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Abstract

Spectral properties of 1-D Schrédinger operators Hy o := —di;g + D aex nd(x — )
with local point interactions on a discrete set X = {z,}72, are well studied when d, :=
inf,, pen |z, — x| > 0. Our paper is devoted to the case d, = 0. We consider Hx , in the
framework of extension theory of symmetric operators by applying the technique of boundary
triplets and the corresponding Weyl functions.

We show that the spectral properties of Hy , like self-adjointness, discreteness, and lower
semiboundedness correlate with the corresponding spectral properties of certain classes of
Jacobi matrices. Based on this connection, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for
the operators Hx o to be self-adjoint, lower-semibounded, and discrete in the case d. = 0.

The operators with §’-type interactions are investigated too. The obtained results demon-
strate that in the case d, = 0, as distinguished from the case d, > 0, the spectral properties
of the operators with § and ¢’-type interactions are substantially different.
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1 Introduction

Differential operators with point interactions arise in various physical applications as exactly
solvable models that describe complicated physical phenomena (numerous results as well as a
comprehensive list of references may be found in [3, 4, [16]). An important class of such operators
is formed by the differential operators with the coefficients having singular support on a disjoint
set of points. The most known examples are the operators Hx o, and Hx g, associated with the
formal differential expressions

d? d?
gX,a,q = _@ + q(l’) + Z O‘n(sna EXﬁ,q = _@ + Q(z) + Z ﬁn(a(s;)é;w (11)
rn€X T €X
where 9, := d(z — x,) and J is a Dirac delta-function. These operators describe - and ¢'-

interactions, respectively, on a discrete set X = {z,}ner C R, and the coefficients oy, £, € R
are called the strengths of the interaction at the point x = z,,. Investigation of these models was
originated by Kronig and Penney [34] and Grossmann et. al. [2I] (see also [I7]), respectively. In
particular, the ”Kronig-Penney model” (¢x ,, with X = Z, a,, = «, and ¢ = 0) provides a simple
model for a nonrelativistic electron moving in a fixed crystal lattice.

There are several ways to associate the operators with (x,, and x5, For example, a o-
interaction at a point x = xy may be defined using the form method, that is the operator —% +
apd(z — x0) is defined as an operator associated in L?(R) with the quadratic form

(0] = / PO+ aolfxo) f e WAR).

Another way to introduce a local interaction at zy is to consider a symmetric operator H,,;, :=

H_. @ HF.  where H_, and HF.  are the minimal operators generated by —-15 in L2(—o0, xo)

2
and L?(xq, +00), respectively, and to impose boundary conditions connecting x(é+ and xp—.

Both these methods have disadvantages if the set X is infinite. The form method works only
for the case of lower semibounded operators. If we apply the method of boundary conditions,
then the corresponding minimal operator H,,;, has infinite deficiency indices and the description
of self-adjoint extensions of H,,;, is rather complicated problem in this case.

An alternative approach was proposed recently in [9] (see also [40] for the case of d-type
interactions). Namely, the operators with general local interactions on a discrete set X were
defined as self-adjoint extensions such that the Lagrange brackets [f, g| := f(x)¢'(x) — f'(x)g(x)
are continuous on R for arbitrary elements f, ¢ from the domain. It was shown in [9, 40] that
classical Sturm-Liouville theory with all its fundamental objects can be generalized to include
local point interactions. In particular, the Weyl’s alternative has been established in this case.

Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge there are only a few results that describe the spectral
properties of operators with local interactions in the case d, = 0, where

d, = inf |x; —z,;| =0. 1.2
i i~z (1)

Let us present a brief historical overview. Note that we are interested in the case when the
set X is infinite (the case |X| < oo is considered in great detail in [3]). First we need some
notation. Let Z be the semi axis, Z = [0, 4+00), and let X = {z,,}°°, C Z be a strictly increasing



sequence, T,i1 > Z,, n € N, such that x, — +oo. We denote d, = x, — x,_1, ©g := 0,
and assume ¢ € L? [0,+0c). In L*(Z), the minimal symmetric operators Hx ., and Hx 5, are

naturally associated with (LI). Namely, define the operators HY , , and H% 5 by the differential
expression

=T + q(2) (1.3)

on the domains, respectively,

X,a,q comp

dom(HY . ) = {f eW22 (T\ X): £(0) =0, i f(”i"+) = f(@n—) ) " EN}, (1.4)

dom(HY ;) = {f eW22 (T\ X): £(0) =0, i fant) = fl@n =) (o) "€ N}. (1.5)

comp

Let Hx o4 and Hx g, be the closure of Hg(vmq and Hg(,m, respectively. In general, the operators
Hx o4 and Hx g, are symmetric but not automatically self-adjoint, even in the case ¢ = 0.
Spectral analysis of Hy ., and Hx g, consists (at least partially) of the following problems:

(a) Finding self-adjointness criteria for Hyx , , and Hy g, and description of self-adjoint extensions
if the deficiency indices Hx o 4, and Hx g, are nontrivial.

(b) Lower semiboundedness of the operators Hx , , and Hy g,.
(¢) Discreteness of the spectra of the operators Hy ., and Hx g,

(d) Characterization of continuous, absolutely continuous, and singular parts of the spectra of
the operators Hy o, and Hy g,.

(e) Resolvent comparability of the operators Hy ) , and Hy , , with al) #£ @,

In the present paper, we confine ourselves to the case of bounded potentials ¢ € L>°(Z). Let us
note that the case of unbounded ¢ was studied in [7, 9} I8, 45] and the case of ¢ being a W2 '(T)
distribution was studied in [22], 23] 43], [44] (see also the references therein). More precisely, it is
shown in [9] (see also [40]) that ny(Hx.,) < 1 and the deficiency indices may be characterized
in terms of the limit point and the limit circle classification for the endpoint = +o00. Brasche
[7, Theorem 1] proved that Hy , , is self-adjoint and lower semibounded if the potential ¢ is lower
semibounded and the strengths «,, n € N, are nonnegative. Assuming the condition d, > 0,
Gesztesy and Kirsch [18], Christ and Stolz [45] (see also [9]) established self-adjointness of Hy , 4
for several classes of unbounded potentials ¢. In particular, Gesztesy and Kirsch [I8, Theorem
3.1] proved that Hx ., = Hx ,, if ¢ € L(Z) and d. > 0 (other proofs are given in [29] and [45]).
Moreover, Christ and Stolz [45 pp. 495-496] showed that the condition d, > 0 cannot be dropped
there even if ¢ = 0. More precisely, they proved that ny (Hy o) = 1if d, = 2 and a,, = —2n — 1,
n € N. Note also that self-adjointness of Hy , o with arbitrary X = {z,}2°, C Z was erroneously
stated without proof in [36].

Finally, we emphasize that in contrast to d-type interactions the operator Hx s is self-adjoint
for arbitrary {3,}>2, C R (see [9, Theorem 4.7]). Let us also mention the recent papers [5, 41]
dealing with spectral properties of Hamiltonians with ¢’-interactions on compact subsets of R with
Lebesgue measure zero.



In the present paper, we investigate problems (a)—(c) and (e) in the case d, = 0 and ¢ € L*(R)
(we postpone the study of the case of unbounded ¢ as well as the problem (d) to our forthcoming
paper). We consider the operators with point interactions in the framework of extension theory
of symmetric operators. This approach allows one to treat the operators Hy ,, and Hx 5, as
self-adjoint (or symmetric) extensions of the minimal operator

Huin = ®nenHy, H, = 2 + q(z), dom(H,,) = W02’2[xn_1, T, (1.6)
being a direct sum of symmetric operators H,, with deficiency indices ny(H,) = 2.

We investigate these operators by applying the technique of boundary triplets and the corre-
sponding Weyl functions (see Section ] for precise definitions). This new approach to extension
theory of symmetric operators has been appeared and elaborated during the last three decades
(see [20] [13], 14, 8] and references therein). The main ingredient is an abstract version of the Green
formula for the adjoint A* of a symmetric operator A (see formula (2])). A boundary triplet for
A* always exists whenever ny(A) = n_(A), though it is not unique. Its role in extension theory is
similar to that of a coordinate system in analytic geometry. It enables one to describe self-adjoint
extensions in terms of (abstract) boundary conditions in place of the second J. von Neumann
formula, though this description is simple and adequate only for a suitable choice of a bound-
ary triplet. Note that construction of a suitable boundary triplet is a rather difficult problem if

This approach was first applied to the spectral analysis of Hx, , by Kochubei in [30]. More
precisely, he proved that in the case d, > 0 (and ¢ € L>°(Z)) a boundary triplet IT for HY; can be

min

chosen as a direct sum of triplets II,, defined by (LH), that is IT := {H, Ty, I'1} := ®°2,11,,, where
H = @nEN%na FO = @HENFS"), Fl = @nENan) (17)

Based on this construction, he gave an alternative proof of the self-adjointness of Hx , 0 (see [18]
Theorem 3.1]) and investigated the problem (e) as well.

The main difficulty in extending this approach to the case d, = 0 (or unbounded ¢) is the
construction of a suitable boundary triplet for the operator H,, (see [29, 30]). It looks natural
that the triplet II = {H, o, "1} defined by (1) and ([@3) forms a boundary triplet for H,
in this case too. Indeed, Green’s identity holds for f,¢g € dom(H};, ) with compact supports in
Z. However, dom(I'y) N dom(I'y) is only a proper part of dom(H},; ) and the boundary mapping
I' ;== {I'y,I"1 } cannot be extended onto dom(H?, ) if d, = 0. In this case, erroneous construction
of a boundary triplet for H’, was announced in [36] (see Remark [1.2). Note also that the first
example the operator (LO) with ¢ ¢ L> and such that II is not a boundary triplet for HY . was
given in [29].

Recently Neidhardt and one of the authors proved that the triplet of the form (L) becomes
a boundary triplet after appropriate regularization of the mappings F(()") and an), n € N (see
[35, Theorem 5.3]). Starting with this result, we investigate the problem in full generality. More
precisely, we show that in general IT = {#H, o, I'; } of the form (7)) is only a boundary relation in
the sense of [12] and we find a criterion for II to form a boundary triplet for H?, . Moreover, we
present a general regularization procedure that enables us to construct a suitable boundary triplet
IT for HY,, in the form Il = @72 ,II,. Namely, in this boundary triplet the sets of Hamiltonians

Hx oo and Hx g are parameterized by means of certain classes of Jacobi (tri-diagonal) matrices



(the construction from [35] leads to multi-diagonal matrices). In turn, the latter leads to a
correlation between spectral properties of the Hamiltonians (ILI)) and the corresponding Jacobi
matrices. Note that another technique for analyzing spectral properties of Hx .0 and Hx go by
means of second order difference operators was proposed by Phariseau [42] (see also [3, Chapter
I11.2.1]).

More precisely, in the case of d-interactions, we show that the spectral properties of the operator
Hx o0 are closely connected with the corresponding spectral properties of the Jacobi matrix

7’1_2 (041 -+ d_ll + é) (T17’2d2)_1 0
dy) ! Saz+ L+ 1 )t
O B S N LI P
O (T2T3d3) T3 (043 -+ d_3 —+ d_4) .

where r, = \/d, + dyi1, n € N. We first show that ny (Hx o) = ne(Bx) (Theorem [(54) and
hence that ny (Hx o) <1 (cf. 40, Q]). Combining this with the Carleman criterion, we arrive at
the following result (see Proposition [B.7]):

the operator Hx ., , with d-interactions is self-adjoint for any o = {ay, }nen C R provided that

Zdi =o0 and g¢e€ L¥(Z).

neN

This result is sharp. Namely, (see Proposition [B.11):

if D ends < 00 and X = {x, }nen satisfies also some concave assumptions, then there exists
a = {ay nen such that the operator Hx o0 is symmetric with ny(Hx o) = 1.

Moreover, we show that the equality ny (Hx o) = 1 yields that the strengths «,, cannot tend
to oo very fast (Proposition [B.13]). This situation is illustrated by Example 512 More precisely,
let Hx o0 be the minimal closed symmetric operator associated with the differential expression

Ux 00, where Z =R, and X = {z, }nen is defined by d,, = z,, — z,,-1 1= %, n € N. Then
(1) ne(Hxao) =0 if either a, < —(4n+2)+0(Mn"") or a, > —Cn~! with some C > 0,
(1) ne(Hxao) =1 if an=—a@n+2)+O0(n™") with a € (0,1).

The latter enables us to construct a positive potential ¢ > 0 (see Section[7]) such that the operator
Hy o4 with o, = —4n — 2 and d,, = z,, — x,—1 = 1/n is symmetric with ny(Hyx,,) = 1. This
shows that self-adjointness of Hx 4 is not stable under positive perturbations in the case d, = 0
(in the case d. > 0, it was shown in [I§, Theorem 3.1} that self-adjointness of Hy , ¢ is stable
under perturbations by a wide class of potentials q).

Further, in the case d, = 0 we solve the problems (b) and (c) in terms of the Jacobi operators
(C8). Namely, we show that the operator Hx o is lower semibounded if and only if the operator
By is also lower semibounded. As for discreteness of the spectrum of Hy o, we first note that
any self-adjoint extension of Hx , o has discrete spectrum whenever ny (Hx ,0) = 1. In the case
Hx o0 = Hx 0 the operator Hx oo has discrete spectrum if and only if d,, — 0 and Bx, is
discrete (Theorem [B.17]).

Using recent advances in the spectral theory of unbounded Jacobi operators (see [24] 25| [T1]),
we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for discreteness and lower semiboundedness of the



operator Hx , o in the case d, = 0. We show that condition

«
—" >0, neN, forsome C €R, 1.9
dyp +dpy1 — (1.9)
is sufficient for semiboundedness. If d, > 0, then ([9) reads inf,eya, > —oo and it is also
necessary (see [7] and also Corollary[5.25]). If d. = 0, then the situation becomes more complicated.
In Proposition .28, we show that the operator Hx , o might be non-semibounded even if c,, — 0.
Further (see Proposition 5.34)), the operator Hx o0 = Hx , o is discrete provided that
n . 1 1
limd, =0, lim "l — o and  lim > (1.10)

n—r00 n—oo n—0o0 dnan 4

The third condition in (LI0) is sharp (cf. Remark [5.27)). Besides, (I.I0) implies that Hx , ¢ may
be discrete if & = {a;, }nen is bounded. Also (ILI0) enables us to construct operators, which are
discrete but not lower semibounded. For instance, the operator Ho = —% —> nen Cv/n d(x—+/n)
with C' > 8 has discrete spectrum though it is not lower semibounded.

Let us stress that the spectral properties of the operators Hx .o and Hx go are completely
different in the case d, = 0. This becomes clear because of the structure of the boundary operators
Bx . and Bx g that parameterize the Hamiltonians Hx .o and Hx g0, respectively. Namely, we
show that the spectral properties of the operator with ¢’-interactions are closely connected with
the Jacobi matrix

Bxp = Ry'"*(I+U"B; (I +U)RY?, By =diag(—p, —d,), Rx = diag(d,), (1.11)

and U is unilateral shift on [5(N). On the other hand, the operator (IL.I1]) is closely connected with
the Krein string spectral theory (see Subsection [2.2)). Namely, in the case when ,+d,, > 0, n € N,
the difference expression associated with ((LTT]) describes the motion of the nonhomogeneous string
with the mass distribution

MB(I) — Z dn> X 2 Oa Ty — Tp—1 = ﬁn + dna Ty = 0.

Tp—1<T

Based on this connection, we obtain the following criteria for the operator Hx g to be self-adjoint,
lower semibounded, and discretd]] (Theorem and Propositions [6.9] [6.11] and [6.15))
(a) Hx o is self-adjoint if and only if either T =R, or

Z [dn+1 Z(ﬁz + di)z} = 00.

neN
(b) For the operator Hx g to be lower semibounded it is necessary that

1 1 1 1
— > -Cidy— —, and — > —Cidpys —
5n o ! dn o ﬁn ! ! dn—l—l

and it is sufficient that

, n €N,

1
— > —Cg min{dn, dn+1}, neN

with some positive constants C7, Cy > 0 independent of n € N.
(cl) Let T = Ry. The spectrum of Hx g is not discrete if one of the following conditions hold

Here we can consider the case when Z is a bounded interval



o0

o lim, o7, Zj:n d;’» > 0,
e (3,>-Cd, neN, C>0,
e B, <-C(d,'+d,;), neN, (B =B, if B, <0 and 3, = —oc0 if 3, > 0).

