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Abstract

We consider in a Hilbert space a self-adjoint operdiband a family® = (®4,...,®4) of mutually
commuting self-adjoint operators. Under some regulaniopprties ofH with respect taP, we propose two
new formulae for a time operator fdii and prove their equality. One of the expressions is based®n t
time evolution of an abstract localisation operator defimeterms of® while the other one corresponds to
a stationary formula. Under the same assumptions, we alsduct the spectral analysis & by using the
method of the conjugate operator.

Among other examples, our theory applies to Friedrichs Htamans, Stark Hamiltonians, some Jacobi
operators, the Dirac operator, convolution operators oallp compact groups, pseudodifferential operators,
adjacency operators on graphs and direct integral operator
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1 Introduction and main results

Let H be a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert speleand letT be a linear operator il. Generally speaking,
the operatofl” is called a time operator faf if it satisfies the canonical commutation relation

[T, H] =i, (1.1)

or, alternatively, the relation _ _
Te H — o= H(T 4 ¢), (1.2)

Obviously, these two equations are very formal and not edgit. So many authors have proposed various
sets of conditions in order to give a precise meaning to tHeminstance, one has introduced the concept of
infinitesimal Weyl relation in the weak or in the strong sefs®], the T-weak Weyl relation [19] or various
generalised versions of the Weyl relation (®eg.[6, 17]). However, in most of these publications the pair
{H, T} is a priori given and the authors are mainly interested irptloperties off and7" that can be deduced
from a relation like (1.2). In particular, the self-adjaiess ofl’, the spectral nature df andT’, the connection
with the survival probability, the form df’ in the spectral representation Hf, the relation with the theory of
irreversibility and many other properties have been extehsdiscussed in the literature (see [23, Sec. 8], [24,
Sec. 3], [5, 12, 14, 16, 39] and references therein).
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Our approach is radically different. Starting from a selfeént operatorH, one wonders if there exists a
linear operatofl” such that (1.1) holds in a suitable sense. And can we find a&rsa@l/procedure to construct
such an operator ? This paper is a first attempt to answer thestions.

Our interest in these questions has been recently arousaddiynula put into evidence in [37]. Along
the proof of the existence of time delay for hypoelliptic psedifferential operatorél := h(P) in L2(R%),
the author derives an integral formula linking the time ewioin of localisation operators to the derivative with
respect to the spectral parametertf The formula reads as follows: @ stands for the family of position
operators in?(R%) and f : RY — C is some appropriate function with = 1 in a neighbourhood df, then
one has on suitable elements: [2(R%)

Jim | dt (e, [T F(Q/r) e = f(Q/r) e ) = (o gy o), (1.3)
Where% stands for the operator acting §§ in the spectral representation &f. So, this formula furnishes
a standardized procedure to obtain a time operAtonly constructed in terms aff, the position operator@
and the functiory.

A review of the methods used in [37] suggested to us that Emuét.3) could be extended to the case
of an abstract pair of operatéf and position operatorg acting in a Hilbert spacé{, as soon a¢/ and®
satisfy two appropriate commutation relations. Namelppsse that you are given a self-adjoint operdior
and a family® = (®¢4,...,®,) of mutually commuting self-adjoint operators#. Then, roughly speaking,
the first condition requires that for somec C \ R the map

RSz e @ ®(H —w) e c B(H)

is 3-times strongly differentiable (see Assumption 2.2 for @gise statement). The second condition, Assump-
tion 2.3, requires that for eachc R?, the operators~***® H ¢*>*® mutually commute. Given this, our main
result reads as follows (see Theorem 5.5 for a precise stam

Theorem 1.1. Let H and® be as above. Lef be a Schwartz function di? such thatf = 1 on a neighbour-
hood of0 and f(x) = f(—x) for eachz € RY. Then, for eacly in some suitable subset &f one has

oo

lim 1 dt (o, [e™™ f(®/r) e — ™ f(d/r)e " o) = (o, Tre), (1.4)
0

T—00

where the operatdf’y acts, in an appropriate sense, a(—% in the spectral representation &f.

One infers from this result that the operaffyr is a time operator. Furthermore, an explicit description
of Ty is also available: ifff} denotes the self-adjoint operator associated with the aatawori[/, ®;] and
H':=(H{,...,H)), thenT} is formally given by

Ty = —1(®-Ry(H') + Ry(H') - ®), (1.5)

whereR} : R? — C%is some explicit function (see Section 4 and Propositioi. 5.2

In summary, once a family of mutually commuting self-adj@iperatorg®., . .., ®,) satisfying Assump-
tions 2.2 and 2.3 has been given, then a time operator canfined either in terms of the I.h.s. of (1.4) orin
terms of (1.5). When suitably defined, both expressions featie same operator. We also mention that the
equality (1.4), with r.h.s. defined by (1.5), provides a @lpreliminary step for the proof of the existence of
quantum time delay and Eisenbud-Wigner Formula for abiss@attering pairg H, H + V'}. In addition, The-
orem 1.1 establishes a new relation between time depenceiteisng theory (1.h.s.) and stationary scattering
theory (r.h.s.) for a general class of operators. We refénealiscussion in Section 6 for more information on
these issues.

Let us now describe more precisely the content of this pap&ection 2 we recall the necessary definitions
from the theory of the conjugate operator and define a ctisiees(H ) for the operatoi?. In the more usual



setup wherd? = h(P) is a function of the momentum vector operatdand® is the position vector operator
Q in L2(R%), it is known that the critical values df

kp = {\ € R | 32 € R? such thati(z) = X andh/(z) = 0}

plays an important role (seeg.[1, Sec. 7]). Typically, the operat@(P) has bad spectral properties and bad
propagation properties oty,. For instance, one cannot obtain a simple Mourre estimédteeat values. Such
phenomena also occur in the abstract setup. Since the opéfais a priori not a function of an auxiliary
operator as(P), the derivative appearing in the definitionf does not have a direct counterpart. However,
the identities(0;h)(P) = i[h(P), Q;] suggest to define the set of critical valugd?) in terms of the vector
operatort’ := (i[H, ®4],...,i[H, ®,]). This is the content of Definition 2.5. In Lemma 2.6 and Theo86,

we show that:(H) is closed, contains the set of eigenvalueglofand that the spectrum &f in o (H) \ x(H)

is purely absolutely continuous. The proof of the latteuleielies on the construction, described in Section 3,
of an appropriate conjugate operator fér

In Section 4, we recall some definitions in relation with thedtion f that appear in Theorem 1.1. The
function R is introduced and some of its properties are presentedio8egts the core of the paper and its
most technical part. It contains the definitiongf and the proof of the precise version of Theorem 1.1. Suitable
subspaces off on which the operators are well-defined and on which the @gsahold are introduced.

An interpretation of our results is proposed in Section 6 Télation with the theory of time operators is
explained, and various cases are presented. The impoxémbeorem 5.5 for the proof of the existence of the
quantum time delay and Eisenbud-Wigner Formula is alsachket

In Section 7, we show that our results apply to many operdieppearing in physics and mathematics
literature. Among other examples, we treat Friedrichs Htamians, Stark Hamiltonians, some Jacobi operators,
the Dirac operator, convolution operators on locally coatgaoups, pseudodifferential operators, adjacency
operators on graphs and direct integral operators. In ez @ve are able to exhibit a natural family of position
operatorsb satisfying our assumptions. The diversity of the exampte®ed by our theory make us strongly
believe that Formula (1.4) is of natural character. Moredvalso suggests that the existence of time delay is
a very common feature of quantum scattering theory. We agat put that one by-product of our study is an
efficient algorithm for the choice of a conjugate operatordajiven self-adjoint operatdil (see Section 3).
This allows us to obtain (or reobtain) non trivial spectregults for various important classes of self-adjoint
operatorgH.

As a final comment, we would like to emphasize that one of thiainéerest of our study comes from the
fact that we do not restrict ourselves to the standard positperatorg) and to operatorsl which are functions
of P. Due to this generality, we cannot rely on the usual candimamutation relation of) and P and on
the subjacent Fourier analysis. This explains the consisabf abstract commutators methods throughout the
paper.

2 Critical values

In this section, we recall some standard notions on the gaiguoperator theory and introduce our general
framework. The set of critical values is defined and some opibperties are outlined. This subset of the
spectrum of the operator under investigation plays an ésseole in the sequel.

We first recall some facts principally borrowed from [1]. Liétand A be two self-adjoint operators in a
Hilbert space. Their respective domain are denotediH ) andD(A), and for suitablev € C we write R,,,
for (H — w)~!. The operatod is of classC!(A) if there existso € C \ o(H) such that the map

R>t— e R, e c B(H) (2.1)
is strongly differentiable. In that case, the quadratiofor
D(A) 5 ¢ — (Ap, Rup) — (Rip, Ap) € C

extends continuously to a bounded operator denoteffbyR,,] € %(H). It also follows from theC*(A)-
condition thatD(H) N D(A) is a core forH and that the quadratic for®(H) N D(A) 5 ¢ — (Hep, Ap) —



(A, Hy) is continuous in the topology dP(H ). This form extends then uniquely to a continuous quadratic
form [H, A] on D(H), which can be identified with a continuous operator froi¥/) to D(H)*. Finally, the
following equality holds:

[A, R,] = Ru[H, AlR,,. (2.2)

It is also proved in [13, Lemma 2] that [, A|D(H) C H, then the unitary groupe®“},cr preserves the
domain ofH, i.e.e*A D(H) c D(H) forallt € R.

We now extend this framework in two directions: in the numifferonjugate operators and in the degree of
regularity with respect to these operators. So, let us densi family® = (P4, ..., ®,) of mutually commuting
self-adjoint operators ifff (throughout the paper, we use the term “commute” for opesatommuting in the
sense of [26, Sec. VIII.5]). Then we know from [7, Sec. 6.53ittany measurable functighe L>(R?) defines
a bounded operatgfi(®) in H. In particular, the operate#* ®, with 2 - & = 2?21 x;®;, is unitary for each
x € RZ. Note also that the conjugation

Cp: B(H) — B(MH), Bwe w®pe=?

defines an automorphism &#(#).
Within this framework, the operataf is said to be of clas€™(®) for m = 1,2,... if there exists
w € C\ o(H) such that the map

R >z e ™@P R, e c B(H) (2.3)

is strongly of clas€®™ in H. One easily observes thathf is of classC™(®), then the operataH is of class
C™(®;) for eachyj (the clasgC"(®,) being defined similarly).

