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Abstract

We consider the Dirac particle living in the 1-dimensional configuration space
with a junction for a spintronic qubit. We give concrete formulae explicitly showing
the one-to-one correspondence between every self-adjoint extension of the minimal
Dirac operator and the boundary condition of the wave functions of the Dirac par-
ticle. We then show that the boundary conditions are classified into two types: one
of them is characterized by two parameters and the other is by three parameters.
Then, we show that Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter family can actually
be characterized by three parameters, concerned with the reflection, penetration,
and phase factor.

1 Introduction

The current cutting-edge technology has developed seeking the realization of quantum
information and quantum computation. For such realization, the mathematical modeling
of the system of some quantum devices will play an important role. One of the candi-
dates for qubit is electron spin, that is, the so-called electron-spin qubit or the spintronic
qubit, from the point of the view of spintronics [5, O, 12, 2T 22, 23]. Tt is remarkable
that the transportation of a single electron as a qubit has been demonstrated experimen-
tally [17, 24] as well as the spin-conserved transport tunneling through a junction was
experimentally demonstrated in organic spintronics [28] [36]. In addition, the spin-flip and
the phase-shift was demonstrated in the experiment for the spin state of an electron-hole
pair in a semiconductor quantum dot [16], while the spin alignment was studied in the
process of the spin-transport in organic spintronics [29]. The experimental development
makes us hopeful that an integrated circuit for qubit and a quantum network are really
demonstrated in future.

This paper deals with the Dirac particle living in the configuration space consisting
of the two quantum wires and a junction for the spintronic qubit. Although we actually
have to determine a concrete physical object for the junction, we regard the junction
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as a black box so that it has mathematical arbitrariness. We regard the wires as the
union of the intervals, (—oo, —A) U (A, 00), A > 0, for mathematical simplicity. Namely,
the segment [—A, A] with length 2A plays a role of the junction. Many physicists have
investigated the individual boundary condition of the wave functions of the Dirac parti-
cle for the corresponding self-adjoint extension of the Dirac operator in the case of the
point interaction (i.e., A = 0) [1 2, 8 [14] [30]. Meanwhile, the Dirac operator consists
of the combination of the Dirac matrices and the momentum operator of electron. The
boundary conditions of the self-adjoint extensions of the momentum operators have been
studied by mathematicians [I8] 26]. We note that there is a general theory in mathematics,
called boundary triple, to handle the boundary condition, and the theory has still been
developed [6], [7, 1] 10, 13]. In Refs.[I5] BI] the appearance of a phase factor was proved
for the Schrodinger particle under the same mathematical set-up as ours. For our Dirac
particle, in the case where A = 0, Benvegnu and Dabrowski showed that a phase factor
appears in their four-parameter family (see Eq.(15) of Ref.[§]). In addition, they showed
how the boundary condition affects the spin. The description of boundary condition by
the individual one-parameter families have been studied in Refs.[I} [14], 20} B0] (also see
Eqgs.(17) and (18) of Ref.[8]). We will go ahead and make an in-depth research for the
Dirac particle. Thus, we employ the minimal Dirac operator for the Hamiltonian. In this
paper, we follow the machinery in Refs.[8] [I5] 18| 26, B1] based on the von Neumann’s
theory [27], 34], in which all the self-adjoint extensions of our minimal Dirac operator are
parameterized by U € U(2), where U(2) is unitary group of degree 2.

We prove that all the boundary conditions of wave functions of our Dirac particle
are completely classified into the two types (See Corollary [H). One of them is the type
that states the wave functions do not pass through the junction, and described by two
parameters, v, 7r € C with |y.| = |yr| = 1, concerned with the reflections at —A and
at +A, respectively. The other is the type that states the wave functions do pass through
the junction, and described by Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter family (see
Theorem 2] Theorem 4], and Proposition 7). We give our concrete formulae showing
the one-to-one correspondence between the boundary conditions of wave functions of
our Dirac particle and the self-adjoint extensions of the minimal Dirac operator (see
Theorem (4], and Propositions 1.3, .6 [L7). Our formulae states that Benvegnu and
Dabrowski’s four-parameter family can be characterized by three parameters, v;,v2, V3 €
C with |y1]|?+|y2|? = |y3] = 1, concerned with the reflection, penetration, and phase factor,
respectively (see Corollary [.]]). To obtain our formulae, we invent our representation of
U(2) in Proposition .3l We then realize that all the boundary conditions are independent
of 2A, the length of the junction, which is different from the case for the Schrodinger
operator [15] [19, 31]. Through our mathematical toy model we propose a mathematically
fundamental idea for a tunnel-junction device in the light of the industry of quantum
engineering.

2 Mathematical Notations and Notions

We always assume that every Hilbert space ‘H that we handle in this paper is separable.
We denote by ( | )3 the inner product of the Hilbert space H, where we suppose that
the right hand side of the inner product ( | ) is linear. We here prepare some notations
and notions using in operator theory.
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Let £(H) denote the set of all (linear) operators acting in H. We always omit the word
of ‘linear’ from the notion of linear operator because we consider only linear operators
in this paper. So, when we write, A € L(H), it means that A is an operator acting in
the Hilbert space #H. That is, there is a subspace D(A) C H so that A is a linear map
from D(A) to H. We call D(A) the domain of the operator A. We say that an operator
B € L(H) is an extension of the operator A € L(H), provided that D(A) C D(B) and
Atp = B for every 1 € D(A). We denote it as A C B or B D A. The operator equation
is defined in the following: an operator A € L(H) is equal to an operator B € L(H) if
and only if D(A) = D(B) and Ay = By for every ¢ € D(A) = D(B). In particular, the
operator equation, A = B, is equivalent to the conditions, A C B and A D B. For every
operator A € L(H) and subspace S C H with S C D(A), the operator A[S € L(H) is
defined by D(A[S) := S and A[Svy := At for every ¢ € S. We call A[S the restriction
of the operator A on the subspace S. In particular, the equation, B[ D(A) = A, holds for
operators A, B € L(H) with A C B. Let I or I denote the identity operator on H, i.e.,
Iy = Inp := 1) for every ¢ € H.

An operator A € L(H) is said to be closed when the graph G(A) of the operator A
is closed in H x H, where G(A) = {(¢, AY) € H x H | € D(A)}. In other words, if
D(A) >, — ¢ € H and Ay, — ¢ in H as n — oo, then ¢» € D(A) and Ay = ¢. We
say that an operator A € L(H) is densely defined when its domain D(A) is dense in H.

Let an operator A € L(H) be densely defined. We define a subspace D 4+ of H by

Dy = {w eH ‘ there is ¢y € H so that (Y|Ap)y = (Py|p)n for every ¢ € D(A)}.

We note ¢y, is uniquely determined then. The adjoint operator A* of A is defined by
D(A*) := Dy~ and A" = ¢,. It is well known that A* is closed and (¢|Ap)y =
(A*|p)3- A densely defined operator A € L(H) is symmetric when the condition, A C
A* holds. We say that a densely defined operator A € L(H) is self-adjoint if and only
if the operator equation, A = A*, holds. We emphasize that self-adjointness requires
D(A) = D(A*), while symmetry requires D(A) C D(A*) only.