(¢2) If d,, + Bn > 0 for all n € N, then the spectrum of Hx s is discrete if and only if

fm 3 =0 and lim a3 (5 +d) =0
j=n Jj=n

Note that (a) and (¢2) follow, respectively, from Hamburger’s theorem and Kac—Krein dis-
creteness criterion for the operator (LII)). The results are demonstrated by Example

In conclusion let us briefly describe the content of the paper.

Section [2is preparatory. It contains necessary definitions and statements on theory of boundary
triplets of symmetric operators and the Krein string spectral theory.

In Section [3 for arbitrary family of symmetric operators {S, }nen, We investigate a direct sum
IT = @®22,11,, of boundary triplets II,, for Sy, n € N. We obtain two criteria for II to form a
boundary triplet for the operator A* = @S and regularization procedures for II,, are given.

Sections [HA are devoted to the spectral analysis of operators with 6— and ¢’ —interactions on
a discrete set X. We confine ourselves to the case ¢ € L. In Section M, we construct boundary
triplets for the operator HY ; . Spectral analysis of the Hamiltonians Hx , o and Hx g ¢ are provided
in Sections[Bland [@] respectively. More precisely, we study self-adjointness of the minimal operators
Hx o0 and Hx g0, discreteness of their spectra, and their lower semiboundedness.

In Section [, we show that self-adjointness of the operator Hy ,, with d—interactions is not
stable under perturbation by positive unbounded potentials if d, = 0.

Notation. $), H stand for the separable Hilbert spaces. [$),#H] denotes the set of bounded
operators from $) to H; [9] := [, 9] and &,(9), p € (0,00), is the Neumann-Schatten ideal in
[9]. C($) and C(£) are the sets of closed operators and linear relations in §), respectively. Let T
be a linear operator in a Hilbert space $. In what follows, dom(7"), ker(7"), ran(7") are the domain,
the kernel, the range of T, respectively; o(T'), p(T), and p(T') denote the spectrum, the resolvent
set, and the set of regular type points of T, respectively; Ry () := (T — )J)_l, A € p(T), is the
resolvent of 7.

Let X be a discrete subset of Z C R. By W22(Z\ X), Wy (Z\ X), and W*(Z\ X) we denote
the Sobolev spaces

W2HZI\ X) = {f € L*(T): [, f' € ACie(Z\ X), " € L*(D)},
WPHIN\ X) = {f €e W2(T) : f(xx) = f'(z3) = 0, for all z, € X},
W22 (Z\ X):={f € W**(Z\ X) : supp f is compact in Z}.

comp

Let I be a subset of Z, I C Z. We denote by Iy(I,H) the Hilbert space of H-valued sequences
such that [|f[|* = 3",c; | fall3, < 005 loo(I,H) is a set of sequences with only finitely many values
being nonzero; we also abbreviate ly := [5(N, C), Iy 1= l2o(N, C).



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Boundary triplets and Weyl functions

In this section we briefly review the notion of abstract boundary triplets and associated Weyl
functions in the extension theory of symmetric operators (we refer to [I3] 14} 20] for a detailed
study of boundary triplets).

2.1.1 Linear relations, boundary triplets, and self-adjoint extensions

1. The set C(H) of closed linear relations in H is the set of closed linear subspaces of H&H. Recall
that dom(©) = {f: {f, [’} € ©}, ran(®) = {f": {f, [’} € O}, and mul (©) = {f": {0, f'} € O}
are the domain, the range, and the multivalued part of ©. A closed linear operator A in H is
identified with its graph gr(A), so that the set C(#) of closed linear operators in H is viewed as
a subset of C(H). In particular, a linear relation © is an operator if and only if mul (©) is trivial.
For the definition of the inverse, the resolvent set and the spectrum of linear relations we refer to

[15]. We recall that the adjoint relation ©* € C(H) of © € C(H) is defined by

O = {{h 1"} - (', )3 = (f, W)y for all{f, f'} € ©}.

A linear relation © is said to be symmetric if © C ©* and self-adjoint if © = ©*.

For a symmetric linear relation ©® C ©* in H the multivalued part mul (©) is the orthogonal
complement of dom(0) in H. Setting H,, := dom(O) and H., = mul(©), one arrives at the
orthogonal decomposition © = ©°° O, where ©°P is a symmetric operator in H,, and is called
the operator part of ©, and ©= = {({0, f'}) : f' € mul(©)} is a “pure” linear relation in He.
2. Let A be a densely defined closed symmetric operator in the separable Hilbert space $) with

equal deficiency indices ny(A) = dimNy; < 0o, N, = ker(A* — 2).

Definition 2.1 ([20]). A triplet 11 = {H,[o,I'1} is called a boundary triplet for the adjoint
operator A* if H is a Hilbert space and I'g,T'1 : dom(A*) — H are bounded linear mappings such
that the abstract Green identity

(A*fag)ﬁ_ (.fa A*g)fj = (F1f> POQ)H - (F0f>rlg)Ha f>g € dOIIl(A*), (21)
holds and the mapping I := {To,T'1} : dom(A*) — H & H is surjective.

First note that a boundary triplet for A* exists since the deficiency indices of A are assumed
to be equal. Moreover, ny(A) = dim(#H) and A = A* | (ker(I'g) Nker(I';)) hold. Note also that a
boundary triplet for A* is not unique. N N

A closed extension A of A is called proper if A € A C A*. Two proper extensions A;
and Ay of A are called disjoint if dom(A;) N dom(Ay) = dom(A) and transversal if in addition
dom(A;) + dom(A,) = dom(A*). The set of proper extensions of A is denoted by Ext A. Fixing
a boundary triplet II one can parameterize the set Ext A in the following way.

Proposition 2.2 ([I4]). Let A be as above and let 11 = {H, g, I'1} be a boundary triplet for A*.
Then the mapping

(Ext A 3) A — I'dom(A) = {{Tof, 1 f}: f € dom(A)} = 0 e C(H) (2.2)

establishes a bijective correspondence between the sets Ext 4 and 5(7—[) We put Ao := A where ©
is defined by Z2), i.e. Ag:=A* [T7'O = A" | {f € dom(A*) : {Tof,T1f} € O}. Then:
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(1) Ag is symmetric (self-adjoint) if and only if © is symmetric, and ny(Ag) = nL(O) holds.

(it) The extensions Ae and Ay are disjoint (transversal) if and only if © € C(H) (© € [H]).
this case Ag admits a representation Ag = A* | ker(I'y — OI').

~

n

It follows immediately from Proposition 2.2 that the extensions Ay := A* | ker(I'g) and A4, :=
A* | ker(I'y) are self-adjoint. Clearly, A; = Ag, (j = 0,1), where the subspaces ©g := {0} x H
and O := H x {0} are self-adjoint relations in H. Note that ©g is a "pure” linear relation.

2.1.2 Weyl functions, v-fields, and Krein type formula for resolvents

1. In [I3] [I4] the concept of the classical Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function from the theory of
Sturm-Liouville operators was generalized to the case of symmetric operators with equal deficiency
indices. The role of abstract Weyl functions in the extension theory is similar to that of the classical
Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function in the spectral theory of singular Sturm-Liouville operators.

Definition 2.3 ([I3]). Let A be a densely defined closed symmetric operator in $) with equal
deficiency indices and let 11 = {H,T, 1} be a boundary triplet for A*. The operator valued
functions v : p(Ag) — [H, 9] and M : p(Ay) — [H] defined by

(=) = (To] M) and  M(2) :=Tiy(2),  z€ p(Ay), (2.3)
are called the v-field and the Weyl function, respectively, corresponding to the boundary triplet 11.

The ~-field v(+) and the Weyl function M(-) in (Z3) are well defined. Moreover, both ~(+) and
M () are holomorphic on p(Ag) and the following relations hold (see [13])

Y(z) = (I + (2= O)(Ao— 2)")(C), (2.4)
M(z) = M(¢)* = (2 = Ov(¢)(2), :
v (z) =T1(Ag — 2) ", z, ¢ € p(Ao). (2.6)

Identity (23] yields that M(-) is an Ry-function (or Nevanlinna function), that is, M(-) is an
([H]-valued) holomorphic function on C \ R and

Imz-ImM(z) >0, M(z") = M(z), ze C\R. (2.7)
Besides, it follows from (23] that M(-) satisfies 0 € p(Im M (z)) for z € C\ R. Since A is densely

defined, M(-) admits an integral representation (see, for instance, [14])

M(z):C’o+/]R( Lot )dEM(t), 2 € p(Ag), (2.8)

t—z 1+¢

where ¥),(+) is an operator-valued Borel measure on R satisfying [, 1JF%QZZ m(t) € [H] and Cp =
C§ € [H]. The integral in (2.8) is understood in the strong sense.

In contrast to spectral measures of self-adjoint operators the measure 3,(-) is not necessarily
orthogonal. However, the measure ¥, is uniquely determined by the Nevanlinna function M ().
The operator-valued measure X, is called the spectral measure of M(-). If A is a simple symmetric
operator, then the Weyl function M (-) determines the pair {A, Ag} up to unitary equivalence (see
[14, [33]). Due to this fact, spectral properties of Ay can be expressed in terms of M (-).

2. The following result provides a description of resolvents and spectra of proper extensions of
the operator A in terms of the Weyl function M (-) and the corresponding boundary parameters.
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Proposition 2.4 ([13]). For any © € C(H) the following Krein type formula holds
(Ao —2)7" = (Ao — 2) 7" =7(2)(6 = M(2))"'7"(2), = € p(Ao) N p(Ae). (2.9)
Moreover, if z € p(Ap), then
z€0;(lde) & 0€0,(0—M(2), ie{p, ¢, r}.

Formula (29) is a generalization of the well known Krein formula for canonical resolvents (cf.
[2]). We note also that all objects in (2.9) are expressed in terms of the boundary triplet II.
The following result is deduced from (2.9])

Proposition 2.5 ([13]). Let II = {H,Lo,I'1} be a boundary triplet for A*, ©1,09 € C(H). Then:
(i) for any z € p(Ae,) N p(Ae,), ¢ € p(©1) N p(O2) the following equivalence holds
(Ao, —2) 7' — (Ao, —2) T EGH(H) = (01— = (=) €G,(H).  (210)
(17) If, in addition, ©1,09 € C(H) and dom(©,) = dom(O,), then
0, —0,€6,(H) = (Ao, —2) ' — (4o, — 2) ' € G,(9). (2.11)

(i13) Moreover, if ©1,0 € [H], then implication [2.IT]) becomes equivalence.

2.1.3 Extensions of a nonnegative operator

Assume that a symmetric operator A € C($)) is nonnegative. Then the set Ext 4(0, 00) of its non-
negative self-adjoint extensions is non-empty (see [2, 28]). Moreover, there is a maximal nonneg-
ative extension Ap (also called Friedrichs’ or hard extension) and there is a minimal nonnegative
extension Ak (Krein’s or soft extension) satisfying

(Ap+a2)"' <(A+a2)" < (Ag+2)7",  2€(0,00), A€Exty(0,00),
(for detail we refer the reader to [2] 20]).

Proposition 2.6 ([13]). Let 11 = {H, Ty, I'1} be a boundary triplet for A* such that Ay = A§ > 0.
Let M(-) be the corresponding Weyl function. Then Ay = Ap (Ao = Ak) if and only if

lim (M@)f, f) = =00, (Im(M@)f.H)=+x), e\ {0} (212)

xl—00

It is said that M(-) uniformly tends to —oo for x — —oo if for any a > 0 there exists z, < 0
such that M(z,) < —a - I3;. In this case we will write M(x) = —o0, © — —o0.

Proposition 2.7 ([13]). Let A be a non-negative symmetric operator in $). Assume that 11 =
{H,T0, "1} is a boundary triplet for A* such that Ag = A, and let also M(-) be the corresponding
Weyl function. Then the following assertions

(i) a linear relation © € Cour(H) is semibounded below,
(ii) a self-adjoint extension Ag is semibounded below,

are equivalent if and only if M(x) = —oo for x — —oc.
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2.1.4 Generalized boundary triplets and boundary relations

In many applications the notion of a boundary triplet is too strong. Therefore it makes sense to
relax its definition. To do this we follow [14, Section 6].

Definition 2.8 ([14]). Let A be a closed densely defined symmetric operator in $ with equal
deficiency indices. Let A, O A be a not necessarily closed extension of A such that (A,)* = A. A
triplet 11 = {H, Ty, 1} is called a generalized boundary triplet for A* if H is a Hilbert space and
I'; :dom(A,) = H, j=0,1, are linear mappings such that

(G1) Ty is surjective,
(G2) Ay = A, | ker(['y) is a self-adjoint operator,
(G3) Green’s formula holds

(At 9)e — (f Ag)s = (Ui f.Tog)n — (Do f.Trg)w,  f.g € dom(A,) = dom(I).  (2.13)

Note that one always has A C A, C A* = A,. The following properties of a generalized
boundary triplet have been established in [14].

Lemma 2.9 ([I4]). Let 11 = {#H, o, I'1} be a generalized boundary triplet for A*. Then:
(1) M :=dom(A,) NN, is dense in N, and dom(A,) = dom(Ay) + N:.
(17i) ker(I') = dom(A) and ran(I') = H & H, where I :== {T'y,I'1}.

For any generalized boundary triplet Il = {#, 'y, I'1} we set A,; := A*[ker(I';), j =0, 1. Note
that the extensions A,y and A,; are always disjoint but not necessarily transversal.

Starting with Definition 28] one can introduce concepts of the (generalized) v-field v(-) and
the Weyl function M (-) corresponding to a generalized boundary triplet IT in just the same way as

it was done for (ordinary) boundary triplets (for detail see [14]). Let us mention only the following
proposition (cf. [14, Proposition 6.2]).

Proposition 2.10 ([I4]). Let II = {H,[,I'1} be a generalized boundary triplet for A*, A, =
A*[dom(T"), and let M(-) be the corresponding Weyl function. Then:
(1) M(-) is an [H]-valued Nevanlinna function satisfying ker(Im M(z)) = {0}, z € C,.
(1) 11 is an ordinary boundary triplet if and only if 0 € p(Im M (7).
We also need the following definition.

Definition 2.11 ([12]). Let A be as in Definition 2.8 and let H be an auziliary Hilbert space. A
linear relation (multi-valued mapping) T : $ — H? is called a boundary relation for A* if:
(7) dom(I") is dense in dom(A*), and identity

(A*f, g)ﬁ - (f7 A*g)f) = (llv h’)?—l - (lv h/)Hv (214>

where A, = A*[dom(T"), holds for every {f,1},{g,h} €T,

(id) T is mazimal in the sense that if {§, h} € H>®H? satisfies the identity (A.f,g) — (f,¢') =
(I'h) — (I,W) for every {f,1} €T, then {g,h} €T. A A

Here f,g € domT(C 9), ¢ €9, §g:={9,9'} and h = {h, I}, 1 ={l,I'} € ranT(C H?).

Note that in general I" is multi-valued. If it is single-valued, it splits I' = {I'g, I';} and Green’s

identity (ZI4) takes usual form (ZI3).
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2.2 Nonhomogeneous Krein—Stieltjes string

In this subsection, we collect some facts on Jacobi operators of a special form. Namely, consider
two sequences with positive elements m = {m,}°%, and | = {1,,}°2,, m,, [, > 0, n € N. Next,
consider the matrix

11 1 0
my l1 l1/mima
1 1 (L + L) 1
Il = liymima  mo l11 l2 1lz\/1m2m31 T ) (2_15)
0 s s tn)

With unilateral shift U in [5(N), Ue,, = e,11, n € N, where {e, },en is the standard orthonormal
basis in [y, the matrix J,,; can be written as

i =M VI + ) LI+ UMY M = diag(m,), L = diag(l,). (2.16)

It is known that the difference expression associated with J,,; has a useful mechanical interpreta-
tion, related to the Krein string theory (for detail we refer the reader to [I, Appendix, pp.232-236]
and [27]). Namely, define the function

M@)= > my, z€[0,L); L=l Tn—Tua=1l, x9=0 (2.17)
n=1

Tpn—1<T

Then the equation of motion of a nonhomogeneous string with the mass distribution M is the
same as the difference equation associated with the Jacobi matrix J,,,; (strings with discrete mass
distributions are called Stieltjes strings).

Further, associated with the matrix .J,,; one introduces the minimal Jacobi operator in [5(N)
(see [I, 6]). We denote it also by J,,;. By Hamburger’s theorem [I, Theorem 0.5], the operator
I, 1s self-adjoint if and only if

Zmnﬂzi = 00. (2.18)
n=1
A discreteness criterion for the nonhomogeneous string was obtained by Kac and Krein in [26] (see
also [27, §11]). Applying their result to the operator (2Z15]), we arrive at the following criterion.