Remark 2.1. A bounded operataf € %(H) belongs toC!(A) if the map (2.1), withR,, replaced bys, is
strongly differentiable. SimilarlyS € %(#) belongs toC™ (®) if the map (2.3), withR,, replaced bys, is
stronglyC".

In the sequel, we assume thétis regular with respect to unitary grode’®}, g« in the following
sense.

Assumption 2.2. The operatof{ is of classC?3(®). Furthermore, for each € {1,...,d}, the quadratic form
i[H,®;] on D(H) defines an essentially self-adjoint operator whose ségtfiatdextension is denoted bif’.
Similarly, for eachk, £ € {1,...,d}, the quadratic forni[H}, ] onD(H}) defines an essentially self-adjoint
operator whose self-adjoint extension is denotedjy, and the quadratic forij /7 , ®,] onD(H}), ) defines
an essentially self-adjoint operator whose self-adjaiteémsion is denoted ;j;é.

This assumption implies the invariance®fH ) under the action of the unitary grogip’® ®}, cra. Indeed,
if the quadratic form[H, ®,;] on D(H) defines an essentially self-adjoint operatotinit follows in particular
thatD(H) C D(H;) and thusi[H,®;]D(H) = H;D(H) C H. It follows then from [13, Lemma 2] that
e®™® D(H) C D(H) forall t € R. In fact, one easily obtains thet® D(H) = D(H), and since this property
holds for eacty one also has™>®* D(H) = D(H) for all = € R?. As a consequence, we obtain in particular
that each self-adjoint operator

H(z) :=e @® He™® (2.4)
(with H(0) = H) has domairD[H (x)] = D(H).

Similarly, the domain® () andD(H ) ) are leftinvariant by the action of the unitary grol” ®}, cpa,
and the operatorelj(z) := e™'® Hj e ® and H}), (z) := e**'® H}} ¢'"'* are self-adjoint operators with
domainsD(H}) andD(H7), ) respectively.

Our second main assumption concerns the family of operaf¢rs.

Assumption 2.3. The operator§ H (x) } ,cre mutually commute.

Using the fact that the maR? > z — C, € Aut[%(#)] is a group morphism, one easily shows that
Assumption 2.3 is equivalent the commutativity of ed€fw) with H. Furthermore, Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3
imply additional commutation relations:



Lemma 2.4. The operatorsi (z), H}(y), Hy,(z) mutually commute for eachk,¢ € {1,...,d} and each
z,y, 2 € R%

Proof. Letw € C\ R, 2,5,z € RY, j k,{,m € {1,...,d}, and setR(z) := [H(z) — w] ™', Rj(z) :=
[H}(x) —w]~" and R}, (z) := [H, (z) — w]~'. By assumption, one has the equality

R(ZC) R(Eej)fR(O) — R(EEj)EfR(O) R(I)

£

for eachs € R\ {0}. Taking the strong limit as — 0, and using (2.2) and Assumption 2.3, one obtains
R(0) [R(x)Hj — HjR(x)] R(0) = 0.

Since the resolveni?(0) on the left is injective, this implies thdt(z) H — H} R(x) = 0 onD(H ). Furthermore,
sinceD(H ) is a core forH] the last equality can be extended¢/}). Finally, by multiplying the equation

R(z) = R(z) (H} — w) R}(0) = (H} — w) R(x)R}(0)

on the left byR’(0), one gets?’(0) R(z) = R(x)R(0). Using the morphism property of the m&d > z —
C; € Aut[%(H)], one infers from this that/ () and H}(y) commute.
A similar argument leads to the commutativity of the opersfd’ (=) and I, (y) by considering the op-

eratorsR) (z) 2RO gng Rl KO pr (). The commutativity offf () and HY; (=) is obtained by con-
(z) B (Ee’c)gR; © B (Ee’c)gR;(O) R(x), and the commutativity off/ (y) and H},(z)
by considering the operatof (y) it (Ee’f);R;c(O) and R;“(Ee’f);R;f(O) R’ (y). Finally, the commutation between

H7j (x) andHy, (y) is obtained by considering the operatd (z) RZ(EEmg_Rz(O) and RZ(“"”‘Q_RQ(O) R, (x).
Details are left to the reader. O

sidering the operatoi® ) and

For simplicity, we writeH’ for the vector operatatHy, . . ., Hj;), and define for each measurable function
f : R4 — C the operatorf (H') by using thed-variables functional calculus. The symhif! (-) denotes the
spectral measure df .

Definition 2.5. A number) € R is called a regular value df if there exists) > 0 such that
. N2 —1-H _
;%H[(H) +e] EYT(A=6,A+9))| < oo. (2.5)
A number) € R that is not a regular value df is called a critical value off. We denote by:(H) the set of
critical values ofH .

From now on, we shall use the shorter notatiofi (\; §) for E (A — 6, A + §)). In the next lemma we
put into evidence some useful properties of thexgéf ).

Lemma 2.6. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 be verified. Then the @8t) possesses the following properties:
(@) x(H) is closed.
(b) «(H) contains the set of eigenvaluesif
(c) The limitlim o ||[(H")? + €] 71EH(J)H is finite for each compact setC R \ x(H).

(d) For each compact sel C R\ x(H), there exists a compact sét C (0,00) such thatE? (J) =
EHNU)EH ().

Proof. (a) Let\o be a regular value fof, i.e. there exist9), > 0 such that (2.5) holds with replaced by.
Let A € (Ao — do, Ao + do) and letd > 0 such that

(A=0,A4+0) C (Ao — b0, Ao + do)-



Then, since (); §) = B (\g; 60) EH (); 6), one has
lig |G+ BTG < B G +€] " i) <

But this means exactly thatis a regular value for any € (Ao — do, Ao + do). So the set of regular values is
open, and:(H) is closed.

(b) Let A € R be an eigenvalue aff, and letp, be an associated eigenvector with norm one. Siide
of classC' (®;) for eachj, we know from the Virial theorem [1, Prop. 7.2.10] that' ({A}) H/ E” ({A}) = 0
for eachj. This, together with Lemma 2.4, implies that

ER((AD[(H)? +¢] BT ({0} =BT ({A))
for eache > 0. In particular, we obtain for each> 0 the equalities
(') +€] B (X 6)on = BT (AN [(H') +2] BT ({(A)er =< on,

and
. N2 “lroH/ . . N2 1 H /. _ T -1 _
lim || [(H)” +e] 7 B 9)|| = tim [[[(H)? + <] B (s 6)ea | = lim e oall = oo,
Sinced has been chosen arbitrarily, this implies thas not a regular value off .

(c) This follows easily by using a compacity argument.

(d) Let us concentrate first on the lower boundlafClearly, if |H’| is strictly positive, therlU/ can be
chosen in0, oo) and thus is bounded from below by a strictly positive numBerassume now thakl’| is not
strictly positive, that i$) € o(|H'|). By absurd, suppose thétis not bounded from below by a strictly positive
numberj.e. there does not exist > 0 such that/ C (a,00). Then forn = 1,2, ..., there exists),, € H such
that £’ ([0,1/n)) E¥ (J)i, # 0, and the vectors

_ E([0,1/n)) B (),
Pn = HE|H/\ ([0, 1/n))EH(J)1/’nH

satisfy |, || = 1, andEH (1), = EH'1([0,1/n))¢n = ¢n. It follows by point (c) that

—1

Const. > il\r‘% H [(H')? + 5}*1EH(J)|| > il\r‘% I [(H')? + €] EH(J)<pn||

_ 1 H/ 2 71E‘Hl| 1 "
lim [|[(H")? +é] (10, 1/m))ou|
> 1 -2 -1
2 lim (n™+e) el
= n2’
which leads to a contradiction when— oc.

Let us now concentrate on the upper boun@oClearly, if |[H'| is a bounded operator, one can choose a
bounded subséf of R and thusU is upper bounded. So assume now &t is not a bounded operator. By
absurd, suppose th&t is not bounded from abovee. there does not exi$t < co such that/ C (0,b). Then
forn=1,2,..., there exists),, € H such thatt'"'([n, 00)) E# (J)¢,, # 0, and the vectors

BN ([n,00)) EF (1),
7 BT ([, 00)) ER ()|

satisfy||¢, || = 1, andE? (J)p, = E'([n, 0)) ¢, = ¢n. It follows by Assumption 2.2 and Lemma 2.4 that
|H'| E¥(J) is a bounded operator, and

Const. > H|H’|EH(J)H > H|H'|EH(J)<an = H|H'|E‘H/‘([n, oo))can > nllenll

which leads to a contradiction when— oo. O



3 Locally smooth operators and absolute continuity

In this section we exhibit a large class of locallismooth operators. We also show that the operatas
purely absolutely continuous im(H) \ «(H). These results are obtained by using commutators methods as
presented in [1].
In order to motivate our choice of conjugate operatorfigrwe present first a formal calculation. Lé,
be given by
Ay = S - ® + & H'y(H)},

wheren is some real function with a sufficiently rapid decrease @ infinity. ThenA,, satisfies with/7 the
commutation relation

. i d

i[H, Ay = 5 575 {n(H)Hj [H, ;] + [H, ®;] Hin(H) } = (H')*n(H),

which provides (in a sense to be specified) a Mourre estinsatein the sequel, one only has to justify these
formal manipulations and to determinate an appropriatetfan).
First of all, one observes that for eaghe {1,...,d} and eachw € C\ o(H) the operatot; R, =

Hj(H — w)~" is a bounded operator. Indeed, one h&s— w)~'H = D(H) C D(H}) by Assumption 2.2.
In the following lemmas, Assumptions 2.3 and 2.2 are tacigumed, and we sét) := (1 + x2)'/2 for any
r € R™
Lemma3.1. (a) For eachj,k € {1,...,d} and eachy,w € C\ o(H), the bounded operatok, [} R?,,
belongs taC'! ().
(b) Foreachj,k € {1,...,d} the bounded self-adjoint operatoH) > H(H )~ belongs taC" (®},).
(c) For eachj, k,¢ € {1,...,d}, the bounded self-adjoint operatof(H) 2Hj(H) 2, ®;]| belongs to
CH(Dy).
Proof. Due to Assumption 2.2 one has for eagle D(Py)

(Prp, RyHjRop) — (RoHjRs0, ®rp)
= (k. RyHjRp) — (PrRsp, HiRup) + (2r R0, HiRup) — (RoHj Rsp, pp)
= ([R5, Pelp, HiRup) + (P Ry, HjRup) — (HiR5p, P Rup)
+ (HjRyp, ®rRu0) — (R H) Ry, Prp)
= ([Ry, ®l, HiRup) + ([H], ®4] Ry, Rup) + (Hj Ry, [Pr, Ru]p).
This implies that there exists < co such that
(@i, RyH Rup) — (RoHi Ry, Prip)| < C |l

for eachy € D(®y ), and thus the first statement follows from [1, Lem. 6.2.9].
For the second statement, sin@é) > = R_;R;, the operatoXH) >H(H)~* is clearly bounded and
self-adjoint. Furthermore, by observing that

<H>72HJ/» <H>72 =R; (szH;RZ)Rfl

one concludes from (a) thatl) > H(H)~* is the product of three operators belongingto(®;.), and thus
belongs taC! (®;) due to [1, Prop. 5.1.5].
For the last statement, one gets by taking Lemma 2.4 intoustco

{[(H) 2 H ()72, @] = —2(RHLR) (R HLR ) (R + B_y) + (H) 2 H/j, (H) 2.