Let Ay € L(H) be closed symmetric. An operator A € L(H) is self-adjoint extension of
Ay, provided that the condition, Ay C A, holds and the operator A is self-adjoint. For every
closed symmetric operator Ay € L(H), we respectively define deficiency subspaces K (Ap)
and K_(Ap) by KL(Ag) = ker(£i — Aj), and moreover, deficiency indices ny(Ag) and
n_(Ap) by ne(Ap) := dim K1 (Ap). Namely, i (Ap) are the eigenspaces of Aj, respectively,
corresponding to the eigenvalues +i, and n.(Ap) are their individual dimensions.

A unitary operator U from a Hilbert space H; to a Hilbert space Hs is defined as
follows: U is a surjective linear map from the Hilbert space H; to the Hilbert space Ho,
and it satisfies the relation, (Uv | Up)y, = (¢ | p)y, for every 1, p € Hy.

Our argument developed in this paper is based on the following proposition:

Proposition 2.1 (von Neumann [27,[34)]): Let Ay € L(H) be closed symmetric.
i) If ny(Ag) = n_(Ap), then Ay has self-adjoint extensions.

i1) There is a one-to-one correspondence between self-adjoint extensions A of Ay and
unitary operators U : Ky(Ag) — K_(Ag) so that the correspondence is given by



Tunnel-Junction Formulae for Spintronic Qubit 4

the following: For every unitary operator U : K. (Ag) — K_(Ayp), the corresponding
self-adjoint extension Ay is defined by

{ D(Ay) == {¢ = o + ¢+ + Uy™ |¢hy € D(A), ¥+ € K4 (Ao)},
AU = AS(D(AU),

and then its operation is Ay (1o + T + U™) = Agthg + ip™ — iUy, Conversely,
for every self-adjoint extension A of Ay, there is the corresponding unitary operator
U: ’C+(A0) — ’C_(AO) so that A = AU.

Let us now suppose that n(Ay) = n_(Ay) = n € N. Fix individual complete or-
thonormal systems, {%i iy, of the deficiency subspaces K. (Ap). We identify unitary op-
erators from Ky (Ag) to K_(Ag) with n X n unitary matrices making the correspondence
by U : w;-r — Y e Wikty, J = 1,-++ ,n. So, we often identify the unitary operator U
with the unitary matrix (u;i);x, and write U € U(n) in the case ny(Ay) < oo, where
U(n) denotes the unitary group of degree n. We say U is diagonal if u;, = 0 with j # k.
Otherwise, we say U is non-diagonal.

We here introduce some notations concerning function spaces that we use in this paper.
Let €2 be an open set of the 1-dimensional Euclidean space R, i.e., 2 C R. We respectively
define function spaces, L?(2), AC*(Q2), and AC () as follows:

[ 1@ < oo},

L*(Q) := {f : Q — C is the Lebesgue measureble

where the integral is the Lebesgue integral.
ACH(Q) = {f € L*(Q) ‘ f is absolutely continuous on Q, and f'¢€ L2(Q)}.

Here Q denotes the closure of the set Q in R. We note that the differential f'(z) of the
absolutely continuous function f(z) exists for almost every x € ().

ACH (@) = {feACl(ﬁ) 'f:o on aQ}.

Here 02 is the boundary of the set (2. In the case where 400 (resp. —00) is in the set
Q, the boundary condition in the function space ACj(Q) means that lim, o f(z) =

lim, 1o f/(z) =0 (resp. lim,, o f(x) = lim,, o f'(xz) =0).

3 One-Dimensional Dirac Operators

In this section we define some 1-dimensional Dirac operators. First up, we define the
configuration space in which the Dirac particle lives. For every A > 0, we set two intervals
Qar and Qp g by Qa1 == (=00, —A) and Qp g 1= (+A, +00). We often call Q, ;, and Q) g
the left island and the right island, respectively. We set our configuration space 25 by
Qp = Qa1 UQp g. We define two spaces of functions on our configuration space €2, as:

AC(Qy) = C2HAC" () and ACo () := C2RAC (),
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where ® denotes the algebraic tensor product. The function spaces AC(€Q,) and ACy(Qy)
are dense in C? @ L?(£2,), where ® denotes the tensor product of Hilbert spaces. We,
however, note the following. The Sobolev spaces respectively corresponding to AC(2y)
and ACy(Q4) have their own Sobolev-space structures different from each other because of
the junction [—A, +A] for A > 0, which implies existence of uncountably many self-adjoint
extensions of the minimal Dirac operator defined below.

For the quantization of a relativistic particle on the 1-dimensional configuration space
Qn, we seek a representation of ‘energy = a®@p+ S ®ml’ with matrices o and [ satisfying
a? = % = I and af + Ba = 0 for the probability interpretation of the wave function of
electron. Here p is the momentum operator and m is the mass of electron. Then, we have
candidates of the representation: o = o, or oy, and 8 = 0., where o0,, 0y, 0, are the Pauli
(spin) matrices:

(01 A U 4 B
o=\ 1 49) %=1, 9 yand opi = o 4 |-

We employ o, as a throughout this paper.

Definition 3.1 (Minimal Dirac Operator): Let m > 0 be the mass of electron. The 1-
dimensional Dirac operator Hy € L(C? ® L*(24)) is defined by

D(HO) = ACO(Q_A)>
HQ =0, p+mo,® IL2(QA)7

where the momentum operator p is given by p := —i%. We call the operator Hy the
minitmal Dirac operator.

The following proposition comes from the well-known facts on the momentum operator
p and its adjoint operator p*:

Proposition 3.2 The minimal Dirac operator Hy is closed symmetric. Its adjoint oper-
ator Hj 1s given by o

D(Hg) = AC(£1y),

Hék =0, ®p* +mo, & IL2(QA)>
where p* = —i%.

Since the operation of the adjoint operator H is the same as that of the minimal Dirac

operator Hy though their domains are different from each other, we make the following
definition:

Definition 3.3 (Maximal Dirac Operator): We call the adjoint operator Hy the mazimal
Dirac operator.

Similarly, since the restriction of the adjoint operator Hj on every subspace D with
the condition, D(Hy) C D C D(H{), has the same operation as that of the minimal Dirac
operator Hy, we name them in the following:

Definition 3.4 For every subspace D with the condition, D(Hy) C D C D(H{), we call
the restriction HJ[D the Dirac operator in this paper.
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4 Main Results

Set constants  and N by g := (1 +im)/vI+m? and N := (1 4+ m?2)ie V™A respec-
tively. We define functions ¢} (z) and ¢} (z) by

HOE < %ﬁ; ) .:N< —1u ) I
W(x) = W:J{T(x) ) _ N( 1 ) & (o )e-VTE (4.1)
Upy () "

= (58] () e
4.2
Vg(r) = ( Zggg ) = N( _L* ) ® xr(x)e V™2, ()

Here xz and g are respectively the characteristic functions on the closure Q4 1, of the
left island and the closure 25 g of the right island.

As proved in 6.1, we can compute the deficiency indices of the minimal Dirac operator
Hj in the following:

Proposition 4.1 The deficiency indices of the minimal Dirac operator are ny(Hy) =
n_(Hy) = 2 and therefore the minimal Dirac operator Hy has self-adjoint extensions.
Then, the deficiency subspaces are given by

K. (Hpy) = {cL@bZ + cr} | e, cr € C} and K_(Hy) = {CL@DZ +cptp | cr,cr € C} .

By Propositions 2.1l and .1 we can represent every self-adjoint extension of the min-
imal Dirac operator by an element of U(2). We denote by Hy the self-adjoint extension
of the minimal Dirac operator H, corresponding to U € U(2). Then, Proposition [2.1] says
that the domain D(Hy ) of the self-adjoint extension Hy is

D(Hy) = {¢ =+ " + U™ |1y € D(Hy), v € Ki(Ho)} .