Theorem 2.12 ([20]). Assume [2I8) and set M(L) := limgye M(z) = > 07 my,. Then Jy; =
1 has discrete spectrum if and only if

in the case L =00, limy ox,) 2, mj=0 (the latter yields M(L) < c0);
in the case M(L) =00 and L < 00,  limy, (L — 2,) 37— m; = 0.

Remark 2.13. If condition [2.18) does not hold, then ny(J,,;) = 1 and hence any self-adjoint
extension of Jp,; has discrete spectrum.
Note also that for J,; to be discrete it is necessary that either {m,}>>, € ly or {l,}3°, € ly.
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3 Direct sums of symmetric operators and boundary triplets

3.1 Direct sum of boundary triplets as a boundary relation

Let S,, be a densely defined symmetric operator in a Hilbert space $),, with equal deficiency indices,
n4(5,) =n_(S,) < oo, n € N. Consider the operator A := @22 ,S, acting in a Hilbert direct sum

= B9, of spaces 9,,. By definition, § = {f = &, f, : fu € D, Doy |11al]? < 00}, We
also denote by $° the linear manifold consisting of vectors f = ®°°,f, € $ with finitely many
nonzero entries. Clearly,

A*=@2,S:,  dom(A") ={f=a,f, €H: f, € dom(S]), Z||S*fn||2<oo} (3.1)

We provide the domains dom(Sy;) =: 9,4 and dom(A*) =: $, with the graph norms || f, 3 =
Lfall* + 1155 full® and 1[G, = IFI7 + 1AFIP = 32, 1fu
Further, let II,, = {H,,T{", "} be a boundary triplet for S*, n € N. By Han)H we denote

the norm of the linear mapping l—‘§» € 9, Ha), 7=0,1,n e N.
Let H := @:° H,, be a Hilbert direct sum of H,,. Define mappings I'y and I'; by setting

2 .
By respectively.

Dy=a, I, dom(ly) = {f = @, f, € dom(A") Z I a2, < oo} (3.2)

Clearly $, N $H° C dom(T';) C dom(A4*), and dom(T") := dom(T’;) N dom(Ty) is dense in $, since
$,.NH° is dense in H;. Define the operators S,; := S [ker Fg-") and A; := ®2,S,;,7 =0,1. Then
Ao and A, are self-adjoint extensions of A. Note that Ao and A, are disjoint but not necessarily

transversal.
Finally, we set

A, = A'[dom(I') and A,;:= A,[ker(l';), j=0,L1. (3.3)

Clearly, A,; is symmetric (not necessarily self-adjoint or even closed!) extension of A, A,; C /Tj,
7=20,1, and

dom(A) = {f =&, fa €91 fu €ker TV, DS (IShful PHITN £]l?) < 00}, (0 =1, 1" :=0).

Definition 3.1. Let I'; be defined by (B.2) and H = &2 H,. A collection 11 = {H, Ty, 1} will
be called a direct sum of boundary triplets and will be assigned as I1 := @52 11,,.

By Definition [2.1] for a direct sum IT = @72 11, to form a boundary triplet for A* = @225
it is necessary (but not sufficient!) that

(a) A, and A,; are self-adjoint,

(b) A, and A,; are transversal,

(¢) dom(I") = dom(A"),

(d) 'y and T'; are closed and bounded as mappings from $ to H.
It might happen that all of these conditions are violated for the direct sum II. Nevertheless, we
will show that II is a boundary relation for the operator A* in the sense of Definition 21T}
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Theorem 3.2. Let 11, = {H,,T", T} be a boundary triplet for S*, M,(-) the corresponding
Weyl function, n € N. Let also A* = @2, S and II = @2 |I1,,. Then:

(1) Il = {H, Lo, 'y} forms a boundary relation for A* with single-valued I" = {I'g, I'; }.
(i) The corresponding Weyl function is
M(z) = &, My (2). (3.4)
(i4i) ran" = ran({T, T'1}) is dense in H & H.
(iv) The mapping I' : 5+ — H @& H is closed and the mappings I'; : . — H are closable.
(v) If T, is a closure of T';, then the following equivalences hold

dom(T)) =9, <= T, €[9:,H] < sup || :=C; <ol j=0,1. (3.5)
neN

In particular, dom(I") = dom(I'y) N dom(I'y) = $H4 if and only if max{Cy, C1} < oc.

(vi) The operator A,; (see [B3)) is essentially self-adjoint and A,; = 21;- =@ ,5,,7=0,1.
(vii) A,; is self-adjoint, Ay; = A; = @2, S,,;, whenever Cj = sup, oy ||F§.7)|| < o0, 7=0,1. If in
addition Ay and A, are transversal, then A =(Ay) <= Cy =sup,ey ||F§.7)H < 00.

Proof. (i) Let us prove Green’s identity (2.13). By B.I)-(B3]) and Definition Bl for f = &2, f,,
g = @219, € dom(A,) = dom(I") we get

[e.9]

(At 9)5 = (fs Aug)s = D (S5 fs Gn)sn — (s Srin)ss]
= > [0 £ T g0, = (08 s T g, | = (D1, Togh = (Tof. Taghu. (36)

n=1

Note, that the series in the above equality converge due to (B1) and (B2).
To prove the maximality assumption assume that Green’s identity

(A*f> g)f)_ (.fa gl)ﬁ = (Flfa h)?‘l - (F0f> h/)H (37)

holds for every f € dom(A,) and some g, ¢ € $, and {h,h'} € H & H. Let us show that
g € dom(A,)andI'g = {T'og, g} = {h,h'}. If f € dom(A), equality ([B.7) yields g € dom(A*) and
g’ = A*g. Hence g = &2 1gn, gn € dom(S}), and A*g = &2 ,S%g,. Setting f = f, € dom(S}) in
B and noting that h = @22 h,, k' = @2 | h € H, we get

(S5 fus g)o = (Fus Snga)o, = O fus b, = (05" fosBi)wss mEN. (38)
Since II,, is a boundary triplet for S}, F(()") gn = h, and T’ 3") gn = h!,, n € N. Moreover, the inclusion
{h, N} € H & H yields

oo [e.9]

> (L6 gulle, + 1T gull5,) = D (Ihallsy, + 17413,) < oc. (3.9)

n=1 n=1

2||1"§-n)|| stands for the the norm of l";") as a bounded linear mapping from 9,4 to H,
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Inequality (B.9) means that ¢ € dom(A,) = dom(I") and I'g = {T'gg,'1g} = {h,h'}. This proves
the maximality condition.

(i7) Straightforward.

(ii7) Denote by H° the linear manifolds of vectors h = @®°°  h, € H having finitely many
nonzero entries. Clearly H° is dense in H. It remains to note that H° = ran(I'[($4+ N H°)) C
ran(T"), since ran(T'™) = H,, & H,, n € N.

(tv) Let fi = By fin, » = B0 € N, and || fi — SOHm — 0 and

—00 — 00
Let us prove that ¢ € dom(A,) and I'p = {h, h'}. Since I'; f, = ®2 1F  fiens by BI0) we get
im T fon = by, lm T, =h., neN. (3.11)
k—o0 k—ro0

Since limy_o0 || fin — @nll»,, = 0 and the mappings r™ = {FO ,F(" } 9 — Hy®H, are closed
(in fact, continuous), [B.11]) yields

On € Hpy = dom(S*) and T'™e, = {h,, h}. (3.12)
In turn, since ¢ € $; = dom(A*) and
ST nllz, + T eullZ) =D (lhall, + 1711Z,) < oo, (3.13)
n=1 n=1

we obtain ¢ € dom(A,) and I'p = {Tgp, '} = {h, h'}. Hence T' is closed.

(v) By (iv), the mapping I' is closed. Hence (v) is implied by the closed graph theorem.

(vi) Clearly, H,N$H° C dom(A ). Hence dom(A,;) is dense in dom(A ) (in the graph topology).

(vii) Let C7 < oo. Let us prove the self—adjomtneSS of A,q. Since A,q C Ao, it suffices to show
that dom(Ay) C dom(A,). Let f = @, f, € dom(A,). Clearly f € dom(Iy) since f, € ker F((]").
Let us show that f € dom(I'y). According to the second J. von Neumann formula,

fo=fs, + (T +UNf(i),  fs, € dom(S,), fuli) € N = 0(S,), (3.14)
where U, is an isometry from ‘ﬂi(") onto ‘ﬂ(_"i). Since f € dom(A*), it follows form (B.14)) that

AN s, = D NI+ U LD, <D (sl + 1T+ U f015,,) Z 1 fall, < oo
n=1 n=1 n=1

Hence f(i) := @22, fu(i) € dom(A*). Combining this fact with the assumption C} < oo, we get

from (B.14)
ST g, = an“‘ (I +U,) fuli) ||Hns4022||fn
n=1

that is f € dom(I'y). Thus, f € dom(A.) = dom(I') = dom(I'y) N dom(I'y).

Further, let us prove the converse statement assuming that Ay and Zl are transversal. Note
that A, = Ag if A9 = A%,. Hence B3) yields dom(Ap) = dom(A,o) C dom(A,) C dom(I';). On
the other hand, dom(A*) = dom(Ag) +dom(A;) since Ay and A; are transversal. Thus I'; admits
an extensions on £, = dom(A*), since dom(4;) € dom(T';). By (v), C} < . O

5’.)n+ S 86112 Z ||fn(1)||?§na (315)
n=1
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Next we find a criterion for a direct sum II = @22 11, to form a generalized boundary triplet.

Proposition 3.3. Let IT, = {#,, T\, T} be a boundary triplet for St and M,(-) the corre-
sponding Weyl function, n € N. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) A direct sum 11 = &2 |11, = {H, [y, '1} is a generalized boundary triplet for A*,
(77) ran(Dy) = H = &5 Ha,
(14i) sup,, ||M,(1)|| =: C5 < 0.
Proof. (i) = (ii) This implication is immediate from Definition 2.8
(i1) = (i) By Theorem B2(7), II is a boundary relation. Therefore, by [I12, Lemma 4.10
(141)], Aso is closed since ran(I'y)(= H) is closed. On the other hand, by Theorem B.2vi), A, is
essentially self-adjoint. Thus A,y = (A.)* and the assumption (éi7) of Definition 2.8 is verified.
(1) = (i41). Let ran(I'g) = H. According to the implication (i) = (i), II is a generalized
boundary triplet for A*. Therefore, by [14, Propostion 6.2], the corresponding Weyl function M
takes values in [H]. By Theorem (i1), M(2) = @, M, (z) hence M(i) € [H] precisely when
C3 = sup,, | M,(1)]] < occ.
(7i1) = (7). Let 7, be the ~-field of the boundary triplet II,,. Then (Z.3]) implies

Im M, (i) = (M, (i) — M;(1))/2i = 7. (i) (i), n € N. (3.16)
Since sup,, || M, (1)|| = C3 < oo, equality (B.16) yields
sup ||, (1) ||* = sup || Im M,,(i)|| = C5 < oo. (3.17)

Let h = @ h, € H. Then f,(i) := v, (i)h, € Mi(S?) and, by B.17),
D O =D In@hal® < C5 ) [[al® < oo (3.18)
n=1 n=1 n=1

Hence f(i) := @52, fuli) € O(A") = ©F,94(S;) and Tof(i) = @2, T fu(i) = ©32ihn = .
Thus f(i) € dom(I'y) and ran(I'y) = H. The proof is completed. O

Corollary 3.4. Let II,, = {?—[n,F(()"),an)} be a boundary triplet for S¥, n € N, and let T'; be
defined by B2). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) sup, [ M, (i)~ = C4 < o0,

(77) ran(Iy) = H = &5 Ho.

Proof. Alongside the boundary triplet II, we consider a triplet IL, = {H.,, —r§">, r ((]")}, n € N.

The corresponding Weyl function is M, (-) = —M,(-)~*, n € N. To complete the proof it remains
to apply Proposition O

Remark 3.5. By Theorem [32 (ii), ker(Im M(z)) = {0}, z € Cy, and hence M(-) € R*(H).
According to [B4), the inequality sup,, ||M,(1)]| < oo is equivalent to the inclusion M (i) € [H],
that is M(-) € R°[H]. Hence, the implication (iii) = (i) in Proposition is immediate from
|14}, Theorem 6.1]. However we prefer a direct proof because of its simplicity.

Here R*(H) and R*[H] are the Nevanlinna subclasses (definitions may be found in [12, Section

2.6)).
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Next we present sufficient conditions for a direct sum IT = @:° 11, to be a generalized boundary
triplet for A*. These conditions are formulated only in terms of the mappings I'}.

Proposition 3.6. Assume the conditions of Theorem[3.2 hold. Then:

(1) A direct sum 11 = @211, = {H, o, I'1} of boundary triplets 11,, is a generalized boundary
triplet for A* provided that Cy = sup,, ||F§")|| < 0.

(i) If in addition Zo = @By 1 Sn0 and ﬁl = @ Sp1 are transversal, then condition Cy < 00 is

necessary and sufficient for I1 to be a generalized boundary triplet for A*.

Proof. (i) Condition (G3) of Definition is immediate from Theorem (i). Moreover, by
Theorem (vii), condition C < oo yields A,y = (A.o)*, hence condition (G2) of Definition 2.8
Let us check condition (G1). Since ~%(2) = I (Sp0 — 2)~! (see (Z0)), we get that for any n € N

19 ()" 112 = 07 (Sno — 2) 7 112 < 21 (Sno — 2) 7 113,
= C2(|[Su0(Sno — 2) IR, + 1(Sno — 2) 7L f112,) < 203 (1 + (|22 + 1)/ Im2[?),  (3.19)

and hence ||, (£)|| = ||77(£i)|| < C1v6, n € N. Since M, (z) = Fg")%(z) (see (23)), we have
1MW) < D) 11 @hlls, < CivV203@)R] < C3VI2, neN.

Hence, by Proposition B3] ran(I'g) = H.

(77) Follows from Theorem (vii). O
Corollary 3.7. Assume the conditions of Proposition[3.3. Then:
(i) A direct sum 11 = @11, of boundary triplets 11, = {#, T, T} = {H,, T, T} is a
generalized boundary triplet for A* whenever Cy = sup,, ||F(()")|| < 0.

(i) If in addition Eo = B2 1S and ﬁl = B2 1Sy are transversal, then condition Cy < 00 is
necessary and sufficient for II to be a generalized boundary triplet for A*.

3.2 When direct sum of boundary triplets is a boundary triplet?

1. General case.
As it was already mentioned, the direct sum II = @22,II,, is not a boundary triplet without
additional restrictions (cf. Theorem B.2). We start with the following result.

Proposition 3.8. Assume the conditions of Theorem[3.2 Then the direct sum II = @32 11, is
an ordinary boundary triplet for A* if and only if

max{Cp, C1} < o0, C; = sug ||F§")|| (3.20)
ne

Proof. Necessity is immediate from (3.2)) and Definition 211
Sufficiency. Consider 2 := $ @© §H and H? := H © H as Krein spaces with the fundamental

symmetries Jg = i < IO _O]ﬁ) and Jy =i ( ]O _éH), respectively. Now identity ([B.6) can be
H H

rewritten as

(Jf)fAu 9)52 = (JHFf7 Fg)?‘ﬂv (321)
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where f:= {f, A*f}, § = {g, A*g} and I'f := T'f. This means that ' : 2 — H2 is an isometry
from the Krein space {$?, Js} to the Krein space {H?, J }. By TheoremB.2(v), dom(T") = gr(A*),
the graph of A*. Since dom(T") is closed in $?, ran(T") is closed too (see [12, Proposition 2.3]). On
the other hand, by Theorem B2 (iii), ran(T') is dense in H? and hence ran(T") = H?>. 0O

Remark 3.9. Proposition [3.8 shows that condition [B20) is sufficient (but not necessary!) for
transversality of the extensions A,y and A,y defined by [B3). This fact complements Theorem
[32(vii). Moreover, it shows that in the case of a special boundary relation Il = &2 |11, condition
(d) after Definition[31 is sufficient for I1 = @22 11, to be an ordinary boundary triplet. Besides,
(d) and (c) are equivalent and yield the premous condztwns (a), (D).