The first term is a product of operators which belongtd®,), and thus it belongs t6"* (®,). For the second
term, a calculation similar to the one presented for thestant (a) using Assumption 2.2 shows that this term
also belongs t@'! (®,), and so the claim is proved. O



We can now give a precise definition of the conjugate operatoe will use, and prove its self-adjointness.
For that purpose, we consider the family

I, :=(H) H)(H)*, j=1,..,d

of mutually commuting bounded self-adjoint operators, amdwrite IT := (IIy,...,II,) for the associated
vector operator. Due to Lemma 3.1.(b), each operdtdoelongs taC! (®). Therefore the operator

A=+ 10
is well-defined and symmetric q’ﬁjzl D(®;). For the next lemma, we note that this set contains the domain
D(®?) of ®2.

Lemma 3.2. The operatorA is essentially self-adjoint o (®?).

Proof. We use the criterion of essential self-adjointness [27, TXIB7].
Givena > 1, we define the self-adjoint operatdf := ®2 + II? + a with domainD(N) = D(®?) and
observe that in the form sense Di/N) one has

N2 = ®* + TI* + a2 + 2a®D? + 2al1? + 2112 + 12 P2

= &' + 11" + a® + 20®° + 24T + > { ;10 + [ 2711} + R
Jik

with R := 3 {TI; [Ty, @5]®; + @;[®;, [i] 1T, + [T, ;] }. Now, the following inequality holds

ST, @51 + @@, T TT } > —de? — > [T [I, @]
ik ik

Thus there exists > 0 such thatk > —d®? — c. Altogether, we have shown that in the form senséXgiV)

N? > @' + 11" + (a® — ¢) + (20 — d)®® + 241> + > {®; 11} ®; + 1,011},
gk

where the r.h.s. is a sum of positive termsddarge enough. In particular, one has foE D(NV)
2 2
IN@l? > |20 + || 2510,

which implies that
l4¢ll < 5 (@] + [lo L]} < dlINell-

J

It remains to estimate the commutatdr, N]. In the form sense of(V), one has

204, N] =Y {1, )0 + Bi[IT;, By, + D; [T, D] Dy + D; B4[IT;, Byy]
7,k
+ T0 (@, T | Ty + T [, T ] + @5, TL T T, 4 T [, T TL
The last four terms are bounded. For the other terms, LemingcB.together with the bound
(@, Bk)| < || B (¢, 2*¢) < [|Bll (9, N¢), 9 €D(N), Be B(H),
leads to the desired estimate, (¢, [A, N]|p) < Const. (p, Np). O

Lemma 3.3. The operatorH is of classC?(A) and the sesquilinear forn{H, A] on D(H) extends to the
bounded positive operatdif) ~2(H')?(H) 2.



Proof. One has for eaclr € D(®?) and eachw € C\ o(H)
2{(Raw, Ap) = (Ap, Rup) } = 3 {(Rap, (152, + ®511;)p) — ((I;®; + O511;) 0, Rup) }

=D e, (R, @5)0) + ([, Ra] o, Tj0) . (3.1)

Since all operators in the last equality are bounded and gii@?) is a core forA, this implies thatH is of
classC*(A) [1, Lem. 6.2.9].
Now observe that the following equalities hold &h

i[vaA] = %Ea {HJ[RM (I)j] + [Rwa (I)j]Hj} =—R, <H>_2 (HI)2 <H>_2 R,,.

Therefore the sesquilinear forifil, A] onD(H ) extends to the bounded positive operahy > (H')2 (H) 2.
Finally, the operatoi[ R,,, A] can be written as a product of factorsif (®,) for each?, namely

iRy, Al = =Y, Ry (R_iH}R;) (R_iH[R;) Ry,

Soi[R,,, A] also belongs ta@!(®,) for each’, and thus a calculation similar to the one of (3.1) shows that
i[R,, A] belongs taC! (A). This implies that is of classC?(A). O
Definition 3.4. A number) € R is called aA-regular value off if there exist numbers, > 0 such that
(H")?EH();6) > a B ();6). The complement of this set iR is denoted by:” (H).
The set ofA-regular values corresponds to the Mourre set with resjpedt indeed, if\ is a A-regular
value, then(H')2EH (X; 6) > a E*()\; ) for somea, § > 0 and
EM (X 0)ilH, AJET (3;0) = B (\;0) (H) ™ (H')? (H) ™ B (X:8) 2 o' E" (X 6),

wherea’ := a - inf,c(\_5 r+5) {(u)~%. In the framework of Mourre theory, this means that the ojpera is
strictly conjugate tdd at the point\ [1, Sec. 7.2.2].

Lemma 3.5. The sets:(H) andx“ (H) are equal.

Proof. Let A be aA-regular value off. Then there exist, § > 0 such that
ER(X;6) <a”N(H')EY();6),
and we obtain foe > 0:

I +e] B o) = sup  ([(H) +e] o BT [(H) 47 )
= eﬁpuzlq(ﬁ)z +e] o EF (G O)(H)(H'Y + €] )
2| EH? + ]

-2
’

<a
<a
which implies, by taking the limitim. o, thatX is a regular value.
Now, let A be a regular value aff. Then there exists > 0 such that
Const. > lim I[(H')? +e] "EF (A 0)| = lim IEZ (X 0) [(H)2ER (X 6) +¢] T B (\;6)||

= lim || [(H')?E" (\; 6) + €]

-1
2 (PN (32)



whereH, s := EH ()\;6)H. But we have

[[(H")? BT (X;6) + €] =(ate),

~1
H@(Hx,é)

where the number > 0 is the infimum of the spectrum ¢f’)2E# (); §), considered as an operatorfity, s.
Therefore, Formula (3.2) entails the boumd* < Const., which implies thatz > 0. In consequence, the
operator H')2EH (); §) is strictly positive in# s, namely,

(H')ER(X;6) > aBH(X;6)
with @ > 0. This implies that\ is a A-regular value off, andx(H) is equal tox“ (H). O

We shall now state our main result on the nature of the spmatfu/, and exhibit a class of locally -
smooth operators. The spa(:@(A),’;’-l)l/2 ,» defined by real interpolation [1, Sec. 3.4.1], is denoted#y

Since for eacly € {1,...,d} the operatoil; belongs toC'(®,), we haveD((®)) C D(A), and it follows
from [1, Thm. 2.6.3] and [1, Thm. 3.4.3.(a)] that for> 1/2 the continuous embeddings hold:

D(®))C A CHCH*CDUP) ). (3.3)
The symbolC.. stands for the half-plan€ := {w € C | £ Im(w) > 0}.
Theorem 3.6. Let H satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Then,
(a) the spectrum off in o(H) \ x(H) is purely absolutely continuous,
(b) each operatofl’ € Z(D((®) *),H), with s > 1/2, is locally H-smooth orR \ x(H).

Proof. (a) This is a direct application of [31, Thm. 0.1] which takesnmas 3.3 and 3.5 into account.

(b) We know from [31, Thm. 0.1] that the map— R, € B(,.#*), which is holomorphic on the half-
planeC ., extends to a wedkcontinuous function off L U{R \ x(H)}. Now, considefl’ € #(#*,H). Then
one hasl'™* € #(H,.#"), and it follows from the above continuity that for each comtmubset/ C R\ x(H)
there exists a constaat> 0 such that for allu € C with Re(w) € J andim(w) € (0,1) one has

TR+ [[TRST™|| < .

A fortiori, one also hasup,, |T(R., — Rs)T*|| < c, where the supremum is taken over the same set of
complex numbers. This last property is equivalent to thallét-smoothness df’ onR \ x(H). The claim is
then obtained by using the last embedding of (3.3). O

4 Averaged localisation functions

In this section we recall some properties of a class of aestdgralisation functions which appears naturally
when dealing with quantum scattering theory. These funstiwhich are denotell ¢, are constructed in terms
of functionsf € L>°(R9) of localisation around the origif of R<. They were already used, in one form or
another, in [15], [36], and [37].

Assumption 4.1. The functionf € L>=(R?) satisfies the following conditions:
(i) There existy > 0 such thatf(z)| < Const. (z)~* fora.e.r € R%
(i) f = 1onaneighbourhood of.

It is clear that shim,_,, f(®/r) = 1 if f satisfies Assumption 4.1. Furthermore, one has for each

R\ {0}

[e%s) dM 1 d,u “+oo (14p)
; F[f(ua?)—xm,u(u)} < Flf(ux)—llJrConst- 1 dpp < oo,
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wherey(o 1] denotes the characteristic function for the intefoal]. Therefore the functiof; : R4\ {0} — C
given by
+o0 d,Uf
Ry(z) := o [f () = xp0.1)(1)]
is well-defined. IfR* := (0, c0), endowed with the multiplication, is seen as a Lie group Wittar measure

d—f‘, thenR; is the renormalised average pivith respect to the (dilation) action &’ on R,

" In the next lemma we recall some differentiability and hoewgjty properties of2;. We also give the
explicit form of Ry whenf is a radial function. The reader is referred to [37, Sec. Rpfoofs and details. The
symbol.#(R%) stands for the Schwartz spaceRf.

