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ONE-DIMENSIONAL SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH
SINGULAR POTENTIALS: A SCHWARTZ
DISTRIBUTIONAL FORMULATION
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ABSTRACT. Using an extension of the Hormander product of distribu-
tions, we obtain an intrinsic formulation of one-dimensional Schrédinger
operators with singular potentials. This formulation is entirely defined
in terms of standard Schwartz distributions and does not require (as
some previous approaches) the use of more general distributions or gen-
eralized functions. We determine, in the new formulation, the action and
domain of the Schrédinger operators with arbitrary singular boundary
potentials. We also consider the inverse problem, and obtain a general
procedure for constructing the singular (pseudo) potential that imposes
a specific set of (local) boundary conditions. This procedure is used to
determine the boundary operators for the complete four-parameter fam-
ily of one-dimensional Schrédinger operators with a point interaction.
Finally, the § and &’ potentials are studied in detail, and the correspond-
ing Schrodinger operators are shown to coincide with the norm resolvent
limit of specific sequences of Schrodinger operators with regular poten-
tials.
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1. INTRODUCTION.

Let Hy = —D? be the free Schrodinger operator with domain in the
Sobolev-Hilbert space H2(R) C £2(R), and let S be its symmetric restriction
to the set Z(R\{0}) of smooth functions with support on a compact subset of
R\{0}. The self-adjoint (s.a.) extensions of S are usually called Schrdinger
operators with point interactions [2} 4, [IT]. We shall denote them generically
by L. In the one-dimensional case they form a four-parameter family of
operators, each of which is characterized by two boundary conditions at
x = 0. These objects yield exactly solvable models [2] [4, [5] 6, 8 11, 12 26,
[38, 45] and have been widely used in applications in quantum mechanics
(e.g. in models of low-energy scattering [3| 13} 14} 35] and quantum systems
with boundaries [22) 23, 24], 27], 32]), condensed matter physics [10] [17), 25]
and, more recently, on the approximation of thin quantum waveguides by

quantum graphs [I], 15, [16], 20].
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An interesting topic is the relation between the operators L and the ad-
ditive perturbations of the operator Hy by sharply localized potentials. The
books [2], [, 37] and the papers [0, [7, 111, 26], [30] 39} 42, 44 [46] [48] provide
a detailed discussion and an extensive list of references on this subject. In
the present work we will address the problem, that emerges naturally in this
context, of constructing a boundary potential formulation of the operators
L that is entirely defined in terms of standard Schwartz distributions.

LetAus consider this problem in moreAdetail. The aim is to determine, for
each L, a boundary potential operator B = B-, acting by multiplication by
a Schwartz distribution B (called the boundary potential), and such that:

(1.1) L=Hy+B

where I;TO = —D? is defined in the generalized sense. Since E?[) = §¢
for all ¢ € D(5) = 2(R\{0}), the distribution B has to be supported at
x = 0 (assuming that the product - is local). Hence, for ¢ € D(E), the
term BT/J will in general stand for the product of a singular distribution
by a discontinuous function. Such a product is not well defined within the
standard theory of Schwartz distributions and so, unless some additional
structure is introduced, the r.h.s. of (1.1) has only a formal meaning.

A common interpretation of the formal operator ﬁo + B is that it stands
for the limit (e.g. in the norm resolvent sense) of sequences of operators of
the form

(1.2) H,=Hy+B, , B,=B,

where B,, belongs to some space of regular functions and satisfies B,, — B
in 2'. Sequences of this kind have been used in many applications, (see, for
instance, [30] and the references therein), and their convergence properties
were studied for particular cases [11 [15] 16} 18], B0} [44] 47, [48]. Unfortunately,
the relation between the convergence of By, in 2" and the convergence of
the associated operators H,, in the norm resolvent is not straightforward
[12, 28, 29, [48], 49]. One finds that different sequences of regular potentials,
converging to the same distribution, may lead to sequences of operators (1.2)
converging to distinct operators. The case B = § was studied in detail. It
was found that the formal operator Hy + ¢ stands (in the sense above) for,
at least, a one-parameter family of distinct s.a. Schrodinger operators with
a point interaction [30, [44] [49].

An interesting problem is then whether the operators ﬁo + B admit an
intrinsic formulation in terms of distributions and also, whether such for-
mulation coincides with the norm resolvent limit of suitable sequences of
Schrodinger operators with regular potentials. The first of these problems
was addressed by P. Kurasov [39] (and extended to higher order linear op-
erators by Kurasov and Boman [40]) using a theory of distributions acting
on discontinuous test functions (see also [chapter 3, [4]] and [41l 42]). Let
us denote by K the set of C*°(R\{0})-functions that display (together with
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all their derivatives) finite lateral limits at x = 0, and let K be the set of
K-functions with bounded support. The set of Kurasov distributions is the
dual of K, denoted by K’. As usual, one can introduce most of the alge-
braic operations in K’. One can also introduce a distributional derivative
Dy._and, more importantly, a product xx of an element of K’ by an element
of K. This product is defined for all F' € K’ and ¢ € K by:

(F*K¢,5>:<F,¢f> ) VEGK:

where (, ) denotes the distributional bracket. Using the product xx one
may define the Kurasov boundary operators E;aﬁ = By *x ¥ where By is a
Kurasov distribution. It turns out that by considering a simple extension of
the product x¢, the complete four parameter family of Schrodinger operators
L can be written in the form (1.1) with B = Bx*x and Bx a (pseudo)
potential (since in general it also involves the operator D) from K’ [4], 39)].

Besides Kurasov’s product, the Colombeau formalism [19] has also been
used [9] to obtain a precise definition of the boundary potential operators
B. One should notice, however, that both formalisms are defined outside
from the space of Schwartz distributions, which renders the formulation of
the Schrodinger operators considerably more intricate than in the standard
Schwartz case. For instance, the Kurasov operators Hx = —DIQC + By are
written in terms of distributions in K’ and the new derivative operator Di.
It turns out that Dy is a complicated object that does not satisfy the stan-
dard properties of a derivative operator (it does not satisfy the Leibnitz rule,
it does not reproduce the derivative of functions for smooth regular distribu-
tions and the derivative of a constant is not zero [39]). Moreover, Kurasov’s
formulation yields operators of the form H x: K — K and so H kv ¢ 7',
not even for ¢ € 2. If one needs to produce standard distributional results
(like when modelling point interactions), in the end one has to project down
to 2’ the results of the formulation in K’.

An alternative approach would be to use intrinsic products of Schwartz
distributions in the definition of B. Such products have been used in the
past to obtain consistent formulations of ordinary and partial differential
equations with singular terms [34] [43]. However, and up to our knowledge,
this approach has never been considered in the context of Schrodinger op-
erators with singular potentials.

The main goal of this paper is then to follow the latter approach and show
that a rigorous formulation of the operators Ho + B can be obtained strictly
within the framework of the Schwartz distributional theory. Our approach
rests upon the definition of an intrinsic multiplicative product of Schwartz
distributions that we shall denote by *. This product was originally defined
and studied in [21]. It constitutes a generalization (to the case of possibly
intersecting singular supports) of the Hérmander product of distributions
with non-intersecting singular supports (pag.55, [33]). The product * is as-
sociative, distributive, non-commutative and local. It satisfies the Leibnitz
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rule with respect to the Schwartz distributional derivative D, and repro-
duces the usual product of functions for regular distributions. Contrary to
what happens in the Colombeau and Kurasov cases, the product * is defined
(and is an inner operation) in a subspace of 2’. This subspace, endowed
with the product * and the Schwartz distributional derivative D,, becomes
an associative differential algebra that contains Kurasov’s function space K
and, more importantly, all the distributional derivatives of the elements of
K.

Using the product * we can define the boundary potential operators
(1.3) B = 1) x By + B % ¢
for an arbitrary pair By, Bs of Schwartz distributions with support on a finite
set. The operators B are extensions of the operators B- where B = By + By
and - is the standard product of a distribution by a test function. In par-
ticular, they are well-defined on the spaces of discontinuous functions that
are important for studying point interactions. Let us denote the association
between the operators B (L3)) and the corresponding boundary potentials
B =B+ By by B+ B. Notice that different choices of the pair B, B
(satisfying By + By = B) yield different operators B , and so the association
B ¢ B is not one-to-one.