Now we are ready to state the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.10. Let I1,, = {H,, Fé"), Fg")} be a boundary triplet for S and M,(-) the correspond-
ing Weyl function, n € N. A direct sum 1l = &7 11, forms an ordinary boundary triplet for the
operator A* = @2, S* if and only if

Cs = sup |M,(i)|ls, < oo and Cy=sup||(ImM,(i) s, < oc. (3.22)

Proof. By Proposition B3] the first inequality in ([B:22]) is equivalent to the fact that IT = &2 11,
is a generalized boundary triplet for the operator A*. By Theorem B.2] (ii) the correspondmg
(generalized) Weyl function is M(-) = @52, M,(-). Therefore, the second inequality in (B.22) is
equivalent to Cy = ||(Im M (i))7}|5 < oo, that is to the condition 0 € p(Im M (7)). To complete
the proof it remains to apply Proposition 210 O

Theorem [B.I0 makes it possible to construct an ordinary boundary triplet starting with an
arbitrary boundary relation II = @72, 11,.

Theorem 3.11 ([35]). Let S, be a symmetric operator in $), with deficiency indices ny(Sg) =
nn < oo and S,o = S, € ExtS,,, n € N. Then for any n € N there exists a boundary triplet

= {H,,T\ T} for S* such that ker TY" = dom(S, 0) and 11 = @&72,11, forms an ordinary
boundary triplet for A* = @22 S satisfying ker I'g = dom(AO) = @n_lSno

Proof. By [20, Chapter I11.1.4], there exists a boundary triplet II, = ={H,, Fo T } for S such
that dom(Sno) = Sy | ker F((]"),n € N. Let M,(-) be the corresponding Weyl functlon. Denote
Q. := Re M, (i) and choose a factorization of ImM (i), R:R, := ImM,(i), such that Ry € [Hy]

and 0 € p(Ry). Then we define the mappings I' dom(S *) — H,, as follows
ri =g, .= (k)T -Q,IM), neN. (3.23)

It is easy to check that Fg-") are well defined and 11, = {H,,T{", '™} forms a boundary triplet
for S*. Moreover, the Weyl function M, (-) corresponding to I, satisfies M, (i) = il3,, n € N.
Hence, by Theorem B.I0, a triplet II = @32,I1,, forms a boundary triplet for A*. The required
property ker I'y = ker [y = dom(Ag) := @n_lSno is immediate from (3.23). O

Remark 3.12. Note that the regularization [B.23) of the direct sum I = Do = {H, FO,Fl}
has been proposed in [35, Theorem 5.3]. We emphasize however that condztwn (Bﬂl) is more
flexible than the condition M, (i) = ily,, n € N, given in [35, Theorem 5.3]. The latter is very
important in applications (cf. Remark[310 below).
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2. The case of operators with common regular real point.
Assume the operator A = &9° 5, has a regular real point, i. e., there exists a =@ € p(A). This
is equivalent to the existence of € > 0 such that

(@ —e,a+¢e) CNy2yp(Sn). (3.24)

In particular, ([3:24]) holds whenever the operators .S,, are nonnegative, S,, > 0. Assuming condition
B24) to be satisfied, we can simplify conditions ([3:22]) of Theorem B.I0] as follows.

Theorem 3.13. Let {S,}>°, be a sequence of symmetric operators satisfying [B.24). Let also
I, = {H,. T, T} be a boundary triplet for St such that (a — £, a+ €) C p(Sno) and M,,(-) the
corresponding Weyl function. Then 11 = @0° 11, is a boundary triplet for A* = &2, S: if and
only if
Cs = sug | Mp(a)|] < oo and  Cg:= suIN) ||(M,'L(a))_1|| < 00, (3.25)
ne ne

where M) (a) := (dM,(2)/dz)|,=a.

Proof. Necessity is obvious. Indeed, if II = @&7° 11, is a boundary triplet, then the corresponding
Weyl function M(-) is defined by (B.4). Moreover, M(-) is an Rp-function analytic at z = a and
hence M(a) € [H]. Furthermore, it satisfies 0 € p(M'(a)) and thus ([B.25) is fulfilled.

Sufficiency. We deduce the proof from Theorem 310 Namely, we will show that conditions
[B22)) of Theorem are implied by the corresponding conditions in (3.23]).

First note that M (-) := &%, M, (-) is a C(H)-valued Nevanlinna function since for any z € C.
the operator M(z) is closed. Further, M, (-) is regular on (a —e,a+¢) since (a—¢e,a+¢) C p(Spo)-
Due to condition [B24]), M(-) is also holomorphic on (a — &, a + €) in the sense of Kato [2§], that
is (M(z) — i)_1 is bounded and holomorphic at zy = a, as well as at z € C, UC_U (a —g,a+¢)
(see [28, Theorem 7.1.3]). Moreover, due to the first condition in ([B.25), M(-) is bounded at
z = a, M(a) € [H]. By [28, Section 7.1.2], M(z) € [H] for |z — a| small enough (see also [28|
Theorem 4.2.23(b)]. In turn, the latter yields M(z) € [H] for any z € C, (see [12]). In particular,
M(i) € [H] and the first inequality in ([3.22)) is verified.

Further, by (23,

M;(a) = (dMy(2)/dz)|:=0 = (@) Va(a),  n €N, (3.26)
According to Z4), v,(i) = [I — (a —1)(Sno — 1) '|yn(a). Hence
(D7) = (@) = (@ +1)(Sno +1) 7 = (a = 1)(Sno — 1) " 7(a). (3.27)

Noting that (I — (a —1)(Sno — i)_l)_1 =T+ (a—1)(Spo — a)~t, we get

nf (@@ S ) 2 1T+ (@ = DS = )57 inf (@) m(@)f -

Since (a—¢e,a+¢) C p(Sno), we have [|I+ (a —1)(Sp —a) 7} < 1+ Y2 =: C. Combining these
inequalities with (3.27)) and (B18]), we obtain

1(Tm My, (1)~ e, < C2I(M; (@)™ I3,

and the second inequality in (322 is verified. O
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For operators A = @92 .S, satisfying ([8.24]) we complete Theorem [B.13] by presenting a regu-
larization procedure for M= @02 11, leading to a boundary triplet.

Corollary 3. 14 Let {Sp}52 be a sequence of symmetric operators satisfying ([3.24). Let also
{’Hn,FO I } be a boundary triplet for S such that (a —e,a + ) C p(Sno), Sno =
S,’; [ker(l‘((]")), and M () the corresponding Weyl function, n € N. Then:

(i) The operator Mg(a) is positively definite, n € N.
(i) For any factorization M (a) = R*R,, where R, € [H,] and 0 € p(R,), a triplet

M, = {H,, 05, T with TV = RISV, T = (R (T = Mo (a)TSY),  (3.28)

is a boundary triplet for S;.
(7ii) A direct sum 11 = &2 |11, forms a boundary triplet for A*.

Proof. (i) Let 7, be the y-field corresponding to the triplet II, = {H,, Fo I } The functions
M,(-) and 7,(-) are regular within (a — £, a + ) for every n € N since (a — ¢, a —I— €) C p(Sno)- By
@20), M (a) >0 and 0 € p(ﬂ,’@(a)) since v, (a ) isomorphically maps #,, onto ,.

(i) By (i), M’ (a) admits a factorization M’ (a) = R*R,, where R, € [H] and 0 € p(R,,).
Therefore, the mappings I' (n and T}" (™) are defined correctly and II,, is a boundary triplet for S7.

(i13) Let M,(-) be the Weyl funct1on corresponding to the triplet IT,. It follows from (B2
and the definition of the Weyl function that

M,(z) = (B, Y)*[M,(2) — M,(a)]R,';, neN. (3.29)

Hence M, (a) = 0 and M!(a) = (R;* )*]\7’( JR' = Iy, n € N. Thus, both conditions in (3.22))
are satisfied and, by Theorem B.13] II = &2 11, forms a boundary triplet for A*. O

Corollary 3. 15 Let {Sn}5°, be a sequence of symmetric operators satisfying (3:24). Let also
{’Hn,FO T } be a boundary triplet for St such that (a —e,a + ) C p(Sno), Sno =
S,’; [ker(l‘((] )), and M (+) the corresponding Weyl function. If the operators R, € [H,| satisfy

R7' e [M,] and  sup||R.(M.(a)) 'R*|| < oo, n€N, (3.30)

then the direct sum I1 = @&5° 11, of boundary triplets (B28) forms a boundary triplet for A* =
o SE.
=1~n

Proof. Since the Weyl function M, (-) corresponding to II, is given by (3.29), both conditions
[B27) are immediate from (3.30). It remains to apply Theorem B.I3l O

Remark 3.16. Corollary[3.13 is more useful in applications than Corollary[3.1]. The reason is
that it is more convenient and easier to select a suitable sequence {R,}°° | satisfying [B.30) than
to find the operators (M (a))*/?. For instance, to construct boundary triplets in Theorems[{.1] and
[Z7, we select R, being diagonal matrices although M (a), hence (M. (a))'/?, are not diagonal.
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3.3 Direct sums of self-similar boundary triplets

In this subsection, we apply Theorem to the special case of symmetric operators S,, that are
pairwise unitarily equivalent up to multiplicative constants. More precisely, let S be a symmetric
operator in 91, nL(S;) = n < oo. We assume that for any n € N there exists a unitary operator
U, from ), onto $; and a constant d,, > 0 such that (to be precise we set U := I3, and dy := 1)

S, =d *U*SU,. (3.31)
First we suppose that
0<d,:=infd, <supd, =:d* < c© (3.32)
nelN neN

and reprove one result of Kochubei (cf. [29] Theorem 3|, [30, Lemma 1]) for this case.

Lemma 3.17 ([30]). Let S, be as above, let I, = {Hl,Fgl),Fgl)} be a boundary triplet for ST,
and A = @2, S,. Assume in addition that condition [B32]) holds. Then:

(1) For any a € R, a triplet 11,, :== {H.,, F(()"), Fg")}, where

Ho=H, TU=arVu,, 1 .=aTVU, neN, (3.33)
forms a boundary triplet for the operator S;.
(ii) Moreover, Il = @22 |11, is an (ordinary) boundary triplet for the operator A*.

Proof. (i) Straightforward.
(i) Let M,(-) be the Weyl function corresponding to the triplet II, = {#,T{”, "} n € N.
It follows from ([B.33]) that the Weyl functions M,, and M; are connected by

M,(2) = d>"2* M, (d>z), z € Cy, n > 2. (3.34)

Hence
M) = i IM G, (I M (2) | = di 2| (Tm M (id7)) . (3.35)
Combining ([3.35) with ([B.32)), we obtain that {M, }>° | satisfies (8.22) since M; is continuous on
[i(d.)?,i(d*)?] € C. Theorem completes the proof. 0O

The following results demonstrate importance of both inequalities in ([332)) for the direct sum
IT = @211, to be an (ordinary) boundary triplet for A*.

Lemma 3.18. Let S be a closed densely defined symmetric operator in 1 with ne(S;) =n < oo,
let 11, = {Hl,F((]l),Fgl)} be a boundary triplet for S} and M, (-) the corresponding Weyl function.
Let also S,, n € N, be defined by (3.31) and suppose that {d,}>°, satisfies d. = 0 and d* < oo.
Then:

(i) A direct sum T = &I, of triplets 1, = {H,,T{", T}, where

H,=H,, V=1, 1©"=a21V0, (3.36)
forms an ordinary boundary triplet for the operator A* = @22, Sk if and only if
M (i
Cy = —limﬁ € [Hi] and 0 € p(Cy). (3.37)

y40 1y
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) wrect sum 11 = P, 11, of triplets 11,, = n where
(i) A di I = @32, 11, of triplets T, = {H,, T{",T{"}, wh

H=H, r"W=ac1Vv, 1©"=rVy,, (3.38)
forms an ordinary boundary triplet for A* = &2, Sy if and only if

C_:=— ligl iy M, (iy) € [Hi] and  0¢€p(C). (3.39)
Y

Proof. (i) By B34), we get M, (i) = d,?M;(id?). Since d. = 0, by Proposition B3 II is a
generalized boundary triplet for A* if and only if C'y € [H;]. Moreover, by Theorem 310, IT is an
ordinary boundary triplet precisely if in addition 0 € p(C.).

(1) The proof is similar to that of (i) if one notices that M, (i) = d? M, (id?). O

Remark 3.19. Let Xy, (+) be the spectral measure of My (-) (see Section[21.2). Then the operators
Cy and C_ can easily be expressed in terms of X, (). Namely, condition (3.37) means that the
limit M1(0) := M;(+i0) exists, moreover, Mi(0) = 0, and the following integral converges

[ A ()
Cy _/R o € [H4].

Besides, we note that C_ = 3, ({0}).

Corollary 3.20. Let S, be as in Lemma 318, let I} = {H,, T T} be a boundary triplet for

St and Syg = SY [ker(F(()l)). Assume that d, = 0 and d* < oco. Assume also that Sy is a simple
symmetric operator. The direct sum 11 = @22 |11, of boundary triplets defined by (3:38) (by (3.30))
1s an ordinary boundary triplet for A* if and only if

dim(ker Sip) = ny(S1), (respectively, dim(ker Si1) =ny(S1)). (3.40)

Proof. Let us prove the first equality in ([3.40) assuming that the direct sum I = @22 ,11, of
boundary triplets (8:38]) forms a boundary triplet. By Remark B.19, C = ¥, ({0}) where X, (+)
is a nonorthogonal spectral measure of M (-). The latter implies

dim(ker Syp) = rank(X,, ({0})) = rank C_.

Since II is an ordinary boundary triplet for A*, Lemma BI8[(ii) yields 0 € p(C_), that is, C_ is of

maximal rank. Combining these relations, we get dim(ker S19) = rank(C_) = dim H; = n.(S5;).
To prove sufficiency, let us note that C_ = ¥, ({0}). Since ny(S;) = dimH; < oo, we

obviously get that relations (340) and ([B39) are equivalent. O

We complete this subsection by considering the situation when d* = oo.

Lemma 3.21. Let d, > 0 and d* = co. Then:

(1) The direct sum 11 = &> |11, of triplets defined by ([B36]) is a generalized boundary triplet for
A*, but not an ordinary boundary triplet for A*,

(17) TT = @22, 11, is not a generalized boundary triplet for A* if 11,, is defined by (B.38)).
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Proof. (i) Since S; is densely defined, the Weyl function M () corresponding to the triplet II;

satisfies (cf. (2.8)))
s — liTm M (iy)/y =0 (3.41)
yToo

Let II,, n € N, be the boundary triplet for S} defined by (330) and M,(-) the corresponding
Weyl function. Setting in (8.33) and (3.34]) @ = 2 and combining these relations with ([B3.30), we
get M, (z) = d?M,(d?z). Combining these relations with (3.41), we obtain

sup || M, (i) ]| = sup d, || M (idy,)|| < oo. (3.42)

By Proposition 3.3 II = &9° 11, forms a generalized boundary triplet for A*.
Further, the above relations yield Im M,,(z) = d,* Im M, (d?z). Hence and from (B.41]) we get

sup || (Im M, (1)) ™| = sup @2 (Im M, (id?)) || = oo. (3.43)

By Theorem B.10, 1T = &2 11, is not an ordinary boundary triplet for A*.
(1) Since S; is densely defined, the Weyl function M, (-) satisfies (cf.(3.41))

s — liTm y M, (iy)~t = 0. (3.44)
yToo

Let II,,, n € N, be a boundary triplet for S defined by (338) and M, (-) the corresponding Weyl
function. It follows from [3.33) and 334 (with a = 0) that M, (z) = d>M,(d?>z), n > 2. Hence
sup,, || M, (1)|| = sup d?||M;(id?)|| = oo. By Proposition B3, 1T = &°° 11, is not a generalized
boundary triplet for A*. O

4 Boundary triplets for the operator H? . .

In what follows we assume that Z = [0,b) C R;, 0 < b < 400, is either a bounded interval or
positive semi axis, X = {z,,}°°, C T is a strictly increasing sequence,

O=axp <1 <To < - <x,, <---<b< +00, and lim z, = b. (4.1)

n—0o0
We denote d, := x,, — x,,_;. Consider the following symmetric operator in L*(Z)

d2

Hmin - _dllﬁ'z’

dom (Hyin) = W5 (T \ X). (4.2)

Clearly, H,,;, is closed and

2
Cda?’

1. Note that Hy, > 0. Tt is known (see for instance [20]) that Friedrichs’ extension HE of H,, is
defined by the Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e., dom(HF) = {f € W??[x,,_1, 2] : f(w,_1+) =
f(x,—) = 0}. Therefore, the Friedrichs’ extension H" of Hy, is HY = @2 HE, that is

oy = ®32,H,,  where I, = dom(H,) = W3, -1, ). (4.3)

d2

Cda?’