Since 1g(+A) = 0 for ¢y € D(Hy) = ACy(Q4), the unitary operator U € U(2) includes
the information about how the electron reflects at the boundary and how it passes through
the junction. So, our problem is to derive the boundary condition form the information
that U has. We determine the entries uge of U = (ugs)r =12 as follows:

{ Uyl = unyy + unty,
Upf = uaiby + ugety.

The von Neumann theory says that the unitary operator U maps the eigenfunction 1}
living in the left island (resp. ¢ living in the right island) to the eigenfunction vy
(resp. ¥y) staying in the same island with the probability |ui1|* (resp. |us|?) and the
eigenfunction ¢ (resp. 17 ) coming from the opposite island with the probability |uz|?
(resp. |uz1]?).
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We denote by R the set of all extended real numbers: R := RU {+o0c}. For every two
parameters p = (py,p_) € R{ we introduce a boundary condition by

ip+Pr(HA) =Py (+A) if py €R,
Up(+A) =0 if py = o0,
o-r(—A) =y (LA) ifp € R
wT(—A) =0 if p— = +00.

(4.3)

We introduce a class of four parameters a = (ay, as, as, ay) € C* in the following:

R(anas) = R(agai) =0,
R(aga) = R(aza)) =0, (4.4)
oo + oo = aqog + asos = 1.

For every a € C* in the class ([&4), we define the boundary matriz B, € M,(C) by
B — a1 Q2
“ as oy )

We note that our vector « is equivalent to the Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter
family given in Eq.(15) of Ref.[8] (see Proposition .7 below).

For every wave function ¢ € C* ® L?({), we respectively set the wave function 4
with up-spin and the wave function ¢, with down-spin by

wT::(é)w and m::(?)w.

Because of the unitarily equivalence, C? @ L?(25) = L?(Qy) & L*(Q4), we often identify
C%? @ L2(Qy) with L2(24) @ L?(2y), and then, we represent 1) € C* ® L?(£2,) as

o= (0) =t e o o 0)
Conforming with this representation, we often use the representation:

Y (E£A)

Then, the boundary matrix B, gives a boundary condition:
@DT(‘H\) ) — _ A — ( ap Qo ) ( @DT(_A) )
< DA ) = YN =Bayp(-M) = b-A) ) (4.5)

As proven in §6.2] the Dirac operators with the following two types of boundary
conditions are self-adjoint extensions of the minimal Dirac operator:

Theorem 4.2 i) Give a subspace D(H,) by

sen) = (0 ) = ey e e

D(H,) = { v € Dy

Y satisfies the boundary condition (@)}

for every p € R’ Then, the Dirac operator H, defined as the restriction of the
mazximal Dirac operator Hi on D(H,), i.e., H, := Hi[D(H,), is a self-adjoint
extension of the minimal Dirac operator H.
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i1) Give a subspace D(H,) by

D(H,) = {¢ € D(H{) | ¢ satisfies the boundary condition (@)}

for every vector « in the class ({.4)). Then, the Dirac operator H, defined as the
restriction of the mazimal Dirac operator Hi on D(H,), i.e., H, := HJ[D(H,), is
a self-adjoint extension of the minimal Dirac operator Hy.

Before stating our second theorem, we introduce a device for the representation of
U(2). In general, the so-called homomorphism theorem tells us that U(n)/SU(n) = U(1)
for each n € N, where SU(n) is the special unitary group of degree n. In this paper we
seek another representation of the unitary group U(2) making good use of the degree,
n = 2, that we handle now. The following proposition will be proved in §6.3t

Proposition 4.3 The unitary group U(2) has the following representation:

U(2) = U(1) SH = {73 ( z; % )

fflk 717727736((:7 |71|2+|72|2: |’Y3| :1}

Here SH is defined by
SH:={AcH|det A=1}

for the Hamilton quaternion field H consisting of 2 X 2 matrices.

REMARK: For arbitrary coefficients, ¢y, cr € C, the wave function
U =Py + cLf + cribp + Ulepdp + criby) (4.6)

is in the domain D(H,), where ¢y € D(Hy), and wﬁi were defined in Eqs.({{-1) and {{-3).
Taking 0 as the coefficient cg (resp. cr) in the case where U is non-diagonal, we have
Y = tho+ cL(Vf + 13Uy —1svs¥R) (resp. i = Yo + cr(Vf +ivstg +y273¢r) ). We set
k(z) ==z —mvz +m for z € C, where \/z is the branch of the complex square root with
the cut along the non-negative real azis Ry. The function k(-) is analytic in C\ [-m ,m],
Sk(z) > 0 for z € Cy, and Sk(z) <0 for z € C_ [10]. Then, since 1+ m? = Fik(+i)
and |k(£i)] = VI + m2, we have eV % = Fh(ED)T g g o= VITmPe — oXik(ED)r Thyg the
entry 1 is concerned with the reflection, and the entry o with the penetration.
Now our second theorem is the following:

Theorem 4.4 i) Every diagonal U € U(2) has the following representation: There
are complex numbers vp,vgr € C so that

(7w O : _ _
U—( 0 7R) with |vp| = |yr| = 1.

Then, for arbitrarily fized v and yr satisfying |vo| = |vr| = 1, a necessary and
sufficient condition for D(Hy) = D(H,) is given by determining the vector p € R
with the formulae:

(L1) Foryp # —1, p_ = (tan % —m) /V/1+ m?2, where 0y, := argy;, € [0, 2n).

(L2) For v, = —1, p_ = +o0.
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(R1) For vg # —1, py = — (tan%R —m) /V1+m?, where O := argyg € [0, 27).
(R2) For yp = —1, p; = +0.

it) Let p be a constant defined by p = (1 +im)/v/1+m? € C. Every non-diagonal
U € U(2) has the following representation: There are complex numbers ~y,7q,v3 € C
so that

U=n3 < n _7*2 ) with |y1|* 4+ |72|* = |3| =1 and v, # 0.
T2 N

Then, for arbitrarily fived 1, V2, and v satisfying |v1|*+|72|* = |v3] = 1 and v, # 0,

a necessary and sufficient condition for D(Hy) = D(H,) is given by determining

the vector o € C* with the formulae:

ar =iy VI +m? (S(vip) + (i),
ay =93 VI +m2 (R + R)

ag =75 VL+m? (—=Ry + R(50%)
ag =073 VI+m? (S(np) + S(350).

The proof of this theorem will appear in §6.41

Since Proposition 2] says that unitary operators U € U(2) determine all the self-
adjoint extensions of the minimal Dirac operator, Theorem 4] gives the complete classi-
fication with the boundary conditions:

(4.7)

Corollary 4.5 The boundary conditions of all the self-adjoint extensions of the minimal
Dirac operator Hy can be classified under either one of the boundary conditions, ({{.3) and
(-3

Theorem [£.4] gives the formulae showing how to construct the two parameters p =
(py,p-) € R’ (resp. the four parameters o = (o, oy, a3, ag) € C*) describing the bound-
ary condition from the parameters, (vr,vg) (resp. (71,72,73)), describing the unitary
operator U € U(2) appearing in von Neumann’s theory. We give the formulae conversely
showing how to construct the parameters describing the unitary operator U € U(2) from
the parameter family describing the boundary condition.

