2011.13712v3 [math.SP] 24 May 2021

arxXiv

QUANTUM PARTICLE ACROSS GRUSHIN SINGULARITY

MATTEO GALLONE AND ALESSANDRO MICHELANGELI

ABSTRACT. A class of models is considered for a quantum particle constrained
on degenerate Riemannian manifolds known as Grushin cylinders, and mov-
ing freely subject only to the underlying geometry: the corresponding spec-
tral and scattering analysis is developed in detail in view of the phenomenon
of transmission across the singularity that separates the two half-cylinders.
Whereas the classical counterpart always consists of a particle falling in fi-
nite time along the geodesics onto the metric’s singularity locus, the quantum
models may display geometric confinement, or on the opposite partial trans-
mission and reflection. All the local realisations of the free (Laplace-Beltrami)
quantum Hamiltonian are examined as non-equivalent protocols of transmis-
sion/reflection and the structure of their spectrum is characterised, including
when applicable their ground state and positivity. Besides, the stationary
scattering analysis is developed and transmission and reflection coefficients
are calculated. This allows to comprehend the distinguished status of the so-
called ‘bridging’ transmission protocol previously identified in the literature,
which we recover and study within our systematic analysis.

1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND.
QUANTUM HAMILTONIANS OF FREE EVOLUTION OVER GRUSHIN CYLINDERS

This work ideally completes a cycle we recently started in [14] and continued in
[15], both works in collaboration with E. Pozzoli, and is part of the fast growing
subject of geometric quantum confinement away from the metric’s singularity, and
transmission across it, for quantum particles on degenerate Riemannian manifolds.
Such theme is particularly active with reference to Grushin structures on cylin-
der, cone, and plane [I'7, 4 [7, [I8] [6l 1T, 14, B, 3], as well as, more generally, on
two-dimensional orientable compact manifolds [4], and d-dimensional incomplete
Riemannian manifolds [I§].

In the present setting we are concerned with Grushin cylinders, i.e., Riemannian
manifolds M, = (M, g,), with parameter a € R, where

(1.1) M* = Ry xS,  Z:={0}xS;,, M :=MtuM"~
and with degenerate Riemannian metric
(1.2) Jo = dz®@dz + |z|?*dy @ dy.

Thus, M, is a two-dimensional manifold built upon the cylinder R x S!, with
singularity locus Z and incomplete Riemannian metric both on the right and the left
half-cylinder R* xS!'. The values a = —1, & = 0, and o = 1 select, respectively, the
flat cone, the Euclidean cylinder, and the standard ‘Grushin cylinder’ [9, Chapter
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FIGURE 1. Manifold M, for different c.

11]: in the latter case one has an ‘almost-Riemannian structure’ on R x S1 =
M™* U Z UM~ in the rigorous sense of [2, Sec. 1] or [I8, Sect. 7.1]. In fact, M,
is a hyperbolic manifold whenever o« > 0, with Gaussian (sectional) curvature
Ka(@,y) = —a(a+1)/2°

A pictorial representation of the “distortion effect” of the metric in the vicinity
of the singularity locus is provided in Figure

Quantum-mechanically, Grushin cylinders provide the underlying structure for
the following prototypical, relevant model: a non-relativistic quantum particle is
constrained on M, and is only subject to the geometric effects due to the non-
flat metric, in other words it evolves “freely” under the Hamiltonian whose formal
action is given by the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The latter, denoted henceforth
as A, has the form

o2 P ad
+lafe . - 22

02 oy? x| oz’

as is easy to compute (see, e.g. [I4, Sect. 2]), and acts on functions on M.
The Hilbert space for the considered quantum model is therefore

(1.3) Ay =

(1.4) He = L*(M,dus),
understood as the completion of C°(M) with respect to the scalar product
— 1
(15) Wt = [ Twwole) oz dody,
RxS! |z|

where i, is the Riemannian volume form associated to each M, namely

(1.6) fa = volg, = /detgodaxAdy.
Of course, the model becomes quantum-mechanically unambiguous upon realising
the formal free Hamiltonian —A,, self-adjointly on H,.

The first (but not only) conceptual relevance of the above physical system is
due to the following contrast between the classical and the quantum behaviour of
a particle constrained on M,.