Hp = dom(Hgp) = {f e W3 (Z\ X): f(0) = f(zn+) = f(v,—) =0, n € N}. (4.4)
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It is easily seen that a triplet II, = {C2, "), T} given by

i (S ) w0 (I)) ewin) 4s)

forms a boundary triplet for H? satisfying ker(I'"”) = dom(HF). Moreover, H, = d-2U-'S,U,,
where S; = —dd—;, dom(Sy) = W?[0,1], and (Unf)(z) := v/dnf(dyz 4 2,_1). Clearly, U, iso-

metrically maps L?[z,_1,z,] onto L?[0, 1]. As it follows from Lemma BI7, a triplet IT = @,,cnll,

forms a boundary triplet for the operator Hf . := (Hpyin)* = Hpax whenever
0 < dy=1infd, < d" =supd, < +oo. (4.6)
TLGN ’fLEN

If d, = 0, then the direct sum II = @ II,, of triplets () is not a boundary triplet for Hyay.
We regularize the triplet II by applying Corollary B.I3 in order to obtain a direct sum triplet
IT = @;2 11, for the operator H}; . assuming only that

min?

d* =supd, < +o0, (4.7)
neN

Theorem 4.1. Assume condition (IT) and define the mappings FE") : Wizp_1,1,) = C* neN,
j=0,1, by setting

1/2 d'rlfl(xnfl"F)"F(f(xnfl"l‘)_f(xn_))
ro o [ A (@t oy 0 48
o f= /2 > V= area (e an sy | (48)
—dy f(ZEn—) Fe

Then:
(i) For any n € N the triplet 11, = {C2, T T} is a boundary triplet for Hz.

*
min*

(13) The direct sum 11 = @22 |11, is a boundary triplet for the operator H

Proof. (i) Straightforward.
(ii) The Weyl function M, (-) corresponding to the triplet II,, of the form (L) is

- _\/E.cos(\/dEdn) _ \/Ed
Mn(Z) _ _Sln(g n) _\/Szugé;{_f/znd)n) R zZ € C+. (49)
sin(v/zdn) sin(y/zdn )

Comparing definitions ([@H]) and (L)) of triplets II,, and 1, respectively, we get
I = R,0{Y, T = RACM —Q.I5Y), and M,(2) = R, (Ma(2) — Qu)R;',  (4.10)

L (&0 1/ -1 -1\
R, =R, = ( 0 d,l/2> and Qn = i < 1 ) = M,(0). (4.11)
It follows from (ZI0), (A1), and @J) that

M0 =0, a1 0) = RO R = (00 O o= ().

Relations (£12) yield conditions ([B30) One completes the proof by applying Corollary O

where
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Remark 4.2. Let d, = 0. Hence both families {]\7 (i) }pen and {Mn(i)};elN (see [@9)) are un-
bounded. By Pmposztzon- neither I = @22 1H no 1M = @ 1ﬁn , where I1,, = {C2, fo ,f( )}
is defined by (LX) and IS = {C?, —Fg ),F } forms a genemlzzed boundary triplet for H*
Moreover, by Proposition[3.4 ( ), the mappings Ty= S 1F and T'y = = P 1F( ") are unbounded.
Note that, the latter might be checked by restricting the mappings FO and T'y on M, (Hunin) -

Note also that Ty coincides with the mapping T2 in [36, Theorem 1]. Hence the triplet 11
constructed in [36, Theorem 1] is not an ordinary boundary triplet.

min*

Remark 4.3. Let us sketch another proof of Theorem [[.1. Simple calculations with account of
@7 yield that the family { M, (1)}, is bounded. Moreover, it follows from (A9) that

n=1

lim M,, (i) =1 lim ImAM,, (i) = i( 1/3  —1/6 ) whenever  lim d,, = 0.

Hence, by Theorem[3 10, 11 = &5° 11, defined by ([A])) forms a boundary triplet for H .

Proposition 4.4. LetII be the boundary triplet defined in Theorem[].1] and M (-) the corresponding
Weyl function. If condition (A1) is satisfied, then

M(—a*) = —oo as a— +oo. (4.13)

Proof. By Theorem B.2] (ii), the Weyl function M(-) has the form M(z) = @&y, M,(z), where
M,,(-) is defined by (ZI0), (£9) and (EII]). Consider the following matrix-function

M(—a?, ) = ( g(é)) ?é;f)) ) a0, (4.14)

where ) L .
cosh ax a
F, = T, Ga _ S T T 1
(z) x2 ax sinh ax (z) r?2  xsinhazx
It is easy to check that
F,(x) <0 and Ggu(z)>0 for z>0.

Since o(M(—a?,x)) = {F,(x) + Gu(), F,(x) — Gu(7)}, we get
M(—a* x) < (F,(7) + Go(2)) Iy, x> 0.
Further, consider the function

2 1+ coshzx

f@) = =5 = ————— (= Fi(z) + G1(x)).

x? xsinh x
Note that f(x) < 0 if z > 0. Moreover, f is continuous on R, and

Note also that lim,_, . 2?f'(x) = 1. Hence f’(z) > 0 for & > xy with sufficiently large x¢ € R,.
Since F,(x) + Gu(x) = a®f(az), for a > ay > 0 large enough we obtain

2 a 1+ coshad* 2

F, o) = o amnad S 23
:(:ES(%E*)( (z) + Ga(x)) (d*)?  d* sinh ad* d~  (d)?
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Note that M, (—a?) = M(—a?,d,). Combining this fact with the last inequality, we obtain

M(—a?) = @, M, (—a?) < —%Ilz, a > max{ag, 2/d*}. (4.15)

This completes the proof. O

Combining Theorem 1] with Proposition 222 we arrive at the following parametrization of
the set Ext H,,;, of closed proper extensions of the operator H, :

i =He := H%, [dom(He),  dom(Hg) = {f € dom(H%,): {Tof.Tif} €O},  (4.16)

where © € C(ly) and I'y, I'; are defined by (£.8).
Theorem 4.5. Let I = &72,11, be a boundary triplet for Hy;, defined in Theorem[{.1], ©, O c

min

C(H), and He,Hg € Ext Hyin proper extensions of Hyn defined by ([&I16). Then:
(i) The operator Heg is symmetric (self-adjoint) if and only if so is ©, and ny(Hpm) = ne(O).

(13) The self-adjoint (symmetric) operator Hg is lower semibounded if and only if so is ©.

(ii1) For anyp € (0,00], z € p(Ho) Np(Hg), and ¢ € p(©) N p(O) the following equivalence holds
(Ho—2)'—(Hg—2)'e6, «— ©O-0'-0O©-0"'ecs,

(tv) The operator Hg = H§ has discrete spectrum if and only if d, \, 0 and © has discrete
spectrum.

Proof. (i) is immediate from Proposition 2.2

(27) Combining Propositions 2.7 with Proposition B4l yields the first statement. Then the
second one is implied by estimate ([ZI5]).

(7i7) is implied by Proposition

(1v) First we show that conditions are sufficient. Indeed, the operator

Ho := H, [ker(Tg) = ®nenHpo,  Huo := H [ker(T(™), (4.17)
has discrete spectrum if lim,,_,., d,, = 0. Moreover, the Krein resolvent formula and discreteness
of 0(0) implies Ry, (2) — Ru,(2) € S, 2z € Cy, and hence Ry, (2) € G-

Let us show that condition d,, N\, 0 is necessary for discreteness of o(Hg). Without loss of
generality assume that 0 € p(Hg). Assume also that limsup, .. d, > 0 and Hg has discrete
spectrum. Then there exists a sequence {d,, }?2, such that d,, > d./2 > 0. For ¢ € (0,d./2),
define the function

etrewi®. el ={y =500

Note that ¢y (z) := Pro.(z + ,,) € dom(Hg), where Pz is the orthoprojection in L*(R) onto
L?*(Z). Moreover, ||¢x||z2 = const and |[Heyy||z2 = const. Since the functions ¢y (-) have disjoint
supports, the operator (Hg)™! is not compact. Contradiction. 0

Corollary 4.6. Hg is nonnegative if and only if the linear relation © is nonnegative. Moreover,
if a is large enough, then He > —a® whenever © > —1,.



28

Proof. Since M (0) = 0, by [13, Theorem 4], we get the first part. Moreover, we have the estimate
M(—a*) < —a/d*I (see the proof of Proposition [£4)), and Krein’s formula ([Z.9) completes the
proof. O

2. Alongside boundary triplet (A.8) consider another boundary triplet. Namely, define I, =
{H, F(()"), '} for the operator H?, n € N, by setting

n’

TG R O < fjf,‘zg;lj)) ) . < f}f;;j) ) F e W2len . (418)

In the following theorem we regularize the family {II,}2°, in such a way that the direct sum of
new boundary triplets II,, is already a boundary triplet for H?, = @22 Hy if d* < oo.

min

Theorem 4.7. Assume condition [ET) and define the mappings Fg-") cWixn 1,2, = C?, neN,
7 =0,1, by setting

1/2 ' @n—14)—f"(zn—)
NGNS d”; J@n-1t) NGRS W . (4.19)
dn/ f/(xn_) f(xn_)_f(xn(;il/;_)_ nf (Tn—)

Then:
(i) For any n € N the triplet IT,, = {C2,T{" T} is a boundary triplet for HZ.
(ii) The direct sum Il = @22 |11, is a boundary triplet for the operator Hpy.x = HE,, .

Proof. (i) Straightforward. N
(77) The Weyl function of H* corresponding to the triplet II,, defined by (E3) is

- \/Esin(\/dEdn) 1 .
(o)== mE ) (1.20)
cos(y/zdn) vz cos(y/zdn)

Comparing definitions (5.3) and @IJ), we get that the triplets IT, and II,, are connected by EI0),
where the matrices R,, and @),, are defined by

&/ 0 ~ 0 1
R, = ( 0 Pk ) and @, = M,(0) = ( 1 d, ) : (4.21)

Hence M, (z) = R_l(ﬁn(z) — @Q,)R; ! is the Weyl function corresponding to the triplet II,. It

n

follows from (€20) and (21)) that

M,(0) =0,  M.(0) = R;ML(0)R;! = R ( dg% Zg@ R = (1}2 1@ L (422)

One completes the proof by applying Theorem [B.13 !

Remark 4.8. Clearly, all statements of Theorem [{.0 with exception of (ii) remain valid for the
boundary triplet 11 = @11, with 11, defined by [@I9) in place of [AS).
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Corollary 4.9. Let I1,, be a boundary triplet for H defined by (53) and 113" := {C2, —I'1", T{"}.
Let also I1 = @22 11, and 1TV := @2, 1Y be direct sums of boundary triplets and d, = 0. Then:

) Il and H(1 are generalized boundary triplets for H; ., .

(i
) I and 11V are not ordinary boundary triplets for H ;.

(13i) The operators (Huyin)xo and (Humin)«1 (see B3)) are self-adjoint and (Huyin)s; = B2 Hpj
(iv) The mappings Ty and Ty are closed and unbounded on $, = dom(Hz, ).

(

min

V) (Huin)s0 and (Huyin)s1 are not transversal.

Proof. (i) It follows from [ZZ0) that the families {M, (i)}, and {M (i)}, are bounded if
d* < oco. It remains to apply Proposition B3]

(1) If imy_, o0 dy,, = 0, then limy_ o Im Mnk(l) = Im ( (1) (1) ) = ( 8 8 ) Thus, the second

of conditions ([B:22]) is violated, hence neither IT no II® forms a boundary triplet for He ..

(i1) follows from (i) and Theorem B.2] (vi).

(1v) Clearly, [y and Iy are unitarily equivalent. Hence fo and fl might be bounded only
simultaneously. Combining (ii) with Proposition B.8 we conclude that both [y and I'; are un-
bounded. Further, by Theorem (iv), f is closable. Since, by (i), ker(fj) = @92, dom(H,,)
is closed in $, and ran( ;) = H is closed, the mapping F is closed.

(v) follows from (i7i) and Proposition [B.0(ii). O

Remark 4.10. Corollary[4.9 shows that condition Cy < oo in Proposition [3.8 is only sufficient
for Il = @,enll, to form a generalized boundary triplet.

5 Schrodinger operators with J-interactions

Let T = [0,b0) and let X = {z,,}7°, be defined by ([AI)). In what follows we will always assume
that condition (A7) is satisfied, i.e. d* =sup,, d,, < o0.
The main object of this section is the formal differential expression

d? >
Ux o= ) + 2 a,0(r —x,), a, € R. (5.1)

In L*(Z), one associates with (5.1 a symmetric differential operator

dd—;, dom(HY ) = {f e w22, 2\ X): 0= 0 Jlanb) =S@=) 5 o)

Comp F(at) = F/(20=) = anf (2)

0 —
HX,C!{ —

Denote by Hx , the closure of Hg(va, Hxo=H%

7a.
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5.1 Parametrization of the operator Hy ,

Let TT' = {#, T, T1} and IT* = {H, T2, T'}} be the boundary triplets defined in Theorems EET] and
M7 respectively. By Proposition 2.2 the extension Hy ,(€ Ext Hy,) admits two representations

[dom(He,), dom(He,)={f € dom(H};,): {I2f.Tif} €0;}, j=12
(5.3)
(cf. (@IH)) with closed symmetric linear relation ©; € C(H), j = 1,2. We show that ©, as well
as the operator part ©} of ©; is a Jacobi matrix.
1. The first parametrization. We begin with the triplet 11> = {#H, '3, T%} constructed in
Theorem .71 For any o the operators Hyx , and H(()2) := H7, [ker(T'2) are disjoint. Hence O, in
(B3)) is a (closed) operator in H = [5(N). More precisely, consider the Jacobi matrix

HX@ = H@j = H*

min

0 —d;? 0 0 0
—dy? —d? APy 0 0
Be.—| O a7 andyt S A T (5.4)
“ 0 0 —d;? —dy? &AL
0 0 0 Ay andyt

Let Ty, be a second order difference expression associated with (5.4]). One defines the correspond-
ing minimal symmetric operator in Iy by (see [1I [6])

B of == Txal fedom(BY,) =1y, and Bxa=B%,. (5.5)

Recall that B X@ﬁ has equal deficiency indices and ny(Bx,) =n_(Bx,) < 1.
Note that Bx , admits a representation

0o 0 0 0 0

o 0 1 0 0

o 1 > . 0 1 (03] 0 0
Byo=Ri'(Ba— QuRY, whee Bo=| o o O o ] (5.6)

0 0 0 1 o

and Ry = &2 R, Qx = ®;2,Q,, are defined by (A.21]).
Proposition 5.1. Let 11> = {H, 12,13} be the boundary triplet for HY,, constructed in Theorem

[4-7 and let Bx o be the minimal Jacobi operator defined by (5.4)-([B.5). Then ©y = Bx.,, i.c.,

Hyo=Hp,, =H.; [dom(Hg, ), dom(Hp, ) ={f € W**(Z\ X):I'{f = Bx.Itf}.

min

Proof. Let f € W22 (Z\ X). Then f € dom(Hy,) if and only if I2f = B,I2f. Here f? =
@neNf?) where fS-"), j =0,1, are defined by (53), and B, is defined by (5.6). Combining ({@I0),
([@2T) with (58), we rewrite the equality I2f = BoI2f as I2f = By o[2f.

Taking the closures one completes the proof. O

3Usually we will identify the Jacobi matrix with (closed) minimal symmetric operator associated with it. Namely,
we denote by By . the Jacobi matrix (5.4) as well as the minimal closed symmetric operator (5.0]).
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Remark 5.2. Note that the matriz (5.4]) has negative off-diagonal entries, although, in the clas-
sical theory of Jacobi operators, off-diagonal entries are assumed to be positive. But it is known
(see, for instance, [48]) that the (minimal) operator Bx . is unitarily equivalent to the minimal
Jacobi operator associated with the matriz

0 d;? 0 0 0
dl—z _dl—z d1—3/2d2—1/2 0 0
B 0 d1_3/2d2_1/2 a1d2_1 d2—2 0 (5.7)
Ko 0 0 dy? —dy?  dy?Pdyt? '
0 0 0 dy Pt andst

In the sequel we will identify the operators Bx o and B , when investigating those spectral prop-
erties of the operator Hx o, which are invariant under unitary transformations.

2. The second parametrization. Let us consider the boundary triplet II' = {#,T{,T'}}
* mlker(T}) are not disjoint,
hence by Proposition 22[(ii), the corresponding linear relation ©; in (5.3)) is not an operator, i.e.

constructed in Theorem [.Il Now the operators Hy , and Hél) = H*

has a nontrivial multivalued part, mul©; := {f € H: {0, f} € ©,} # {0}.

