = O(z — y) sin(k(z — y)).

They differ from the resolvent by a rank one operator
1
VIVIRL (B VIV = —— Jel( e (k) + E\/|V|G+(k)\/|V|J
1
= —*(Jez(k), Jea(k) + - VIVIG-(R)VIVIJ.

2k
Thereby, the Lippmann—Schwinger equation can be rewritten as (cf. - -

fi(k) = (1+2k( 1(k), JF1 (k)OS (e (k), fa(k) = (1 ﬁ( ea(k), J f2(k))QL (k) ea (k).

Taking scalar products we can express Z (k), 71.2(k) through the matrix Q7 (k) from (3.40). Recall that
k = \/v. With the unitary scattering matrix

. Z(k)  #1(k) 2 2 2 2 7 = _
s = (15 ) 1R 0P =1 = [P + a0, 20 (h) + 72l o

we finally obtain R

QF (k*) = 2ikT (k), T (k) = S(k) — 1, k€ R, (A.18)
where I (k) is the so-called T-matrix. The transmission coefficient ¢ (k) is, essentially, determined by
its values for k € R.
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A. Scattering theory

Lemma A.5 (Faddeev—Deift-Trubowitz formula). Let V € L*(R) satisfy X2V € L*(R) and let —
B; >0, 7=1,...,n, be the negative eigenvalues of Hy . Then,

_ 1 [ In|Z(u)l kB
#(k) = exp [E/R " du} jzlk—iwj’ Im(k) > 0. (A.19)

Proof. Cf. [13, p. 323] and [12] p. 154]. Schwarz’s integral formula for the half-plane expresses a
holomorphic function through its real part. Apply that to the function k +— In(Z(k)). O

Moreover, the transmission coefficient can be expressed by the perturbation determinant, see [30].
Lemma A.6 (Jost—Pais formula). Assume that the Birman—Schwinger operator K(z) € B1(H). Then,
% — det(1— K(2)), 2= k2, k>0, (A.20)
In particular, for z > 0
|det(1 — K(z))| > 1. (A.21)
Proof. Following [37, App. A] we introduce a coupling parameter and study the function
D(a) =det(l —aK), 0<a<1.
Its logarithmic derivative is (cf. [46] (1.7.10)])

% In(D(a)) = — tr[(1 — aK) K],

Since K is a bounded operator a Neumann series argument shows that the inverse exists for 0 < a < «
with some ag > 0. We rewrite the operator

(1-aK) 'K = (1 — a/|[VIR V/IVI)) 'VIVIRsoV/IV]J = V|V|(E*1 — H — aV)"1/|V]J.

Note that the inverse exists even though it is not a bounded operator. Thus,

% In(D()) = —tr[y/[V[(k*1 — H — aV) "1/ |V]J].

This trace can be expressed through the Jost solutions. To this end, we need the Green function (cf.
(A.14))

Yi(z)v-(y) forz >y,

(@) (y) forz <y,

Here, Z,, is the transmission coefficient corresponding to the potential oV (instead of V' as above).
Thus,

(D) sz/“ T mﬂwm#dr;—/h ) f2(2)J (2) da

On the other hand, we have

2 _H— V) _ fa
01—t = aV) o) = L

7= 1- %(61,17?1)7 fizg=ei 2+ a/|V|IGe/|V|J fi2

and consequently .
Lo 1 ¢
T2 _ﬂ(el’J(fl 1))

[e3
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A. Scattering theory

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to .. Differentiating the Lippmann—Schwinger equa-
tion one obtains after some simple calculations

fitafi=0-a/|VIGV/IV]I]) T fi.

Therefore,

fo 1 L (r
72 = o5 (e1, J(1 — a/|[VIGA|VIT) " 1) = IL—aWG VIVID ler, I f1) = Z-k(fz"]fl)

where we used e; = é5. We conclude that for 0 < a < ayg,

d d

— In(D =——1

(D)) =~ n(za).
For aw = 0 both quantities have the same value. Furthermore since D(a) = 71~ # 0 we can extend the
result to 0 < a < 1 which proves (A.20). The estimate ) follows 1mmed1atet1y from |£(#)| <1 for
k> 0. O

A.2. Scattering on the half-line

On the half-line there cannot be a transmission cofficient since the wave is entirely reflected at the
origin. Hence, conditions (A.2)) and (A.3)) are to be replaced by (cf. (6.1]))

ia — kb
ta + kb

u(m) ~ efika: _

S(k)e*® as x — oo, au(0) — bu'(0) =0, (A.22)

which reads in terms of the Jost solutions
a— kb
= (—k:2) —

Conditions (A.22) and (A.23) have been chosen so that S(k) = 1 when V = 0 (c¢f. (6.2)). The