Classically, for a > 0 the manifold M, is geodesically incomplete (indeed, M, is
obviously incomplete as a metric space, which is seen by the non-convergent Cauchy
sequence of points (n=%,yg) € M as n — oo, then incompleteness follows from a
standard Hopf-Rinow theorem [I0, Theorem 2.8, Chapter 7]), but not just in the
sense that there exist one geodesic curve that passes through a given arbitrary
point (zg,y0) € M and reaches the boundary 0M = Z in finite time in the past or
in the future (this is evidently the horizontal line y = yy). One has the much more
restrictive feature that, as shown in [I4], Sect. 4.1], all geodesics passing through
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(z0,y0) at t = 0 intercept the y-axis at finite times ¢4 with ¢_ < 0 < ¢y, with the
sole exception of the geodesic line y = yy along which the boundary is reached only
in one direction of time. The classical particle always hits the singularity in finite
time.

Quantum mechanically, on the contrary, a particle whose wave-function is ini-
tially supported on one half-cylinder can reach the boundary and trespass it, or in-
stead remain in the original half-cylinder while staying separated from the boundary
at all later times, depending on the regimes of a.

More precisely, to describe such an alternative one defines the ‘minimal free
Hamiltonian’ on the space of smooth and compactly supported functions on M

(1.7) H, = -A,,, D(H,) = CX(M),
and proves the following [4) 6] [14]:
(i) if & € (=00, =3]U[1, +00), then the operator H, is essentially self-adjoint;
(i) if @ € (=3, —1], then the operator H, is not essentially self-adjoint and it
has deficiency index 2;

(iii) if @ € (—1,+1), then the operator H, is not essentially self-adjoint and it
has infinite deficiency index.

Let us recall that the deficiency index d of a densely defined and positive symmetric
operator on Hilbert space, as above, which is technically defined as the cardinal
number d := dim ker(H* +1), is an indicator that measures the size of the family of
all possible self-adjoint realisations of H,,, hence all extensions of H, that have the
physical meaning of quantum Hamiltonian. Such extension family is parametrised
by d? real parameters. Each self-adjoint realisations is thus the generator of a
unitary quantum dynamics, and distinct realisations give rise to different unitary
evolutions, hence different physics. The case of zero deficiency index corresponds
to H, being essentially self-adjoint, meaning that there is a unique way to extend
H,, self-adjointly, which simply consists of taking its operator closure H,. In this
case there is no ambiguity in the physics described by H,.

Thus, case (i) above is interpreted as the regime of ‘geometric quantum confine-
ment’: as H, is self-adjoint with respect to L?(M,d,), so too are HZF with respect
to L2(M*,du,), having defined HE analogously to with domain C°(M*),
and with respect to the decomposition

(1.8) LP(M,dpa) = L*(M™,dpe) & L*(M™, dpua)

the overall unitary propagator is reduced as

(1.9) e itHa = oitHy @67“1@, vteR.

Therefore, if a particle is initially prepared in a state vy € D(H,) with support
only within M ™, the unique solution v € C*(Ry, L?(M,du,)) to the Schrodinger
initial value problem

(1.10) { O = Hoy

Pli—o = o

remains for all times supported (‘confined’) in M7, thus never crossing the y-axis
towards the left half-cylinder. Such confinement is, in a sense, only a consequence
of the geometry of M,, because H, is not qualified by boundary conditions at
the singularity and the free Hamiltonian H,, is realised canonically upon H, as its
operator closure.

The regimes (ii) and (iii) listed above produce instead a variety of distinct phys-
ical ‘protocols of quantum transmission’ across the singularity, depending on the
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specific boundary conditions of self-adjointness imposed at OM , and this represents
the other relevant feature of the class of models under consideration.

Such occurrence is in fact a signature of the incompleteness of M. For, the min-
imally defined Laplace-Beltrami operator is always essentially self-adjoint on com-
plete Riemannian manifolds, whereas in general essential self-adjointness is broken
if the manifold is incomplete (see, e.g., [16] and references therein).

The emergent physics is particularly rich and interesting in the regime « €
[0,1), owing to the simultaneous infinity of the deficiency index of the minimal
operator H, and singularity of the metric g,. Of course, a large portion of the self-
adjoint realisations of H, in this regime would correspond to Hamiltonians of scarce
physical interest, owing to the non-local character of their boundary conditions as
|z| — 0, yet there remains an ample class of physically meaningful Hamiltonians,
characterised by local boundary conditions at the singularity, which govern the
transmission across it.

In the work [15], together with Pozzoli, we established an extensive and fairly ex-
plicit classification of the “physical” self-adjoint realisations of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on the manifold M, in the significant regime « € (0,1). The result is sum-
marised as follows.