Let f € W22

comp

Dx oIy f, where

(Z\ X). Then I{f,T}f € lap and f € dom(Hy,) if and only if Cx,I'1f =

CX,a = CR)(, DX@ = (Da — CQx)R)_(—l, (58)
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
I S T T R o 0 @ 0 o0
“=1 9 0 0o 0o o0 cPa=1 0 0 0 11 (59)
0 0 0 -1 1 0 0 0 0
and Ry = &2 R, Qx = ®;2,Q,, are defined by (A.II]).
Define a linear relation 09 by
O) ={{f.9} €loo®lbo: Dxaof =Cxag}. (5.10)
Hence we obviously get
HY, = Hy[dom(HYy ),  dom(HYy,) = {f € Wi, (Z\ X): {[xf,T1f} €0} (5.11)

Straightforward calculations show that ©Y is symmetric. Moreover, (5.11]) implies that the closure
of ©Y is ©;. Hence O is a closed symmetric linear relation. Therefore (see Subsection 2-1.T)), ©,
admits the representation

0, =0 DOF, H=HopD®Hw, Hop=dom(0;)=dom(O"), H:=mul®;, (5.12)
where ©(F(€ C(H,p)) is the operator part of ©1. Moreover, it follows from (5.8)) that
mul ©; = ker(Cy ) = Ry (ker C), O ={{0,f}: femulO,}. (5.13)



32

. 2R V dn n-— dn n .
Since Hop = ran(RxC*), the system {f,}>° . f, := ei/d — 120t forms the orthonormal basis
n n—+1

in Hop. Next we show that the operator part O of ©; is unitarily equivalent to the minimal
Jacobi operator

7“1_2 (Oél + d_11 + é) —(T17’2d2)_1 0

— dy)? 2 Lyl — ds)~? .
Bx o = (rirady) "2 (ag T, j_L1d3) —2 (rars 13) 1 ; (5.14)

0 —(’l“g’f’gdg) s (a3+d—3—|—a)

where r, := /d,, + d,,+1, n € N. Observe first that
Bx.o = R} (Bx + Aa)RY!,  where (5.15)
ata —5 0
- S B URis W B

Further, let us show that {f,}>°, C dom(©}"). Assume that there exists g, such that {f,,g.} €
P ie., g, = O°f,. The latter yields g, € H,, and hence g, = > r—, gnifi. Moreover, after
straightforward calculations we obtain

Dxofi =" (—(on +di "+ dy ' )es + dy 'es),

Dxof, =7, (d) eono1 — (i + d) + diy)esnsn + dyytyeonts), n>2
o0
Cxa8n = — Zgn,mezkH, n =1
k=1

Hence {f,,g,} € O, i.e., equality Dx ,f, = Cx o8, holds, if and only if
1

dnrn—lrn

1 1 1
s gn,n:_(an_'___'_

)7 Inn+1 = — ) n Z 27
T% dn dn-l—l dn—i—lrnrn—i-l

Inn—1 =

and g, = 0 forall k ¢ {n—1,n,n+1}. Hence f, € dom(©}") and in the basis {f,}5°, the matrix
representation of the operator ©7" coincides with the matrix By, defined by (5.14]). Since the
operator By, of the form (0.5) and (.14 is closed, we conclude that ©" and By, are unitarily
equivalent.

Let us summarize the above considerations in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let IT' = {H, T}, T'1} be the boundary triplet constructed in Theorem[/.1] and let
the linear relation ©, be defined by (5.3). Then ©1 admits representation (5.12)), where the "pure”
relation ©3° is determined by (5I3) and [B9), and the operator part O is unitarily equivalent
to the minimal Jacobi operator Bx o of the form (B.35) and (G.14).
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5.2 Self-adjontness

1. We begin with a result that reduces the property of Hx, to be self-adjoint to that of the
corresponding Jacobi matrices By .

Theorem 5.4. The operator Hx , has equal deficiency indices and ny(Hx,) = n_(Hx,) < 1.
Moreover, ny(Hx o) = ny(Bx.a), where Bx, is the minimal operator associated with the Jacobi
matriz either (5.4) or (5I4). In particular, Hx . is self-adjoint if and only if Bx . is.

Proof. Combining Theorem (1) with Propositions 511 and 5.3, we arrive at the equality
ny (Hx o) =ni(Bxa). It remans to note that for Jacobi matrices ny(Bx,) <1 (see [I,6]). O

The following result is immediate from Theorem [5.4] though we don’t know its direct proof.

Corollary 5.5. Let ng’)a and Bgi)a be the minimal Jacobi operators associated with (514) and
(BA4), respectively. Then ni(Bg) ) = ni(B_g) ). In particular, B§§fa is self-adjoint if and only if

)& )&

50 18 Bg?’)a.

Remark 5.6. [t was found out by Shubin Christ and Stolz [{J] that the operator Hx ., may be
symmetric withng (Hx ) =1 even if T = R.. In this case the set of self-adjoint extensions of Hx ,,
can be described in terms of the classical Sturm-—Liouville theory (for detail see [9]). Theorem[5.]]
enables us to describe self-adjoint extensions of Hx o in a different way. More precisely, consider
the boundary triplet I1* defined in Theorem[J.]. By Theorem [5.]), Hx o is symmetric if and only
if the Jacobi operator Bx . of the form (5.4)-([5.0) is also symmetric. By Proposition [2.2, the
mapping _

Bx o — HEX,Q =H

min

[domHz , domHp = ker(I'? — By oI'?)
establish a bijective correspondence between the sets of self-adjoint extensions of Bx o and Hx 4.

Using various criteria of self-adjointness of Jacobi matrices (see e.g. [II, 6, 31l 32]), we obtain
necessary and sufficient conditions for the operator Hy , to be self-adjoint (symmetric) in L*(Z).
We emphasize that different parameterizations (5.4) and (5.14) of Hx, lead to different criteria.

Proposition 5.7. The Hamiltonian Hx , is self-adjoint for any o = {a, }22; C R whenever

D d) =0, (5.17)
n=1

Proof. Let Bx , be the minimal Jacobi operator of the form (5.7), (5.5). By Carleman’s theorem
[1], [6l Chapter VII.1.2], Bx,, is self-adjoint provided that

> (2 + d¥?d,)E) = oo (5.18)

n=1

Clearly, d2 < d2 + d5*d}/?, < Td2 4 1d2_, and hence relations (517) and (G.I8) are equivalent.

One completes the proof by applying Theorem [5.41 O

If limsup,, d,, > 0, then condition (5IT) is obviously satisfied and Proposition (.7 yields the
following improvement of the result of Gesztesy and Kirsch (cf. [I8, Theorem 3.1}).
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Corollary 5.8 ([18]). If limsup, d, > 0 (in particular, d. = liminf, d, > 0), then Hx, is
self-adjoint.

In fact, Gesztesy and Kirsch [I8] established self-adjointness for the operator Hy , , (see (L))~
([C3)) for a wide class of unbounded potentials assuming only d, > 0 . Note also that under
assumption d, > 0 Corollary (5.8 was reproved by Kochubei [30] in the framework of boundary
triplets approach.

2. If 7 = R, and condition (5.I7)) is violated, then the operator Hy , might be symmetric with
nontrivial deficiency indices ny (Hy ) = 1. In particular, this is the case when Z =R, d, = 1/n,
and a,, = —(2n + 1) (see [45, Remark on pp. 495-496]). Our next result is partially inspired by
the example of C. Shubin Chtist and G. Stolz, and it also shows that Proposition [5.7] is sharp.

Proposition 5.9. Let {d,}>2, € ls, d, > 0, and
dyrdnir > d2, neN. (5.19)

If, in addition, the strengths «,, of d-interactions satisfy

00
E dn-l—l
n=1

then the operator Hy . is symmetric with ny(Hy ) = 1.

1
ay, + T + < 00, (5.20)

n dn—i—l

Proof. Consider the Jacobi matrix (5.I4). To apply [32, Theorem 1] we denote a,, := 7, %(c, +
1/d, +1/d,11) and b, := (r,7ps1dne1) ™, n € N, and define the sequence {c,}°2, as follows

bn—l

C1 = bl, Co 1= 1, Cpil = — Cn—1, n € N.
by,
It is easily seen that
d 1d_1'... ~ ~ CT_I n:2/€+1
Coag = (1)t el 0 peN: C:i= v '
n+1 ( ) n+1 d,d, o ... CaTy 1, n = 2k.

Due to (5.19), we obtain

A N doii  dyy- ...
et Tnml L /d, < Ov/dye, neN. 5.21
dn dn—2 Tee +2 \/dn+2dn \/dndn_g Co. 2 ( )

Therefore,
|Cn+1| S ECTn-i—l V dn+2>

and hence {c, }>° | € l. On the other hand, it follows from (5.20) and (5.2I)) that > 7| |a,|c? < co.
By [32, Theorem 1], this inequality together with the inclusion {c,}>?, € Iy yields ny(Bx,.) = 1.
It remains to apply Theorem [5.4l O

Remark 5.10. Note that in the case T = R the self-adjointness of Hx o for arbitrary o C R
was erroneously stated in [36, [37)].

Let us present sufficient conditions for self-adjointness in the case when (B.I7) does not hold.
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Proposition 5.11. Assume that (GI7) does not hold. Let also o = {ay,}52, and X = {z,}7°,
satisfy one of the following conditions:

() )
Z lon|dndps1rn—17m41 = 00, Tn =\ dyn+ dpi1. (5.22)

n=1

(ii) There exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that

1 n 1 n
an+—(1+ L )+ <1+ L )gCl(dnernH), neN. (5.23)
dn Tn—1 dn+1 Tn—l—l
(7i1) There exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that
1 T 1 r
(1= 1—22) > —0y(dy + dyyis), e N. 5.24
on dn ( Tn—l) - dn—i—l < Tn-i—l) N 2( " +1) " ( )

Then the operator Hx ,, is self-adjoint in L*(ZT).
Proof. (i) Since {d,}22, € lo, we get Y o7 (dyp + dpi1)Tn-1Tns1 < CY oo d2 < oo. Applying

n=1"n

the Dennis-Wall test ([I, p.25, Problem 2]|) to matrix (5.I4]), we obtain that (5.22) yields self-
adjointness of the minimal operator By, associated with (5.14). By Theorem b4, Hx , = HY,.

(77) — (4i7) Applying [6, Theorem VII.1.4] (see also [1l, Problem 3, p.37]) to the Jacobi matrix
(5.14]), we obtain that conditions (5.23) and (5.24]) guarantee self-adjointness of By ,. Theorem
B4 completes the proof. O

Conditions (i)—(iii) show that if Hy, is self-adjoint, then the coefficients o, cannot tend to
oo very fast. Let us demonstrate this by considering an example.

Example 5.12. Let Z =R, 20 =0, z, — ,_1 = d,, :== 1/n, n € N. Consider the operator

P o
HA = —@ + - Oéné(flf - In) (525)

Clearly, {d,}>2, € ly, i.e., condition (5.17)) is violated. Applying Propositions (5.9 and [L.11), after
stratghtforward calculations we obtain:

(i)  If> 7, % = 00, then the operator Hy is self-adjoint (cf. Proposition [511] (i)).

(it) If an < —4(n+3) +O0(n™"Y), then Hy is self-adjoint (cf. Proposition 511 (ii)).

(1i1) If ap, > —%, n € N, C = const > 0, then Hya is self-adjoint (cf. Proposition [5.11] (iit)).

(i) Ifa, =—=2n—140(n"¢) with some € >0, then ne(Ha) =1 (¢f. Proposition[3.9).
Conditions (i) and (7i7) show that there is a gap between conditions of self-adjointness. More-

over, (iii) shows that for the case of positive interactions «, the operator H, is self-adjoint. We
can extend (iv) as follows.

Proposition 5.13. Let the Hamiltonian Hy be the same as in Evample[5. 12 If
1
a, =a (n + 5) +0(n™), a € (—4,0), (5.26)

then the operator Hy is symmetric with ne(Ha) = 1.



Proof. Define the sequence

S

~ n - 1
Tnat = ~+1, r =1, d, = —, neN
Tn n
Then
~ nin—2)-... nl!
Tn+1 = =
m+1)n—-1)-... (n+ D!
Let us estimate 7,,. Observe that
I'(k+3)

(2k — 1)1 = 2F (2k)1! = 2FT"(k + 1),

T(1/2)

where I'(+) is the classical I'-function. Using the asymptotic of I'(-), we get
4
(4k + 1)75, = %(1 +0(k™)), (4k +3)75, 1 =m(1+ O(k™%),  k— oo

Indeed, consider the first equality in (5.29). Since I'(1/2) = /7 and

T(k) = V2me K172 (1 + ﬁ + O(k‘z)) ,
<1+%)k (1—%+O( )),

T'(k+1/2)2 e (k+1/2)%(1+ 6(2k+1> +O(k™?))?

we obtain

(4k + )73, = (4k + 1)

Ty kT )z m (k+ 1) (1 + g + O(k))?

2k+1

(2k+1)
_edktl <1+ ! ) (1+O(/€_2)):%(1+O(/€_2)), k — oo.

Tk+1/2
Further, define a® := {a%}°° | by setting

ao._{ —(Ak+ 1)+ 21+ 972 n=2k

ne (41{:—|—3)+7r(1—|— )2, n=2k+1.
Clearly, by (5.29), o satisfies (5.26]). Moreover, for this choise of a® we get
BXao —|—Aa0— 1J Rl_ ,

where Bx 40 is defined by (5.14), A0 = diag(al), and

11+ %) 1 0 0

B 1 (14 %) 1 0

Ry := diag(7;,), and J, := 0 1 11+9) 1
0 0 1 (14 %)

36

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

(5.30)
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The Floquet determinant (see, for instance, [48, §7.1]) of the peridic Jacobi matrix J, is A,(\) =
2+ A =2(14+%))(A—n(1+%)). Note that all solutions of 7, f = 0 are bounded if |A,(0)| < 2
(here 7, is a difference expression associated with the matrix J,). The latter is equivalent to the
inequality 0 < |14 §| < 1. Moreover, all solutions of 7_5f = 0 are bounded too. Therefore, all
solutions of 7, f = 0 are bounded if

12 +al < 2.

Furthermore, ¢ solves 7x,y = 0 precisely when éxélg solves 7,f = 0. By ((E28)-(5.29) and
(BI6), we get {r,7}tnen € lo. Hence all solutions of the equation 7y,y = 0 are I solutions,
that is the operator Bx 4o is symmetric with ny (Bx 40) = 1. Since bounded perturbations do not
change the deficiency indices of By ,, we complete the proof by applying Theorem (7). O

5.3 Resolvent comparability

Let us fix X = {x,,}{° C Z and consider Hamiltonians Hy ,, and Hy ,, corresponding the strengths
ap = {aﬁﬁ’ > and ayp = {a,(f)};’f:l, respectively.

Proposition 5.14. Suppose Hx ., and Hx ., are self-adjoint and Bx ., and Bx ., the corre-
sponding (self-adjoint) Jacobi operators defined either by (5.4) or (BI4). Then for any z €
p(Hx o) Np(Hx,) and p € (0,00) U{oo} the inclusion

(Hxo, —2)' = (Hxop, —2)7' €6, (5.31)
1s equivalent to the inclusion
(Bxay, —1) ' = (Bxa, — 1) € 6,,. (5.32)

Proof. Combining Theorem with Proposition 5.3, we get the result with By, defined by
(E14). The result with the matrices defined by (&.4]) is implied by combining Proposition 5.1 with
Remark (4.8 ]

Next we present simple sufficient condition.

Corollary 5.15. IJC{M}C>O €ly, p€(0,00) (€ ¢y, p=00), then inclusion ([L31) holds.
n=1

dn+1

Proof. Clearly, log C dom(Bx,,) Ndom(Bxa,). On the other hand, for any f €l (56) yields
W,
1/ =~ 1 I Qn  —Qn 0
Bxa,f = Bxa [ = Rx (Bal - Ba2>RX f=&n ( d”drl 0 ) I
Hence and due to the assumption, By, — Bx.a, € 6, C [H] and dom(Bx,,) = dom(Bx a,). It

remains to apply Proposition O

In the case d, > 0, the resolvent comparability criterion was obtained in [30] (see also [37]).We
omit the corresponding proof, though it can be extracted from Proposition [£.14]

Corollary 5.16 ([30,37]). If 0 < d. < d* < oo, then ([B.31)) is equivalent to the inclusion
(@) =) = (P —i)?€el, pe(0,00), (€cy, if p=o0) (5.33)

Moreover, if {a$}°2 | € Iy, then [B33) holds precisely when {a) — alP}o2, €1, (€ co).
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5.4 Operators with discrete spectrum

Combining the results of Section [5.1] with Theorem .5, we obtain the discreteness criterion for
the Hamiltonian Hx .

