arXiv:2304.09130v2 [math-ph] 21 Jul 2023

=H—|—i WITH POINT INTERACTIONS

ANDREA POSILICANO AND LINDA REGINATO

ABSTRACT. Let D and H be the self-adjoint, one-dimensional Dirac and Schrédinger operators in
L*(R;C?) and L?*(R;C) respectively. It is well known that, in absence of an external potential,
the two operators are related through the equality D2 (H + 2 )]l We show that such a kind of
relatlon also holds in the case of n-point singular perturbatlons given any self-adjoint reahzatlon
D of the formal sum D + > h_1 YOy, We exphcltly determine the self-adjoint realization H of

H1 + >, (awby, + Brdy,) such that D> = H+ 1. The found correspondence preserves the
subclasses of self-adjoint realizations corresponding to both the local and the separating boundary
conditions. Some connections with supersymmetry are provided. The case of nonlocal boundary
conditions allows the study of the relation D? = H+ % for quantum graphs with (at most) two ends;
in particular, the square of the extension corresponding to Kirchhoff-type boundary conditions for
the Dirac operator on the graph gives the direct sum of two Schrédinger operators on the same
graph, one with the usual Kirchhoff boundary conditions and the other with a sort of reversed
Kirchhoff ones.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let L2(R; C%) be the Hilbert space of C%-valued square integrable functions with scalar product
(-, and norm | - ||; likewise, H?(R;C?%) c H'(R;C%) C Cy(R;C?) denote the Sobolev space on R
of order 1 and 2 and the space of bounded continuous functions with values in C? respectively.
Whenever d = 1, we simply write L?(R), H¥(R) and Cy(R). In L?*(R;C?) we consider the free
self-adjoint Dirac operator D defined by

1
D: H'(R;C?) C L*(R;C?) — L*(R;C?), D:=—i j—x o1 +503,
where o1 and o3 are the Pauli matrices

0 1 1 0
ol I T

Furthermore, we consider the free self-adjoint Schrédinger operator in L?(R)

d2

dz?’

It is well known and easy to check that in this free case there exists a relation between the two
operators:

(1.1) D* = (H + i)n

Here and below, we use the isomorphism L?(R; C?) ~ L?(R)®L?(R) and the identification L1 = L&L,
L a linear operator in L?(R). More generally, in the following we use the shorthand notation
L1 =L @ L for a linear operator L : dom(L) C Hy — Hs.
Notice that (ILI) entails a relation between the resolvent operators:
1\ !
(1.2) (-D+2)"' = (D +2) (—H—l—zQ—Z) 1, z € C\((—o0,—1/2] U [1/2,4+00)).

1

H: H*(R) C L*(R) — L*(R), H:=—
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The aim of this paper is to extend this connection between Dirac’s and Schrodinger’s operators
to the case where D is perturbed by a sum of §’s potential, equivalently, given any self-adjoint
extension Dyy g of the symmetric operator D|CS5,,,(R\{y1, ..., ¥n}; C?), we explicitly determine the

couple (I, ©) such that

(1.3) (Dre)® = <ﬁﬁ7é + %) .

Here, we parametrize the self-adjoint extensions of D|Cgy,, (R\{y1,- -, yn}; C?) by couples (II, ©),
I1: C?" — C?*" an orthogonal projector, © : ran(I) — ran(II) a symmetric operator, and likewise
ﬁﬁ@ denotes the self-adjoint extension of HL|CS, . (R\{y1, ..., yn}; C?) corresponding to the couple
(ﬁ, (:)), Il : C* — € an orthogonal projector, © : ran(ﬁ) — ran(ﬁ) a symmetric operator. Any
operator of the kind ﬁﬁ’@ is a self-adjoint realization of a singular perturbation of H1 by a sum of
d’s and §"’s potentials. As in the free case, the relation (3] entails another one for the resolvents:

-1
(-Dme +2)~' = (Dme + 2) <_Hﬁ7@ + 22— %) ;
where 2 € o(D,e) if and only if (22 — 1) € g(ﬁﬁ 8); here, o(L) denotes the resolvent set of the
closed operator L. ’

The specific case here considered is an example of solution of the problem concerning the rep-
resentation of the square of a singular perturbation of a self-adjoint operator A by a singular
perturbation of A2. This problem has been studied in [2]; however, in such a paper only the case
A > 0 has been considered and the explicit examples there presented are limited to rank-one sin-
gular perturbations. The methods here used are different from the ones in [2], we do not use the
resolvent formulae directly but instead use the self-adjointness domains.

In more detail, the content of the paper is the following. In Section 2l we build the whole families
of the self-adjoint extensions of D|CSS,,,(R\{y1, ..., yn}; C*) and HL|CS5,,,(R\{y1, - .., yn}; C?). In-
stead of using the standard von Neumann theory (see, e.g., [1], [9], [18]), which gives a parametriza-
tion in terms of unitary operators between the defect spaces, we found more convenient to use the
equivalent approach proposed in [24] and [25], which gives a parametrization in terms of couples
(I, ©), where II is an orthogonal projection and © is a self-adjoint operator in ran(II); this allows
for an easy writing of the corresponding resolvents. Then, in Section Bl by a comparison of the
self-adjointness domains, we found the correspondence between the couple (II, ©) and (II, ©) such
that (L3) holds. In order to enhance the reader intuition, we start with simplest case, where n = 1
and IT = 1 and then proceed step-by-step towards the most general case. Finally, in Section [, we
present various applications. In Subsection 1] we consider the subclass of self-adjoint extensions
for the Dirac operator corresponding to local boundary conditions, i.e., to the ones which do not
couple different points y, and show that the corresponding extensions for the Schrodinger operator
provide local boundary conditions as well. As a particular case of such a result, in Subsection 4.2l we
consider the Gesztesy-Seba realizations; they are the self-adjoint realizations of the Dirac operator
with local point interactions corresponding, in the non relativistic limit, to Schrédinger operators
with local point interactions either of d-type or of ¢'-type (see [19], [I, Appendix J], [15]). Then,
in Subsection €3] we consider the subclass of self-adjoint extensions for the Dirac operator corre-
sponding to separating (a.k.a. decoupling) boundary conditions, i.e., to the local ones for which,
at any point, left limits are independent from right limits. This entails that the corresponding
Dirac operator is the direct sum of self-adjoint Dirac operators Dy in L?(I}), where the I;’s are
either the half-lines (—o0,y1) and (y,,+00) or the bounded intervals (yg, yx+1); the same is true