Theorem 1.1 ([I5]). Let a € [0,1). The densely defined and symmetric operator
H, defined in (L.7) admits, among others, the following families of self-adjoint
extensions with respect to L*(M,djiy):

Friedrichs extension: Hy

Family In: {Hyy |7 € R}

Family I: {H(} |7 € R};

Family 11, with a € C: {H([]L |y € R};
Family T11: {HI|T = (31,92, 73,7) € R4}

Each member of any such family acts precisely as the differential operator —A,,,
on a domain of functions f € L?>(M,du) satisfying the following properties.

(i) Integrability and reqularity:

+ X 2 X O .
(L11) > //mbﬂ%f )&, 9)[? dualay) < +

(ii) Boundary condition: The limits

(1.12) 0(y) = lim fH(2,y)
(1.13) F) = #1+a)7" lim ( \;|a W)
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exist and are finite for almost everyy € S', and depending on the considered
type of extension, and for almost every y € R,

(1.14) foy) =0 if f€D(Har),
A ) =~f ) R

fa_(y) = afo_(y) ; vl
1 {fﬂw+aﬁ@)’mﬂw F P,

118) {fﬂw=7mﬂw+w-%wMﬂw # e D),
Fy) = (v2 = i93)fo (9) +vafd ()
Moreover,
(1.19) fif € Ho= (S, dy) and fE e Ho = (S dy)
with
® S+ = %ﬁ for the Friedrichs extension,
® 5 _ = %ﬁ’ 50,4 = S1,4 = %i—ﬁ for extensions of type IR,
® 514 = %%;—g‘, 50,— = 81,— = %‘;’i—g for extensions of type 1,
® 514+ = 80,4+ = %};Z for extensions of type 11,
® 51,4+ = 80,4+ = %‘;’ig for extensions of type IIL.

Theoremhas a partial precursor in the work [6] by Boscaini and Prandi, where
a few distinguished realisations (the Friedrichs extension and the one of type-II,
corresponding to a = 1 and v = 0) were identified by direct methods.

Let us stress that — all express local boundary conditions.

In short, here is the physical picture emerging from Theorem

o The Friedrichs extension H, r models quantum confinement on each half of
the Grushin cylinder, with no interaction of the particle with the boundary
and no dynamical transmission between the two halves.

e Type-Ig and type-I;, extensions model systems with no dynamical trans-
mission across Z, but with possible non-trivial interaction of the quantum
particle with the boundary respectively from the right or from the left,
with confinement on the opposite side. For instance, a quantum particle
governed by H W]R may ‘touch’ the boundary from the right, but not from
the left, and moreover it cannot trespass the singularity region.

e Type-II, and type-III extensions model in general, dynamical transmission
through the boundary.

2. MAIN RESULTS

The variety of physically meaningful protocols of quantum transmission emerging
from the analysis of Theorem poses a number of questions that are fundamental
in the applications of each such model, and that constitute the goals of the present
work.

I. Positivity. Namely, the identification of those Laplace-Beltrami realisations
that are non-negative self-adjoint operators on H,,. Observe that the minimal model
H, introduced in is non-negative, so here one is inquiring which self-adjoint
realisations I;Ta preserve non-negativity — all others creating strictly negative bound
states. Apart from its quantum-mechanical relevance in the Schrodinger evolution,
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hence for the unitary group (e‘itﬁa )teR, this information is crucial for the associated

semi-group (e tHe)

(2.1) of = Asf.

Among non-negative generators, it then becomes of interest to select those that in
addition are ‘Markovian’ and hence generate ‘Markovian semi-groups’, defined by
the property

+>0 for the study of the corresponding heat equation

22) 0<f<1 (z,y)ae. =  0<eHof<1 (z,y)rae, Vt>0.

Each such Markovian extension PNIQ therefore generates a Markov processs (X¢):>o,
for which it is relevant to inquire the possible stochastic completeness and recur-
rence. The former property, in particular, expresses the circumstance that the
process (X¢):>0 has infinite lifespan almost surely, which is interpreted as the fact
that along the evolution the heat is not absorbed by Z. Such a programme
(see, e.g., [12]) was carried out in [6] for certain distinguished non-negative realisa-
tions of A, and, in systematic form, is the object of a forthcoming separate work
of ours.

II. Negative point spectrum. This concerns the low-energy behaviour of
those transmission protocols that produce confinement around the singularity locus
Z, and in particular the quantification of the number of negative bound states for
those self-adjoint Laplace-Beltrami realisations with negative point spectrum.