More generally, we can also define the boundary pseudo potential operators

(1.4) By = }:D%3DJ

1,j=0

where B\ij are boundary potential operators of the form (L3]). The operators
(I4]) will be use to construct a boundary pseudo potential formulation of
all s.a. Schroédinger operators L.

The operators of the form ([L3]) and (I4]) are particular examples of bound-
ary operators. We use this terminology to denote an arbitrary linear operator
B for which exists a finite set I C R, such that

(1.5) supp By C I, Y eD(B)C 7 .

In this paper we study several properties of the operators ﬁo +B , when B
is an operator of the form ([3]), (I4) or (L5). In the next section we review,
for the convenience of the reader, the definition and the main properties of
the distributional product proposed in [21]. In section 3, we prove that
the operators E, given by (L3]), can be equivalently defined as weak oper-
ator limits of particular sequences of operators of multiplication by smooth
functions; these sequences converge in 2’ to the associated boundary po-
tential B. In section 4, we prove some general results about the operators
of the form Hy + B, when B is an arbitrary boundary operator (CH). In
particular, we determine their action and domain, explicitly. In section 5,
we develop a general method for finding a boundary pseudo potential op-
erator (L4 that imposes a specific given set of boundary conditions. This
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method is then used to obtain a boundaryApseudo potential formulation of
all one-dimensional Schrédinger operators L. We also show that such a rep-
resentation is not possible (for all L) if only boundary potential operators of
the form (I3]) are used. Finally, in section 6, we study the operators (L3)
in detail. For an arbitrary boundary potential B = ad(x) + bd' (x), we deter-
mine which operators Ho =+ B where B ¢ B, are s.a. and conversely, which
s.a. operators L admit a boundary potential representation. The particular
cases B = ad(z) and B = bd'(x), a,b € R, are then studied in detail. We
show that they yield families of Schrédinger operators that coincide (exactly
in the first case, and to a large extend in the second case) with the families
of norm resolvent limit operators that were obtained in [29] 30].

Notation. Operators are denoted by letters with a hat and distributions
by capital roman letters (F', G...). The exception is the Dirac measure ¢.
Generic functions are denoted by lower case Greek letters (i, ¢, £...). Lower
case roman letters from the middle of the alphabet (f, g, h...) are reserved
for continuous functions and those from the end of the alphabet (s, t, u...)
for smooth functions of compact support. Capital Greek letters (9, =...)
denote open subsets of R. The functional spaces are denoted by calligraphic
capital letters (L£L2(2), H2(2), 2(Q)...). When Q = R we usually write only
L% H?, 7, etc. The domain of an operator A is written D(f/l\) and the
statement A C B means, as usual, that D(A) C D(B) and Ay = By for all

e D(A ).
2. A MULTIPLICATIVE PRODUCT OF SCHWARTZ DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section we review the main properties of the multiplicative product
of distributions * that was proposed in [2I]. For details and proofs the reader
should refer to [21].

We start by presenting some basic definitions. Let the nth order singular
support of a distribution F' € 2’ (denoted n-sing supp F') be the closed set of
points where F'is not a C"-function. More precisely: let €2 C R be the largest
open set for which there is f € C™(€2) such that F|q = f (where F|q denotes
the restriction of F' to Z(Q2)). Then n-sing supp F' = R\2. This definition
generalizes the usual definition of singular support of a distribution. We
have, of course, m-sing supp F C n-sing supp F for all m < n and oco-sing
supp F' = sing supp F.

Another useful concept is the order of a distribution [36]: we say that
F € 2" is of order n (and write n = ord F) iff F' is the nth order distribu-
tional derivative (but not a lower order distributional derivative) of a regular
distribution.

Let now C be the space of piecewise n times continuously differentiable
functions: ¢ € Cy iff there is a finite set I C R such that ¢ € C"(R\/) and

the lateral limits lim o YU () exist and are finite for all zg € I and all
j-order derivatives of ¥, with j =0,..,n
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Finally, let F" be the space of distributions F' € 2’ such that supp F is
a finite set and ord F' < n + 1.
A distributional extension of the sets C) is then given by:

Definition 2.1. Let A" = Cj © F", where the elements of C}} are regarded

as distributions. Moreover, the space of distributions of the form F'|q, where
F e A", is denoted by A"(Q2).

We remark that only the spaces A” and A! (and their restrictions .A°(Q)
and A'(Q2)) will be used in the rest of the paper (sections 3 to 6). Hence, for
the remainder of this and the next sections, the reader may always assume
that n =0, 1.

Let us then consider the definition of A". We have, of course, C} C A" C
2'. All the elements of A™ are distributions of order (at most) n+1 and finite
nth order singular support. They can be written in the form F' = Ap + f,
where Ap € F" and f € C;. The next Theorem states this property in a
more explicit form:

Theorem 2.2. F' € A" iff there is a finite set I = {x1,...,x,} associated
with a set of open intervals ; = (x;,x41), © = 0,..,m (where g = —0o0
and Tpy,41 = +00) such that (xq, is the characteristic function of €;):

(2.1) F = chmé(”(iﬂ—l‘l) +ZfiXQi
=0

i=1 j=0
for some c;; € C and f; € C". We have, necessarily, n-sing supp I’ C I.

The product * will be defined in the spaces A". First, we recall some
basic definitions about products of distributions. Let = C R be an open set.
The standard product of F' € 2'(E) by g € C*(Z) is defined by

(Fg,t) = (F,gt) , Yte 2(2).

Moreover, this product is also well-defined for all pairs F' € A"(E), g €
C"(E), where n € Ny (because ord F' <n + 1 and gt € C}(E)).

The Hormander product of distributions generalizes the previous product
to the case of two distributions with finite and disjoint singular supports
(pag.55, [33]). We present a slightly more general definition which we call
the extended Hormander product.

Definition 2.3. For n € Ny, let F,G € A™ be two distributions such that
n-sing supp F and n-sing supp G are finite disjoint sets. Then there exists
a finite open cover of R (denote it by {Z; C R, i = 1,..,d}) such that, on
each open set Z;, either F or G is a C"(Z;)-function. Hence, on each Z;,
the two distributions can be multiplied using the previous product of a A"-
distribution by a C™-function. The extended Hormander product of F' by G
is then defined as the unique distribution F' - G € A™ that satisfies:

F- G’El = F’EiG’Ei , 1=1,..,d.
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Finally, the new product * generalizes the extended Hérmander product
to the case of an arbitrary pair of distributions in A™:

Definition 2.4. The multiplicative product = is defined for all F,G € A™
by:
F*G:Iiﬁ]lF(a;)'G(a:—i—e),

where the product in F(x)-G(x +€) is the extended Hormander product and
the limit is taken in the distributional sense.

The explicit form of F' * G is given in Theorem 2.5 below and the main
properties of x are stated in Theorem 2.6. Let F,G € A™ and let Ir and Ig
be the n-singular supports of F' and G, respectively. Let I = Ir U I and
write explicitly I = {x1,..,z,,} (assuming z; < x;11). Define the open sets
Q; = (z,zi41), i = 0,..,m (with zp = —oc0 and z,+1 = +00). Then, in
view of Theorem 2.2, F' and G can be written in the form:

F = ZZaijé(j)(x—xi)-i-ZfiXQi
=0

i=1 j=0

(2.2) G = YD ez —w)+ > gixa,
=0

i=1 j=0
where f;,g9; € C"(R) and a;; =0 if 2; ¢ I or if j > ord F', and likewise for
G. Then we have:

Theorem 2.5. Let F,G € A" be written in the form (2.2). Then F x G is
given explicitly by

FxG=73 % laygi(x) +bijfim1(@)] - 6V (x — i) + Y figixe,

i=1 j=0 i=0
and FFxG € A",

The main properties of * are summarized in the following

Theorem 2.6. The product * is an inner operation in A", it is associative,
distributive, non-commutative and it reproduces the extended Hormander
product of distributions if the n-singular supports of F' and G do not inter-
sect. Since A™ is not closed with respect to the distributional derivative Dy,
the Leibnitz rule is valid only under the condition that D, F, D,G € A™.