Theorem 5.17. Let Bx,, be the minimal Jacobi operator defined either by (5.4]) or (5.14).

(1) If ne(Bx,o) = 1, then any self-adjoint extension of Hx o has discrete spectrum.

(ii) If Bx.o = Bk, then the Hamiltonian Hx o(= HX ,) has discrete spectrum if and only if
e lim, ., d,=0, and
e DBx, has discrete spectrum.

Proof. 1) To be precise, let By, be defined by (5.4). Since ny(Bx,) = 1, any self-adjoint
extension of By, has discrete spectrum (see [Il [6]). Moreover, by Corollary 5.8 lim,, o d,, = 0.
Hence the operator Hy defined by (ZI7) has discrete spectrum too. The Krein resolvent formula
(Z9) implies that any self-adjoint extension of Hy , is discrete.

2) follows from Theorem (1v) and Remark .8 O

Next we present some sufficient conditions for self-adjoint Hamiltonian Hx , to be discrete.

Proposition 5.18. Assume that the operator Bx, defined by ([B.4)-(5.0) is self-adjoint and
limy, oo d, = 0. If

n . 1 1
lim [an] = 00 and lim > —= (5.34)

n—oo d, n—oo d,, 0, 4’

then the operator Hx , has discrete spectrum.

Proof. Applying [10, Theorem 8] to the operator B , of the form (B.1), we obtain that the
spectrum of B , is discrete provided that lim, .o d, = 0 and conditions (5.34) are satisfied.
Theorem [5.17 completes the proof. O

Proposition [£.18 enables us to construct Hamiltonians Hx , with discrete spectrum, which is
not lower semibounded.

Example 5.19. (a) Let T = Ry, z, = /n, n € N. Then d,, = m ~ ﬁ and, by
Proposition [5.7, the operator Hx ,, is self-adjoint for arbitrary o = {a,}5°, C R. Consider the
operator

Ho=——+ ) n°dx—+n), e€(0,1/2).

Clearly, conditions (5.34) hold and hence the operator H. is discrete if ¢ € (0,1/2).
(b) Again, letT =Ry, x, =+/n, n € N. Define a,, = —C'/n, C' = const € R. By Proposition
[2.18, the operator

d? =
He = a2 ;C\/ﬁ oz — \/ﬁ)>

has discrete spectrum if C' > 8. Moreover, the operator Ho is not lower semibounded since so is
the operator considered in Proposition[5.28 (see below).
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Remark 5.20. [t was stated in [38] that the spectrum o(Hx o) of Hx o is not discrete whenever
a € [*°. However, Example[5.19 (a) shows that o(Hx ) may be discrete even if lim,,_,o v, = 0.

Proposition 5.21. Let the operator Bx , defined by (0.14)) be self-adjoint and lim,,_,~ d,, = 0. If

.o+ 1/dy + 1/dyy|
lim =00
n—00 dn+dn+l

d —1 d -1
lim <Oéndn+1 +1+ nH) (an+ldn+l +1+ nH) <

+

Y

1
— 5.35
4’ ( )

then the operator Hx o has discrete spectrum.

Proof. Applying [10, Theorem 8] to the Jacobi matrix By, of the form (B.I4]) we get that Bx,
is discrete. Since lim,,_,o d,, = 0, by Theorem 517 so is Hx 4. O

Remark 5.22. In the case lim,,_, d‘:ﬁ = 1, Proposition follows from Proposition [5.21.

Let us also note that the second of conditions (5.34)) (of conditions ([B.38)) is sharp. In [{7],
under additional mild assumptions on coefficients it is shown that the operator Bx . has absolutely

continuous spectrum if the limit in (5.34) is less than —% ( resp. greater than 5 ) and {dy}nen ¢ lo.

Proposition 5.23. Assume that lim,,_, d,, = 0 and

. 1 1 T'n—1 T'n+1
lim ——— (a, + — + - - = +o00, 5.36
n—o00 (dn —|— dn—i—l) ( dn dn+1 dn’f’n dn—l—lrn) ( )

where r, = \/dy, + dp11. Then the operator Hx , is self-adjoint and has discrete spectrum.

Proof. By Proposition [B.10] (4ii), the operator By, defined by (B.I4) is self-adjoint. By [II]
Theorem 3.1], (£.36)) yields discreteness of By ,. It remains to apply Theorem .17 0O

5.5 Semiboundedness

We start with general criterion of semiboundedness.

Theorem 5.24. Let the minimal Jacobi operator Bx , be defined by (&.0) and (BI4). Then the
operator Hy o is lower semibounded if and only if Bx o is lower semibounded.

Proof. According to (5.3) Hy, = He,. By Theorem (1), the operator Hx, = Heg, is lower
semibounded if and only if © is. It remains to note that by Proposition £.3], the operator part
O of ©; is unitarily equivalent to the operator By, defined by (5.5) and(G.14). O

Let us present several conditions for semiboundedness in terms of X = {z,}{° and o = {v,, }°.
The following result has been obtained in [7] using the form method.

Corollary 5.25 ([7]). Let d. > 0. Then the operator Hx ,, is lower semibounded if and only if

inf o, > —o0. (5.37)

n—oo
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Proof. Since d, > 0, the operators By, Ry, R}l in (5.I5) are bounded. Therefore, Bx, is
semibounded if and only if so is A,, that is the sequence a = {a, }22 ;. O

In the case d, = 0 the situation becomes more complicated. Indeed, condition (5.37) is no
longer necessary for lower semiboundedness (see [7, Example 2]). Moreover, we will show that
(E37) is no longer sufficient (cf. [36, Corollary 2] where the opposite statement is announced).
Moreover, Hy , might be non-semibounded below even if inf,_,. o, = 0.

We begin with the following sufficient condition.

Corollary 5.26. The Hamiltonian Hx . is semibounded below whenever

(e
inf Mo 5.38
nln dn dn+1 o0, ( )

Proof. The matrix By in (5I6) admits the representation By = (I — U*)Dy'(I — U), where
Dy := diag(d,,) and U is unilateral shift in /5. Hence Bx is nonnegative, By > 0, and we get

Bxo = E;}(BX + Aa)ﬁ)}l > ﬁ)}lflaﬁ)}l,

Since Ry = diag(r,) and A, = diag(a,) we obtain lower semiboundedness of By, by combining
the last inequality with condition (538]). Theorem [E:24] completes the proof. O

Remark 5.27. In the case d. > 0, condition (L38)) is equivalent to (B3T) and hence is also
necessary for semiboundedness of Hx o. If d. = 0, then (538) is only sufficient (see [T, Example

2)).

Note that condition (5.38) may be violated even if ,, — 0. Next example shows that in this
case the operator Hy , might be non-semibounded below.

Proposition 5.28. Let Z =R, and x, = +/n. If o, = —n"° with € € [0,1/2), then the operator
Hx, is self-adjoint and not semibounded below in L*(Z).

Proof. Note that d, = /n —+yv/n—1= m = ﬁﬁ as n — oo. Hence, by Proposition (.7]
the operator Hy , is self-adjoint.

By Proposition b3 Hx , = He,, where the operator part ©) of ©; is unitarily equivalent to
the Jacobi matrix Bx , of the form (G.I4]). Clearly, By, admits the following representation

Bxo = R (Bx + Au)Ry' = R [DY (Jpo + UK2U* + UK + KU* + A,) D? R,

where Dy = diag(d,,), U is unilateral shift in [y, and

2 1 0o ...
I L Vi T .
Jper = o 1 2 | K = diag(k,), k,:= NG -1, A, =A,Dx = diag(a,).

Note that &, = a,d, < —n~1/2) and k, = O(n~!) as n — oco. Since ¢ € [0,1/2), the sum

%&n + k, is negative for n large enough. Therefore, B Xao 1= ﬁ)}l [D)_(l/ 2 (Jpor + %.Zlia)D;/ 2] RX1 is
lower semibounded if so is Bx .
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Let fN:(fla--- ng,O 0, ) where fgnzl f2n—1:_1 ’I’Z,E{l N} Thenweget

A fN>.fN Zan n Z\/—_I_\/F Z e 1/2

+
_ 1/2 2 1
(oeefn: fv) =2, ||Bx DY f| Zd (Vo + V/i1)* > z_j — 2 -
Therefore,
B, Sy + LA v, N iz (gl
inf( as j;’f)ﬁ ( e 21/2)fN ) S—Z";]bfl = — (2N) ) N — oo.
70 S]] | Rx DY fu||? SN log(2N + 1)
Since € € [0,1/2), the operator B X, 18 not lower semibounded and hence so is By . By Theorem
£.24] Hx o is not lower semibounded too. O

Remark 5.29. The matriz Bx,, in Proposition [5.28 can be considered as an unbounded Jacobi
matriz with periodically modulated entries [24), [25]. But in the above situation we cannot apply
the criteria of Janas and Naboko [25, §2] since 04c(Jper) = [0,2]. In the proof of Proposition [5.29
we follow the line of [25, Example 3.2].

Remark 5.30. (i) In [30, Theorem 3.2/, it was announced (without proof) that Hy , is lower
semibounded if T = Ry and (B.37) holds. However, by Proposition [5.28, Hx , may be not lower
semibounded even in the case lim,,_,. o, = 0.

(i1) Using the form method, semiboundedness of the the operator Hx . has been studied by
Brasche (see [7] and references therein). In the case when all strength o, are negative, he ob-
tained a criterion for the operator Hx , to be lower semibounded [7, Theorem 3]. Note also that
Proposition [5.28 can be extracted from [7, Theorem 3.

Semiboundedness and discreteness of the operator Hx o, will be treated by using the form method
in our forthcoming paper.

6 Operators with ¢'-interactions

Let Z and X be as in Section ll and let 5 = {#,}>2, C R. Consider the following operator in
L*(1)

d2

da?’

dom(HY, ) = {f € W22 (Z\ X): / ;?;ljf f{xf_")*):ﬁn";(f;n;) LmeeX)  (61)

Note that H% 5 is symmetric in L*(Z). Denote its closure by Hy g, Hx 5 = H% 5. The Hamiltonian
Hy s is known in the literature as the Hamiltonian of §’-interactions with strengths f,, at points
x, (see [3, [l 19, [I7, [46]) and it is associated with the formal differential expression

0 S
HX?B —

Ixp:=— d - +Zﬁn 8)8,  Ba€eR, (6.2)

where 0/, := 0'(x — z,,).
In what follows we always assume that 3, #0, n € N, and d* < oco.
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6.1 Parametrization of the operator Hx 3

Following the line of reasoning of Subsection (.1 we treat Hx 3 as an extension of Hy,;, defined
by (L6). As in Subsection 5.1l we consider two parameterizations of Hy g corresponding to the
boundary triplets constructed in Theorems 1] and 7]

1. The first parametrization. We begin with the triplet II' = {#H, '}, T{} constructed in
Theorem [£.I] and denote by ©; the linear relation parameterizing the operator Hy 5 in the triplet
IT; according to (4.I6]). Since 8, # 0, n € N, the operator Hy s is disjoint with the operator
Ho := H,, [ker(T}) (cf. (EIT) and ([E3)). Therefore, by Proposition 22 the linear relation O, is
a closed (not necessarily densely defined) operator.

Consider the following Jacobi matrix

di? d? 0 0 0
o 4! 9 g1z g1/2
o é_h/j_fﬁz ;5712 ! !
0 bt B g dy? 0
BX,B = B1 B1 B 2 ot 2 , d;1/2d§1/2 (63)
S it M
dy '7ds 3! -
0 0 0 2t St 2
Note that Bx s admits the representation
0o 0 0 0
0o + + 0
~ ~ Br B
Bxs=Ry'(Bs—Qx)R', Bs=| 0 3 3 0 : (6.4)
0 0 O 6—12

where Ry = ®FR,, Qx = ©;2,Q, are determined by (II). Arguing as in the proof of
Proposition [5.], we arrive at the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let II' = {H, T, 1} be the boundary triplet constructed in Theorem [{.1] and
let Bx s be the minimal closed symmetric operator associated with the matriz ([©3)). Then O is
densely defined, ©; € C(H), and O, = Bx g, that is

I} = Bxplo}. (6.5)

Hyp = Hp, , = Hy, (dom(HBXﬁ), domHg, , == {f € dom(H},,) :

2. The second parametrization. Consider now the boundary triplet 11> = {H, T2 '3}
constructed in Theorem .71 Further, consider another Jacobi matrix

0 —d;? 0 0 0
—d7? = (B +dy)d? d Py 0 0
0 a7 dy ' 0 —d;? 0
By j = 1 % 2 g 6.6
XA 0 0 ~dy?  —(Batdr)dy? dy* g o)
0 0 0 dy 2 d; 0
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Though we denote by Bx g two different Jacobi matrices (6.4) and (6.6]), it will not lead to mis-
understanding in the sequel. Using the boundary triplet 112 = {H, T2, T%}, after straightforward
calculations we arrive at the following parametrization of Hx 3.

Proposition 6.2. Let T1? = {H,T2,T%} be the boundary triplet constructed in Theorem [.7] and
let Bx g be the minimal closed symmetric operator associated with the Jacobi matriz (6.6). Then

Hyxp =Hp,, = Hy;,

[domHp, ,, domHp, , = {f € dom(H},;,)) : T]=Bxslj}. (6.7

min) .

6.2 Self-adjointness

The following result gives a self-adjointness criterion for the operator with ¢’-interactions on X.

Theorem 6.3. The operator Hx g has equal deficiency indices and ny(Hx g) = n_(Hy ) < 1.
Moreover, Hx s is self-adjoint if and only if at least one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(i) S°%,d, =o0,ie,T=R,.
(i9) 320 [dusn [S204 (Bs + di) ] = oc.

Proof. Combining Theorem (5] () with Proposition [6.1] we get ny (Hx g) = ny(Bx ). Since Bx g
is a minimal Jacobi operator, ny (Hy ) =n_(Hx ) < 1.

Further, consider the Jacobi matrix By g defined by (6.3). One can check that By g admits
the representation (2.I5). Namely,

d 0 0 0
0 B/ 0 0 ..
Bxg =Ry (I+U)DY(I+U")RY', Dxg:=| 0 0 do 0 ... [, (6.8)
0 0

0 B
where U is unilateral shift in [, and Rx = @2 R, is defined by (£IIl). In other words, Bx g
coincides with J,,; defined by ([2.I5) if we set
lop—1 := dn, lyy, := ﬁna Mop—1 = Moy = dn, n € N. (69)

Therefore, the corresponding difference equation 7x gy = 0 has the following linearly independent
solutions (cf. [II, formulas (0.9), p.236))

P(O) = {pn}?fzp Pon—1 = —P2n = \/CTn
Q(O) = {QH};Ozb Qon—1 = _\/din ZZ;I(ﬁk + dk)> Gon = —Qon—1 +d

The operator Bx g is symmetric with ny(By g) = 1 precisely when P(0), Q(0) € Iy (cf. [L [6]).
The latter holds if and only if both conditions (i) and (ii) are not satisfied.

3/2 n € N.
n

Condition (7) of Theorem immediately yields the following result of Buschmann, Stolz and
Weidmann [9, Theorem 4.7].

Corollary 6.4 ([9)). If T =Ry, then the operator Hx g with ¢'-interactions is self-adjoint.
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Remark 6.5. In the case d, = 0, the structure of the boundary matrices Bx o and Bx g that corre-
spond to operators with - and ¢'-interactions, respectively, is completely different. Therefore, the
spectral properties of the operators Hx o and Hx g are substantially different (cf. Proposition [5.9
and Corollary[6-4]). Moreover, for the Hamiltonian Hx 3 Theorem[6.3 gives simple self-adjointness
criterion formulated in terms of both X and 3, although for the Hamiltonian Hx , we have only
necessary and sufficient conditions.

6.3 Resolvent comparability

Let us fix X C 7 and assume that d* < co. Consider the Hamiltonians Hy 30 and Hy e (G.1])
with strengths 5 = 1) and 8 = B, respectively.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose Hy 5a) and Hy g2 are self-adjoint. Let also By ga) and By g be the
corresponding (self-adjoint) Jacobi operators defined either by (63) or by ([G.6). Then:

(i)  For any p € (0,00] and for any z € p(Hx goy) N p(Hx g) the inclusion
(HXﬁ(l) — Z)_l — (Hxﬁ(z) — Z)_l € 6p (610)
1 equivalent to the inclusion

(Bx gw — i)t — (Bx g — i) e s, (6.11)

{(@_@) (d_n+dn+1)} EZP’ p6(0700) (GCO,pzoo)’

n=1
then ([6.10]) holds.
(ii) I

(i) If

d3

n

O _ g\
_— €l,, pe(0,00) (€ co, p= 0),

n=1
then ([GI0) holds.