Lemma 4.2. Let f satisfy Assumption 4.1.

(@) Assume thad; f)(z) exists for allj € {1,...,d} andz € R¢, and suppose that there exists sgme 0

such that/(9; f)(z)| < Const. (z)~ ") for eachz € R?. ThenR; is differentiable oiR?\ {0}, and its
derivative is given by

Rye) = [ dnf(e).
0
In particular, if f € .%(R?) thenR; belongs taC>°(R? \ {0}).

(b) Assume thakz; belongs toC™(R? \ {0}) for somem > 1. Then one has for each € R¢ \ {0} and
t > 0 the homogeneity properties

z- Ri(x) = -1, (4.1
t°1(0° Ry ) (tw) = (9 Ry)(x), (4.2)

wherea € N is a multi-index withl < |a| < m.

(c) Assume thaf is radial, i.e. there existsfy € L°°(R) such thatf(z) = fo(|z|) for a.e.z € R ThenR;
belongs taC"> (R*\ {0}), and R (z) = —z~x.

Obviously, one can show as in Lemma 4.2.(a) fRais of classC™ (R? \ {0}) if one has for each € N¢
with [a| < m that (9% f)(z) exists and that(9® f)(z)| < Const. (z)~1*1*?) for somep > 0. However, this
is not a necessary condition. In some cases (as in Lemma&)y, 2 functionR is very regular outside the
point0 even if f is not continuous.

5 Integral formula

In this section we prove our main result on the relation betwthe evolution of the localisation operators
f(@/r) and the time operatdr; defined below. We begin with a technical lemma that will bedimebsequently.
Since this result could also be useful in other situatiorss pnesent here a general version of it. The symbol
# stands for the Fourier transformation, and the meaduren R™ is chosen so tha# extends to a unitary
operator in?(R").

Proposition 5.1. LetC' = (C4,...,Cy) andD = (Dy,. .., Dy) be two families of mutually commuting self-
adjoint operators in a Hilbert space?. Letk > 1 be an integer, and assume that eachis of classC* (D).

Let f € L®(R"), setg(z) := f(z) (x1)** - (x,)*", and suppose that the functiopsind
v (Fg) (@) (w)" @)

are in L' (R™). Then the operatoyf (C) belongs toC* (D). In particular, if f € .7 (R™) then f(C) belongs to
C*(D).

11



Proof. For eachy € R?, we setD,, := Tz‘(eiy'f’ —1). Then we know from [1, Lemma 6.2.3.(a)] that it is
sufficient to prove thaH ad’},y (f(C)) H is bounded by a constant independenyoBy using the linearity of

ad}, (-) and [1, Eq. 5.1.16], we get

adp, (£(C))
_ ad’,%y (g(C) <Cl>—2k <Cn>—2k)

_ / dz (Fg)(z) adb, (€10 (Cy) 72 .. aimCn ()72

= Y cuen [ de(Foa)adl, (670 (0)7) adly, (20 ()7,
k14 tkn=Fk "

wherecy, ..., > 0 is some explicit constant. Furthermore, sin€gis of classC*(D), we know from [1,
Eq. 6.2.13] that

kj ix;C; —2k k+1
[adg, (e (Cy) )| <, ()™
wherecy; > 0is independent of andz;. This implies that

|adp, (F(O)] < Const./ dz |(ZFg) ()| (z1)F - (2,)* T < Const.

n

and the claim is proved. O

In Lemma 2.6.(a) we have shown that thes@hl ) is closed. So we can define for each 0 the set
P = {p € D((®)") | ¢ = n(H)y for somen € C=(R\ x(H)) }.

The setZ; is included in the subspagGé,.(H ) of absolute continuity off, due to Theorem 3.6, and;, C 2,
if 1 > to. We refer the reader to Section 6 for an account on densifygpties of the sety,.

In the sequel we consider the set of operat{)b%’k} as the components of @&dimensional (Hessian)
matrix which we denote byZ”. Furthermore we shall sometimes wrif&™! for an operatoiC' a priori not
invertible. In such a case, the operator® will always be restricted to a set where it is well-definedmdy, if
D is a set on whiclC is invertible, then we shall simply write”~! acting onD” instead of using the notation
O_1|D.

Proposition 5.2. Let H and ¢ satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Lfesatisfy Assumption 4.1 and assume that
Ry belongs taC! (R?\ {0}). Then the map

tp: D —=C, omtp(p):=—% Z {(@j9, (0;Ry)(H ) + (95 R5) (H)p, ®j0) },

is well-defined. Moreover, {0; R ;) (H')y belongs tdD(®, ) for eachj, then the linear operatof’y : 77 — H
defined by

Ty = —1 ((I) CR(H') + Ry () - @ |H'[~ + iRy ({0 - (HVH') |H’|*3)<p (5.1)

satisfiest s () = (v, Tyyp) for eachy € 2. In particular, T is a symmetric operator if is real and if %, is
dense irH.

Remark 5.3. Formula (5.1) is a priori rather complicated and one coultebgpted to replace it by the simpler
formula—3 (- R (H') + R;(H') - ). Unfortunately, a precise meaning of this expression iswatiable in
general, and its full derivation can only be justified in caate examples.

12



e

Remark 5.4. If » € 27 and if f either belongs ta”’(R%) or is radial, then the assumpti¢f, R )
e
)

(H
D(®;) holds for eachy. Indeed, by Lemma 2.6.(d) there exists= C2°((0,00)) such that(d; Ry )(H
(8;Rys)(H")n((H')?)p. By Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 5.1, it then follows &t R, )(H')n((H')
C*(®,), which implies the statement.

S
S

Proof of Proposition 5.2 Lety € 2,. Then Lemma 2.6.(d) implies that there exists a functienC>° ((O, oo))

such that
(i Rys)(H')p = (9;Ry)(H )n((H')?)p.

Thus||(9;Rs)(H")¢| < Const. ||¢||, and we have
[t7 ()] < Const. [[o] - [[{@)¢l],

which implies the first part of the claim.
For the second part of the claim, it is sufficient to show that

> (0 Rp)(H g, ®j0)
J
<()07 {R/ (\H’ ) ‘I>|H/| LR, (\H1|) (HNH/)|H/|73}</7>.
Using Formula (4.2), Lemma 2.6.(d), and [10, Eq. 4.3.2], gets
Z ((0;R7)(H ), @)

_Z 3R \H' |H| 1<Pa J<P>

A il\ﬂ%«a Ry) (1457), [(H')? + €] 71/220)

<907RI(\H/) (I)|HI| ! >
. 1zhm/ At~V 2((0;Ry) () o, [[CH)? + 2 + 471, @] 0).

Now, by using Assumption 2.2 and Lemma 2.4 one obtains that
[(H'? 42+ 87", @;]¢ = 20[(H')? +c +1] "(H'H); .
It follows that

< Sty [0 ) T )

= Z ]Jm 8 R ‘H' ) [( ) + 6]73/2(H”H/)j<p>
iRy () - G 1),
and thus

S (0 (o, 030) = oy (R (57) - @B iR () - (HVHO L)
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Suppose for a while thaf is radial. Then one ha&®; Rs)(z) = —z 2z, due to Lemma 4.2.(c), and
Formula (5.1) holds by Remark 5.4. This implies tliatis equal to

Tim H(® o + - @ [H |1+ - (HH)) (5.2)

on ;.

The next theorem is our main result; it relates the evolutidoncalisation operator$(®/r) to the operator
Ty. In its proof, we freely use the notations of [1] for some Hegity classes with respect to the unitary group
generated byb. For us, a functiorf : R? — Cis eveniff(z) = f(—z) fora.e.x € R%

Theorem 5.5. Let H and & satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. lfett .#(R9) be an even function such that
f = 1 onaneighbourhood df. Then we have for each € %

lim 1 - dt (p, [e 7 f(D/r) ™ — e f(D/r) e H o) = ts(p). (5.3)
0

T—00
Note that the integral on the |.h.s. of (5.3) is finite for each 0 sincef(®/r) can be factorized as
F(@/r) = |f(@/r)"/? - sgu[f(®/r)] - |f(@/r)]"/?,

with [ f(®/7)|'/? locally H-smooth orR \ x(H) by Theorem 3.6. Furthermore, since Remark 5.4 applies, the
r.h.s. can also be written as the expectation vajud ;o).

Proof. (i) Let ¢ € 2, take areah € C2°(R \ k(H)) such that)(H )y = ¢, and sety,(H) := e n(H).
Then we have

<<P, [eitH f((I)/T) e—itH o e—itH f((I)/T) eitH]<p>

@, [m(H) e n_y(H) —n_¢(H) e P n(H)]p)

(o, { ("™ =1)ne (H(2))n—e(H) (5.4)
+n- t(H[ t(H(2)) = ne(H(=2))] = n—o(H)n:(H(=2)) (¢7® =1) } ).

Sincef is even.7 f is also even, and

(2)(

- /]Rd (@) (e, [ ne (H(2))n-o(H) = n—o(H)m (H(=%)) ' Ji0)
(z)(
)

/Rd dz (Z f)(x) (e, n-e(H) [ (H(Z)) = ne(H(=2))] @) = 0.