Since Theorem [.4]1) gives the one-to-one correspondence between the boundary con-
dition (A3)) and the parameters (yr,vg) actually, we immediately have

(L17) v =exp [2itan™ (m+ V1 +m?p_)] if p_ € R,

The formulae for the other case are obtained using Propositions and [T

Proposition 4.6 For every boundary matriz B, with o« € C* in the class ({{4), the
corresponding non-diagonal U € U(2) = U(1)SH is determined as:

Y1 = Foe_i(e_ﬂ/m' (_,U/*Oél + Qg — Q3 + ,MOK4) s
Ny = 2 Foe—z(ﬁ—ﬂ/Q)’ (48)

V14+m? .
Y3 = Foe‘l(("”/m,u (o1 + prag + pas + ayq)”
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where p = (1 +im)/v1+m?,

4 ~1/2
Foz<1+m2+|—,u*oz1+a2—a3+,ua4|2) ,
and 0 is determined by following Proposition[J.7 as a; = €a;, j = 1,4, and oy, = ie”qy,,
j =23

We will prove this proposition in §6.61

The following proposition says that our a € C* in the class [f4]) is equivalent to
Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter family, which shows how a phase factor appears
in the boundary matrix:

Proposition 4.7 Let A be the set of all boundary matrices B, for vectors a = (aq, ag, a3, ay) €
C* in the class ([{.4). Then, a; # 0 or ag # 0. So, set § € [0,27), and a1, as,a3,a4 € R

as

{ 0 := arg(ai/]asl);

ap = ||, ag = —i(aaz)*/|ai], az = —i(araz)"/|oa], as:= (aj)*/[aql,
7;fal 7& 0; (I’fld
{ 0 = arg(—iaz/|as|);
ar = ionas/los], agz = aai/|as|, as = las|, as:=i(asa})"/|as],

if oy = 0. Then, A has the following representation:

Ao ¢ i
'éa,g Qg
REMARK: The Benvegnu and Dgbrowski’s four-parameter family, consisting of A, B,C, D &€
R andw € C, as in Eq.(15) of Ref.[§] is given by the correspondence, w = €, A = a1, B =
as,C = —as, and D = ay.

Meanwhile, in the case of the Schrodinger particle living in our configuration space
Qn, the boundary matriz B, making the boundary condition,

(o)) =2 (S

has the four parameters satisfying a0, asa; € R and ajoy — asas = 1, and moreover,
the set A has the following representation:

A=t [ @1 @2
a3 Qy
For more details, see Proposition 2.6 of Ref.[19].
Thus, Proposition L7, together with Eqs.([@T]), says that the Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s

four-parameter family can actually characterized by three parameters coming from von
Neumann’s theory:

0 e [0,27’(’), a; € R, j = 1,2,3,4, with aijay + agza3 = 1}

0 e [0,27’(’), a; € R, j=1,2,3,4, with ajay — asaz = 1}

Corollary 4.8 The Benvegnu and Dgbrowski’s four-parameter family, consisting of A, B,C, D €
R and w € C, is characterized by three parameters, 1, v2, vz € C with |v1]* +|y2|* = |13| =
1 and v # 0.
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5 Mathematical Idea of Tunnel-Junction Device for
Spintronic Qubit

In this section, we propose a mathematical idea for a tunnel-junction device for spintronic
qubit. Of course, since we derive mathematically-theoretical possible mechanism from our
simple toy model, we are not sure that the idea can be experimentally demonstrated. Even
this toy model, however, tells us that we have to mind the effect of a phase coming from
the boundary. We can see such an effect in the Andreev(-like) effects in more realistic cases
Refs.[3] [, B2]. Conversely, we may use the phase effect for a device. We are interested in
the unit of a quantum device, consisting of a junction and two quantum wires such as in
Figll from the point of the view of quantum engineering. The combination of these units

quantum wires

A

junction :(black box)

F igure 1: The unit of our quantum device consists of the two quantum wires (blue solid lines)
and the junction as the black box.

makes a quantum network. The junction is for controlling the information of qubit. The
wires play a role of transporting the information.

We suppose that the energy of our unit has the Hamiltonian, Hyires + Hjunction +
Hiieraction, Where H i is the Hamiltonian for the single electron living in the two wires,
Hjunetion the Hamiltonian for the electron in the junction consisting of a physical object
such as a quantum dot, and Hiyteraction describes the interaction between the wires and
the junction. The Hamiltonians Hyires and Hjunetion Should be observables in physics, and
therefore, self-adjoint operators in mathematics then. We actually have to determine a
concrete physical object for the junction to complete and realize our unit in the quantum
engineering. But, in this paper, we regarded the junction as a black box so that the
junction has mathematical, physical arbitrariness. Thus, we handled the Hamiltonian
Hives only, but we adopted proper boundary condition between the two wires and the
junction instead of considering the Hamiltonian Hjynction and the interaction Hinteraction
so that the Hamiltonian H;..s becomes observable, i.e., self-adjoint. The self-adjointness
of the Hamiltonian H;.es is mathematically determined by a boundary condition of the
wave functions on which the Hamiltonian H;.s acts. In addition to this, the boundary
condition is uniquely determined by the quality and the shape of the boundary of a
material of the wires in real physics. Thus, the wave functions have to satisfy the unit’s
own specific boundary condition to become the residents of the unit, otherwise they are
ejected.

Our one-to-one correspondence formulae show how the Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s
four-parameter family are concretely determined. Their four-parameter family shows how
the phase factor appears and how the electron spin is affected at the boundary. Since
von Neumann’s theory gives the form of the wave functions, we can grasp how they pass
through the junction. On the other hand, the boundary which is not characterized by the
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Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter family is the case where the wave functions
never infiltrate the junction, which is characterized by the two parameters. As is well
known, this case is also important, for instance, to demonstrate the Aharonov-Bohm
effect experimentally [33, 25]. Thus, through our observation along with Benvegnu and
Dabrowski’s result, we understood that, for the wave functions which pass through the
junction, the boundary condition has its own relation between the phase factor and the
electron spin. The results may suggest a mathematical possibility of making a device for
switching the channel of qubit. There is a case of the two units in Figl2l The Unit0

~ W ounitl
wave function

BC1

wave function
unit0 ™,

Figure 2: Qubit switch between the two units: The electron wave functions living in quantum
wires (blue transversus solid lines) of Unit0 has the boundary condition BCO. If we can change
the boundary condition from BCO to another boundary condition BC1 in a gate (purple disc)
connected the junctions, then the electron wave functions have to be residents in the quantum
wires (red longitudinal solid lines) of Unitl.

accepts the wave functions with the boundary condition BC0 only, and refuses the wave
functions with another boundary condition. On the other hand, the Unit 1 welcomes the
wave functions with the boundary condition BC 1 different from BCO0, though it rejects
the wave functions with the boundary condition BC0. For instance, as shown in Eqs.(5.2))
and (B3]) below, we can use Unit 0 for the channel without spin-flip and Unit 1 for the
channel with spin-flip as well as we can use the units for channels for the phase-shifted
qubit. Thus, regarding Unit0 and Unit 1 as a qubit, our switching device in Fig[2] may
play a role of quantum state transfer from spintronic qubit. Here we should remember the
experimental demonstration of the flying qubit [35], which is realized by the presence of
an electron in either channel of the wire of an Aharonov-Bohm ring.
Theorem .4l shows the correspondence:

U € U(2) is diagonal «+— (@3]
U € U(2) is non-diagonal +—  (A3).
Theorem (4] assures us that there is no boundary condition which makes a self-adjoint

extension but conditions, (4.3) and ({4.5). These two conditions make the broad difference:
The solitariness in the boundary condition (4.3)),

. ip-thr(=A) = Py (=A) if p_ €R,
(left island) { @DT(—TA) 0 i ip_ ~ .
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and
1 ip+Pr(+A) = Py (+A) i py €R,
(right island) { Un(A) = 0 i p, = oo.