3. THE SHIFTING DELTA OPERATORS

Using the spaces A™ and the product *, we can now define the following
sets of operators:

Definition 3.1. (1) Let n € Ng. The set of all boundary potential operators
of the form (I3):
B:DB)C P — P'; Byp=1p* B+ Byx
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where By, By € A™ and By, By have finite support, is denoted by An. We
notice that Uj>p Al C D(B). Moreover, A" C A™ for all n < m.

(2) The set of all boundary pseudo potential operators (1.4) of the form:
(31) B:D(B)C P — 9'; By = Bt + ByDytp + Dy BsDytp
where 31 c A and Bg,Bg € AO, is denoted by P. We notice that UZ-Zl.Ai -
D(B).

(3) The linear operators B : D(B) C 9' — @' that satisfy (I3) are called

boundary operators. The set of all boundary operators is denoted by B.

We have, of course, A° ¢ A ¢ P C B. In this section, we will study two
important families of boundary potential operators:

Definition 3.2. Forn € Ny and xg € R let:
8 (x0) : A" — A" F — 8\ (20)F = 60 ( — o) * F
(’5\(71)( 0) s A" — A F—)én)( 0)F = F 0™ (2 — ).

We call /5\(n) (zo) the nth-order right shifting delta, and § 5
left shifting delta. For n = 0, we simply write 5+ (zo) and
we write gsr") and (5_").

) the nth-order

(0
d_(xg); forxg =0

We have gi") (z) € A™. We also notice that, since 6™ (z — z¢) € A™ for

all m > n, the operators gi") (o) can be extended to A™, for all m > n.
These operators satisfy the following basic properties:

(1) Let us define
3" (@) : C" — 2’5 f— 8" (wo) f = 6™ (x — wo) - f

where - is the extended Hérmander product. The operator 5m) (zp) is just
the standard operator of ”multiplication by the n-order derivative of a Dirac
delta”. We have explicitly

mn

(32) @ —w0) L= () (fi)ao) | Vi€ D
Since, for all f € C™ (cf. Theorem 2.5),
8 (@ —xo) % f = f* 60 (@ —x0) = 0™ (2 — ) - f

we have N
3" (o) f = 60 (wo) f = 8™ (z0)f , Vfec

and so the operators gsr )(:170) and 0 (zo) are extensions of 5 (o) to the

space A".
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(2) For all n € Ny, both 5 (x0) and ZSY‘) (x0) can be cast as weak operator
limits of one-parameter families of (operators of multiplication by) smooth
functions. Let us set zg = 0. For every € > 0, let v. € Z be a non-negative
and even function with support on [—¢, €] and such that fj;o ve(z) dz = 1.
Since

lim(v., t) =t(0) , Vte 2
el0

we have, in the sense of distributions, lim, o ve(z) = d(x).
Now consider the operators (n € Ny, € > 0):

(3.3) o A" — A" F(z) — 0 F(z) = o™ (z —€) - F(x)

where - is the extended Hormander product. In the distributional sense, we
have once again

lm o™ (2 — €) = 5
i v (x —¢) =0"(x)
for all n € Ng. On the other hand, in the operator sense, we get:

Theorem 3.3. For all n € Ny, the one parameter family <5§n))( 0 con-
€>
verges, in the weak operator sense, to the operator S\E:L); i.e.
— lim 5™ = 5",
w Elfg Ve b
Proof. Let us start by considering the case n = 0. Let F € A% and t € 2.
We have

leiﬁ)l@EF’ t) = leiﬁ}(z)e(x —¢€)- F(z),t(x))

(3.4) = leii{;(F(x), ve(x — €)t(x))
2¢
= 161%1 ; ve(x — €) f(x)t(z) dx

where we used the fact that ve(x —e) = 0 for all z ¢ (0, 2¢) and also that, for
sufficiently small € > 0, there is a function f € C° such that F' |(0726) =f |(072 o
(cf. Theorem 2.2).
Setting g = ft € C°, we get
2e
lim ve(x — €)g(z) dz

el0 Jo
2e 2e
~im [ [ eda =gt + [ ute - ot - 0)]
2e
~0) +tiy [ o= ) olo) — g0)] .

Now, for every € > 0, let

ME: — 0 d € — i - 0 .
(B )~ O end e = gy, o) = 900)
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Since ve(z — €) is non-negative, we have for all € > 0

me < /O " o — ) lgle) — 9(0)] dx < M,

and since lim¢ o M, = lim¢ o m. = 0, we get
2e
lim ve(x —€) [g(x) — g(0)] dz = 0.
el0 Jo
Hence

lim(.7,1) = g(0) = f(0)1(0)..

The generalization of this result to n € N is easily obtained. Notice first

that the equation (3.4]) is also valid if we replace v, by 5£n) and require that

F € A™ (in which case f,g € C"). Integrating by parts, it follows that

2¢ 2¢
lim UE”) (r—€)g(z)dzr = (—1)" lim ve(:n—e)g(") (x)dx = (—1)"9(") (0).
el0 Jo el0 Jo
Finally, from Definition and Theorem 2.5, we also have:

nd"

d:n—"(ft)(o)’ Vie 9

500F =50 () - fx) = (1 F,t) = (-1)

and so w — lim¢ g @én) = gg_"), for all n € Ny.

If we re-define
o AT — A" F(z) — 0WF = 0™ (z +€) - F(2)

then we also have
5

w — lim o™ =

€l0
for all n € Np.
Moreover, if we combine e (x + €) and e (r — €), we easily obtain
one-parameter families of smooth functions that converge in 2’ to 6™ (z)

co™(z—e) + (1 — )™ (z+¢) 7, ) (x) , ceR
and which in the weak operator sense converge to

w — liﬁ)l [cvé")(x —€) - +1 =)™ (z+e)| = 054_") +(1- c)g(_n) .

Finally, we notice that every boundary potential operator Be Ais given

by a linear combination of the operators ;%rm) 5t

and , m < n. Hence, ev-

ery B € A" can also be written as the weak operator limit of sequences of
operators of multiplication by smooth functions. The associated sequence
of smooth functions converges in 2’ to B = By + By <+ B.

(3) Since the Sobolev-Hilbert spaces H?(R.) satisfy
H2(Ry) = YR, [7—[2] and H?cCl,
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we have H*(R_) & H*(R;) C C} C A" and D,[H*(R_) & H*(Ry)] c A°.
Hence, the three operators (5i( ) (5i( ) and (5i( )D are well defined on
H2(R_) @ H%(R,). The same is then true for all BeP.
A general element of H2(R_) @ H%(R,) can be written as:
Y= xXr_V_ + xR, VUt
where 1+ € H2. Then we have explicitly

dutp(z) = 8(x) - a(x) = 8(x)1hs (0)
(3.5) Fyp(z) = 0'(x) - v (a) = &' ()11 (0) — ()9 (0)
5uDp(x) = 8() - Pl (x) = 8(a)3 (0) .

4. ONE-DIMENSIONAL BOUNDARY OPERATORS: GENERAL RESULTS

Let ﬁo = —D? be the one-dimensional free Schrédinger operator with
domain on the Sobolev-Hilbert space H2. As before, let S be its symmetric
restriction to the domain Z(R\{0}) and let S* be the adjoint of S. In this
section we prove some general results about one-dimensional Schrodinger
operators with arbitrary boundary operators:

(4.1) Z:DH)CL?— L% H=Hy+B

where B € B. _More precisely, we show that every Z of the previous form
satisfies Z C S* and we determine the maximal domain of Z in terms of
the operator B, explicitly. Moreover, we show that S* can be written in
the previous form (Z1]), and determine the associated boundary operator

E, explicitly. R
Here, and from now on, Hy is defined in the generalized sense
Ho:L*— 2'; Hy=-D2.
Moreover, the maximal domain of an arbitrary operator 7 is defined to be
Diax(Z) = {1 € L% : Zyp € £}

where the condition 2¢ € £2 means precisely that: i) 2¢ is well-defined as
a distribution in 2’ and ii) there exists ¢ € £2 such that Zi) = ¢, weakly.
We start by proving the following general result:

Lemma 4.1. Let Z = ﬁo + B where B € B is an arbitrary boundary
operator. Then the maximal domain of Z satisfies

Dinax(Z) S H(R-) @ H?(Ry).