for the corresponding corresponding Schrédinger operator and (Dy,)? = ﬁk + %. In Subsection [£.4]
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some connections with supersymmetry are discussed and a simple criterion of spontaneous super-
symmetry breaking is provided (see [20], [3] and references therein for somehow different aspects
of supersymmetry in presence of point interactions). In Subsection .5 we point out that our
results, in the case of non local boundary conditions, allow the study of the connection between
the square of the Dirac operator and the Schrédinger operator on quantum graphs with (at most)
two ends. In particular, as an explicit example, we consider the Dirac operator on the eye graph
with Kirchhoff-type boundary conditions at the vertices and show that its square is the direct sum
of two Schrodinger operators on the same graph, one with Kirchhoff boundary conditions and the
other with a sort of inverse Kirchhoff ones. These latter boundary conditions, like the Kirchhoff
ones, reduce, in the case of the real line, to the free boundary conditions; this is consistent with
(LI). The procedure used for the eye graph can be extended, without substantial changes, to any
kind of graph, thus showing that the property of conservation of Kirchhoff-like boundary conditions
holds in general.

We presume that the results here presented can be extended to the more involved cases corre-
sponding to extensions of symmetric operators with infinite deficiency indices as the 1-dimensional
Dirac and Schrédinger operators with singular perturbations on discrete sets (see [2I] and [15])
and the n-dimensional (n = 2,3) Dirac and Schrédinger operators with singular perturbations on
1-codimensional surfaces (see, e.g., [5], [6], [16] and [8], [22]).

2. D AND H WITH POINT INTERACTIONS

Given a finite set of points Y = {y1, -+ ,yn}, y1 < Y2, < Yn, we define
(2.1) HY(R\Y;C% := H'(I;C) @ --- & H'(I,;C,
where,
(2.2) Ip:=(—o00,11), Ii:=(y1,92), --v... Iy = (Yn-1,Yn), In:= (yn,+o0),
and

HY(I;C% .= {f € L*(I;;CY) : f € L*(I;;CY)}, j=0,...,n.
Here and below, f’ denotes the (distributional) derivative of f. Notice that the left and right limits
f(y,f) exists and are finite for any f € H'(R\Y;C%). We define

H*(R\Y;C%) := H*(In;C") & - -- & H*(I,,;C%),

where

H?(I;;C%) .= {f € HY(I;;C%) : " € L*(I;;CY}, j=0,...,n.
Obviously,

HA(R\Y;C%) c HY(R\Y;C") C L*(R; C?)

and f € H?(R\Y;C?%) implies f' € H'(R\Y;C%). We simply write H*(R\Y), k = 1,2, whenever
d = 1. Next, we introduce the two bounded operators

(2.3) 7 HY(R\Y;C?) — C™, 7V :=(1,V,...,7, V), T,V = (U),,
and
(2.4) TLHYR\Y) = €, Ti= (T, T),  Tpti= @)y @ 1)y,
where )

(fy =5 ) +1T).

Clearly, (f)y, = f(yx) whenever f € H'(R;C?) C Cy(R; CY).
In this section, following the scheme proposed in [25] (for the equivalent approaches which use
either von Neuman’s theory or Boundary Triples theory, see, e.g., [18], [9] and [23], Sect. 4.1], [21],
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[15] respectively), we review the construction of the self-adjoint extensions of the closed symmetric
operators

S = Dlker(r|H'(R;C?)), S :=Hlker(F|H*(R)).
Both S and S have defect indices (2n,2n); they are the closures of the symmetric operators

§° = D|C%,,(R\Y:€C?),  §°:=H|CZ,,(R\Y).

-1
Let g.(z — y) be the kernel of the free Schrodinger resolvent (—H + 2)~! = (% + z) , with
z € p(H) = C\[0, +00), i.e.,

2.5 g G 0
(2.5) 9=(x) = PN m(y/z) > 0.
By (2), setting w, = 22 — %, one then obtains the kernel g.(x — y) of the free Dirac resolvent
(=D +2)7%, z € (D) = C\((—o00, —1/2] U[1/2, +00)),
_ eVl T sgn(x)
(2’6) g9:(z) = (D + Z)ngﬂ = o [Sgn(x) Cz_l :| )

where (. := (3 — z)/y/w and Im(w.) > 0. By such kernels, one gets that the bounded operators
G.:C™ - LA(R;C?), G.:=(1(-D+2)7H*, ze€C\((—o0,—~1/2]U[1/2,+00)),
and R R
G.:C" - LAR), G.:=F(-H+2)™H*, 2ze€C\[0,+00),

represents as
Go8](@) =) ey — )&, €= (&, &), & eC.
k=1

and

G-€)(x) = > (@l — ) &1 + 92 — ) &k2) . €= ((€11.612)1 - (n1s€n2)) -
k=1

Their adjoints

~

G:: I*(R;C*) —»C*™,  Gi:L*R)—C™

z

are given by
G2¥ = (G201, (GW),) . (2= [ gulon— ) W(a) da
and

Gr = (C10)1,... (G20)n) | @WM:<A@@WWW@W%A@@W%W@WQ'
Since R
G.¢ € HY(R\Y;C?) and G.¢< H*(R\Y),
both ~
7G,:C" - C* and 7G,:C™ —C*
are well defined and are represented by the two n x n block matrices with the 2 x 2 blocks
¢V luuil ¢ sen(yr — y5)

(2.7) [TG:]jk = 2% sgn(yr — vj) ¢! 7
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PGl I (Vo Ty
(2.8) [TGz]jk—f —Sgn(yk—yj) iz 7
where
-1 <0
sgn(z) =<0 =0
+1 x>0.