ITI. Ground state. Namely, the quantification for each transmission protocol
of the (negative) lowest-energy bound state and its explicit wave function (together
with the control of its non-degeneracy). In connection to that, it is of relevance to
characterise, at least to estimate the lowest (strictly positive) eigenvalue embedded
in the continuum spectrum of the non-transmitting protocol, namely the Friedrichs
extension H, .

IV. Scattering. For those protocols that allow for an actual transmission, a
relevant information is the quantification of the transmitted flux of particles across
the Grushin singularity, and the reflected flux of particles bouncing backwards, once
a given incident flux is injected into the manifold at given positive energy and shot
at large distances towards the origin. In particular, one would like to characterise
the transmission and reflection coefficients in terms of the energy of the incident
particles, including the high- and low-energy regimes.

In view of the above goals, let us present now our main results. First, we do
characterise all transmission protocols that are generated by a positive (meaning:
non-negative) self-adjoint realisation of —A,.

Theorem 2.1 (Positive extensions). Let a € [0,1). With respect to the self-adjoint
extensions of the minimal operator H, classified in Theorem and in terms of
the extension parameters v and I' introduced therein,
o the Friedrichs extension H,y is non-negative;
o cxtensions in the family I, Iy, and 1l,, a € C, are non-negative if and
only if v = 0;
o cxtensions in the family 111 are non-negative if and only if so is the matriz

T = g8 Y2 +ivs
Y2 —ivs V4 ’

i.e., if and only if y1 +v4 > 0 and y1y4 = 73 + 3.
In practice, the positivity of each realisation is determined by the positivity of
the corresponding extension parameter (v or I'), a characterisation that takes such

simple form thanks to the efficient choice of the labelling for each extension, made
in [I5] by exploiting the Krein-Visik-Birman extension scheme [I3].
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Next, we describe the spectra of each self-adjoint Hamiltonian of the family of
the local transmission protocols described by Theorem The structure of each
spectrum turns out to consist of a common essential spectrum, the non-negative
half line, in which an infinity of eigenvalues are embedded, plus a finite negative
discrete spectrum.

We shall use the convenient notation

n if x € (n,n + 1] for some n € Ny,
(2.3) lz] = {

0 ifz<0.

Theorem 2.2 (Spectral analysis of H,). Let o € [0,1). With respect to the self-
adjoint extensions of the minimal operator H, classified in Theorem [I.1], and in
terms of the extension parameters v and I' introduced therein, each such exten-
sion has finite negative discrete spectrum, and essential spectrum equal to [0, +00).
In particular, any such operator is lower semi-bounded. The essential spectrum
contains in each case a (countable) infinity of embedded eigenvalues, with no accu-
mulation, each of finite multiplicity. The number J\/,(ﬁa) of negative eigenvalues
for each considered extension fla, counted with their multiplicity, is computed as
follows.

(2.4) N_(Hap) = 0.
(2.5) No(HDY) = No(HDL) = 2l + @)l +1, v <o.
MY 14+«
(2.6) N_(HY)) = 2LH|G|2|7|J+1, v<0,aeC.
N_(H") = 2[-(1+a)(m+7+ vV —7)?+4(3 +143))]
(2.7) +2[-A+a)(n+ = V()2 403 +93)))
+no(T)
with

2 if mya>23+03 and Y+ <0
2 2
) 714 =Y
(2.8) no(T) == < 1 if mya<v3++3 or 2 3
Y1471 <0
0 if mya=73+73 and v+ >0.

For those transmission protocols whose Hamiltonian admits negative bound
states and hence a negative lowest-energy eigenstate (the ground state), we are
able to characterize the ground state’s energy and wave function.

The latter shall be expressed in terms of the special function K i, where K,
denotes the modified Bessel function

(2.9) K, (2) = 555- (ei%”J,,,(iz) . e_i%”Jl,(iz)) ,

and J, is the ordinary Bessel function of first kind [I, Eq. (9.6.2)-(9.6.3)]. K, is
smooth on R*; further details will be given in Sect.

Theorem 2.3 (Ground-states). Let o € [0,1), vy € R, a € C, ' = (y1,72,73,74) €

R*.