Proof. We have 1) € Dpyax(Z ) iff v € £L2ND(B ) and there exists ¢ € £?
such that Zvy = ¢ in the weak sense. This implies that

> _ (_D:%¢)| _ = Olr_
<Z¢=t> - <¢7 t>7 vt e Q(R\{O}) And { (_D%Q/)) |E+ = ¢|R+
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where the identities are in the distributional sense and we used the fact
that supp By C {0}. It follows from (—Dgw)h&[ = —-D? (zp]Ri) and
Grubb’s [Theorem 4.20, Remark 4.21 [31]] that ¢, € H?(R_), and likewise
Ylg, € H2(R,). Since ¢ € L2 = L2(R_) ® L%(R,), we conclude that
Y € H2(R_) @ H?(R,) and so:
Diax(Z) € H2(R_) & HA(R,).
U

A natural question is then whether Z - S*. First we show that S* is
itself of the form (A1)). Recall that the domain of S* is [2] [4, [6] [§]:

D(5*) = H2(R_) @ H2(R,) C L2
and that all ) € H?(R_) @& H?(R,) can be written in the form:
Y= xXr_V- + xRVt
where 1_, 1, € H?. Moreover, S* acts as:
s [XR_¥— + XR V4] = —XR_VL — XR, P}

where, as usual, 1" = D21).
Let us define the operators

B sam — A F— 50 -5 F
and introduce the notation 3 = B(O) and B’ = 3(1). Then
Theorem 4.2. The adjoint of§ s given by
(4.2) S* = Hy+ 28D, + 3

and the domain of S* coincides with the mazimal domain of the expression
on the right hand side,

D(§*) = { € L2: (Ho+2BD, + By € £7}.
Proof. Consider the action of D2 on v € D(g*):
D:% [XR, Y-+ XR+¢+]
=xr_ V" + xr, W +26(z) [ — ] + 6 (2) [y — ¥_]

and let us re-express the r.h.s in terms of the operators S\i and ;5\/17
D2 =S — 2 [& _ S_} W — [S; . 3’_} b .

Using the operators 3 and E’ we immediately obtain (£.2]).

It remains to prove that the maximal domain of the r.h.s. of (£2) is
H2(R_) @ H?(R,). Let us set B = ZBDQD + B’. Since supp §¢ C {0} for
all2¢ € D(E), it follows from Lemma 1] that Dmax(ﬁo + E) CHAYR.) @
HA(RL).
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Moreover, if ¢ € H2(R_) @ H?(R,) then ¢ = yr_t_ + xR, ¥+ for some
Y,y € H? and
(Ho+ 28Dy + B = —xw v — xw. ¥ € L7
Hence, Duax(Ho + 28D, + ') = HA(R_) & HA(Ry) = D(S¥). 0
We are now able to prove the main result of this section:
Theorem 4.3. Let B € B be an arbitrary boundary operator and let
Z :Dmax(Z) C L2 — L%, Z=Hy+B.
Then Z - §*, and
Dumax(Z) = Ker F 0 (H*(R-) & H2(R4))
where
(4.3) F=-23D, -3 +B.
Proof. Since supp Ew C {0} for all ¢ € D(E), we have from Lemma [4.1]
Dmax(Z) € HA(R_) & HA(R4).
It follows from Theorem (and the definition of Z) that on Dmax(Z)
Z=5"-28D, -3 +B=5+F

where F is given by (4.3)). Since supp F 1 C {0}, the term F 1) is a linear
combination of a Dirac delta and its derivatives and so

¥ € Duax(Z) = (S* + F)p € L2 = Fip =0.
Hence, Dmax(f ) C Ker F. Conversely
peKer F N (HAR) @HA(Ry)) = Zop = 5 € L2,
We conclude that Dyax(Z) = Ker F N (H*(R-) ® H*(Ry)) and 7Z C 5%
O

5. ONE-DIMENSIONAL SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH POINT
INTERACTIONS

Let now Z denote an arbitrary restriction of S* to a domain characterized
by two local boundary conditions at = 0:

(5.1) 7Z:D(Z) C L2 — L2 Zop = S*p
D(Z) = { € H*(R-) ®HA(Ry) : fi(¥+(0),¢:(0)) =0, = 1,2}
where 11.(0) = (14 (0),%—(0)), ¥/(0) = (¢, (0),%'_(0)) and f; : C* — C,

i = 1,2, are linear functions.
In this section we show that every operator Z can be written in the form

(5.2) Z=Hy+B
D(Z) = Dyax(Ho + B)
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where B € P is a boundary pseudo potential operator of the form (B.1I).

The one-dimensional Schrodinger operators with point interactions L are
all of the form (5.I)). For each E, we will calculate a boundary pseudo
potential representation (5.2]) explicitly (Corollaries [5.4] and [£.0)).

We remark that for each Z (1)) there are, in general, several different
operators B € P such that (B2) is valid. This will be shown explicitly for
the operator L with Dirichlet boundary conditions at z = 0 (Corollaries [5.4]
and 5.0). In the next section, the non-uniqueness of B will be studied in
more detail.

A natural question is whether the operators Z (or at least the operators
E) admit a (simpler) boundary potential representation (and not only a
boundary pseudo potential representation), i.e. a representation of the form
(B2) with B € A'. While this is true for a large class of operators L (see
Theorems [6.2] and [6.4] in the next section) the following Theorem shows
that it is not true for all L not even if we only require B to be of the form

@) with By = 0.

Theorem 5.1. The set of operators Z = Hy + B (5.2) where B is of the
form (31) with B3 = 0, does not contain all s.a. extensions ofS

Proof. If B; = 0 then Bt = Byt + Boty! and F = —28D, — B' + B, given
by ([@3)), is also of the form
Fyp = Fiap + Fyyf
for some 1?’1 € A! and 1?’2 € .%TO
On the other hand, if Z C S* then supp By C {0} for all ¢y € D(B). The

same is then true for Fl, F2 and so
F\i = ai5_ + bi6+ + Cig/_ + dzgg_
for some a;,b;,¢;,d; € C,i=1,2 and Cg = do = 0.
We have from Theorem B3] that D(Z) = Ker F N (H*(R-) ® H(R,))
and so ¢ € D(Z) satisfies:

Fip =0 <= 8(2) f1 (s (2), Wi (2) + ' (2) fo (¥ (2)) =

for some linear functions f; : C* — C and f, : C> — C. This is equivalent
to:

3(z) [A(v£(2), () — f2(¥(@))] + Do [0(2) fo (v ()] =

The two terms on the L.h.s. are linear independent and so:

{ J1(¥+(0),94(0)) — f2(¢4(0)) =
f2(£(0)) =

These conditions are unable to implement any two boundary conditions that
involve two linear independent combinations of ¢’ (0) and ¢/, (0). This is
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the case, for instance, of the conditions:
Y (0) =0 and YL (0) =

which correspond to the operator L with Neumann boundary conditions at
both sides of the boundary at x = 0. Hence, it is not possible to construct

a boundary potential formulation of all operators L.
O

We remark that the more general possibility Eg € ﬁl\ﬁo cannot be
considered, because then H2(R_) @ H2(Ry) € D(ByD,). Instead, By € A°,
which implies ﬁg € A% and so co =dy = 0.