Both of boundary conditions in the left island and the right one are independent of each
other, which says that there is no interchange between the wave functions living in the
left island 2 1, and those living in the right island €25 r because the information of the
wave functions never infiltrates the junction. In addition, no special phase factor but +m /2
appears in this boundary condition then.

On the other hand, according to Eq.(15) of Ref.[§] described by the Benvegnu and
Dabrowski’s four-parameter family with the representation Proposition 4.7 the boundary
condition (4.0 shows how the wave functions living in the left island and the those living
in the right island make interchange between each other, and how the electron spin is
affected by the phase factor at the boundaries:

Ur(+A) \ _ (P (—A) + O ay (—A) (5.1)
w¢(+A) o ei(9+“/2)a31/1T(—A) -+ ei6a4w¢(—A) ’

for some a; € R, j =1,---,4, with aya4 + asaz = 1. The wave function (£.6) determines
four parameters o = (aq, ag, a3, ay) € C* through Eq.(@1). If a; € R, j = 1,- -+, 4, satisfy
a1 = a4 = 0 and asaz = 1, we obtain the boundary condition so that the spin-flip with
the phase factor ¢/®*7/2) for an arbitrary 6 € [0, 27) takes place, that is, the up-spin and
the down-spin interchange with each other:

(U ) = (). -

Meanwhile, if a; € R, j = 1,---,4, satisfy ajas = 1 and ay = ag = 0, we obtain the
boundary condition so that the phase factor e appears for an arbitrary 6 € [0,27) but
the spin-flip does not take place:

( wT(‘l'A) ) — it ( ale(—A) ) (5 3)
U (+A) aghy (=A) ) '

In Figd for instance, let us employ Eq.(53]) with a; = a4y = 1 and § = 0 for Unit0,
and Eq.([5.2) with as = a3 = 1 and § = —7/2 for Unit 1, respectively. We set the Pauli-X
gate in the disc of junctions. Then, the residence of the wave functions living in Unit 0
is switched to Unit 1 after the Pauli-X gate operation. That is, we have a spin-based
switching device for qubit. Thus, there is a possibility that we can use this switching
device for quantum state transfer from spintronic qubit regarding Unit (0 and Unit1 as
qubit. In the same way, if we employ Eq.([0.3]) with a; = a4 = 1 and 0 < 6 < 27 for
Unit 1 instead, we can make a phase-based switching device for qubit. This means that
we may control the qubit consisting of Unit0 and Unit1 through the phase factor 6.
We note that both the spin-flip gate operation and the phase-shift gate operation had
been demonstrated in the experiment for the spin state of an electron-hole pair in a
semiconductor quantum dot [16].

6 Proofs of Main Results

We will give individual proofs of our main results.
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6.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1]

We now prove Proposition Il Let ¢ = (¢4, 1;) be in the deficiency subspace K. (Hy),
ie., € K (Hy) or ¢ € K_(Hp). Then, since Hjvy = +ith, Proposition gives us the
following differential equation:

(5) = (e ) () o1

We note that Ki(Hg) C AC(Q4). So, according to the general theory of differential
equation, every solution ¢ of Eq.(61]) in AC(€24) is respectively written as

V= ciy 4 cpbg, of,ch € C, if Y e Ky (Hy), (6.2)
Y =c Y + cpip, cp.cp € C, ity e K_(Hy). '

It follows from this representation that n.(Hy) = 2 because the functions wL and w%
mutually intersect orthogonally in the Hilbert space L?(€,). The existence of self-adjoint
extensions follows from Proposition 211

6.2 Proof of Theorem

To prove Theorem we prepare the following lemma here.

Lemma 6.1 i) Let ay,as, by, by be arbitrary complex numbers.

(i-1) For every p = (p+, p—) with |py| < 0o, there is a wave function ¢ € D(H,) so
that Y+ (+A) = ay and Pr(—A) = as.

(i-2) For every p = (py, p—) with |p| < 0o and p_ = 400, there is a wave function
Y € D(H,) so that Y4(+A) = ay and 1 (—A) = b;.

(i-3) For every p = (py, p—) with p, = 400 and |p_| < oo, there is a wave function
Y € D(H,) so that Yr(—A) = ay and ¢ (+A) = b,.

(i-4) For every p = (p4, p—) with px = +00, there is a wave function ¢» € D(H,) so
that ¥ (—A) = by and Y (+A) = bs.

ii) For arbitrary vector *(ay,ay) € C?, there is a wave function v € D(H,) so that

(W (=A), ¥y (—A)) = Y(ay, az).

Proof: 'We embed the function spaces AC(Qy 1) and AC(Qy g) in the function space
AC(Q,) in the following: for every v € AC(2 1), we expand the function ¢ as ¢(z) = 0
for x € Q r and regard the function v as the function on Q5. We employ the same
expansion for functions in AC(Qy ).

i) It is not so difficult to show this part. Let p be in R?. Fix an arbitrary function
f € ACY(Qp r) with f(+A) # 0, and take it. For an arbitrary number a; € C we define
functions g by Yr = (a1/f(+A))(f,ip.f) € AC(Qar). Similarly, take a function
g € AC*(Qa 1) with g(—A) # 0. For an arbitrary number ay € C we define functions vy,
by ¥r, := (az/g(—A)) (g, ip-g) € AC(Qa,1). -

In the case where |p+| < oo, define a function ¢ € AC(Q2)) by ¢ = ¥p + ¥g.
In the case where |p,| < oo and p_ = +oo, define a function ¢ € AC(Q,) by ¢ :=
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Yr + (b1/g(=A)) (0, g). In the case where p, = +oo and |p_| < oo, define a function
Y € AC(Q) by v = v + (by/f(+A))Y(0, f). In the case where py = +o0, define a
function ¢ € AC(2) by ¢ = (b1/g(=A)) (0, g) + (by/f(+A)) (0, f). Then, we obtain
our desired wave function .

i) Take functions f,g € ACY(Qa 1) and h, k € AC(Qy g) with f(=A) # 0, g(—A) =0,
h(+A) # 0, and k(+A) # 0. For arbitrary vector *(a;, as) € C? we define functions ¢, and
wrby pr = (a1/f(=N))"(f,9) € AC(Qa,1) and @r := " ((ar01/h(+A))h, (ar03/k(+A))k) €
AC(§25 r), respectively. Define the function ¢ by ¢ := ¢, + ¢g. Then, we reach the func-
tion ¢ satisfying ¢ € D(H,) with p(—A) = *(ay,0). In the same way, we can obtain a
function ¢ satisfying ¢ € D(H,) with ¢(—A) = *(0, as). Therefore, defining the function
¥ by 1 := p + ¢, this function is our desired one. [ ]

We here prove Theorem Using integration by parts, for every 1, ¢ € D(H{) we
have the following equation:

(Ho | ) r2opyer2,) — (U 1 Hyd) 2@ )er2@y) (6.3)
_ —i{¢T<+A>*¢¢<+A> gy (HAY G (+A)

g (—A) ey (—A) m(—Aw—A)}.

i) We prove our statement in the case where p € R? only. It is clear that Hy C H,.
First up, we show H, C H}. Since H, C Hg, Eq.(6.3) leads to the equation,

(Hpw | ¢) r2apyerzan) — (0| Hp®) r2@p)@r2(4)
_ —z'{wT<+A>*<z'p+¢T<+A>> T (ipsths (+A)) 65 (+4)

iy (—A) (ip_n(—A)) — <z'p_¢T<—A>>*¢T<—A>} 0

for every 1, ¢ € D(H,). This means that H, is symmetric, i.e., H, C H.