(i) When HB]R (respectively, HB]L) has negative spectrum, i.e., when v < 0, it
has a unique ground state with energy Ey (H([J}R) (respectively, Eq (HE/]L))
given by

) ) P &
(2.10) Eo(HDY) = Ey(HDL) = - (2 i 7>
2



8 M. GALLONE AND A. MICHELANGELI

and non-normalised eigenfunction i) (respectively, <I>((11L)) given by

(I)(IR)( ) 0, r <0,
X = a
o Y $%Kl+a($\/E), x>0,

(—2) % Ko (—2VE), <0,

0, z>0,

(2.11)
() (z,y) = {

where for short E = —Ej (HLT]R) =—Fy (HL’Y]L)

(ii) When HDL has negative spectrum, i.e., when v < 0, it has a unique ground

state with energy Ey (H([J]a) given by

or(1ta s
(2.12) Eo(HLL) = — ((1+ |a|2()1‘2(—)1§“) 7>

and non-normalised eigenfunction @SI“) given by

1+a
o) (z,y) = {( 7) ¥ Kiga(-2VE), x<0,

2.13
(2.13) ax2K1+Ta(x\/E), x>0,

where for short E = —Ey (H([;’L)
(iii) When HY has negative spectrum (see Theorems , its ground state
energy Ey (Hg]) is given by

(2.14) Bo(HY') = - (m (71 + 71— \/(71 —74)2 +4(73 +7§))>1+a .
2

The ground state has at most two-fold degeneracy. It is non-degenerate
if and only if, under the conditions for its negativity (thus, v1 + 4 <
V(1 —72)2 +4(73 +3)), additionally one has 1 # y4 or ¥ +~3 > 0, in
which case the non-normalised eigenfunction @SIU is given by

(v —va— \1/+(71 —71)? +4(v3 +13)) x
(215)  ®MW(ay) = & x(0)'F K (-aVE),
2(727173)IHTQKHT"(I\/E)3 ‘T>Oa

where for short E = —Ey (HLF]). The ground state is two-fold degenerate
if and only if v1 = v4 < 0 and v = v3 = 0, in which case its eigenspace is
spanned by the non-normalised eigenfunctions @237133762 given by

B cl(—x)lt“ Ko (—aVE), x<0,
(2,y) =

2.16 oD
( ) Cs K \f) x>0,

@,C1,C2

where ¢1,co € C, and again E = —Ey (HC[YF]).

The Friedrichs extension H, r is not covered by Theorem because it has
no negative spectrum, its spectrum being [0, +00) and purely essential. It is of
interest, nevertheless, to get information on the first (lowest) energy eigenbtate of
H, r embedded in the essential spectrum (as described in Theorem [2.2]). We find
the following.

Proposition 2.4. For given a € [0,1), the (lowest) energy eigenstate of Hy p
has eigenvalue Eg(H, r) embedded in [0, 400), which is two-fold degenerate, and is
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FIGURE 2. Lower and upper bounds (2.17)

estimated as
14+3a

274 (1 + @) THa-

o)

(2.17) (1+a) (22)™ < By(Har) <

In particular, Eo(Hy,r) is strictly positive, and the lowest spectral point 0 in the
spectrum of Ho r is not an eigenvalue.

Figure [2] shows the effectiveness and narrowness of the bounds for all ad-
missible values of a.

The structure of the ground state wave functions described in Theorem is
qualitatively the same for each model and consists of a behaviour \x|1+TaK ita (lz)),
on both half lines when applicable, while being constant in y. The latter feature,
as will emerge from next sections’ analysis, is due to the compactness of the y-
variable in M: the lowest energy level of the Hamiltonian is a contribution from
the “zero-th” mode of functions in y, the constant-in-y functions. The function
|z] SUK iia (J=]) is localised around « = 0 with exponential fall off at infinity, thus
expressing the localisation of the ground states around the Grushin singularity of
the manifold. The v/E-factor in the argument of the Bessel function does not
affect such conclusion. In fact, irrespective of a, given any negative number —F
there is one model out of each family of Theorem with ground state energy
level precisely equal to —F: indeed, it is always possible to choose the extension
parameters v = v for Iy or Ip,, v = ye) for I1,, and I for III such that

70 = e AW = 207 (g 4y — /(=) +4(3 +3)) = 0 <0,

in which case Theorem [2.3] implies

2
[¢9) (114) 20T (1E2)\ T+
—E = E (Hc[;Y,R ]) = Eo (Ht[:za ]) = Eo (Hz[xr]) =~ ( r(_(%))) :
In particular, we observe (Figure [3]) that at larger o’s the delocalisation away from
x = 0 becomes more pronounced, as the Grushin metric becomes more singular.