Thus Formula (5.4), Lemma 2.4, and the change of varigbtest/r, v := 1/r, give
lim 1 dt (o, [e™™ f(®/r) e — ™ f(®/r)e " ]p) = 1 11\‘1%/ d,u/ dr K (v, pu, x)
v 0 R4

T—00 O
(5.5)
where

K(v,p,z) = (Ff) (@) (¢, { (e ® —1)n(H (va)) ! H o)~ H]
_ n(H(—VI)) ei;[H(fuz)fH] %(eiumib _1) }<P>

(ii) To prove the statement, we shall show that one may ihgmge the limit and the integrals in (5.5),
by invoking Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorens Wi be done in (iii) below. Here we pursue the
calculations assuming that these interchanges are jdstifie

We know from Assumption 2.2 thalf is of classC?(®;) (and thus of clas€!(®,)) for eachj €
{1,...,d}. Since the domain off is invariant under the group generated ®y, it follows then from [1,
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Thm. 6.3.4.(b)] that? belongs toC!:!(®;, G, G*), whereG denotes the spad@(H ) endowed with the graph
topology. In particular,H belongs toC!(®;,G,G*); namely, the maR > v — H(ve;) € #(G,G*) is
continuously differentiable in the uniform topology. Thésre the map

R\ {0} 5 v 1[H(ve;) — H] € B(G,G%)

extends to a continuous map definedand taking valug?; atv = 0.
Now, the exponential map — e‘Z is continuous fron¥8(G, G*) to #(G, G*). So, the composed map

R 5 v ev B —Hl ¢ (G G*)

is also continuous, and takes valf&’ atv = 0. By linearity and by taking Lemma 2.4 into account, one
finally obtains in#(G, G*)

lim ei%[H(V;E)—H] — eium»H/ )
r\,0

It follows that for anyp, ¢ € G, one has

i (5, SE1T ) = (e )

In fact, since the operators, H (vx) and H; are self-adjoint this equality even holds fery> € H, but we do
not need such an extension. This identity, together witlsyimemetry off, Lemma 4.2.(a), and Proposition 5.2,
implies that forp € %

tim 4 [t (o, [T f(@/r) € 6 (@) e )

T—00

0
B _%/0 du /R da (Zf)(@){{ (@ @) p, e H o) — (e H (. B) )}
=3 Z/OOO du /Rd da [Z(0;))(2) (@0, e H ) + (o, e H B0}

——3 Y [ aul(@se @D )e) + (07 (i) o 25)]

=tr(p).
(iii) To interchange the limit’ \, 0 and the integration overin (5.5), one has to bounﬁgd doe K (v, p, x)
uniformly in v by a function inL* (0, co), d). We begin with the first term Of g da K (v, p1, )

Ky (v, ) = / de (F (@) (@)%, 1( P —1) (@) 2n(H(va)) /5 102 ).

Observe that for each multi-indexc N¢ with |a| < 2 one has
0gL (e ® —1)(®)~2| < Const. (), (5.6)

where the derivatives are taken in the strong topology anerevthe constant is independentof (—1,1).
Since.Z f € .7 (R?) it follows that
‘Kl(l/, ,u)‘ < Const., (5.7)

and thusk (v, ;1) is bounded uniformly in- by a function inl* (0, 1], dy).
For the case: > 1 we first remark that there exists a compactset R \ «(H) such thatp = E*(.J)p.
There also exists € C2°((0,00)) such that; ((H’)?)n(H) = n(H) due to Lemma 2.6.(d). It then follows that

77(H(1/$C)) et [H(vz)—H] 0= C(H/(U.I')Q)n(H(I/CC)) Qi & [H (ve)—H] 0.
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Moreover, from Assumption 2.3, we also get that
B; 4 (@) = BH(J) el b Hwo)—Hl pH( ) = et G Hva)=H]

So, K1 (v, ) can be rewritten as
/Rd da (Z f)(@) (@)%, 5 (€™ ® —1)(®)2¢(H' (v)?)n(H (v2)) By, (x)0) -

Now, it is easily shown by using Assumption 2.2 and Lemma Bat the functionB;,{u c R — B(H) is
differentiable with derivative equal to

(@Bi”(m) = i,uHJ/-(V:r)Bi#(:c).
Furthermore, the bounded operator
Ajo(z) = (F (@) (e¥® =1)(@) 2 Hj(va)|H' (var)| ¢ (H' (va)®)n(H (var))
satisfies for each integér> 1 the bound
| Aj.(2)|| < Const. (x)7F,

due to Assumption 2.2, Lemma 2.4, Equation (5.6) and theldgtay of# f. ThusK; (v, 1) can be written as
Ky (v,p) = —ip™! Z/Rd dz ((@)%p, A, () (9; By ,) (x)) -
J

Moreover, direct calculations using Equation (5.6) andpBsition 5.1 show that the m& > = +— A; ,(v) €
2% (H) is twice strongly differentiable and satisfies

1(9;4;,)(x)| < Const. (z)*

and
10e{(9;A;,)Hi(v-)(H'(v-))"?} ()| < Const. (1 + |v]) (z)~* (5.8)

for any integelk > 1. Therefore one can perform two successive integrationsltg fwith vanishing boundary
contributions) and obtain

(1) = i 12/ Y2, (05 A5,)(2) B, (2))
— Y / der (@), 00 (9 A;,) Hi(v-)(H' ()2} () B, (2)¢).
0 VR

This together with Formula (5.8) implies for eaeh< 1 and each: > 1 that
’Kl (v, ,u)‘ < Const. p1 2. (5.9)

The combination of the bounds (5.7) and (5.9) showshdi, 1) is bounded uniformly for < 1 by a function
inL'((0, 00), du). Since similar arguments shows that the same holds for ttensterm off, , dz K (v, 1, x),
one can interchange the limitX\, 0 and the integration over in (5.5).

The interchange of the limit *\, 0 and the integration over in (5.5) is justified by the bound

|K (v, p, )| < Const. |2(Z f)(z)],

which follows from Formula (5.6). O
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When the localisation functiofiis radial, the operatdf’ is equal to the operat@r, which is independent
of f. The next result, which depicts this situation of particitderest, is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.2.(c)
and Theorem 5.5

Corollary 5.6. Let H and ® satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. lfet .#(R?) be a radial function such that
f = 1 onaneighbourhood d@f. Then we have for each € %,

lim % ; dt <<p, [eﬂ'tH f(@/r) eith _ gitH f(@/r) efitH}<p> = (¢, Tp), (5.10)

T—>00

with T defined by5.2).

6 Interpretation of the integral formula

This section is devoted to the interpretation of Formul&8)&nd to the description of the set. We begin by
stressing some properties of the subspé@ce- ker ((H’)Q) of H, which plays an important role in the sequel.

Lemma6.1. (a) The eigenvectors df belong to/C,
(b) If ¢ € I, then the spectral support gf with respect taH is contained in<(H),
(c) Foreacht > 0, the setl is orthogonal toZ;,
(d) Foreacht > 0, the set?, is dense ir{ only if K is trivial.

Proof. As observed in the proof of Lemma 2.6 \ifs an eigenvalue off then one ha&’ ({\}) H{E" ({A}) =
0 for eachy. If ¢, is some corresponding eigenvector, it follows thEto, = E ({A\})H/E ({A})px = 0.
Thus, all eigenvectors dff belong to the kernel off/, and a fortiori to the kernels qf7})* and(H')>.

Now, lety € K and let.J be the minimal closed subset&fsuch that (.J)¢ = . It follows then from
Definition 2.5 that/ C x(H). This implies thato | Z;, and thusC_L ;. The last statement is a straightforward
consequence of point (c). O

Let us now proceed to the interpretation of Formula (5.3).d0esider first the termy () on the r.h.s.,
and recall thayf is an even element of’(R?) with f = 1 in a neighbourhood df. We also assume thgtis
real.

Due to Remark 5.4 witlp € 7, the termt () reduces to the expectation val(e, T¢), with Ty given
by (5.1). Now, a direct calculation using Formulas (4.1)2f4and (5.1) shows that the operat@isand H
satisfy in the form sense am; the canonical commutation relation

[Ty, H]| = i. (6.1)

Therefore, since the group "}, leaves?; invariant, the following equalities hold in the form sense o
@1:

t
Ty o~ itH _ o—itH Ty + [Tﬁeﬂ'tﬂ] — o—itH Ty — z/ ds e~ #t—s)H [Tf, H] o~ isH _ —itH (Tf + t).
0

In other terms, one has _ _
(6, Tre = ) = (i, e~ (Ty + 1)) 6.2)

for eachy), ¢ € 24, and the operatdf’; satisfies ornz; the so-called infinitesimal Weyl relation in the weak
sense [18, Sec. 3]. Note that we have not supposedzhat dense. However, i7; is dense inH, then the
infinitesimal Wey!l relation in the strong sense holds:

Tpe ™ o = e=H (T} +t)p, 0 € D. (6.3)
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This relation, also known &5; -weak Weyl relation [19, Def. 1.1], has deep implicationgtoa spectral nature
of H and on the form of; in the spectral representation Bf. Formally, it suggests thdt; = i%, and thus
—iT’y can be seen as the operator of differentiation with respettiet Hamiltoniart. Moreover, being a weak
version of the usual Weyl relation, Relation (6.3) also sgig that the spectrum é&f may not differ too much
from a purely absolutely continuous spectrum. These ptigsare now discussed more rigorously in particular
situations. In the first two cases, the densityafin H is assumed, and so the point spectruni/as empty by
Lemma6.1.

Case 1 [y essentially self-adjoint):If the set%; is dense in, andT} is essentially self-adjoint on
21, then it has been shown in [18, Lemma 4] that (6.3) implies the pair{7;, H} satisfies the usual Weyl
relation,i.e.

pisH oitTy _ ist oitTy eisH’ s,t € R.

It follows by the Stone-von Neumann theorem [26, VIII.144thhere exists a unitary operat@ér : H —
L2(R; CY,d)), with N finite or infinite, such tha# ‘T % * is the operator of translation Byand?% e*s# %/ *
is the operator of multiplication by/**. In terms of the generatdf, this means that” H% * = \, where “\”
stands for the multiplication operator Byin L2(R; CY, d)). Therefore the spectrum &f is purely absolutely
continuous and covers the whole real line. Moreover, we faveach) € H andyp € 2,

(6, Tro) = (. Tro) = / (@) V), i LEL ()

Where% denotes the distributional derivative (see for instanc®gm. 1] for an interpretation of the derivative
d

),

“ Case 2 [’y symmetric): If the setZ, is dense ir#{, then we know from Proposition 5.2 and Remark 5.4

thatT’; is symmetric. In such a situation, (6.3) once more implied the spectrum off is purely absolutely
continuous [19, Thm. 4.4], but it may not cover the whole tiee. We expect that the operatdy is still equal

to i% (on a suitable subspace) in the spectral representatiéh) btit we have not been able to prove it in this
generality. However, this property holds in most of the eples presented below. f; and H satisfy more
assumptions, then more can be said (see for instance [33]).