Next, we show H, D H}. Based on Lemma 6.1l (i-1), for arbitrary vector *(a;, az) € C?,
we employ the wave function ¢ € D(H,) so that ¢4 (+A) = a} and ¢4(—A) = a3. Using
the definition of the adjoint operator, the fact that H, C H; C Hg, and Eq.([6.3)), we have
the equation,

0 = (H|o)r2nerz@y) — (O H, ) 2@u)er2@a)
= {0 i (H) — an(~) ~ ip-on(-A) }

for every ¢ € D(H;). Because the complex numbers a; and ay were arbitrarily, we have
the equations: ¢ (+A) —ip dr(+A) = 0 and ¢ (—=A) —ip_¢(—A) for every ¢ € D(H}).
These conditions say that ¢ € D(H,), namely, D(H,) C D(H,) and thus H; C H,.
Therefore, we have showed that the Dirac operator H, is a self-adjoint extension of the
minimal Dirac operator: Hy C H, = H.

In the same way, we can prove our statement for the case where |p, | = oo or |p_| = o0
with the help of Lemma (i-2)—(i-4).
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ii) Let us fix an arbitrary vector a € C* in the class [@4). It is clear that Hy C H,.
By Eq.([63) together with the fact that H, C H, we have the equation,

(Hoth | 8) 2anyerz@n) — (U1 Ha®) r2(@p)er2 ()
= —i{ (afas + araz)r(—A) dr(—A) + (azaq + aea)P (—A) ¢ (—A)
+(ajay + azag — DY (=A) ¢ (=A)

(o} + ajos - 1>w¢<—A>*¢T<—A>} 0

for every ¢, ¢ € D(H,). This means that H, is symmetric, i.e., H, C H}.

Based on Lemma [6.1] ii), for arbitrary vector !(a;,as) € C? we employ the wave
function ¢ € D(H,) so that "(¢r(—A), ¢ (—A)) = “(a},a}). Using the definition of the
adjoint operator, the fact that H, C H: C H}, and Eq.(6.3)), we have the equation,

0 = (Hot|9)r2anerzy) — (V1 HLP) L2 )r2(04)
_ _z-{ (@36, (+A) + a3y (+4) — ¢y (—A))ay

+(a50 (+A) + ajdr(+A) — ¢T(—A))a2}

for every ¢ € D(H}). Because the complex numbers a; and ay were arbitrarily, we have the
equations: o, (+A) + ajdr(+A) — ¢ (—A) = 0 and a3 (+A) + aor(+A) — p(—A) = 0
for every ¢ € D(H}). We here note that the immediate computation leads to the entries
of the inverse boundary matrix as

B—l _ 0‘2 Oé;
“ az aq
since a = (o, g, (vg, ) satisfies the conditions of the class ([d4]). Hence it follows that
¢ € D(H,), namely, D(H}) C D(H,) and thus H C H,. Therefore, we have showed
that the Dirac operator H, is a self-adjoint extension of the minimal Dirac operator:
HyCH, = H;.
6.3 Proof of Proposition

First up, we rewrite SU(2) in terms of the electron spin, that is, in terms of the Hamilton
quaternion field spanned by the Pauli spin matrices:

Lemma 6.2 The special unitary group SU(2) has the following representation.:

SU(2):S]HI:{<2; _Off*)eH

Proof: In this proof we use the following representation. Introducing the argument ¢; €
[0,27) of each entry u; of the matrix U € M,(C), we represent U as

0 eC, |a|2+|6|2=1}-

U= ( w ) with u; = |ugle™, j=1,--- 4. (6.4)
Uz Ug
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Let us handle an arbitrary U € U(2) for a while. The unitarity of U leads to the
equations:

2 2 * *
+ |ual®  wyul + usu
oo = U0 = (Ml 3 1 6.5
c < wiug + ubug  |usl? + |ugl? (6.5)
2 2 * *
+ |usl®  ufug + uduy
[ =vU = ( 4l .4 3 6.6
e < uyul + uzul  |usl?® + Jugl? (6.6)

Comparing the diagonal entries in the first row and the first column of both sides of
Eq.([6.6), we have the equality:
Jur[? + Jus|* = 1. (6.7)

In addition, we similarly have the equality, |u1|? + |uz|? = 1, by Eq.(6.). Thus, it follows
from these two equalities that
|ua| = Jus]. (6.8)

In the same way, using the equalities, |u;|* + |ug|* = 1 and |ug|? + |ug|* = 1, we reach the
equality:
|u] = ual. (6.9)

Comparing the off-diagonal entries in the first row and the second column of both sides
of in Eq.(6.3]), and using Eqs.(6.8]) and (6.9), we have the equation,

Jua [[ug| (€70170) + e®2700)) = 0,
Multiplying the both sides of this by e*(?%%%1) we have
Jun|us| ('@ F0) 4 @240)) = (6.10)

Thus, we have derived the conditions (6.7), (6.8]), (6.9), and (GI0) from the condition
UeU(2).

Conversely, it is easy to check that Eqs.([6.7), (6.8), (€.9), and (6I0) bring us to the
condition U € U(2). Consequently, the condition U € U(2) is equivalent to the conditions

©.7), 6.8), (6.9), and (C10):
U e U(2) < B2, 63), ©3), and [GI0). (6.11)

Let us consider the case where U € SU(2) from now on. Then, we have an extra
condition:
detU = UiUg — UgU3z = 1. (612)

Combining Eq.([6.12) with Egs.([6.7)—(E9) leads to the equations,
|u1‘2 + |U3‘2 =1 = uyuy — uguz = |u1\2ei(91+94) _ |U3|26i(€2+93),

which implies that . ,
fusl? (L4 €)= ua? (147 1) (6.13)

Assume that ujuz # 0 now. Then, Eq.(6.I0) brings us to the equation:

01 H0) 4 Li(02+03) _ (). (6.14)
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Egs.([0I3) and (6I4) say that |us|? (1 — '@ +0)) = |u,|? (¢'®*+04) — 1), Suppose that
1 — ¢%1+94) -£ () here. Then, the above equation leads to the relation, |us|?> = —|ui|? < 0.
This is a contradiction. Thus, by the reductio ad absurdum, we know that e*@+04) =1
and therefore ¢(®2+%) = —1 by Eq.(6.14).

On the other hand, assume that ujuz = 0. Then, we have the condition, u; # 0 or
ug # 0, by Eq.(67). In the case where u; # 0, since we have the equality uz = 0, the
equation €'+ = 1 comes up from Eq.(6I3). In the case ug # 0, similarly, the equation
e!02%03) — 1 is derived from Eq.(6I3]). These arguments make us realize that

: i(91+94) —1-
{ if u; # 0, then e 1; (6.15)

if us # 0, then e'(%270) = 1.

In this way, we succeeded in showing that the condition U € SU(2) implies the conditions
@), ©3), [@3), [EI0), and the extra condition (G.1H).