In the following, given an orthogonal projection P : C¢ — C¢, by a slight abuse of notation, we use
the same symbol to denote both the surjection P : C¢ — ran(P) and the injection P : ran(P) — C.

Theorem 2.1. The sets of self-adjoint extensions of S and S are both parametrized by couples
(I1, ), where I : C*™ — C2" is an orthogonal projector and © : ran(Il) — ran(Il) is symmetric.
The extensions Do and Hie have resolvents

(-Dpe+2)' =(-D+2)"' +G.II(6 - TI7G, ) ' TIG?, z € o(Drre) N o(D)

(—Hme + 2)~' = (H+2)"' + G.II(© — 177G, 1) ' TIGE, z € o(Hme) N o(H).
Moreover,

dom(Dpe) = {¥ € L*(R;C?) : ¥ =T, + G.£, ¥, € H'(R;C?), ¢ €ran(Il), TIr¥ = ¢}
(—Dme + 2)¥ = (=D + 2)¥,,
dom(Hme) = {v € L*(R) : ¢ = 9. + G.£, . € HA(R), & € ran(Il), TI7y = O},
(=Hme +2)¢ = (=H + 2)¢.;

such representations are z-independent and the decompositions of ¥ in dom(Dme) and of ¥ in
dom(H,e) are unique.

Proof. The statements regarding the resolvents and the actions of the extensions follow from [25]
Theorem 2.1] with I';p o(2) there defined either as I'o(z) := © — IITG.II or as I'pe(z) = o -
117G I1.

As regards the operators domains, we give the proof only for Dy g, since the one for Hyy g is of
the same kind. By the resolvent formula, one has

dom(Dpe) = {¥ € L*(R;C?) : ¥ = ¥, + G,II(O — TIrG, 1) '7¥, , ¥, € H'(R;C?)}.
Let us define ¢, := (0 — II7G,II)"HI7¥, € ran(I); it is not difficult to check that &, does not
depend on z and so ¥ = V¥, + G,£. Then
v —0¢ =¥, + [I7G,{ — 0 =117V, — (O — IITG,I1)¢ = 0.
U

Remark 2.2. Notice that the choice IT = 0 gives the self-adjoint extensions D and H. Therefore,
in the following we always suppose 1I £ 0

Since we want to extend the relation (L) to the case with point interactions, we also need to
consider the self-adjoint extensions of 5°1. There are no essential changes with respect to the case
of C-valued functions, the only relevant one being that the defect indices increase to (4n,4n). The
result is of the same kind as in Theorem [2.11
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Theorem 2.3. The set of the self-adjoint extensions of S1 is pammetrzzed by couples (H @) where
I : €% — C* is an orthogonal projector and © : ran(H) — ran(H) is symmetric. The extension
HH7@ has resolvent

~

(—Hig+2)™ = (-H+2) "1+ (G.)II(6 - M(FG.)I)'TI(GI), 2 € o(Hg g) No(H).
Moreover,

dom(Hg g) = {W € LA(R;C?) : ¥ = ¥, + (G.1)¢, ¥, € H(R;C?), € € ran(Il), [I(F1)¥ = O¢ },
(—Hg+2)¥ = (~H+ 2)10_;
such representation is z-independent and the decomposition of ¥ in dom(ﬁ @) 1S unique.

Remark 2.4. By Theorems 2.1 and 23], if both II and © are block diagonal, i.e., =1, eI
and © = O ® O, then

(_/H\H169H27@169H2 + Z)_l = (_HHh@l + Z)_l D (_HH2,92 + Z)_l’

equivalently,
ﬁH1®H2,@1®H2 = HH17®1 > HH27®2’
In particular,
ﬁrm,@n = Hmel.

Remark 2.5. Since g, is the fundamental solution of —D + z, one has
(~Dme +2)¥ = (=D +2)(¥ — G,€) = (-D + 2)¥ ngayk,

i.e.,

DH,Q\P:D\P+Z£k6yk7 g£(£17"'7£n)7

k=1
where the action of D on ¥ € L2(R; C?) is to be understood in distributional sense. Analogously,

Hiot = Hp + Y (&idy, + €20y, ), &= ((€11,.612)- - (Gnt &n2) s

k=1
ﬁﬁ@\y = HL¥ + Z(é\k,léyk + gk,25;k)a £=((E11,612)s -, (En1:6n2))
k=1

In the following, we use the abbreviated notations Dg = Dy e, He = Hy,e, ﬁ@ = ﬁ]l 5

3. D2=H+ i WITH POINT INTERACTIONS

We begin this section by providing an equivalent representation of the domains and actions of
the self-adjoint operators we built in Section 2l In the next theorem and in the following,

Dryy : Z'(R\Y;C?) = 2'(R\Y;C?), Hry : Z'(R\Y) = Z'(R\Y)

denote the free Dirac and Schrédinger operators in the space of distributions on R\Y’; their restric-
tions to H'(R\Y;C?) and H?(R\Y) are L?(R; C?) and L?(R)-valued respectively.
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Theorem 3.1. Let Dy e, Hie and Hg i 0s in Section[2 Then

dom(Dre) = {¥ € H'(R\Y;C?) : p¥ € ran(Il), II7¥ = ©p¥}, DpeVl =Dry ¥,

dom(Hre) = {¢ € H*(R\Y) : p¢ € ran(Il), 17y = O}, Hret = Hpy o,

~

dom(Hg g) = {¥ € HAR\Y;C?) : (51)¥ € ran(Il), I(F1)¥ = O(L)¥}, Hp gV = (Hpy1)¥
where

p: HY(R\Y;C?*) = C™, p¥:=(p,,¥,...,p¥), py ¥ = ioy [¥],,

prHARY) = C", pYi= (Bt D), Py = [y @ [y,

[fly = fh) = fly™).