Case 3 {['y not densely defined)if 2, is not dense irf, then we are not aware of general works using a
relation like (6.2) to deduce results on the spectral naitif¢ or on the form off’; in the spectral representation
of H. In such a case, we only know from Theorem 3.6 that the spmabfu// is purely absolutely continuous
in o(H) \ x(H), but we have no general information on the formZgfin the spectral representation ff.
However, with a suitable additional assumption the anglgan be continued. Indeed, consider the orthogonal
decompositior := K & G, with K = ker ((H’)?). Then the operator#, H}, and H}, are all reduced by
this decomposition, due to the commutation assumptiorifaag& assume additionally thdt; 2, C G, then the
analysis can be performed in the subspéce

SinceZ; C G by Lemma 6.1, the additional hypothesis allows us to comghkerestriction off; to G,
which we denote byl;. Let alsoH, H’;, andH}/, denote the restrictions of the corresponding operatags e
then set

D; = {¢ € D((®)") NG | ¢ = n(H)¢p for somen € C*(R\ k(H))} C G,

and observe that the equality (6.1) holds in the form sendg,oim other words, (6.1) can be considered in the
reduced Hilbert spacg instead off{. The interest of the above decomposition comes from thevartig fact:

If Dy is dense inG (which is certainly more likely than ift), thenT; is symmetric and the situation reduces
to the case with the operator$i andT;. If in addition T, is essentially self-adjoint oD, the situation even
reduces to the casewith the operator$l andT;. In both situations, the spectrum Hfis purely absolutely
continuous. In Section 7, we shall pres2mxamples corresponding to these situations.

Remark 6.2. The implicit conditionT;2; C G can be made more explicit. For example, if the collection
is reduced by the decompositiGh = K @ G, then the condition holds (and (5.3) also holds®y). More
generally, if®; 2, C G for eachj, then the condition holds. Indeed,4f € &, one knows from Remark 5.4
that(9;R¢)(H')¢ € D((®)), and one can prove similarly thgti’|~*p € D((®)). Furthermore, there exists
n € CF(R\ k(H)) such that(d; Ry)(H')p = n(H)(0;Rs)(H')p and|H'|" 1o = n(H)|H'| "¢, which
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means that both vectofs R (H') and|H'|~'¢ belong toZ . It follows thatTs¢ € G by taking the explicit
form (5.1) of T’ into account.

Let us now concentrate on the other term in Formula (5.3)eltansider the operatods; as the compo-
nents of an abstract position operadgrthen the I.h.s. of Formula (5.3) has the following meankuay:r fixed,
it can be interpreted as the difference of times spent by vhviag statee* , in the past (first term) and
in the future (second term) within the region defined by ttelisation operatof (®/r). Thus, Formula (5.3)
shows that this difference of times tends-as: oo to the expectation value ip of the operatofl’;.

On the other hand, let us consider a quantum scatteringd paiff + V'}, with V' an appropriate perturba-
tion of H. Let us also assume that the corresponding scatteringtop&ra unitary, and recall tha commute
with H. In this framework, the global time delay) for the statep defined in terms of the localisation op-
eratorsf(®/r) can usually be reexpressed as follows: it is equal to the.Idi.(5.3) minus the same quantity
with ¢ replaced bySy. Therefore, ifp andS¢ are elements of,, then the time delay for the scattering pair
{H, H + V'} should satisfy the equation

() = (¢, 5™[Ty, S]e)- (6.4)

In addition, if 'y acts in the spectral representatiorfbfs a differential operat(m%, thent () would verify,
in our complete abstract setting, the Eisenbud-Wigner fam

() = (p, —iS* 48 o).

Summing up, as soon as the position operdtand the operatof! satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3,
then our study establishes a preliminary relation betwera bperatord’s given by (5.1) and the theory of
quantum time delay. Many concrete examples discussed ifitéhature [2, 3, 4, 15, 20, 35, 37] turn out to
fit in the present framework, and several old or new examplepeesented in the following section. Further
investigations in relation with the abstract Formula (&) be considered elsewhere.

Now, most of the above discussion depends on the size af 74, and implicitly on the size ok(H) in
o(H). We collect some information about these sets. It has bemregrin Lemma 2.6.(d) that(H) is closed
and corresponds to the complement i ) of the Mourre set (see the comment after Definition 3.4) Wegis
contains the eigenvalues &f. Furthermore, since the spectrumiéfis absolutely continuous an(H) \ x(H),
the support of the singularly continuous spectrum, if angantained in:(H ). In particular, if«(H) is discrete,
thenH has no singularly continuous spectrum. Thus, the detetinimaf the size of(H ) is an important issue
for the spectral analysis df . More will be said in the concrete examples of the next sactio

Let us now turn to the density properties of the s@tsFor this, we recall that a subskt C R is said to
be uniformly discrete if

inf{|lz —y| | z,y € K andz # y} > 0.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that(H) is uniformly discrete. Then
(@) %y isdenseit,.(H),
(b) If o, (H) = @ and if H is of classC*(®) for some integek, thenZ, is dense i for anyt € [0, k).

Proof. (a) Lety € H..(H) ands > 0. Then there exists a finite interval, b] such that| [1 — E ([a,b])] ¢|| <
/2. Sincex(H) is uniformly discrete, the set{ )N(a, b) contains only a finite numbéY of pointsz; < 3 <
-+« < xp.Letussetry := aandxy41 := b. Sincep € H,c, there exist$ > 0 such thatr; +0 < z;41 — 0
foreachj € {0,..., N}, and||E¥ (Ls)¢|| < /2, where

Ls:={x € [a,b] | |x —z;| < dforeachj =0,1,...,N + 1}.

Now, for any; € {0,..., N} there existy;, 7, € C°((x;,2;41);[0,1]) such thaty;(z) = 1 for z € [z; +

8,341 — 8] andn;7j; = 7;. Therefore, ify := Y2 n;, 71 == S0 7; ande := 7j(H)p, one verifies that
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n € C((a,b);[0,1]) € C*(R\ k(H)) and that) = n(H), which imply thaty) € Z,. Moreover, one has

l =l < ||[t = 7(E)]E ([0, )| + [|[L = ()] [ — B ([a,0])] ||
(L = 7(H)EY (Ls)p| +[|[1 = EF ([, b])] ||
4,

IA

Thus||¢ — ¢|| < e fory € %, and the claim is proved.

(b) If o, (H) = @, then it follows from the above discussion thét.(H) = H. In view of what precedes,
it is enough to show that the vector= 7(H )¢ of point (a) belongs tGD((cb)t): The operatofj( H) belongs to
C*(®), sinceH is of classC*(®) and7j € C>(R) (see [1, Thm. 6.2.5]). So, we obtain from [1, Prop. 5.3.1]
that (®)" 7(H) (®) " is bounded or#, which implies the claim. 0

7 Examples

In this section we show that Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 arefigatim various general situations. In these situa-
tions all the results of the preceding sections such as Ene8t6 or Formula (5.3) hold. However, it is usually
impossible to determine explicitly the setH ) when the framework is too general. Therefore, we also st
our approach with some concrete examples for which evergtban be computed explicitly. When possible,
we also relate these examples with the different casesmieaban Section 6. For that purpose, we shall always
assume thaf is a real and even function i&r' (R?) with f = 1 on a neighbourhood df.

The configuration space of the system under consideratibrsarnetimes beR™, and the correspond-
ing Hilbert space.?(R™). In that case, the notation3 = (Q1,...,Q,) andP = (Py,..., P,) refer to the
families of position operators and momentum operators.eMwecisely, for suitable € L2(R") and each
jeA{l,...,n}, wehave(Q,p)(x) = z;p(x) and(Pjp)(z) = —i(0;¢)(x) for eachr € R".

7.1 H' constant

Suppose that! is of classC*(®), and assume that there existe R? \ {0} such thatd’ = v. ThenH is of
classC*°(®), Assumption 2.2 is directly verified, and one haslf )

1 1
H(z) = H(0) +/ dt (z- H'(tx)) = H —|—/ dt e " ® (z - H)e "™ ® = H+x-v.

0 0
This implies Assumption 2.3. Furthemot¢H ) = @, ando(H) = o..(H) due to Theorem 3.6. So, the set
9 is dense inH for eacht > 0, due to Lemma 6.3.(b). The operathJ;(H’) reduces to the constant vector
R’ (v). Therefore, we have the equality = — R’ (v) - ® on 24, and it is easily shown that; is essentially
self-adjoint onZ; . It follows from the casd of Section 6 that the spectrum &f covers the whole real line,
and there exists a unitary operatr: H — L2(R; CY, d\) such that

(6, Tye) = / (@) (V). i 2L ()

foreachy € H andy € 2.

Typical examples of operatof$ and® fitting into this construction are Friedrichs-type Hamilians and
position operators. For illustration, we mention the cése= v - P + V(Q) and® := @ in L?(R9), with
v € RY\ {0} andV € L>=(R%; R) (see also [37, Sec. 5] for informations on quantum time dilay similar
case).

Stark Hamiltonians and momentum operators also fit into ¢mstuctionj.e. H := P? +v - Q in L2(R?)
with v € R?\ {0}, and® := P. We refer to [25, 29, 30] for previous accounts on the thedtjnee operators
and quantum time delay in similar situations.

Note that these first two examples are interesting sincefkeatorst contain not only a kinetic part, but
also a potential perturbation.
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Another example is provided by the Jacobi operator relateke family of Hermite polynomials (see [32,
Appendix A] for details). In the Hilbert spadé := ¢*(N), consider the Jacobi operator given foe # by

(He)(n) = 5T p(n = 1) + 5" o(n +1)

with the convention thap(0) = 0. The operato#/ is essentially self-adjoint off, the subspace of sequences
in H with only finitely many non-zero components. As operatdmwith one component), take

(@p)(n) = —i{vn—Te(n —1) = Vne(n+1)},

which is also essentially self-adjoint @§. Then H is of classC'(®) and H' = i[H,®] = 1, and so the
preceding results hold.

72 H =H

Suppose thaf® has only one component, and assume tHais ®-homogeneous of degrde i.e. H(z) =
e~ w® [J ¢i*® — ¢% [f for all z € R. This implies that{ is of classC>(®) and thattl’ = H. So, Assumptions
2.2 and 2.3 are readily verified. Moreover, singél) = {0}, Theorem 3.6 implies thdf is purely absolutely
continuous except at the origin, where it may have the egere.