We here show that adding the condition (6.13]) to the conditions (6.7), (6.8]), (69), and
(610) completes a necessary and sufficient condition so that U € SU(2). In the case where
uiusz # 0, we have the equations, det U = ujuy — ugug = |uy[2e1104) — |yy|3ei02+0s) =
lui|? + |us|> = 1, since €1104) = 1 and €'®2+%) = —1 by the condition (6I5). In the
case uyuz = 0, if ug = 0 (resp. u; = 0), then we have the equality, |u;| = 1 (resp.
lus] = 1) by Eq.([@1). Thus, we reach the computation, det U = |u;|?e’®1%4) = 1 (resp.
det U = —|us|?e'?2+%) = 1) by the condition (6.15). Therefore, the condition, U € SU(2),
is equivalent to the conditions, (6.7)), (6.8)), (€9), (6.I0), and (G.I3):

U e SU2) < [B0), ©3), 6J), GI0), and [GI5). (6.16)

Based on this equivalence (GI6]), set our desired complex numbers as « := u; and
B = ug, respectively. Then, we have uy = 0 = —uj if uz = 0, and uy = |ugle’? =
—|usle™™ = —uj if ug # 0, by ([6.8) and GI5). We have uy = 0 = uj if u; = 0, and
ug = |ule® = |uy e = utif u; # 0, by (639) and (6.15). Thus, we obtain the statement
of our lemma. [ ]

Now we prove Proposition L3l We use the matrix representation (6.4 again.

In the case where uz # 0, through the equivalence (6.11]), multiplying the both sides
of Eq.(@I0) by |u;| gives us the expression |uy|?(e"?1F00) 4 i(02403)) = (. Thus, we can
compute the determinant of U as

det U = uquy — UgU3z = ‘u1|2ei(91+94) _ ‘u3|2ei(02+93)

— _(|u1|2 + |u3|2)e’i(62+93) — 6i(92+63+7r)‘
Here we used Eq.(67) of the equivalence (B.I1]), and the equality ™ = —1. Thus,
we realize that e~'02+0+™/2] ¢ SU(2). Define our desired complex numbers as v, =
e—i(02+63+7r)/2u1 — e—i(92+03+7r)/2a’ Yo = e_i(02+63+”)/2u3 _ e—i(92+93+7r)/25’ and 7y =

e!021+034m)/2 pespectively. Then, Lemma gives the representation:

U = ¢il0ats+m)/2 —i(02+03+m)/27] _ - ( 71 —’ZZ ) .
T2 N

On the other hand, in the case us = 0, we can compute the determinant of U as
det U = €'"1194) since we have the value of |u;|? as |u;|? = 1 by Eq.([6.7) of the equivalence
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(6II). Thus, we realize that e "1+94)/2[] ¢ SU(2). Based on Lemma B2, define our
desired complex numbers as v, = e 1 F00/2y = U020 v, = o OH02)/2y —
e~ 01+09)/23 and g 1= e 1104)/2 respectively. Then, we reach the conclusion,

U = ei(91+94)/2€—i(91+94)/2[] =3 ( N _z; ) .
T2 N

These are the construction of the representation in our proposition.

6.4 Proof of Theorem (4.4

Before proving Theorem (.4, we make a small remark: For every i) € D(Hy), there are
1o € D(Hy) and ¢, cg € C so that

Y =g+ cpf + cptf + Ulerdf + cridfy) (6.17)

by Propositions 2.1 and E.1] together with Eq.(6.2).
We prove Theorem [4]1) here. Let us suppose that U is diagonal. In this case, it is
clear that there are complex numbers v, vz € C so that

v 0
U e s = e 1’
( 0 n ) 72| = |7&|

and thus, the operation of the unitary operator U on K, (Hy) is determined by Uy} =
7 and Uy, = ygiy. By Eq.([GIT), we can represent the boundary value ¢(—A) as

B g 1+
V) = e (-A) + e (-A) = N (T ),

and the boundary value (+A) as

w(‘i‘A) = CRiﬂE(—i-A) -+ CR’}/Riﬂ}_g(—i-A) = CRNe_ 1+m? A ( 1 + VR* ) .
H—="7RH
We set 0, as 6, := argp, and so, we have yu = e Here yu was given as u = (1 +
im)/v1+m?, and thus, cosf, = 1/v/1+m? and sinf, = m/v/1+ m?2 We compare the
boundary values ¢1(—A) and ¢ (—A):
In the case where v, # —1, we have

W(=A) et
Pr(=A) T+
(cp Ay )A+9) p— e i —
(L4+y)(X+7) 2+ +71
in(d, — 0 in ¢ 0
= _Z_sm( “1 n CZ)S;_LSIH =y (cos 0, tan ?L — sin Qu) .

The value of cos 6, tan(f;/2) — siné, runs over the whole R when the angular 6, runs
over [0,27) \ {7}, and then, the correspondence [0,27) \ {w} > 6, — p_ € R makes
the one-to-one correspondence. On the other hand, in the case where v, = —1, we have
Pr(—=A) =0 and ¢ (—A) = —c  Ne VIF™ A (1 4 ).
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Similarly, compare the boundary values 14 (+A) and ¢, (+A): In the case where 5 #

—1, we have
Ziiﬁ; = ,ul +7f;: =1 <— cosf, tan%% + sin (9“) )

The correspondence [0,27) \ {7} > g — p+ € R makes the one-to-one correspondence.
In the case where vz = —1, we have ¢ (+A) = 0 and ¢, (+A) = cgNe VI (1 4 %),

Therefore, we realize that the condition, D(H,) = D(Hy), is equivalent to the corre-
spondence: ip_ = | (—A)/r(—A) for v, # —1 and p_ = | (—A)/¢P+(—A)| = +oo for
v = —1, and ip. = ¢ (+A) /i (+A) for v # —1 and py = [ (+7)/Yr(+A)] = +oo
for yg = —1, which gives our desired correspondence.

We prove Theorem [l ii) now. First up, Proposition gives the representation of
U: there are complex numbers 7, 72,73 € C so that

U=3 ( n _7? ) with [y +|yel> = |1l =1, 72 # 0.
Y2 N

Here the fact, 75 # 0, comes from the assumption that U is non-diagonal. Thus, the
operation of U on K (Hy) is determined by U] = y1931; —v373¢5 and U} = 27307 +
Yiv3¢g. Using Eq.(6.17), we can compute individual boundary values ¢(—A) and ¢ (+A)
as

U(=A) = e (=A) + ozt (—A) + cryaystp (—A)

_ Ngﬁﬁﬂ( 14+ 7173 7ﬂ3)(CL)
—p st Yyt CR

and

Y(+A) = crUE(HA) — crrvsURr (+A) + crrivstp (+A)

_ N(ﬂﬂﬁA(_ﬁ% 1+ 957 )(CL).
VoVl — Y13t CRr

We remember that v, # 0 and 73 # 0, and then,

1+ 717s vwg) . 27273
det . L) = bty = 22 g
(—u+%%u Va3t 12980+ 1) \ﬂ+wﬂ%

Thus, noting 75 1= 743, we can compute the following inverse matrix:

( L4 m7s V273 )_ _ 1 ( Vol —2 )
e e o Y TR e Y T Yol + ) \ vp—7np" m+7;

Thus, define a 2 x 2 matrix V by

* * -1
V= ( U1 Uy ) .: ( =72 L4+ ) ( L4 mms V273 )
Vs U4 Vayapt e — Y s [ e (Lo Y A DIa Y8