Proof. Let ¥ = ¥, + G,¢ € dom(Dpig). One has ¥, € HY(R;C?) ¢ HY(R\Y;C?) and G.¢ €
H'(R\Y;C?); therefore, ¥ € H'(R\Y;C?). By [G.£], = io1&, one gets pG.& = &; furthermore, by
H(R;C?) C Cy(R; C?), one gets p¥, = 0. Therefore,

dom(Dyre) € D :={¥ € H'(R\Y;C?) : p¥ € ran(1l), TIT¥ = Op¥}.

By Remark 2.5] Dy eV = Dr\yV¥ for any ¥ € dom(Dpe), i.e., Dne C Dgr\y|D. Moreover, by
integration by parts, D[R\y|D is symmetric; hence, since Dy g is self-adjoint, one gets Do =
Dr\v|D.

The proofs for Hi e and H o are of the same kind, using the relation pGZ§ &. (]

Remark 3.2. Notice that i) € Hl([R\Y) belongs to H'(R) if and only if [¢],, = 0 for any k and
consequently ¢ € H?(R\Y) belongs to H2(R) if and only if [¢/],, = [¢']y, = 0 for any k.

By Theorem [B.1] and by
1
(Dryy)? = (H[R\Y + Z) 1

given the couple (I, ©), one gets that the couple (ﬁ, @) is such that

- 1
(3.1) (Dre)® = Hie + 7
if and only if

(3.2) dom((Drr,e)?) = dom(H

Therefore, exploiting the definitions of the operator domains in Theorem B.I] there exists a couple
(I,®) for which (B.I) holds if and only if, given (II,©), there exists (II,©), II an orthogonal
projector in C** and O symmetric in ran( ), such that

(3.3) pV @ pDr\y ¥ € ran(Il @ IT) - (A,?)]l)\lf € rag(ﬁ)
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3.1. Spectral correspondence. The relation (3.1 entalls +2 € o(Dn,e) if and only if 2% — 1 €

Q(HH’@) equivalently, £\ € o(Dry,e) if and only if A2 — 1 € o(H and

i8)

(3.4) (-Dme +2)"! = (Dme + 2) <—ﬁﬁ,@ + <22 - %) 1>_1 :

Furthermore, since, by the invariance of the essential spectrum by finite-rank perturbations,

~ 1 1
O'ess(Hﬁ’@) = Oess(H1) = [0,00) , Jess(Dﬁ’@) = 0css(D) = <_007 _§:| U |:§7 +OO> )

one gets
AE Udisc(ﬁﬁ @) M |:—1,0> <~ + <)\ + 1) € O'disc(DH @) .
v 4 4 ’
By the resolvent formulae in Theorems 2.1] and 23]
(3.5) A€ 04ise(Dne) <= A€ (—1/2,1/2) and det(© —IITG,AII) =0,
(3.6) A€ouse(Hgg) = A€(-00,00 and det(6 —TI(FGA1)I) = 0.

Now, we solve ([B.3]) starting from the simplest case n = 1, IT = 1 and then proceeding step-by-step
towards the most general case.

3.2. The case n =1, Il = 1. By ([B.3)), given the 2 x 2 Hermitian matrix ©, we need to find the
4 x 4 Hermitian matrix © such that

N 0 0 oy ~ A
3.7 v = Y — 1)V = O(p,1)¥
7 [TyDR\{y}‘P] [‘D @] [PyDR\{y}‘P] t) Pet)
To solve (87, at first we look for the two invertible matrices M; and My such that
v ] py¥
3.8 T,1)U = M v , 1)V = M, [ }
9 L)Y = [TyDR\{y}‘I’_ (Pt) D\ ) ¥
By direct calculations, one gets
1 0 0 0] 3 10
10 35 0 1 10 ¢ 00
(3.9) M=1lo 100" MMTlo 101
-3 0 i 0] i 0 00

Therefore, (3.7) rewrites as
M FRLY = (000)M;  (pLY < RV =6(p1)¥
and so the relation between © and O is given by
(3.10) O =M (©a®0)M".
By L
©=0" <— M M©®0)=(0d0)M; M,
O is symmetric by the relations

0 1

(3.11) MMy = []1 o

] = M5 M, .
More explicitly, if

@:[% Z}, a,deR,beC,
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then © is represented by the Hermitian matrix

0 —ib 0 —ia
ib d id 0
0 —id 0 —ib
ia 0 b —a

@

Ifa=d=0and b €R, ie., if © = boy, then o= b(oy @ 02) = bosl, where o9 denotes the Pauli
matrix
|0 —i
72 = [z 0} ’

and, by Remark 2.4] the corresponding Schrédinger operator in L?(R; C2) is block diagonal:
1
(3.12) (Do, )? = (Hfm ' 1)1.

3.3. The case n = 1, II # 1. Here we take Il : C> — C? a not trivial orthogonal projection, i.e.,
dim(ran(II)) = 1, and © : ran(II) — ran(II) identifies with the multiplication by 6 € R. By (3.8)),
B3) rewrites as

(313) {(ﬁy]l)\ll € ran(f\;fg/(\ﬂ eln) — {(AﬁyA]l)\If € rag@
My(I e MM, (7, 1)V = 0(p, 1)V I(7,1)¥ = O(p,1)¥ .
Therefore, I1:C% — C*is the orthogonal projection onto the 2-dimensional subspace
ran(IT) = ran(Ms (11 & 1)) = ran(Ms (I & I M),
ie.,
I =My (I ) ((IT @ I0) M3 Mp(T1 e TT))~ (I & T) M3
= My(IT & TT) (M3 Mo) ™ (1T @ T1) M3
=(Mz(T & )My ) (Mp (I & T M )"

By BII), My (L&) M; ! is symmetric. Hence, ran(Il) = ker(My(TI&TT) M ')+ and the symmetric
operator

~

My )Mt ran(II) — ran(Il)
is a bijection. Then, [B.I3) gives
© : ran(II) — ran(Il), O = (My(II & mm; =t