Our approach to obtain the representation (5.2]) is then based on the
following general result, which is a Corollary of Theorem (4.3}

Corollary 5.2. Let Z C 5. If exists
F:DFYCP — 9

such that:
(i) supp ﬁl/) C {0} for ally € D(ﬁ); R
(i) Ker (F) N (H2(R_) & H2(R,)) = D(2),

then Z admits the representation
(5.3) Z:D(Z)cL>—r* Z=Hy+B

D(Z) = Dmax(Ho + B)
where
B=28D,+78 +F.
Proof. Tt follows from the definition of B that if supp F ¥ C {0} for all
€ D(F), then also supp By C {0} for all ¢ € D(B).
Consider the operator ﬁo + B. From Theorem 3]

Dynaz(Ho + B) = Ker (B — 28D, — ) N (H2(R-) & H(R,))

= Ker (F)N (HX(R-) & HA(Ry)) = D(Z)
which proves the second formula in (5.3)).
Since, by assumption, Z C S*, and from Theorem 43l also Hy + B C S*,
we conclude that Z = Hy + B.
U

The main point in determining a boundary operator representation for all
operators Z (G10) is then to determine, for each Z a suitable operator F.In
general, there are many possible choices of the operator F (and consequently
of E) Since every 7 is characterized by two boundary conditions at x = 0,
one natural possibility is the following:
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Theorem 5.3. Let Z be the operator (21), and let
F=F +D,F
where R
Fi:H*R)oH*R)CcA' — 2 | i=1,2
are the linear operators acting as (gi = (54_,3_)):
Fp = fi(0x,0:Dy)0)
and f; : C* — C, i =1,2 are the linear functions that impose the boundary

conditions of D(Z 7) (ﬂ)
Then F satisfies the conditions (i) and (ii) of Corollary [5.2:

(i) supp Fl/JC{O} for all ¢ € D(F); R
(ii) Ker F 0 (H2(R-) & H2(Ry)) = D(Z).
Proof. We start by noticing that for all ¢ € D(ﬁ)

Erp = 6(x) fi((0),94.(0), i=1,2.
Hence, supp (F;1b) C {0} and the condition (i) is satisfied. Moreover,

b € Ker F <= 6(x) f1 (1= (0), ¢, (0)) + &' (= )f2(¢i( ), 1 (0) =
= f1(¥+(0),94(0)) = fo(1h1(0),91(0)) = 0.

Hence, Ker (F) N (H*(R-) ® H2(Ry)) = D(Z) and so F also satisfies the
condition (ii).

O

We conclude from Corollary and the previous Theorem that each

operator A (51)) admits a boundary pseudo potential representation of the
form (5.2), with

B=p428D, + f1(0+,0+D,) + Dy fo(6x,0+D,) .

Boundary pseudo potential representation of the operators L. The
previous results are now used to determine a boundary pseudo potential
representation for each E, explicitly. It is also shown, using a particular
example, that each L may admit more than one representation of the form
(52)) and, in particular, it may admit a simpler boundary potential represen-
tation (this question will be studied in detail in the next section).

All operators L are s.a. restrictions of S* of the form of Z GI). The
two boundary conditions that characterize D(E) can be separating, in which
case they can be written as [39] [45]:

G {0 Thuoe et eRA0.0)

and lead to confining Schrédinger operators of the form L=L_® E+:
L-®Ly:DIL)oD(Ly) — L% ¢ — (Lo d Ly =5
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where
D(Ly) = {ts = xp, ¥ : ¥ € H? Aayd!(0) = biap(0)} .

Notice that L. are s.a. extensions of the restrictions of Hy to Z(R.), [24].
The operators L of the form L_ EBEJF commute with the projection operators
XR, = XR, - and provide a "global” description of quantum systems confined
to either of the domains R_ or R [24].

The other possibility is that the s.a. boundary conditions are interacting

(a,c €R, beC: (14+b)(1—b)—ac+#0), [6]:

(5.5) { $(07) =4(07) = a(¥(07) +¢/(07)) + b (¥(07) +4(07))
P'(07) —=4'(07) = e (1(07) +4(07)) —b(¥'(07) +¢'(07))
in which case they relate the values of the wave function at the two sides
(/)\f the Poundary. The associated operator L cannot be written in the form
L_ @ Ly. This kind of operators describe quantum systems formed by
two sub-systems which are not isolated from each other (as in the case of
separating boundary conditions) but instead display some sort of interaction
at their common boundary.
In this section we construct a boundary pselido potential formulation of

both the separating and interacting operators L. Using the prescription of
Theorem (.3 we get

Corollary 5.4. The separating Schrodinger operators can be written in the
form:

L% : D% C > — % L°=Hy+B°
D(LY) = Dunax(Ho + BY)
where
BS HAR.) & HXRy) — 9, BS=28D, + B +FS
and
FS:HYRO) @ HE(Ry) — 2, FS=FS+ D,F5
FY MR @ HA(Ry) — 2/, FY =as6:Dy — bids
Proof. The proof follows from the Corollary since supp ﬁis ¥ C {0} and
FSyp =0 ﬁ;_fw =0 <= asd(2)Y (z) — bid(z)s(z) =0
= a1 (0) = bap1(0) =0
which shows that Ker F'S = D(LS). O

The previous result is valid for general separating boundary conditions.
For particular cases, the expression of s simplifies considerably. For in-
stance, for Dirichlet boundary conditions (i.e. ax = 0, by = 1) the operator
LS becomes

LP = —D? 428D, + B + FP
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where
FP=-5, -D,_.
As we have already pointed out, for each L, there are many possible

choices of the operator F. To illustrate this let us introduce the operator &
and its " derivatives” a(™:
am AT — Am & =5 5™

We then have, for instance

Corollary 5.5. The Schridinger operator satisfying Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions at both sides of the boundary at x = 0, i.e. w(Oi) =0, can also be
written as

LP:D(I”ycr?—r? LP=Hy+a-p
D(LP) = Dynax (Ho + & — ')
which yields a boundary potential representation of LD,
Proof. Let us define
FP 1RO HXRy) — 2/, FP =a—2D,3.
Then supp (ﬁQDw) C {0}, V¢ € D(ﬁQD) and

o0 = { G0 oy 2o = o =v-0=0.

Hence, Ker ﬁQD = D(ED ) and so ﬁQD satisfies the two conditions of Corollary
The proof is concluded by

Ho+2BDy + B +FP =Hy+a—f'.
O

Finally, let L be the Schrodinger operator satisfying the interacting
boundary conditions (5.5]) at = 0. A boundary potential representation of
L' can also be determined using the method of Theorem [5.3t

Corollary 5.6. The operators LT admit the representation
L':DI@"cr?—r? L'=Hy+B'
D(L') = Dax(Ho + B)
where
B 1RO @ H*(Ry) — 2', B! =ca — baD, + aD,aD, + bD,a .
Proof. Setting F= ﬁl + Dxﬁg with
Fi MR ®HA(Ry) — 9, F =cd —baD, — BD,
By 2RO @ HAR,) — 9, Fy=aaD, +ba—j
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we have supp Fvp C {0} for all ¢ € D(F), and
D(L") = Ker(F,) N Ker(Fy) = Ker(F).
It follows that
L' =8+ F =—-D2428D, + B + c& — baD, — BD, + Dy (adD, + ba — B)
= Hy+ B!
which concludes the proof. O

6. THE ad + b’ POTENTIAL

In this section we address a problem which, in some sense, is the inverse

of the one studied in the previous section. We are given a singular boundary
potentlal B and the aim is to determine the explicit form of the operators
H(] + B where B is a boundary operator associated with B.
__The cruc1al point here is the definition of the association between B and
B. Recall that the simplest definition B = B- (where - is the standard
product of a distribution by a test function; or some obvious extension of
it) yields boundary operators with very restricted domains.

Other ways of implementing the boundary potential B yield a richer struc-
ture. As we have already mentioned in the introduction, one possible inter-
pretation of H= Ho + . B is that it stands for the norm resolvent limit of a
sequence of operators Hn = Ho + Bn, where Bn = B, and B,, is a sequence
of regular potentials such that B,, — B in 2’. The case B = ad(z)+bd’ (z),
with a,b € R, has been extensively studied in the literature (see [30, 49] and
the references therein). It turns out that for B,, — B = ad(z) in Z’, the
norm resolvent limit of H,, is (for a large class of regular potentials B,,)

(6.1) Hys : D(Hus) C L2 — L2, ¢ — Hostp = S*9
D(ﬁ[aé) = {¢ € Hz(R—) 69/Hz(IR-l-) : { Z/((OO—:)):_%(I(()(;—)) — CLT,[)(O) }

and is independent of the particular sequence B,, such that B, — ad(x).

The case is different if B = bd’'(x). Golovaty, Man’ko and Hryniv [28|
29, B0] and Zolotaryuk [49] determined families of sequences B, — B,
displaying a single distributional limit B = bd’(x) but yielding, in the norm
resolvent sense, the family of limit operators:

(6.2) ﬁbglﬂ : ’D(ﬁbg/ﬂ) C ,C2 — £2, 1/1 — ]E\Iby,@l/J = §*1/J
D(Hyy p) = { € HAR)OH*(Ry) : (07) = 01p(07) A 03/(07) = ¢/(07)}
where the parameter 6 depends on the shape of the potentlals B,.