Now, let us show that the formal formula of Remark 5.3 holdghis case. For any € 2; one has by
Remark 5.4 that?, (H') = R';(H ) belongs taD(®). On another hand, we have

dp={H®+[®,H|}H 'o=H(®+i)H ',

which implies that?’; (H )P = R}, (1a7) 17 (® +9)H "¢ € . In consequence, the operator

Ty = —3 (PR} (H) + R} (H)®)

is well-defined onZ;. In particular, if0 is not an eigenvalue off, thenT’; is a symmetric operator and the
discussion of the caseof Section 6 is relevant (if’; is essentially self-adjoint, the casés relevant).

We now give two examples of paifsd, ®} satisfying the preceding assumptions. Other examples are
presented in [8, Sec. 10]. Suppose that= P? is the free Schrodinger operator# := L2(R") and® :=
i(Q - P + P - Q) is the generator of dilations i#{. Then the relatiore=#*® H ¢®*® = e [ is satisfied,
o(H) = 0ac(H) = [0, 00). Furthermore, for) € H andy € ZC° (R™\ {0}) C 2, adirect calculation using
Formula (4.1) shows that

(v, Tre) = (¥, 1(Q- PP™2+ PP Q)p) = /O (@), 2k (N)zgn-1s

whereZ : H — f[?ioo) d\L2(S"1) is the spectral transformation f@t2. This example corresponds to the
case2 of Section 6.

Another example ofb-homogeneous operator is provided by the Jacobi operdaiedeto the family of
Laguerre polynomials (see [32, Appendix A] for details)the Hilbert spacé{ := ¢?(N), consider the Jacobi
operator given fop € H by

(Hep)(n) = (n = 1Dp(n — 1) + (2n = Dp(n) + ne(n + 1),

with the convention thap(0) = 0. The operatoi is essentially self-adjoint off. As operator® (with one
component), take

(Pp)(n) == —5{(n — p(n — 1) —np(n+1)}.

Then one hadl’ = i[H,®] = H, which implies thatf is ®-homogeneous of degréeand so the preceding
results hold.
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7.3 Dirac operator

In the Hilbert spacé{ := L?(R3; C*) we consider the Dirac operator for a spﬁrparticle of massn > 0
H:=«a- P+ pm,

wherea = (a1, az, a3) andg denote the usudlx 4 Dirac matrices. Itis known thaf has domairi! (R3; C*),

that|H| = (P? + m?)/? and thatr (H) = 0..(H) = (—o0, —m] U [m, c0).

We also letd := F*V},Q%FW = @Qnw be the Wigner-Newton position operator, with-y the usual
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation [34, Sec. 1.4.3]. Theirecticalculation shows that

H(e) =\ = H

for eachz € R3, and thus Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are clearly satisfiedh&umiore, sincél = P;H~ for
eachj = 1,2, 3, it follows that
(HI)2 — PQH—2 — (H2 _ mZ)H—2.
Clearly,ker ((H’)?) = {0} and one infers from Definition 2.5 that H) = {+m}, and from Lemma 6.3.(b)
that the sets
D = {cp € @/F_\%,D((Q}t) | n(H)p = ¢ for somen € CF (R \ {:I:m})},

are dense ifH. So the discussion of the ca3ef Section 6 is relevant.

We now show that the formal formula of Remark 5.3 holdg i radial. Indeed, each € 2, satisfies
¢ = n(H) %y for somen € C°(R\ {£m}) and some) € D((Q)). So, we have

H'(H')™* - Quwe = PP H - U QUswi(H) %oy = oy PP2BIH| - Q(BIH|)Y € H,
and the operatdr of (5.2) is symmetric and can be written éh in the simpler form

Now leth : R?® — R be defined by:(¢) := (€2 + m?)'/2. Then it is known tha@ew H ey = Bh(P),
and a direct calculation shows that

Uew T Uy = $5{Q - PPT(P? + m?)? + PP7(P? +m?)'/? . Q} = 18{Q - 0 + L Q)

on%rw 1. Furthermore there exists a spectral transformatipn L2 (R?) — f[m sy dA L2(S?) for h(P) such
that
%O{Q h P) _|_h/ P)2 . }% 1

is equal to the operat@n‘% of differentiation W|th respect to the spectral parametef 1(P) (see [37, Lemma
3.6] for a precise statement). Combining the precedingfoamations we obtain for eagh € ‘H andyp € 2,
that

T = [ @O0 LW e

whereZ : H — [© dAL2(S%; C?) is the spectral transformation for the free Dirac operator
o(H)

7.4 Convolution operators on locally compact groups

This example is partially inspired from [22], where the dpa&icnature of convolution operators on locally
compact groups is studied.

Let G be a locally compact group with identityand a left Haar measuye In the Hilbert spacé{ :=
L?(G,dp) we consider the operatdd,, of convolution by € M(G), whereM(G) is the set of complex
bounded Radon measures@nNamely, fory € H one sets

(Ha0)(9) = (1% 9)(g) = /G du(h) p(h~1g) foraege G,
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where the notatiom.e. stands for “almost everywhere” and refers to the Haar megsurhe operatord,, is
bounded with normi H,,|| < |¢|(G), and it is self-adjoint ifx is symmetricj.e. u(E) = p(E—1) for each Borel
subsetr of GG. For simplicity, we also assume thais central and with compact support, where central means
thatu(h~'Eh) = u(E) for eachh € G and each Borel subsét of G.

We recall that given two measurgsr € M(G), their convolutioru « v € M(G) is defined by the relation
[11, Eq. 2.34]

/ d(p* ) (9) ¥g) = / / du(g)dv(h)Y(gh) Vi € Co(G),
G GJG

whereC, (G) denotes th€'*-algebra of continuous complex functions Grvanishing at infinity. Ifu € M(G)
has compact support agd G — C is continuous, then the linear functional

Col(G) 3 > /G dulg) C(g)w(g) € C

is bounded, and there exists a unique measure with compggmbgwassociated with it, due to the Riesz-Markov
representation theorem. We wrigg for this measure.

A natural choice for the family of operatofis = (@4, ..., ®4) are, if they exist, real characteds;
Hom(G; R), i.e.continuous group morphisms fro@to R. With this choice, one obtains that

[H(2)@)(g) = (e7 P Hy, ™ ® 0 (g) = /Gdu(h) e ®(h) (1 g)

for eachr € RY, ¢ € H, anda.e.g € G. Namely,H,, () is equal to the operator of convolution by the measure
e” iy ie Hy(r) = Heivo .- Sincey has compact support and eakhis continuous, this implies thaf,
is of classC>(®). So Assumption 2.2 is satisfied. Furthermore, the comnvitiatif central measures with
respect to the convolution product implies that e~ ® ;, = e~#® |, x 1, or equivalently thatd H (z) =
H(z)H. So Assumption 2.3 is satisfied. Finally, the equality(r) = H.-:..« , readily implies thatH,,); =
H_icpv .

éfnce both Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are satisfied, the gemsidts of the previous sections apply. How-
ever, it is very complicated to describe the s€H,,) in the present generality. Therefore, we shall now assume
that the groufd= is abelian in order to use the Fourier transformation tordeitee some properties &f(H,, ).
So let us assume thét is a locally compact abelian group. Then any measuré és automatically central,
and thus we only need to suppose that symmetric and with compact support. For a suitably noisedl
Haar measurg, on the dual groug~, the Fourier transformatios# defines a unitary isomorphism frois
ontoL?(G,dp,). It maps unitarilyH,, on the operatoi,,, of multiplication with the bounded continuous real

functionm := .Z () on G. Furthermore, one has

o(H,) = o(My) = m(Q), op(H,) = 0p(My) = (5 €R] pp (m~1(s)) > 0}, (7.1)

where the overlines denote the closur&in N
Let us recall that there is an almost canonical identificedidHom (G, R) with the vector spacHom(R, G)

of all continuous one-parameter subgroupé’oGiven the real charactdr;, we denote byl'; € Hom(R, @)
the unique element satisfying

(g,7;(t)) = e"®9  forallt € Randg € G,
where(-,-) : G x G — C is the duality betweety andG.

Definition 7.1. A functionm : G — C is differentiable att € G along the one-parameter subgrodp <
Hom(R, G) if the functionR > ¢ — m(¢ + Y,(t)) € Cis differentiable at = 0. In such a case we write
(dym)(€) for £ m(&+71;(t)) ’t:O' Higher order derivatives, when existing, are denoted’oy, k € N.
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We refer to [28] for more details on differential calculuslonally compact groups. Here we only note that
(sincen has compact support) the function= .# () is differentiable at any poirg along the one-parameter
subgroupY ;, and—i.# (®;u) = d;m [28, p. 68]. This implies that the operat@t),); is mapped unitarily by
# on the multiplication operath[d m, and thug H ) is unitarily equivalent to the operator of multiplication
by the function_ ; (d;m)?. It follows that

K(H,) D {\ € R| 3¢ € G suchthain(§) = Aand 3 ,(d;m)(€)? = 0}.

This property ofx(H,) suggests a way to justify the formal formula of Remark 5.3 tmdarite nice
formulas for the operatdf’ given by (5.2). Indeed, sinc& ®,.7 ! acts as the differential operatat; in
L2(§ dpa), it follows that®; leaves invariant the complement of the support of the fonston which it acts.
Therefore, the seb; 7, = 0“ F~1(id;).F 21 is included in the domain of the operator

(H )i _ 1 Ma;m ar
(H’ Z = =7 7M2k(iwm2 F
Thus the formula (5.2) takes the form

o —iP G H_ 1I>Jy

B 22 { JZ (H 1I>ku)2 Z (H 1I>ky) (b}

on 2y, or alternatively the form

a -1 _ Md;m Ma;m }
FTF =55 e+ (7.2)
on.Z 2, (note that the last expression is well-defined®®;, sincem = .% (u) is of classC? in the sense of
Definition 7.1).