3.4. The case n > 1, II = 1. In order to exploit the results from the n = 1 case, we introduce the
unitary operator

(314) U: C4n _>(D4n7 U(£17£27-"7£2TL) = (517£n+17£27£n+27---7£n7£2n)7 gk € 62-
By such a definition,

U(T\I’@TD[R\Y\I/):<|: 7 ¥ }[ Ty D

Ty Dryy ¥ Ty Dr\v ¥
. Py ¥ Py ¥
U(p¥ & pDr\y ¥) = ( [pyl DR\Y‘I’] T [PynD[R\Y\I'} > '

Therefore, setting
ME:c™ —c™,  MP=M@---oM,
M$:C™ —»c™, MP:=Ma - &M,
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by B8], one gets

MPU (¥ & 7Dr\y V) = (7, 1), ..., (7, 1)V) = U(FL)V,

MU (p¥ @ pDr\y ¥) = (9 1) ¥, - .., (B, 1)¥) = U(p1)¥
and so ([B.3]) rewrites as

U*(ME)"WU(FL)Y = (0@ 0)U* (M) ' U(pL)T =  (71)¥ = O(p1)¥

This gives
(3.15) 0 =U"MPU®© ¢ 0)U*(M$)™'U.
Such a operator O is symmetric by

0 1

(3.16) UX(MP)*MyU = []1 0

] — UMM MEU .

The relations (3:16) generalize (3.11), since U = 1 whenever n = 1, and are a consequence of (3.11))
itself and the definition (3.14).

3.5. The case n > 1, Il # 1. Finally, we consider the most general case. Using the unitary
U : C* — C* as in the previous section, (3.3)) rewrites as
(3.17)

U*(M$)~'U(p1)¥ € ran(Il & I1) (PL)W ran(ﬁ)
{(H @ IHU*(MP) LU (FL) ¥ = (0 @ O)U*(MS) U (p1)¥ — { [(71)¥ = O(p1)¥
This gives the orthogonal projector II : C4 — C4", with dim(ran(Il)) = 2 dim(ran(II)), such that
(3.18) ran(IT) = ran(U* My U(TT @ 1)) = ran(U*MPU (D @ MU(MP)~'U),
i.e.,
I =(U*MPU I & 1)) (U* MSU (I & T)* (U MSU (1 & 11 )) (U*M$U (I @ I0))*
=U*My Ul o ) ((U*MPU)U*MPU) ™Y (0 @ U (M) U
=(UMFUM & MU*(MF)™ ) (U MFUM & U (M) )",
and © : ran(Il) — ran(Il),
(3.19) 0 := (U"MSUII & H)U*(Ml@)_lU)_lU*MSBU(@ © O\ U*( M) U.
By BI6), U*MSUIL @ I)U*(M;?)~'U is symmetric. Therefore, by
ran(Il) = ran(U* MPU I & U (ME)~'U) = ker(U*MEU (1T & IU*(MP)~'U)*
the operator
U*MPU(IL & MU*(MP)~'U : ran(Il) — ran(Il)

is a bijection and O is well defined. To conclude, we have to show that O is symmetric. By (3.19)
and by U*U =

© is symmetric <= MPU© @) & MU*(MP)™! is symmetric
and so © is symmetric by (3.10).
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Remark 3.3. Let us point out that it is not necessary to determine II and © explicitly in order
to write down the domain of HA & Indeed, by (B.3),

~

dom(Hp g) = {¥ € H*(R\Y;C?) : p¥ ® pDgy ¥ € ran(Il © 1)

However, one needs to know Il and © in order to write down the resolvent of HH 5, according to
Theorem R
The above representation of dom(Hﬁ o) suggests an alternative way to build the self-adjoint

extensions of $°1 = H1| R; C2): one can apply the results in [24] and [25] to H1 |ker(7), where

comp(
7:H*(R;,C?) = C"@C?™, FU:=7U@7rDV.

In that case, the family of self-adjoint extensions of S°1 is represented by operators of the kind

HH &> Where Il is an orthogonal projector in C?* @ C?" and Oisa symmetrlc operator in ran(@)

With respect to this parametrization, one has that DH’@ = Hﬁ 5+ Z if and only if O=Nall
and © = @ @ ©. Even if such a correspondence is more explicit than the one which uses the
couple (H (9) it has the drawback that it works with a representation of the family of self-adjoint
extensions of S°1 which is different from the usual one and which lacks of the analogous of the
property Hrg o1 = Hiel. Therefore, in this paper we prefer to work with the family Hg g

Remark 3.4. Suppose that for any ¥ = (¢1,12) € dom(Dy1 ) one has

pV € ran(II) - Bi(¢1) =0

¥ = Opv By(th2) = 0,
with some linear operators By : H'(R\Y) — C¥ and By : H'(R\Y) — C%. Then, by the
representation of dom(Hg g) in Remark [B.3] there follows that the boundary conditions for Hy
rewrites as

Bi(y1) = Bi(y1) =0
By(— 7/)2 + S¢1) =0 _ ) Ba(¢)) =0
Ba(h2) = | B2(y2) =0
Bz(—“bl P2) =0 Bi(y5) =0.
This entails
dom(/H\ﬁ’@) = dom(Hl,g) D dom(H271) , DH @ Hq 2+ > D <H2,1 + %) s

where the self-adjoint operators H;x : dom(H; ;) € L*(R) — L?(R) are defined by
dom(Hy2) := {¢y € H*(R\Y) : By(¢) =0, Ba(¢)') =0}, Hio¢:=Hgyt.
dom(Ha 1) := {¢y € H*(R\Y) : By(¢) =0, Bi(¢)') =0}, Ha19:=Hgyt.

4. APPLICATIONS

1
a(

4.1. Local boundary conditions. Here we consider the case corresponding to local boundary
conditions for the Dirac operator, i.e., boundary conditions which do not couple the values of ¥ at
different point. That means

O=1&---¢I,, I, : C2 — C2, 1<k<n,
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0=0:®---®0O,, Oy : ran(Il;) — ran(Ilg), 1<k<n.