In this section we will study the Schrodlnger operators H = Ho + B
where B is a boundary potential operator in AL

B=1%B+ By %1
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with By, By € A'. The operator B provides a natural operator representa-
tion of the boundary potential B = By + By = ad(x) + bd'(x). Notice that
B is an extension of B- to A D H2(R_) ® H2(Ry).

In subsectlon 6.1, we obtain in Theorem [6.1] the explicit form of the op-
erators H = Hy + B. Then in Theorems [6.2] 6.4] and Corollary 6.3, we
determine which operators H are s.a. and conversely, which s.a. extensions
of S admit a boundary potential representation of the form H. We will see
that the two sets of operators (the ones of the form H= I;TO +B , and the
Schrédinger operators E) have a large intersection, but do not coincide, nor
one contains the other. In Theorems [6.2] and Corollary 6.3 we also
determine, for the s.a. case, the entire set of boundary potential operators
B € A! that yield a single operator L. Finally, in Theorem [6.5], we calculate
the sesquilinear form associated with H.

In subsection 6.2, we consider the particular cases B = ad(x) and B =
bd' (), and compare the results of the boundary operator formulations with
the results of the norm resolvent approach (Corollaries [6.0] and [6.8)).

6.1. Schrodinger operators with boundary potentials. Let Be Al
be of the form (L3) with B; = ¢;0(z) + b;0'(x), ¢;,b; € C, i = 1,2. Then:

(63) E = 01;5\_ + 623\4_ + blg/_ + bggg_

and B <+ B = c§(z) + b8'(x), where ¢ = ¢1 + ¢ and b = by + by. The
following Theorem completely characterizes the action and the domain of
the operators H = Hy + B.

Theorem 6.1. Let H = Hy + B where B is given by (63). Then
(i) H C 5%
(ii) ¥ € Do (H) iff ¥ € H2(R_) ® H2(R,) and

—C1 —C2 (bl — 1) (bg + 1)

(6.4) (bi+1) (br-1) 0 0 W

where we wrote, as usual, Y = xr_Y— + X, V4, P+ € H2.

Proof. Since supp By C {0} for all ¢y € D(B) = A, it follows from Theorem
3 that H C S*. Moreover, also from Theorem [4.3]

Dinae(H) = Ker F N (HA(R-) & HA(R,))
where F' is given by (4.3):
Fy = 28Dy~ B+ By
= 0(z) [erh— + cotoq + 207 — 24/ ] + &' (2) [(by + D)wo— + (ba — 1)by] .
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Since ¢ (z))r = D, (0(z)y) — 6(x)y)!,, we easily get:

Fp = 8(@) [ertp- + eathy — (b = Dol — (ba + 1)0,]
+Dz [6(z) ((br + 1)— + (b2 — 1)y )]
and so
S 19— (0) + c2p1.(0) = (br — 1) (0) — (b2 + 1))} (0) = 0
F¢_°‘:>{ (by + 1)Y—(0) + (b2 = 1)1+ (0) = 0 '
which is equivalent to the condition (G.4]).
U

A natural question is then which operators H= ]?Io + B are s.a., and
conversely, Whlch s.a. restrictions of §* admit a boundary potential rep-
resentation Hy 4+ B with B of the form ([63]). We start by recalling that

Z C S* is s.a. iff D(Z) C H2(R_) & H2(R.) is characterized by two sepa-
rating boundary conditions (&.4)):

(6.5) 0 by 0 —ay (e

P

in which case the operator is denoted by LS or, more explicitly, by LS

(0)
b 0 —a_ 0 +E8; =0 ; (a:l:7 bj:) € Rz\{(()?())}
0)

([l [l+,b b+)
Alternatively, Z might satisfy two interacting boundary conditions of the

form (B.5):

b1 6] | o
—c —c b—1) (b+1 Pi(0) |
(6:6) b+1) (b-1) a a P (0) | 0
¥4 (0)
a,ceR , beC: (b+1)(1—b)—ac#0

in which case the operator 7 is denoted by Lt or, more explicitly, by L( abc)’

The two followmg theorems study the relation between the operators
H= Ho + B and the s.a. operators LT and LS.

Theorem 6.2. (1) Let H = Hy + B where B is given by (6:3). For arbi-
trary (e, 2, bi,by) € C*, the operator H is an interacting s.a. Schrédinger
operator L( bey S S* iff either (1a) or (1b) holds true:

(Ia) bi = by, by # +1 and Im [cl(bl —1) —ca(by + 1)] = 0. In this case,

H= Lfabc) with:

b1 —I-El o— 201(b1 —-1)— 262(51 + 1)

67 a=0 , b=—11
6.7 by — by + 2 (by —by)? —

Alternatively:
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(1) by + b2 = 0, by # £1, and Im [%] = 0. In this case H = L{abc)
with:

(6.8) a=0 , b=0 , c=-to

2(1—b1)

(2) Conversely, Efabc) admits a boundary potential representation of the
form Hy + E, with B given by (623), iff one of the following holds true:

(2a) a = 0, b+b # 0 and b # +£1. Then B has parameters satisfying
the conditions:

20b+b—b —
(6.9) 1 . o= by
and
(6.10) (61,62) = (k’l/Xl,k‘Q/Xg) , k’l,k‘Q cC: k’l —I—k’g =c
where
b+b b+b b+b b+0
(6.11) ! A 45 2Ty 4b

(2b) a,b = 0. In this case the parameters (cy,c2,b1,by) € C* satisfy the
conditions:

by EC\{—l 1} , bo=-b , Cl+02:26(1—bl).

Proof. The operators Ll and H = H0+B are both restrictions of S*. Hence,
LI = H iff their domains are the same. This is true iff the boundary
conditions (6.4]) and (6.6]) are equivalent.

Since the two equations in (6.6)) are linearly independent, the two sets of
boundary conditions (6.4]) and (6.6]) are equivalent iff exists A1, Ao, p1, p2 € C
such that
(6.12)

)\1(—61, —co,b1 — 1,b0 + 1) + /Ll(bl + 1,60 — 1,0,0) = (—C, —c,b—1,b+ 1)

Aa(—c1, —¢2,b1 — 1,by + 1) + pa(by + 1,65 = 1,0,0) = (b+1,b — 1,a,a)

From the second equation, if a # 0 then b — 1 = by 4+ 1. Using the first
equation this implies that b — 1 = b+ 1, which is not possible. Hence, a = 0
and consequently Ao = 0. From the condition on the parameters a,b, ¢ (cf.

eq.([6.6])), we also have:
(14+b)(1—b) —ac#0=>b# +1.
The system (6.12]) then reduces to the simpler systems:

{Alcl—ul(bl-l-l) = C

6.13
( ) )\162 — /Ll(bg — 1) = C
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and

)\1(()1—1) = b-1 A ,ug(bl—l-l) = b+1

Since b # +1, the two latter systems imply
A17M2#0 ) b17b27é:l:1'

Adding and subtracting the two equations in the two latter systems:

b = l)\1(1)1 + b2) AM(be —by+2) = 2
6.14 - 2 A
(6.14) { b = Fpua(bi+bo) pa(by —b1 —2) = -2
Hence, by — by # £2 and
by + bo - b1 + by
6.15 b= ————— b= ——"—"~—.
( ) by — b1 +2 ’ by — b1 — 2
Then
b by + b b = b
1+ba . b + ba PN { baby bi1by
by — by +2 by — by — 2 by +ba = by +0by
and so:
(6.16) b = 52 V by = —by.
In the first case, from (G.I5]) and ([G.14):
by +b 2 -2

617) =T N2 -

b1 — b1 + 2 b1 — by +2 by — by —2
and in the second:

1 1

(6 18) b 0 ) 1 _bl n 1 ) 2 bl T 1

The previous formulas ([6.16]), (6.I7) and (6.18]) almost complete the proof of
the statements (1a) and (1b). It remains only to proof that, in the two cases
(6.16]), for arbitrary (c1,co) there exists uq and ¢ such that (6.I3]) holds.