In simple situations, everything can be calculated exghfidror instance, whet = Z?, the Haar measure
p is the counting measure, and the most natural real chasaefere the position operators given by

(@;0)(9) = gilg), v €22,

whereg; is thej-th component of € Z?. The operator#l,, and(H,)* are unitarily equivalent to multiplication

operators o = (—m, w]4. Since the measurgs and ;. have compact (and thus finite) support, these
operators are just multiplication operators by polynosia finite degree in the variables ™, ... e %,
with §; € (—m, 7]. So, the sek(H,,) is finite, and the characterisation (7.1) of the point spantof H,, implies
thato,(H,) = @ if supp(n) # {e}. By taking into account Lemma 6.3.(b) and Theorem 3.6, weritfiat
the sets?; are dense ir{ for eacht > 0, and thus the caseof Section 6 applies. Finally, we mention as a
corollary the following spectral result;

Corollary 7.2. Lety be a symmetric measure @it with finite support. Iupp (i) # {e}, then the convolution
operatorH,, in H := L?(Z%) is purely absolutely continuous.
75 H = h(P)
Consider inH := L%(R?) the dispersive operatdd := h(P), whereh € C3(R%;R) satisfies the following
condition: For each multi-indices, 3 € N? with a > 3, |a| = |3| + 1, and|a| < 3, we have

|0%h| < Const. (1 + [0°h]). (7.3)

Note that this class of operatdi$P) contains all the usual elliptic free Hamiltonians appegiimphysics.
Take for the family® = (®4,..., ®4) the position operator® = (Q1, ..., Qq4). Then we have for each
z € R?
H(.CC) — o i@ H,u et @ h(P + I),
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andH’ = h/(P). So Assumption 2.3 is directly verified and Assumption 2IBbfes from (7.3). Therefore alll
the results of the previous sections are valid. We do notgiees details since many aspects of this example,
including the existence of time delay, have already beeansitely discussed in [37]. We only add some
comments in relation with the ca8eof Section 6.

Assume that there exist € R and a maximal subsét c R¢ of strictly positive Lebesgue measure such
thath(z) = A forall z € Q. Then anyp in Hg := {¢ € H | supp(:F¢) C 1} is an eigenvector di(P) with
eigenvalue\. Furthermore, one hag ~'Hqg C K = ker (1/(P)?), and for simplicity we assume that the first
inclusion is an equality. Then, an application of the Fautiansformation shows th&}; 7, C G for eachj,
whereg is the orthocomplement d€ in 7. Thus Remark 6.2 applies, and one can consider the restrsctif
H andTYy to the subspacé, as described in the ca8ef Section 6. In favorable situations, we expect that the
restriction ofT’; to G acts as - in the spectral representation of the restrictiortofo G.

7.6 Adjacency operators on admissible graphs

Let (X, ~) be a graphX with no multiple edges or loops. We write~ h whenever the verticegandh of X
are connected. In the Hilbert spaie:= ¢%(X) we consider the adjacency operator

(Ho)(g) =Y _o(h), peM, geX.

h~g

We denote byleg(g) := #{h € X | h ~ g} the degree of the vertex Under the assumption thd¢g(X) :=
sup,¢ x deg(g) is finite, H is a bounded self-adjoint operator #. The spectral analysis of the adjacency
operator on some general graphs has been performed in [26§.Wwk consider only a subclass of such graphs
called admissible graphs.

A directed grapH X, ~, <) is a graph( X, ~) and a relation< on the graph such that, for agyh € X,
g ~ his equivalenttgy < h or h < g, and one cannot have both< g andg < h. We also writeh > ¢ for
g < h. For afixedy, we denote bW~ (¢g) = {h € X | g < h} the setof fathersafand byN " (g) = {h € X |
h < g} the setof sons of. The se{h € X | g ~ h} of neighbours of is denoted byN (¢) = N~ (¢)UN*(g).
When using drawings, one has to choose a direction (an afoovany edge. By convention, we sgt— h if
g < h,i.e.any arrow goes from a son to a father. When directions hawve fidezdl, we use the simpler notation
(X, <) for the directed graphX, ~, <).

Definition 7.3. A directed graph{ X, <) is called admissible if

(a) any closed path iX has index zero (the index of a path is the difference betwsenamber of positively
oriented edges in the path and that of the negatively oidemtes),

(b) foranyg,h € X,one hast{N(¢9) "N~ (h)} = #{NT(g) " NT(h)}.
It is proved in [21, Lemma 5.3] that for admissible graphs¢hexists a unique (up to constant) map
® : X — Z satisfying®(h) + 1 = ®(g) wheneverh < g. With this choice of operatob, one obtains that
[H(x)¢l(g) = Y _ P2 (h) (7.4)
h~g
foreachr € R, p € H, andg € X. Therefore, the commutativity df andH (x) is equivalent to the condition

I (cHlRO-m] _ gialem-s@)] ) _ g
heN (g)NN (L)

for eachg, ¢ € X. By taking into account the growth property ®fand Hypothesis (b) of Definition 7.3, one
obtains that the parts € N~ (g) N N~ (¢) andh € N*(g) N N*(¢) of the sum are of opposite sign, and that
the partsh € N~ (g) " N*t(¢) andh € N*(g) N N~ (¢) are null. So Assumption 2.3 is satisfied. One also
verifies by using Formula (7.4) th& belongs toC>°(®), and that Assumption 2.2 holds. It follows that the
general results presented before apply.
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Now, the operatofl’ acts ag H'y)(g) = z(zh>g P(h) = X<y p(h )), and it is proved in [21, Sec. 5]
that

Hp(H) =ker(H) =ker(H') = {p e H| X, p(h) =0=3,_, ¢(h) foreachg € X }. (7.5)

It is also proved thati is purely absolutely continuous, except at the origin wheneay have an eigenvalue
with eigenspace given by (7.5). The proof of these statesrisriiased on the method of the weakly conjugate
operator [9].

However, in the present generality, it is hardly possibletitain a simple description of the s€ti7) or the
operatorT;. We refer then to [21, Sec. 6] for explicit examples of adibiesgraphs with adjacency operators
whose kernels are either trivial or non trivial, and devedoye example for which more explicit computations
can be performed. This example furnishes an illustratiath@idiscussion in the cageof Section 6.

Figure 1: Example of an admissible directed graph

We consider the admissible graph of Figure 1, and endowlit thi¢ function® : X — 7Z as shown on the
picture. The vertices of the graph are denoted byandz, when® takes an odd value, and bywhen® takes
an even value. More preciselyy(z) = z for z even, andb(z_) = ®(z,) = z for z odd. By using (7.5), it is
easily observed thaf = ker ((H')?) is equal to

{p e ?(X) | ¢(z) = 0for z even, andp(z_) = —¢(z; ) for z odd}.

On the other hand, the orthocomplemérdf K in L2(X) is unitarily equivalent ta?(Z), and the restrictioi
of H to G is unitarily equivalent to the operator #3(Z) defined by

(ﬁg@)(z) = \/i{go(z— 1)—|—<,0(z—|—1)}, @ € (X(Z).

Using the Fourier transformation, one shows that this dpersiunitarily equivalent to the multiplication oper-
atorM in L2 ((—m, w1]) given by the functio{—m, 71] > £ — 2v/2 cos(€).

Now, the operato® in L?(X) is clearly reduced by the decompositibe G. As mentioned in Remark 6.2,
this implies that the operatdry is also reduced by this decomposition. By taking Formula)(ihto account,
one obtains that the restrictidry of 7' to G is unitarily equivalent to the operator

s [~ 2vEsin©)] "+ [~ 2vEsin(e) )

onZ9; C LQ((— ]) This implies, as expected, that acts as 5. in the spectral representationiaf

7.7 Direct integral operators

Let 2 be a measurable subsetl®vf and let us consider a direct integral

(&)
H::/ e He,
Q

whered¢ is the usual Lebesgue measurel®hand?, are Hilbert spaces. Take a decomposable self-adjoint
operatorH = fff d¢ H(&) in H. Assume that there exists a family= (®4,...,®,) of operators irf{ such

that Assumption 2.2 is satisfied. Assume also for each R¢ that the operatof] (z) defined by (2.4) is de-
composablé,e. there exists a family of self-adjoint operatdig¢, =) in H, such that (x fQ d¢ H(, x).
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Finally, assume that the operatd@ig¢) and H (¢, z) commute for eachr € R? anda.e.¢ € (), so thatH and
H (z) commute. Then Assumption 2.3 holds, and the general thewsldped in the preceding sections applies.
Moreover, it is easily observed that the fibered structurthefmapz — H(z) implies that the operator§ ]
are also decomposable. Therefore, there exists for gacfl, . .., d} a family of self-adjoint operator&’; (£)
such thatf7} = jéB d¢ H(¢). In consequenca € R is a regular value off if there exists) > 0 andc < oo
such that ) .
i ! “LEHE© ()
lim I[(H'(©)" +e] " ETON0)|,, <c (7.6)

for a.e.¢ € Q. We also recall thakter ((H’)?) # {0} if and only if there exists a measurable subi3gtc O
with positive measure such thiatr (H'(£)?) # {0} for each¢ € Q.

We now give an example of quantum waveguide-type fitting thts setting (see [35] for more details).
Let ¥ be a bounded open connected seRifi, and consider in the Hilbert spat&(> x R) the Dirichlet
Laplacian—Ap. The partial Fourier transformation along the longitudises sends the initial Hilbert space
onto the direct integraH := fﬂf dé Ho, with Hy = L2(¥), and it sends-Ap onto the fibered operator
H:= fﬂf d¢ H(¢), with H(€) := &% — AE. Here,—AE denotes the Dirichlet Laplacian B. By Choosing for
® the position operataf) along the longitudinal axis one obtains tha{z) = fﬂf d§ H(&, x) with H(¢,x) =
(€+x)? — AX. Clearly,H (¢) andH (¢, ) commute, and so d& andH (x). Furthermore, the operatéf is of
classC>(®), andH’ is the fibered operator given By’ (£) = 2¢. It follows that both Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3
hold, and thus the general theory applies. Now a simple tlon using (7.6) shows that(H) = o(—AR).
Furthermore, in the tensorial representatis() ® L?(R) of L*(X x R), one obtains thal; = 7' = 1 ®
(QP~! + P~'Q) on the dense set

71 ={p e ’(£) @ D((Q)) | ¢ = n(—Ap)y for somen € C° (R \ k(H)) },

andT' is equal toi% in the spectral representation efAp. In [35] it is even shown that the quantum time
delay exists and is given by Formula (6.4) for appropriaggtscing pair —Ap, —Ap + V}.
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