In this case, by
U e o) all,)U' =11 olh) @& (I, & 11,),

one gets, by (318,

ran(IT) =ran(U* (M (I, ® )M @ - @ (My(T, @ IL,) My HU)

:ran(U*(ﬁl DD ﬁn)U) ,
where, in the case II; # 1, I, : C* — C* is the orthogonal projector onto the 2-dimensional
subspace
(4.1) ran(Il;) = ran(Ms (I, & I, MY,
otherwise II;, = 1. Then, by (BI9) and by
U((Ie, @--- e 11,0,I1,) & (I I; & --- & 11,0,11,)) U*
=(I1,0411; @ I1,0411;) & - - - & (11,,0,11,, & 11,,0,,11,,)

one obtains

where, in the case Il # 1, O € R,
ék : ran(ﬁk) — ran(ﬁk) , ék = O, M, (Hk D Hk)M2_1 ,
otherwise,
0,:C' = C,  Op=M(0,060,)M;*.

Therefore, the corresponding boundary conditions for ﬁﬁ 5 are

Py Vv € ran(ﬁk) ) ﬁk?yk\IJ = (:)kﬁyk\ll, 1<k<n,
and so they are local as well.

4.2. Gesztesy-Seba realizations. These two families of self-adjoint realizations of the Dirac
operator with local point interactions correspond, in the non relativistic limit, to Schrédinger
operators with local point interactions either of §-type or of ¢’-type (see [19], [1, Appendix J], [15]).
The operators in the a-family have self-adjointness domains
(4.2)

dom(Dy) = {¥ = (¢1,12) € Hl([R) @ Hl([R\Y) aly, = —tapthi(ye), 1 <k <n}, apeR,
and the ones in the S-family have self-adjointness domains
(4.3)

dOHl(DB) = {\II = (¢1771Z)2) € HI(R\Y) @ Hl([R) : W)l]yk = _Zﬁk¢2(yk)v 1< k < n}7 ﬁk eR.
Since the cases where all the a;’s or all the ;s are equal to zero correspond to D, and the cases
where there are 0 < m < n ag’s or f;’s which are zero reduce to the cases with (n — m) point

interactions, without loss of generality we can suppose that all the ay’s and S’s are different from
zero. By Theorem [B.I] and Remark B.2] one has

Da = Dpey o, M@ =TV @ a0, 0@ =0"s...¢0,

where
LY (&1, &) = (€1,0), o:c—c, o =qa!
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and
D = Dps o ) = Hgﬁ) DD H,(f) , 0¥ = @gﬁ) DD @gﬁ) 7
where
n7.6) =0.6), o :c-c, of =45
Therefore,
~ 1
2 — —
(Da)” = Hq + 1
where R R
Ha = Hjo) g0 -
ran (1)) = ran (U (1) & - 0 P)V) . 60 =1 (6 -0 8
ran(ﬁlga)) = ran(M2(H(a) D H,(Ca))) =Cao{0}e{o}eC=C?,
) _ (@) @ s 2 2 A 110 —i
@k M1(@ ®0O," )My :C°=C 0, = o [z _1]
and
2 - ]l
(Dg)”=Hg + 7,
where R R
Hp = Hﬁ(zs),é(zs) )
ran(ﬁ(ﬁ)) = ran(U*(ﬁgﬁ) B D ﬁgﬁ) U) , o — (@(5) e ® @)(5))[]’
ran(ﬁ,(f)) = ran(Mg(H(B) ® H(B N={0}eCaCao{0}=C?,
6 = m©P et c? 52, 8V = [ 1 1 '
Bk —1 0
Hence,
dom(Ha) = {¥ = (¢1,¢2) € H*(R\Y) : [¢]y, =[]y, =0,
[1]ye = ar(¥1(ye) — i (yk)), [Waly, = —iaxt1(ye), 1 <k <n},
and

dom(Hg) = {¥ = (¢1,12) € HX(R\Y) : [y, = [thaly, =0,
[1]y, = —iBrva(yr), [oly, = —Br(Walye) + i1 (yk)), 1 <k <n}.

4.3. Separating boundary conditions. Let n =1, and Il = 1. By 27V = ¥(y~) + ¥U(y

p¥ =io1(¥(yy) — ¥(y™)), the boundary condition 7V = ©pW¥ rewrites as
(21001 +1)¥(y~) = (2i001 — 1)¥(y™).
If © is such that

(4.4) ran(2i©0 + 1) Nran(2i@cy — 1) = {0},
then 7¥ = OpV is equivalent to the separating boundary conditions
(4.5) (2001 +1)¥(y™) =0
(4.6) (2001 — 1)¥(y*) =0.

By the equivalence of (4.4]) with
(4.7) det(2ic1© — 1) =0,

13

*) and
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one gets that (£4]) holds if and only if

(4.8) @:@w,a,ﬁ:% _iw\/‘iﬁ Z“’“ﬁ*“ﬁ . we{-1,41}, a,B€R, af > —1.

For such a ©, the boundary conditions (&3], (£.6]) can be rewriten, whenever ¥ = (¢1,15), as

(4.9) Ya(y™) =i, 051y ),
(4.10) Ua(y™) =it g n(y"),
where

—a YN wyT+aB+1)=-BwV/IT+aBF1l) a#0, w/T+aBF1#0

e F2a ! a#0, =0, w==+1
w,a,B " :|:2_1/8 OZZO,CU::Fl
00 otherwise

and the boundary condition ¢ (y*) = icot; (y) is to be understood as ¥ (y*) = 0.
Then

DUJ7OC,6 = DO:,Q7B @ D+

w7a7/3 ?
where Dy, o 5 := Do, , , and the self-adjoint operators D; B and D:; B denote the Dirac operators

in L?((—o0,y);C?) and L?((y,+oc);C?), with boundary conditions (&3] and (&6) (equivalently,
(49) and (£I0)) respectively; let us remark that separating boundary conditions of the kind (4.5]),