Then, we have

‘/:V1+"ﬂ<i¥ﬂﬂu%+%wad} R + R )‘
Yo —Ry1 + R(p?)  i{S(np) + S(Ew'}
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Thus, we reach the boundary condition: ¢(+A) = Vip(—A) for every ¢» € D(Hy). We
set v} as v} = i(y2/|72|)v;, j = 1,--- .4, and then, we have vjv,” = vjvf. Then, v} and
vy are real numbers, and v} and v} are purely imaginary numbers, which implies the
relations: R(vyv3) = R(Vjv5™) = 0, R(v1v3) = R(vjvs") = 0, R(vev;) = R(vhvy™) = 0, and
R(vsv}) = R(viv,") = 0. So, we have confirmed the first part of conditions of the class
([#4). We check the last two conditions of the class (£4): The immediate computation
easily bring us to v1v} +v2v5 = 1 using |71|*+ |72|? = 1. We here note that vj = v(72/73),
k = 2,3, which implies vovi = vo{vs(y2/75)} = {v2(72/73) }vs = vivi. Thus, we have
V1V + V303 = V10 + v9v; = 1. Therefore, we can conclude from the above argument that
the vector v = (v1,v9,v3,v4) € C' is in the class (#4]), and then, V = B,. Therefore, the
condition, D(H,) = D(Hy), is equivalent to the correspondence oo = v. We accomplished
the proof of the part ii).

6.5 Proof of Proposition 4.7

We denote by Ajg the set on the right hand side of our desired representation. It is evident
that Aq C A. So, the only thing we have to do is that we show A C Aj. For every
B, € A, set 0; as 0; = arg ;. Since the vector « is in the class @), a3, aq05, azaj,
and agaj are purely imaginary numbers. Moreover, the last condition of the class (4.4
says that apaj =1 — oy = ajas. That is, asaj is a real number. Thus, it follows from
the last condition, that ajaj is also a real number, and a; # 0 or ag # 0. In the case
where oy # 0, setting 0 € [0,27), and a4, as, a3, aq € R as 0 := arg(ay/|aa]), a1 = |ay],
as = (a3)*/iloy|, ag == (a10)* /ilay|, and a4 := (aq0)*/|ou|, we immediately obtain
the representation of B, in Ay. In the case a; = 0, we only have to set 6 € [0,27), and
ap,as,as,ay € R by 0 := arg(—ias/|as]), a1 = ional/|as|, as == asal/|as], as = |as],
and a4 := i(agaj)*/|as|, respectively, and then, we reach our desired fact B, € Ay. Thus,
the two cases imply that A C Ag. Therefore, we can conclude the proof of the equality,
A = .A(].

6.6 Proof of Proposition

We prove Proposition here. First up, it immediately follows from the definition of 4,
2, and Ty that |y1]|* +|72)*> = 1. We here remark that this equation gives us the equation,

1=T3 [ + S0 oy — 2R asad) + 2R(p ara3) — 2R(u%ar0)

—oR(asal) + 2R(pagas) — 29%(ua§a4)]. (6.18)
Next, we show |vy3| = 1. It is easy to check the equations,
R(poiaj) = —R(p'anaj) = \/%alaj, j=2,3,
R(p ajoy) = —R(pajay) = — 7%%@4, j=2,3,
Ripaj00) = 1 Rog0f) = 1 e, (5K) = (1,1),(23)

by Proposition [£.7l By using these equations together with

1Fm? 2
— —1,
1+m?2 1£m?
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we have

4
s = T3[3 lgl + 2R(ucsad) + 2R(n"aa3) + 2R(csef) + 2R(p"as0)
j=1
F2R(puajes) + 2R(u" )|
= right hand side of (GI]).

Thus, we have |y3] = 1, and then, we reach

U=ns ( T ) e U(1)SH = U(2).
T2 N

Thus, what we have to show is that every ¢ € D(Hy ) satisfies the boundary condition
(A3). Insert the boundary values ¢4(+A) and 14(—A) with expressions,

{ Uy(+A) = crhipy (FA) — cLy375p; (FA) 4 cryzy iR, (), e
Py (—A) = iy (=) + crymn(—A) + crysyadp(—A), e

into the boundary conditions,

{ Pr(+A) = arpp(—=A) + agp (—A),
VL (HA) = aghr(—A) + ashy (D).

Then, by using the arbitrariness of the coefficients ¢, and cg in D(Hy) and noting the fact
751 =72, we can show that the condition D(Hy) = D(H,) is equivalent to the system of
the following system of equations:

T+ 7 =73(—o + pag), (6.19)
Yo =7 =3, (6.20)
1 — 1y = 3 (—as + paa), (6.21)
Yo + Y = (6.22)

AA;SA
_|_
=
*
Q
\_/\_/ED_/\_/

Then, we can show that our (1, 72,73) is a solution of this system of equations:
Noting p + p* = 2/vV/1+m? and ajay + aza3 = 1, we have pajay + prasay =
2/ 14+ m? — p*ajay — pasas. Thus, we realize that our 7y, s, 73 satisfy (6.19) as

(o + o)y +v5 = ie”To|—p'a? +i(1 — w**)ajay — iayas — praay

2 .
—pras — pasas + za2a4}

= Y3(—a1 + pas).

Using pp* = 1 and p*? = 2u*/v/1+ m? — 1, we can show that our vy, vs, 73 satisfy (6.20)
as

(1 +p'as)ye =7 = o (ipfar — p™as — az +ip'as) = 3.

Combining p*? = 2u*/v/1+m? — 1 and ajas + azaz = 1, we have —u*2a1ay — asaz =
aral + plasasz — 2p*/+/1 + m?2. Using this equation and up* = 1, we can show that our
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1, Y2, v satisfy (G.21)) as
(a3 + prag)y — p'ys = ilee® |—ip*aras + aray + p?asas + ip*asay
a3 +i(p — p*)asay + ai]
= Y3(—az + pay).
Using pp* =1 and g+ p* = 2/4/1+ m?2, we know that our 71, 7s, 73 satisfy ([622)) as
(a3 + prou)ye + p'yy = Do (far — pfas — pas +iaqg) = pys.

Therefore, consequently, we can complete the proof of our proposition.

7 Conclusion

We have proved that all the boundary conditions of wave functions of our Dirac particle are
completely classified into the two types. For the case where the electron’s wave functions
do not pass through the junction, their boundary condition can be described by two
parameters, v, 7r € C with |y.| = |yr| = 1, determined by von Neumann’s theory. In
the case where the wave functions do pass through the junction, the boundary condition
is described by Benvegnu and Dabrowski’s four-parameter family, and then, their four
parameters can actually be described by three parameters, 71,72,73 € C with |y1]? +
|72]? = |y3] = 1 and v, # 0, determined by von Neumann’s theory. These results stem
from our one-to-one correspondence formulae, Eqs.([d7) and ([£.8) with Propositions
and [4.17

Let us make small two remarks at the tail end of this paper. Using our method, we can
completely classify the boundary conditions of all self-adjoint extensions of the minimal
Schrodinger operator, too [19]. In the Dirac operator’s case, there is no effect of the length
of junction in the boundary condition. However, in the Schrodinger operator’s case, we
can find it in the boundary condition. We have not understand any strictly physical reason
why the Schrodinger particle feels the length 2A of the junction, but the Dirac particle
does not. We conjecture that the speed of the particle is concerned with the reason.
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