We start by considering the first case by = by. Subtracting the two equa-
tions in (6.13]), and taking into account (6.I7]), we get:

- 2(02 —Cl)
M= =—"""
(b1 —b1)? —4

Replacing this result in (6.13]), we find
. 2¢1 (b - 1) — 2ca(by + 1) ‘
(by — b1)? — 4
Since c is real, the triple (c1, c2,b1) has to satisfy the condition
Im[e1(by — 1) — e2(b1 + 1)] = 0.

This concludes the proof of statement (1a) in the Theorem.
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We proceed by considering the second case in (G.I0): b1 + b = 0 and
by # +1. Adding and subtracting the two equations in ([6.1I3]), and taking
into account (G.I8]), we find

Cy — C1 c1 + ¢

M=ow—1 ° “~ 2(1—-n)
and, since c is real, ¢1, co should satisfy the condition
c1+ e
Im | ——=|=0.
" [2(1 - bl)}
This concludes the proof of the statement (1b) of the Theorem.

It remains to prove the statement (2). This basically amounts to invert
the equations (G.7) and (6.8) (in the two cases (1a) and (1b), respectively)
and determine for which values of (a, b, c) is this possible.

We start by considering the case (1a): by = ba, by # £1. It follows from

(E15) that
(51 —b1 —|—2)b = (b1 —51 —|—2)5 < (51 —bl)(b—l-g) = Q(E—b)

Then we have three possibilities:

(i) If b+ b = 0 then also b — b = 0 and so b = 0. Hence, b cannot be pure
imaginary number. B

(ii) If b = 0 then, from (6.I4]), it follows that b; + by = 0, and so by is
an arbitrary imaginary number. Hence, by = by = —by, and this is the case
(1a), which will be consider below. )

(i) Finally, if b+b # 0 then by —b; = 22=2. Substituting in ([6.17) (which

b+b B
is valid in the first case by = by), we get by + by = 4%. Then
20b+b—b
(6.19) p=0F00
b+ b

which proves (6.9]).
We then consider the equation for ¢ in (6.7]). Using (6.19]), we get

B b—l-g Cy — C1 +61+62
2 2 2b
where X1, X5 are given by (G.I1). Since b+ b # 0 and b # +1, then also
X1, X5 # 0. Hence, given b and ¢, we immediately realize that the solutions
(c1,c2) of ([6:20) can be written in the form (6.10), which concludes the proof
of (2a).

We proceed with the study of the case (1b): by + by = 0, by # +1. This
always yields b = 0. It follows immediately from (6.8]) that, for an arbitrary

(6.20) c =1 X1+ cXo

c € R, the operator E{o 0.0) admits a boundary potential representation with
by an arbitrary number in C\{—1,1}, b = —b; and ¢;, c2 € C such that:

(621) cl1+co = 26(1 — bl) .
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This proves (2b).
U

If the parameters of the boundary potential B are real, the previous result
considerably simplifies:

Corollary 6.3. Let H = Hy+B where B is given by (6.3) with (c1,c2,b1,b2) €
R*. Then H = L{a be) for some a,c € R and b € C iff:

bp==dby , b1 #£l |, a=0 |, b:%
In addition:
(i) If by = by then ¢ = 01(1—b1)-502(1+b1);

(ii) If bi = —by then ¢ = AL,

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of (1a) and (1b) in Theorem
O

We proceed with the separating case:

Theorem 6.4. Let (a_,b_),(ay,by) € R2\{(0,0)}. Then L?

(afvaJrvb*’bJr) -
Hy+ B for some boundary potential operator of the form (6.3) iff one of the
following holds true:

(1a) a— = 0, ay # 0, b_ # 0. In this case by = by = 1, ¢1 is arbitrary
and ca = 2by /ay. This corresponds to Dirichlet boundary conditions at
x =07 and Robin (or Neumann, if by = 0) boundary conditions at x = 0F.

(1b) a— # 0, ayx = 0, by # 0. In this case by = by = —1, ¢; = —2b_/a_.
This corresponds to Dirichlet boundary conditions at x = 0% and Robin (or
Neumann, if b = 0) boundary conditions at x =0~

(Ic) a— = ay = 0 and b_,by # 0. In this case by = 1, by = —1 and
c1 4+ co # 0. This corresponds to Dirichlet boundary conditions at x = 0~
and x = 07",

Proof. The two sets of boundary conditions (6.4]) and (6.5]) are equivalent
iff exists A1, Ao, 1, 2 € C such that:
(6.22)
)\1(—61, —co,b1 — 1,b0 + 1) + /Ll(bl + 1,60 — 1,0, 0) = (b_,O, —a_,O)
>\2(_Cla —C2, bl - 17 b2 + 1) + ,u2(b1 + 17 b2 - 1707 0) = (07 b+707 —CL+)

This implies:

)\1(b2—|—1) = 0 )\Q(bl—l) =0
(6.23) { Mbi—-1) = —a. " Moy +1) = —ay
From these systems it follows that:

ay Z0=be+1#0= XA\ =0=0a_ =0
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and likewise a— # 0 = a4 = 0. Hence,
ar=0 V a_=0.
We then have three distinct cases:
(i) a— =0Aag #0. Then also b_ # 0. From (6.23]), A2 # 0, bo + 1 # 0 and
so A1 = 0 and b; = 1. Hence, from (6.22]),
pa(by + 1,6 — 1) = (b, 0)

and since b_ # 0, we have puy # 0 and so by = 1. Substituting in ([6.23]), we
also find Ay = —a4 /2.
From (6.22)), we then have

—Xaco + ,ug(bQ — 1) =by = Moo = by = o = 2b+/a+ .
This concludes the proof of the case (1a).

(ii) a— # 0 Aay = 0. This case yields the conditions (1b). The proof
follows exactly the same steps as in (i).

(i) ay = a— = 0 and b_,by # 0. From (6.23]), we get \; = A2 = 0 or
(bl,bg) = (1,—1). If Ay = A2 = 0 then, from (m,
/Ll(bl—l-l,bg—l):(b_,()) A /LQ(bQ—l) =by

and the first equation implies p1 # 0 and by = 1, while the second yields
by # 1. Hence, (A1, A2) # (0,0) and so by = 1 and by = —1. Then, from

6.22)

{ 2 = ey = b = c1+c#0

—2#1—/\162 = 0

which concludes the proof of the case (1c).

We now determine the sesquilinear form associated with H.

Theorem 6.5. Let H = ﬁo + E, where B is the boundary potential given

by (623). The sesquilinear form associated with H is given in the domain
D(h) = H2(R_) @ H2(R,) by

(6.24) h(,9) = (V0 ) pop_y + (Vs 04) o,y + 0B (0, 9)
where the boundary term is
(6.25) bp(1,¢) = &, (0)¢,(0) — ¢_(0)¥(0).

If H is s.a. then h can be extended to D(h) = HY(R_) @ H (Ry). In this
case, h is also given by (6-24), but the boundary term bp depends on the
particular operator H :
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(1) IfH 18 a s.a interacting Schrodinger operator then the parameters defin-
ing B satisfy (cf. Theorem[6.3) by # +1 and by = by or by + by = 0. In this
case:

64 (0)(0) , b1 =by

G (00 (0) + 1%

b (0)y—(0) + 150, (0)94(0) . by = —by

(6.26) bp(¢, ) =

(2) Ifﬁ 18 a s.a. separating Schrodinger operator then the parameters ofé
satisfy (cf. Theorem[6F) by =by==%1 orby = —by=1and ci+c2 #0. In
this case:
F9.(0)Y1(0) , bi=by=1
(6.27) bp(v,9) =< 0 , bp=—-by=1,¢c14+c#0
Fo_(0)Y-(0) , by =by=—

Proof. The sesquilinear form generated by H is by definition

~

h(.¢) = (H6,6) , , D) = DuuxlH)
where (, )2 is the standard inner product in £2. Since HCS*

h(T/M?) = <§*¢7¢)£2 - = (1/}/—,7(25—)[:2(]1@7) - (¢l7¢+)£2(R+)

for all ¥, ¢ € Dmax(ﬁ ). Integrating by parts, we immediately obtain (6.24))
and (6.25). This expression is well-defined in D(h) = H2(R_) @ H2(R,).