Lippmann—-Schwinger equation is the same only this time it is restricted to the positive axis

S(k)i(k; z). (A.23)

i) = e 2 [ sinkly - )V )0k dy. 2 0 (A21)

Note that these 1 are the restrictions of the Jost solutions ¢4 defined on the line. As in Section it
is convenient to work with the symmetrized Lippmann—Schwinger equation

fi=¢€+ \/|V GV, 1=1,2, (A.25)
with
= VIV(2)[¢(k;x) = VIV(x)[o(=
Note that fo is different from that on the whole line. Usrng the boundary conditions one can derive the

scattering matrix from ({A.23)

_a(—k;0) — by (—k;0)  da+kb  da+kb |,
S(k) = e ayp(k; 0) — by’ (k; 0) " T kb da—kb el

The values at 0 can be obtained via the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (A.24) and (A.25])

=1

Y08 0) = 14 (eas T 1), &/ (:0) = ik (ees T ), $(—50) = Lt 1 (60, Tfa), ¥/(~50) = ik (e0, T f)

where
es(x) == /|V(z)|sin(kx), e.(z) = /|V(x)| cos(kz).
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A. Scattering theory

We rewrite the scattering matrix

a + ikb+ ¢ (aGes + kbec, J f2) i 37 (€0, J f2)
a—ikb+ L (angrkbep,Jfl) i — 5= (eo, J f1)

S(k)=c

where (see (6.2]))

eo = /|V]eo, aes + kbe. = —%(ia + kb)eo
The T-matrix is then
1 (eo, J fo) 1
Tk :S — :7'4—,f::7f7f.
() =50 1= g LT o= i f

By linearity, fo satisfies the Lippmann-Schwinger equation with ey instead of ej 2.
A look at the kernel functions shows that the resolvent is a rank one perturbation of the Lippmann—
Schwinger operator which yields for the BirmanfSchwinger operator

1
vV |V Roo\/ |V J = Qk Je(), €1 + \/ ‘V G+\/ |V J = ——— JBO, e+ E\/ |V|G+\/ |V|J

Thereby, the Lippmann—Schwinger equation for fy gives

" (eo, J fo)Qoer.

:QOO —_—
fo eo + e

Taking scalar products one obtains
(1 — ﬁ(em JQOOel))(eo, Jfo) = (60, JQooeo).

Likewise for f;

f (1+ﬁ(607Jf1)) cc€1-

Once again, we take scalar products and rearrange the terms

1
(1 + — 2k‘ (60, Jfl))(]. — ch(eo, JQooel) =1.
We use the formulae for fo and f; to obtain
1 (607 JQOOeo) 1

T(k) =

— _ . €0, JQsco).
2kt (1 — 5z (e, JQo0€1)) (1 + 552 (€0, J f1)) = 2ki o7 (0 0)

Finally, we have established the relation between the wave operator (3.40) and the T-matrix

Recall that k = \/v.

A.3. Spectral shift function ¢

We collect some properties of the spectral shift function (see e.g. [46, Ch. 8], [47, Ch. 0 § 9]). As our
definition we use

Ev) = 1 lim ImIn[A(v + iy)], (A.26)

T y——+0

which is also known as Krein’s formula. If H and Hy are semi-bounded from below and have no
essential spectrum then the spectral shift function can be expressed by Lifshitz’s formula

€)= —tr(Il, — P,), v € R. (A.27)

Note that in general the difference of the spectral projections is not trace class.
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Lemma A.7. Let Ry(z) — R(z) € B1(H) for z ¢ o(Hy)Uo(H). Then the following hold true.
1. £ e LY(R; (1 + |A)72).

2. Assume in addition that there are constants C > 0 and o > 0 such that for some Re(z) and all
sufficiently large Im(z) > 0

C
_ < -
()~ R <
Then € € LY(R; (1 + [A)™77Y) for all 7 > max{—1,1 — a}.
Proof. 1. See [42, Thm. 4.1]. 2. See [46, (8.8.3)]. O

Under certain conditions ({A.26)) can be inverted in that the perturbation determinant can be expressed
via the spectral shift function.

Lemma A.8. Assume that £ € L*(R; (14 |\|)™1). Then,

Im[A(2)] = / T 5N () 0,

Ceo A2
and & 1s given via .
Proof. See [47, (0.9.38)] and [47, (0.9.39)]. O
The spectral shift function is related to the scattering matrix (cf. Section .
Lemma A.9 (Birman-Krein formula). Let Ry (z) — R(z) € B1(H) for z ¢ o(Hy)Uo(H). Then,
det(S(N)) = e 2™ (A.28)
where S(X) is the scattering matriz at energy A € R for the operators Hy and H.
Proof. See [47, Thm. 0.9.4]. O
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