(@86]) (resp. (E9), (4I10)) already appeared in [20, Prop. 2.2] (resp. in [7, Rem. 3.2]).
Rewriting the boundary condition 7V = ©,, o 3(p1)¥ as

(2004 0,5(02 ® 09) + 1) W(y7) = (2004 0,5(00 © 02) — 1)V (y™),

where ¥ = 1,7, o, ) and O, 0.5 is defined by , L.e.,
1 2 a3

0 w1+ apf 0 —ia
o wv1+ab I3 13 0
w,enf = 0 —ip 0 —wV/T+aB|
e 0 —wy/1+ap —a

one can check that R
det (2i(02 ®02)0y.0.8 — IL) =0
and so, proceeding as above,
ran(Zi@%a,g(ag Dog)+ ]l) N ran(Zi@%a,g(ag @ og) — ]l) ={0}.
Thus the separating boundary conditions
(4.11) (210, 0,5(00 ® 02) +1)¥(y~) =0
(4.12) (210, 0,5(00 ® 02) — 1) ¥(y") =0

hold for ﬁ%a,g = ﬁé 5 and
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where the self-adjoint operators ﬁ; B and ﬁ:f ap denote the Schrodinger operator —% 1 in

L?((—00,y); C?) and L?((y,+o0);C?), with boundary conditions (@II) and ([@IZ) respectively.
Furthermore,

(Df, ) =HE  +=.

w,a,B waB T g
By (@39), (£I0) and by Remark B3] the separating boundary conditions (£.I1]), (£I2]) for /H\f B
rewrite, whenever ¥ = (v1,1)2), as
Yoy =i s 1(yT), i s W) = i) + b 51 ().
In the case n = 1, IT # 1, the boundary conditions in dom(Dr,e) give
(413) (-1 ¥(y~) = (T—1)o1¥(y"), [(2i0o1 +1)W(y~) = (2i0o; — 1)¥(y™).

Since ran((II—1)07) = ran(IT—1) and, by det(2ifo1 +1) = 14462 # 0, ran(I1(2ifo; 1)) = ran(I),
the relations (4I3]) do not allow any separating boundary conditions.

By the n = 1 case, one immediately gets the family of separating and local boundary conditions:
it suffices to take Oy, 03 = Oy 01,8 D - D Ou,an,8,- Lhen, using the abbreviated notations

L where ég,ﬂ,ﬁ = U* ((:)wl,al,ﬁl @D éwn,an,ﬁn)U and
oy, is defined by @), ie., Ou, 0y, = Mi(Ou, ap.6, B Owa.s)My ", one obtains

Dy.asp = De, .5 and Hoap = Hg

= D" +
Dg,g,é - Dw1,a1,ﬁ1 = Dw1,2,al,2,ﬁ1,2 ©® Dw2,3,az,3752,3 = ©® Dwnfl,nyanfl,nyﬁnfl,n = Dwn,an,ﬁn

and

0 _0O- 0O 0O 0O O+
H%g,ﬁ - Hw170c1,61 @ Hw1,270¢1,2,ﬁ1,2 D Hw2,37a2,3,ﬁ2,3 DD Hwnfl,'ruanfl,'mﬁnfl,n D Hwn,an,ﬁn :
Here Dy, ;. op_1.0.81_1,, denotes the self-adjoint Dirac operator in L?((yx—1,yr); C?) with boundary
conditions of the kind (6] at yx_1 (with parameters wy_1,ax_1,8k—1) and of the kind (L35]) at yi
(with parameters wyg, ag, Ok); Hwk—l,kﬂlk—l,k,ﬁk—l,k is defined in a similar way, using the boundary

conditions ({.I1]) and (4I2]). Furthermore,
1

(D Hwk—l,kvak—l,kvﬁk—l,k + 4’ 1<k<n.

)2 _
Wh—1,ks%—1,k:Bk—1,6) —

4.4. Supersymmetry. Since
0102 + 0201 = 0 = 0302 + 0203,
one has
O-QD[R\Y + D[R\YO'Q =0.
Therefore, if (I, ©) is such that
(4.14) p¥ € ran(II) . poa ¥ € ran(II)
[Ir¥ = Opv [Iroo¥ = Opoa ¥,

then oy anti-commutes with Dy g and so, by (B.I]), the system

~ 1
(4.15) (Hﬁ@ + 02 DH,®>
has supersymmetry (see, e.g., [4, Chapter 1], [I7, Section 6.3]).

By
(02W)y = 02(W)y, [02V]y = 02 [V]y,
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and by o109 = —09071, one gets
TO'Q\I/:O'SBT\I/, pooV = —agep\ll, JS} =09@D---Doy.
Therefore, (£14]) holds whenever
(4.16) [lof — oS =0=00y +050.
Given a couple (II, ©) which satisfies (4.16]), let us further suppose that
(4.17) det(© + IITGpIl) # 0.

Then, by ([B.1), zero is not an eigenvalue of Dy g, i.e., the system (4I5]) has no supersymmetric
state and there is a spontaneous supersymmetry breaking (see, e.g., [4, Section 1.8]). In the case
n = 1, the solutions of (4.I6]) are found immediately.

If T # 1, then IT = I11 := |vg)(vy| and © = 0, where vy, |ve| = 1, solves oqvy = Fovy.

IfII =1, then © = O, := bo1 + aos, a,b € R.

Since, by 7)), TGy = —% 03, det(©4 +7Gp) = 0 if and only if b =0 and a = % Therefore, for
any (a,b) € R*\{(3,0)} the system (ZI5) with II =1 and © = O, has no supersymmetric state
and there is a spontaneous supersymmetry breaking.