We now consider the case where H is a s.a interacting Schrodinger oper-
ator. In this case, the parameters in B satisfy (cf. Theorem [6.2) b # +1.
From (6:25]) and using the boundary conditions (6.4]), we get:

$_(0)
1— by

We now set by = by (the case (1a) in Theorem [6.2]). Using again the bound-
ary conditions (6.4]), we obtain from (G.28])

¢()

(6.28) bp(¥,¢) =

((1+ 019/ (0) + (b2 — 1)¢(0))

b, ¢) = (011/1 (0) + c2904(0)) .

Finally, using again (6.4]), we obtaln the first formula in (6.20]).

The other case in Theorem is by = —by. Substituting in (6.28]) and
proceeding as in the first case, we obtain the second formula in (6.20)).

Finally, we consider the case where His a separating Schrodinger oper-
ator. Then the parameters in B satisfy (cf. Theorem [6.4) by = by = +1 or
b1:—b2:1and61+62750.

If by = by = 1 then from Theorem we have Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions at x = 07, and Robin boundary conditions at z = 0 (the latter are
of the form ¢/, (0) = 294 (0)/2). Substituting these conditions in (625, we
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obtain the first formula in (€27). The other two cases in (6.27)) are proved
exactly in the same way.
U

6.2. The ¢ and ¢’ potentials: Norm resolvent versus boundary op-
erator formulations. We now consider the case of a § and a ¢ potential
operator and a ¢’ pseudo potential operator and determine the explicit form
of the corresponding Schrodinger operators (Corollaries [6.0] and [0.8)).
We will see that these Schrédinger operators are closely related to the norm
resolvent limit operators (6.1) and ([€.2]).

Let B = bd'. A family of boundary potential operators associated with B
is

(6.29) Byt = (x) s+ dpx8'(x) = (&, +d0 ) , c+d=b
which is well-defined for all ¢ € A! and satisfies
By =b8'(x) -, pec,

Hence, the operators 1/3\5/,1 are extensions of bd(x)- to the space A' D C.
As usual, there are many possible extensions. A more general family of
boundary operators associated with B = (¢ + d)d(x) is

(6.30) Byo=cd, +dd +eDy(6y =6 )+ f(6.—0_)D, , ¢ dye, fER.

These are boundary pseudo potential operators, all of which are also well-
defined on A' and satisfy By 2t = (c+d)d (z) -9 for all Y € CL.
Finally, let us introduce the operators

(6.31) Bs =coy +db_,

which are boundary potential operators associated with the d-potential B =
(c+d)o(x). R R R R

The boundary operators Bs = cdy + dé_ and §5/71 = ¢/ + do_ are
particular examples of operators of the form (6.3]). We then have

Corollary 6.6. The operator H = —D? + By is given explicitly by (6.1)
with a = c+d.

Proof. The boundary operator B5 is of the form (IB:’:]) with ¢; = d, c=c
and by = by = 0. Hence, from Theorem [G.1] H - S* and DmaX(H) is
characterized by the two boundary conditions (6.4)):

{ —dip_(0) — c1p4(0) — ¢ (0) + ¢, (0) = 0
Y—(0) — 4 (0) =

We conclude that H is exactly the operator (G.I) with a = ¢+ d. O

The ¢’-potential is more subtle. We have
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Corollary 6.7. Let H = —D:% + Ey,l where Ey,l = c& + dg’_, c,d € R.
Then
Iy . . .. . 1
(1) Forc=d # 1 the opemtor/{{ is gwen explicitly by (6.2), with § = $=L.
(2) Conversely, all operators Hys g, 0 # —1 given by (6.2) can be written
in the form H = —D:%A—F Bsi 1, with c=d = gﬁ
(8) The operator H is of the form (62) only for ¢ = d # 1 and for
¢c=—d ¢ {-1,1}. The family c = —d € R\{—1,1} generates the single
operator Hys g with 6 = 1.

Proof. (1) Since §5/71 is of the form (6.3)) with ¢; = ¢ = 0 and by = d,
by = ¢, it follows from Theorem [6.1]that H C S* and that Dy (H) satisfies
the boundary conditions (6.4)):

(d—=1)¢2(0) + (¢ +1)¢/ (0) = 0
(d+ 1) (0) + (¢ = 114 (0) = 0

For ¢ = d # 1 we recover the boundary conditions that characterize the
domain of the operators Hys g (given by (6.2]))

$4(0) =60y_(0) and 69, (0) =4 (0) , 6eR\{-1}

with 6 = <L

(6.32)

(2) All %chce values 6 € R\{—1} can be obtained from suitable values of ¢
g=" 1 —c= u
1—c 0+1

The case 8§ = —1 cannot be generated by the family of boundary operators

B\g/,l, even if we consider the more general case ¢ # d. This can be easily
realized from equation (6.32]).

(3) For ¢ = —d € R\{—1,1}, eq.(6.32]) yields the boundary conditions
that correspond to the case § = 1. Finally, when ¢ = 1 or d = 1, the
boundary conditions (6.32]) are obviously not of the form (6.2) and when
c # +d (for c,d # 1) the operators —D? + §5/71 are also not of the form
([62) since

d+1 1+4c¢

e 1-4 c==xd.

O

We conclude that for each value of b = ¢ + d the family of operators
H= -D? + By 1 generates one, and only one, operator of the form (6.2]).
Hence, there is no hidden structure in the ¢’-potential operators 35/71 that
may affect the modelling of the operators I;Tb(;/ﬂ. This situation changes
when we consider the more general family §5/72. The extra terms, which
yield a zero contribution when acting on smooth functions, generate for
each value of ¢+ d the entire family of operators (6.2]). This is proved in the
next corollary.
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Corollary 6.8. Let H = -D? + B\g/,g where B\g/,g is given by eq.([6.30)

B\g/’g = cgﬁr +di+ eDgE(gJr —5\_) + f(&r —g_)Dm , cdye, feER
We then have: R

(1) For ¢ =d and e = f # 1 — ¢, the operator H is given explicitly by
(6.2) with § = &=4=<.

(2) Each family of operators of the form H= -D? + §5/,2, obtained by
fixing the value of c =d # 0 and letting e = f € R\{1 — ¢}, contains all the
operators (6.2) with 6 € R\{1}.

(3) All the operators H = —D? +B5r o withc=d=0 ande = f € R\{1}
are given explicitly by the operator Hb5/ o with 6 = 1.

Proof. Since supp By 210 C {0} for all v € D(B5/ ), it follows from Theorem
I3 that H C S*. Moreover, also from Theorem [4.3] ) € DmaX(H ) iff

e HUR)@H>(Ry) and Fyop=0.
The operator ﬁ5/72 is
Fyg=—28D, — B + b, +dd +eD,B+ fBD,

and so,

ﬁé/,ﬂ/) =0

= Dy [0(z)(cthy +dyp— + (e = 1) (Y1 — b))
(6.33) —6(z) [ely +d — (f — D)(¢, — )] =

(I—c—e)py(0) = (1 +d—e)y_(0)

(I+e— fHY(0) =1 —d— ¥ (0)
For ¢ =d and e = f we get
(1—e— s (0) = (1 — e + o (0)

(1—e+ )9’ (0) = (1 —e =)yl (0)

For e # 1 — ¢ we recover the boundary conditions for the operators ﬁb(slﬂ
with § = 1=¢*¢_ This proves (1).

l—e—c"

(2) This statement is easily proved by noticing that, for arbitrary fixed
c#0and 6 #1,

—

0— 1—e+c{:>e: Oc—1)+1+c
l—e—c 1-6
and that the solution of the equation satisfies e # 1 — c.
(3) It follows directly from (6.33)) that for ¢ = d = 0 and e = f, we have

0= g =1, for all values of e # 1. O

Finally, we remark that a boundary pseudo potential operator formulation
of the d-potential (of the form (6:30]) but for the d-potential) yields exactly
the Schrodinger operators that were determined in Corollary This can
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be easily realized by reproducing the calculations of Corollary [6.8for the new
boundary operators. Hence, this more general formulation of the d-potential
does not display an ”inner structure” as the one of the &-potential. This
agrees with the results of the norm resolvent limit formulation (G.1).
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