Proof. (i) follows from Theorem .5l and Propositions [6.1] and [6.21

Proof of (i7) and (i4i) is similar to the proof of Corollary We only emphasize that for
proving (ii) we use parametrization (6.3]), while for proving (#ii) we exploit parametrization (G.0l)
of the Hamiltonians Hy 50 and Hy g0 . O

In the case d, > 0, the resolvent comparability criterion was obtained in [39].
Corollary 6.7 ([39]). If 0 < d, < d* < oo, then (6.10) is equivalent to the inclusion
(B — )7t — (8D —)~L e, p € (0,00), (€ ¢y, p=00). (6.12)

The proof of Corollary can be extracted from Proposition (1) and we omit it.
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6.4 Operators with discrete spectrum

Following the line of Subsection b.4] we begin with the criterion for the operator Hy s to have
purely discrete spectrum.

Theorem 6.8. Let Bx g be the minimal Jacobi operator defined either by (6.3) or by (6.6]).

(1) If ny(Bx,o) = 1, i.e., both conditions of Theorem 6.3 are not satisfied, then any self-adjoint
extension of Hx g has discrete spectrum.

(ii) If Bxp = B g, then the Hamiltonian Hy g(= HY ) has discrete spectrum if and only if
e lim, ,.d,=0, and
e DBx s has discrete spectrum.
Proof. Easily follows from Theorem and the results of Subsection !

Let us first present several simple necessary conditions for the operator Hx s to have purely
discrete spectrum.

Proposition 6.9. Let 7T = R, d, — 0. If there exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that at
least one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) B,>—-Cd}, neN,

(i) B, <—-C(d* +d3y), neN, (B, =B if Bn <0 and B, := —o0 if B, > 0),
then the spectrum of the operator Hx g is not discrete.

Proof. First, assume that 5, > 0, n € N. Consider the matrix (6.3]). Since By g admits the
representation (6.8), we can apply the discreteness criterion of Kac and Krein (Theorem 2.12)).
However, by (69), neither {m,,}>°, nor {1}, is in {y if {d,}>2, ¢ ;. Hence, by Remark 2.13]
the spectrum of By g is not discrete. Applying Theorem 6.8, we conclude that the spectrum of
Hx s is not discrete.

Consider now the matrix By g defined by (6.0) and assume that condition (i) is satisfied, i.e.,
B, > —Cd3, n e N, with some positive constant C' > 0. Setting 3, := 3, if 8, > 0 and 3, := Cd3
if 8, < 0, we obtain {(8, — B.)d:3}2, € lo and, by Proposition B.8(iii), Bx s is a bounded
perturbation of B X Therefore, the spectra of Bx 3 and B X are discrete only simultaneously.

However, as it is already proved, the spectrum of By 5 is not discrete since En >0, n € N
Theorem (77) completes the proof.

Assume now that condition (i) holds. Then the matrix By s of the form (6.3) is a bounded
perturbation of the matrix By g, where |3] := {|8,|}5Z,, since

(G m) Geas)f =
ﬁn |5n| dn dn—i—l n=1 >

Therefore, (i) implies that the spectrum of Bx g is not discrete and hence the spectrum of Hy g
is not discrete. O

Corollary 6.10. IfZ =R, and (3, > 0 for all n € N, then the spectrum of Hx 5 is not discrete.
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The following result gives sufficient condition for the operator Hx s to have discrete spectrum.

Proposition 6.11. Assume (5, +d, > 0 for all n € N.

(1) Let T = [0,b) be a bounded interval and let X and B be such that the Hamiltonian Hx g is
self-adjoint. Then Hx g has discrete spectrum if and only if

n

nli_)IIolo(b—l’n)Z(ﬁj +d;)=0. (6.13)

(ii) Let T =R,. Then the Hamiltonian Hx s (= HY ) has discrete spectrum if and only if

T}LIEOand? =0 and lim z, Z(ﬁj +d;) =0. (6.14)
Jj=n j=n

Proof. Consider the minimal symmetric operator associated with the Jacobi matrix (6.6]). First
note that it is unitarily equivalent to the Jacobi operator with positive offdiagonal entries,

0 d;? 0 0 0
dr? — (B +d)dy® dPdy 0 0
—3/2 ;—1/2 —92
By, = 8 d; /Od2 / d(_)2 d; . _3/20 e (6.15)
2 —(B2 +da)dy”  dy7dy e
0 0 0 dy P dg 0

Further, consider the orthogonal decomposition
lo = H1 ® Ha, Hq1 = span{ea,_1}nen, Ho = span{es, fnen.
Define the unitary operators
ViiHj =1, (j=1,2), Vi(ezpo1)=e, and Vi(ey,)=e,, neN. (6.16)

Then the operator §X75 = VB}MV‘1 with V := V] @& V5, admits the representation
5o DY? 0 02, [+U DY? 0
X,8 — 0 D}—(s/z I+ U _(BB + DX) 0 D)_(3/2 )

Bs = diag(5,), Dy = diag(d,),

and U is unilateral shift. Since B 5 is symmetric and dimker B ; < 1, the inverse operator

where

(B x,8)" " is closed on H & ker(BY ) and is given by the following matrix

~ ., (DY o0 —(I+U)"YBs+Dx)I+U)"" (I+U")" DY* 0
(Bx.3) —( 0 D§</2)< (]_fU)—l 0 )( o DY)
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Therefore, the operator (Byg)! is compact precisely when the spectra of operators

Js = DY*(I+U)(Bs + Dx)"'(I +U*)Dy"?, (6.17)
Jx = DI+ U)DP(I + U*) D, (6.18)

are purely discrete. Without loss of generality we can assume that 3, + d, > 0 for all n € N.
Indeed, in the opposite case we can choose (3, satisfying the assumption of Proposition and
such that B, + d, > 0, n € N, and {(8, — 8.)d;3}>>, € ¢o. By Proposition B0(iii), Bygis
a bounded perturbation of Bx g and hence the operators Hy g and H X have discrete spectrum
simultaneously.

As in Subsection 2.2] with Jx and Jz we associate the functions

Z dn7 Yn — Yn—1 = di, Mﬁ(l’) = Z dn7 Zn T Rp—1 = ﬁn + dnu (619>

—1<x Zn—1<T

respectively. Here x > 0 and yg = zp = 0.

We begin with the case of a finite interval Z, i.e., assume that ) _d, < co. Then Y d? <
oo and hence the string with the mass My is regular. Therefore, o(.Jx) is discrete (see [27), Section
11.8]). Moreover, by Theorem [2.12] the operator Jz has discrete spectrum precisely when (6.13)
holds.

Assume now that Z =R, i.e. ZneN 0o0. By Theorem 212 o(Jx) is discrete if and only
if {d2}°°, € 1y and the first condltlon in (IEEZ]) holds. Further, o(.Jg) is discrete precisely when
{Bn + d,}2, € 1y and the function My also satisfies the second condition in (2.I2)), that is the
second condition in ([GI4]) holds.

Theorem completes the proof. O

Corollary 6.12. Let T = Ry. Then for any [ the spectrum of the operator Hx g is not discrete
if at least one of the following conditions is satisfied

(7’> {dn}%ozl ¢ l3;
(Z’L) {dn}zozl < lg and
1 3
lim Z d? > 0. (6.20)
j=n

Proof. Let 0(Hy g) be discrete. Consider the operator Jx defined by (6.18]). It easily follows from
the proof of Proposition [6.11] that o(Jy) is discrete. However, by Theorem 212 Jx has discrete
spectrum if and only if {d,}72, € I3 and the limit in ([6.20) equals 0. 0O

Let us illustrate the above results by the following example.

Example 6.13. Let Z = R,. Consider the Hamiltonian
:—@+Zﬁn (,8(x—n))d(x—n°), 0<e<l.

First note that, by Theorem [6.3 (see also [9, Theorem 4.7]), the operator Hg is self-adjoint for
any B = {Bu}p, C R. Since x, = n®, we get d, < n°~" and Y7, d} < n**72. Therefore, the
following is true:
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(1) If e > 1/2, then for any [ the spectrum of Hg is not discrete.

(ii) If e < 1/2 and either B, > —Cn*73 n € N or 8, < —Cn'™°, n € N, with some positive
constant C' > 0, then the spectrum of Hg is not discrete.

(1ii) Assume e < 1/2 and B, +d, = B, +n° — (n —1)°* > 0, n € N. Then the operator Hg has
discrete spectrum if and only if

Jim n® Y78+ = (= 1)) = 0.
j=n
6.5 Semiboundedness
Combining Theorem 3] (ii7) with Proposition [61] we arrive at the following result.

Theorem 6.14. The operator Hx g with ¢'-interactions on X is lower semibounded if and only if
the Jacobi operator By z of the form ([63)) is lower semibounded.

Proposition 6.15. For the operator Hx g to be lower semibounded it is necessary that

1 1 1 1
— > -Cyd,, — —, d —>-Cidpy1 — —, N, 6.21
ﬁn o ! dn o 6n e dn—i—l "e ( )
and it is sufficient that
1
— > —Comin{d,,d,1}, n €N, (6.22)

n

with some positive constants Cy, Cy > 0 independent of n € N.

Proof. By Theorem [6.14] Hy s is lower semibounded if and only if the matrix (6.3) is lower
semibounded. First, consider the representation (6.8). Let V; and V5 be the unitary mappings
defined by (616 and V' :=V; & V4. Then it is easy to check that

D 0 I U D 0
-1 _ X -1 _ -1 _ X
VRxV _< 0 Dx)’ V(I+U)V _<I I)’ VDx gV _< 0 Bg)’

where Dy := diag(d,), Bz = diag(5,), I = I,,, and U is unilateral shift in 5. After straightforward

calculations we obtain
Byy=VBy V' = ( Dy’ + Dy "UB,'U" DY D UB; DY + Dy )

Dy*B; U DM + Dy Dy + B3 Dy!
where U, is unilateral shift in H,. Therefore, inequalities
DY+ B3'Dy' > ~CiI, DY+ DYPUB;'UTDL? > —Ci1

are necessary for the operator Bx s to be lower semibounded. The latter is equivalent to (G.2T]).

To prove sufficiency we use the representation (6.4]) of Bx . By (1)), @x < 0 and hence
the operator By s is lower semibounded whenever the operator Ry EﬁR;(l is lower semibounded.
The latter is equivalent to the validity of the following inequalities

11 ~
Bln Bln 2 _02 dn O , n e N’
Bn  Bn 0 dn—i—l
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with the constant C, > 0 independent of n € N. Thus condition ([22) is sufficient for lower
semiboundedness. The proof is completed. O

Corollary 6.16. Let 0 < d. < d* < oo. Then the Hamiltonian Hx g is lower semibounded if and
only if {Bin};’f:l is lower semibounded.

7 Operators with J-interactions and semibounded poten-
tials

The results of Section [ are stable under perturbations by L potentials ¢ since deficiency indices,
discreteness, and lower semiboundedness are stable under bounded perturbation. In particular,
the results of Section [ hold true for operators

d? = -
HX,a,q - _@ + q(x) + Z Oén(S(LL’ - xn)a q € L (I) (71>
n=1

Moreover, it follows from [I8, Theorem 3.1] that self-adjointness is stable under perturbations by
lower semibounded potentials if d, > 0.

The main aim of this section is to show that in the case d, = 0 the situation is substantially
different. Namely, we will show that self-adjointness of the operators with d-interactions is not
stable under perturbations by positive potentials ¢ if d, = 0.

Let Z=R,, 2g=0, 2, — 21 =d, := %, n € N. Set

qa(x) = a? Z n2X(mn71,mn)(l’)> a€Ry. (72)
n=1
Consider the operator
H ——d—2+ (x)+a2§:a Mz — ) (7.3)
X,04q0 — d:lf2 qa & n nj)- .

The corresponding minimal symmetric operator H,,;, has the form

2

d
Hpin = @52 H,, H, = 2 +a’n?,  dom(H,) = W [zn_1, xn). (7.4)
x

In the following proposition we construct a boundary triplet for H

*
min*

Proposition 7.1. For f € W[z, 1,2,], define the mappings FE-") : Wiz _1, 1) — C%

1/2 dn f'(@n—1H)+(e1f(@n—1+)—e2f(zn—))
F(()n)f = dn/lfz(xn_1+> an)f = dnf’ o (7.5)
_dTL/ f(xn_) 7Lf (xn_)“l‘(alf((;;;z;l+)_52f(xn_))
where . .
cosha a
dn = —, = = - , — = — . 76
- e1 =¢e1(a) e £y = &9(a) o (7.6)

Then:
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(i) For any n € N the triplet 11, = {C2, T T} is a boundary triplet for HE.

*

(13) The direct sum Il = @211, is a boundary triplet for the operator H .

Proof. (i) Straightforward.
(i) Note that the triplet I, = {C2 T T{"} defined by [@X) forms a boundary triplet for
the operator H defined by ([Z4]). The corresponding Weyl function M,,(+) is

M, () = — Vz —a?n? cos\/z/n? — a? 1 LeC (7.7)
e siny/z/n? — a? 1 cos\/z/n*—a? )’ * '

It is easily seen that Il := EB;’f:lﬁn is not an ordinary boundary triplet for H? . . On the other

min*

hand, triplets II,, and II,, of the form (@3] and ([7.3), respectively, are connected by

0y =Rr,0yY, 10 =R - Q.I"), (7.8)

n

where

0, = VL, (0) = ( —nei(a) —nes(a) ) and R, — ( n_01/2 n—01/2 ) .

—ney(a) —neqi(a)

The corresponding Weyl functions M, (-) and M,(:) are connected by M,(z) = R (M,(z) —
Qn) R . Clearly, relations (7.8)) coincide with (B.28). Moreover, direct calculations show that

)= BT (O = a2 (@ S@)E@ =1 ala) - s
o) =0, 0= PTG =t (o ONES Y SO )

Therefore, by Corollary B.15] the direct sum II = @92 11, forms a boundary triplet for H:, . O

Arguing as in Subsection 5.1}, we obtain that the operator Hx , 4, admits the representation

e *
HX7a7qa = H@ T Hmln

[dom(He), domHg := {f € dom(H} ) : {To, 1} € ©},

where Ty = &2, T{" and T, = &2, T\ are defined by (Z3) and the operator part O, of the

linear relation © € C(H) is unitary equivalent to the following Jacobi matrix

351(&) 252(&) 0 0
2e9(a) bHey(a) 3es(a) 0
Bxag. = Ry (Bx(a) + A)Ry',  Bx(a) = 0 3ey(a) Tey(a) 4ey(a) ,
0 0 452(&) 951(&)
and Ry = diag(7,), 7 = = + ! ; A, = diag(ay,). (7.9)
n n+1

Thus we arrive at the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Let q, be defined by (L2) and let Bx o4, be the minimal symmetric operator
associated with the Jacobi matriz (L9). Then the operator Hx o 4, has equal deficiency indices and
3 (Hxag) =10:(Bxag) < 1. In particular, Hx o4, is self-adjoint if and only if so is Bx a.q,-
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Proof is straightforward and we omit it.
Let us consider 1(a), a > 0. Since lim, ,ge1(a) = 1 and £,(a) = a as a — +00, there exists
ag > 0 such that
61(&0) = 2. (710)

Corollary 7.3. LetZ=R,, d, =1/n, and a,, = —4n — 2, n € N.

(1) The Hamiltonian

R E—
Hyoo = -5 — > _(4n+2)d(z — z,),

n=1
1s self-adjoint.
(ii) Let ag be defined by ([TI0Q). Then the Hamiltonian
d? 2N, 2 -
Hx a4, = — + ag Z N X (@n1,mn) — Z(4n +2)0(z — ),

n=1 n=1
is symmetric with ny (Hx o4,) = 1.

Proof. (i) follows from Example (i7).

(i7) Consider the matrix Bx a4, With a = ag. Clearly, a,, = —e1(ag)(2n + 1) and hence the
diagonal entries of By 4 4, equal zero. The offdiagonal entries b,, = n% satisfies b, & eo(ag)n?/4
and hence {b,1}>°, € I;. Moreover, b, 1,1 < b? holds for all n € N. Therefore, Berezanskii’s

test [6, Theorem VII.1.5] implies ny(Bx a,q,) = 1. By Proposition [2 ny (Hya4,) = 1. O
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