Notice that once the solution of (.16 in known in the n = 1 case, then the set of solutions for the
case of n > 1 local point interactions is readily obtained: Il =1I; ®---®1l, and © = ©; - -- PO,
where (IIi, ©) is equal either to (ILy, D) or to (1,0, p,)-

4.5. Quantum Graphs. Since Dy g is a generic self-adjoint extension of S = D|Cg,,, (R\Y; C?) =
(DIC5p(10:C?)) @ - -+ & (D|Cognp(In; C?)), the nonlocal extensions of S proxiide the self-adjoint
realizations of the Dirac operator on a quantum graph with the two ends Iy = (—o0,y;] and
I, = [yn,+00) and the (n — 1) edges I1 = [y1,¥2],-- -, In—1 = [Yn_1, yn); the boundary conditions
corresponding to the couple (II, ©) specify the connectivity of the graph. The case of a compact
graph can be obtained by imposing separating boundary conditions at the two ends. Likewise,
the nonlocal extensions of H1|Cgy,, (R\Y; C?) provide self-adjoint realizations of the Schrédinger
operator on a quantum graph with two ends and (n — 1) edges. For an introduction to the theory
of quantum graphs we refer to the book [10] and the many references there; however, let us point
out that our way of building the self-adjoint realizations on the graph is not the standard one.

As an explicit example, let us consider the Dirac operator on the eye graph (see [14], Sec-
tion IT1.D]). Therefore, we choose the subclass of boundary conditions for the Dirac operator in
Lz(Gv 62)7 G = (_oovyl] U [y17y2] U [92,313] U [y3,+00), connecting \Ij(yl_) with both \Ij(yf_) and
W(ys) and connecting W(y3 ) with both ¥(y; ) and ¥(y; ). Such kind of boundary conditions give
to G the topology of a circle with two ends.

Y1 Y2
@
// \\
// \\
yr - ~ Y3 ~
—  « »— ~
A 7
\\ //
< Y2 Yys .
@

Furthermore, we restrict to Kirchhoff-type boundary conditions, meaning that we select the ones
which, in the non relativistic limit, correspond to Kirchhoff (or free) boundary conditions for the
Schrédinger operator in L2(G) (see [11], [12], [13]). Therefore, we require, for ¥ = (t1,1)2) in the
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self-adjointness domain,

Y1(yr) = i(y) = ¥1(y3)
(4.18) Pa(yr ) — ¥2(y)) —¥a(ys ) =0
Uiyy) = 1(ys) = ¥ilyy)
Pa(yy ) + halys ) —va(ys) = 0.
These boundary conditions rewrite as
[1/}1] [wl]y3 =0 [wl]m = [wl]ya =
[1/12] = _7/12(92 ) [¢2]y1 + [¢2]yz + [¢2]y3 =0
(4.19) [th2]ys 7!’2(1/2 ) =

1)[)1>yl - <7/)1>y3 = W)l]yz
>y1 - 2<¢1>y2 <71Z)1>y3 =0
<1/’2> = [¢2]y3 ["‘/’2]311 :

)
)
]y [alys + [12]y; = 0 in [@I9) coincide with p¥ € ran(I),
CY — €5 is represented by the matrix

(V1)y = P1(ys
(1)ys = ¥1(yy

The relations [11]y, = [¢1]y; = [¥
where the orthogonal projector II :

[2 0 -1 0 -1 O]

0O 0 0 0 0 O

1{-1 0 2 0 -1 0

(4.20) H_§ 0 0 0 3 0 O
-1 0 -1 0 2 0

(00 0 0 0 0]

Then, one can easily check that the other relations in (4.19]) are equivalent to II7¥ = ©p¥ whenever
©, a symmetric operator in the 3-dimensional subspace ran(II), is represented, as a symmetric linear
operator in C% preserving ran(II), by the Hermitian matrix

000 -1 0 0
000 0 0 0
ilo 00 0 0 0
(4.21) @_5100 0 -1 0
000 1 0 0
000 0 0 0

Therefore, using L?(G; C?) = L*(R; C?), one gets Dx = D, where IT and © are as in (£20) and
([421)) respectively and where Dk denotes the Dirac operator on the eye graph with the Kirchhoff
boundary conditions at the two vertices. Then, by Remark B.4] and by (4.I8]), the Schrodinger
operator H o satisfies both the boundary conditions K and K., where

Ui(yy) = vi(yl) = ¥ilys) Po(yr) = Y (y) = ¥h(yy)
(122) K= Vi) = i) — i) =0 o Jue(ur) = va(y)) — va(ys) =0
. = _ _ + * = I 1 (0= ! (0t
71’1(?42) :¢1(y3) :¢1(3/3) wz(yz) :7112(3/3) _¢ (113)
Pi(yg) +¢i(ys) —¢i(yg) =0 Polyy ) +ba(ys) — va(yd) = 0.
This gives
(4.23) (Dk)? = <HK + %) ® (HK* + i) ;

where Hy is the Schrédinger operator in L?(G) with the boundary conditions K and Hy, is the
Schrédinger operator in L?(G) with the boundary conditions K,. The boundary conditions K
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coincide with the usual Kirchhoff ones (see [10] eq. (1.4.4)]) while the boundary conditions K., are
as sort of reversed Kirchhoff ones (named ”homogeneous ¢’ vertex conditions” in [12]) given by the
exchange 1) <+ 1)'. The boundary conditions K,, like the K ones, give, in the case of the real line,
the free Schrodinger operator; thus, (4.23)) is consistent with (LI]). Furthermore, the Schrodinger
operator Hkg @ Hk, appears in the nonrelativistic limit of D, see [12, Proposition 1.3].

The arguments in the previous example extend to any graph: by Remark [3.4] to the Kirchhoff-
type boundary conditions for the Dirac operator Dk on the graph, i.e., to

11 continuous at any vertex v
E;_L o(v) = 0 for any vertex v,

correspond, for the Schrodinger operators Hg and Hk, such that (4.23)) holds, the boundary con-
ditions

1) continuous at any vertex v 1)’ continuous an any vertex v

K, =
Z;t Y'(v) = 0 for any vertex v Ef (v) =0 for any vertex v.

Here, Ef f(v) means the sum over all the points y; € Y corresponding to the vertex v with the
sign convention

—f(yf)  yk is at the left end of the interval/half-line

fv) = +f(yr) vk is at the right end of the interval/half-line.
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remarks.
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