Above the ground state described in Theorem each Hamiltonian H, r, HQ]R,

H L’Y]L, H([]L, H,[XF] exhibits an infinite multitude of eigenvalues, all of finite multi-
plicity, a finite number of them negative, all the others embedded in the essential
spectrum [0, +00) (Theorem [2.2)). Unlike the ground state wave function, all such
excited states do display oscillatory behaviour in the y-variable.

Figure [4] displays the contour plots on (—L, L), x [0, 27],, for conveniently large
L > 0, of eigenstate wave functions of various types of Hamiltonians, in all cases
with energy level given by the “k = +1 mode” (in the precise sense of Theorem
below), meaning that the y-oscillation is of the form siny. At one extreme of the
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1.2 1.2
— a=1/4 \ — a=1/4
1.0F 1.0t
a=1/2 a=1/2
0.8} \ 0.8}
0ol a=3/4 0sl a=3/4
04} 04}
0.2} 0.2}
: : X : — * X
0 2 4 6 0 2 4 6

FIGURE 3. z-profile of the (constant in y) normalised ground state
wave function of the Hamiltonian H ([]]R for various «. Left: case
v = —1, thus with different ground state energies depending on

a according to . Right: case with ground state energy
Ey (H LV]R) = —1, thus with different v for each «, according to
(2.10). The smaller the parameter «, the more pronounced the
localisation of the wave function around the metric’s singularity.

range of possible behaviours there is the Friedrichs extension, whose bound states
are well confined away from the Grushin singularity = 0. Intermediate behaviours
are those with some degree of discontinuity at « = 0, in which case the transmission
protocol governed by the corresponding Hamiltonian is affected by partial absorp-
tion at the Grushin singularity. At the other extreme, the distinguished protocol
governed by H([]L with ¢ = 1 and v = 0 results instead in a smooth behaviour of
the eigenstate wave functions (like the one displayed in Figure [4]) around z = 0, a
signature of complete communication between the two half-cylinders.

In fact, the Hamiltonian HQ]G with a = 1 and v = 0 imposes the local behaviour

(see (1.12)-(1.13) and (1.17)) above)

lim fz,y) = lim f(z,y)
(218) : 1 0f(x,y) . 1 9f(z,y)
wlg(r)lf ( |x|]e Oz ) - zlgng ( x| Ox )’

which quantum-mechanically is interpreted as the continuity of the spatial prob-
ability density of the particle in the region around Z and of the momentum in
the direction orthogonal to Z, defined with respect to the weight ||~ induced by
the metric. This occurrence corresponds to the ‘optimal’ transmission across the
boundary, with the dynamics developing the best ‘bridging’ between left and right
half-cylinder. Such Hamiltonian is indeed referred to as the ‘bridging’ realisation of
the free Hamiltonian on Grushin cylinder, an extension identified first in [6, Propo-
sition 3.11] (clearly, here we are able to recover and study it as a distinguished
element of the general classification of Theorem [1.1])).

To clarify the peculiarity of the bridging transmission protocol, we finally come
to the last object of the present study, namely the scattering over the Grushin
cylinder.

Intuitively speaking, far away from the Grushin singularity Z the metric tends
to become flat and the action —A, of each free Hamiltonians considered so far
tends to resemble that of the free Laplacian —A, plus the correction due to the
(|Jz|710,)-term, on wave functions f(z,y) that are constant in y. This suggests
that at very large distances a particle evolves free from the effects of the underlying
geometry, and one can speak of scattering states of energy E > 0. The precise
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Ny

x 0 X
I
2
-7t
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
excited state of mode k = +1 excited state of mode k = +1
for H,[)ZL witha=1,y=1 for H,[,ZL with a = -2,y = -1
y y
T b1
s T
2 2
0 x 0 X
T T
2 2
-7 -7
-4 -2 0 2 4 -4 -2 0 2 4
eigenstate of mode k = +1 excited state of mode k = +1
for Ho F for HL‘{L with a = 1,y = 0 (bridging)

FIGURE 4. Contour plot of bound states for various Hamiltonians
of Theorem all with o = % The considered bound states,
whose energy is embedded in the spectral interval [0,400), are
produced by the mode k = +1 of the fibred representation of the
Hamiltonian described in Section [3] and Theorem [6.4} they thus
display the simplest admissible y-oscillation (siny).

shape of the wave function fs.att of such a scattering state, at this informal level,
can be easily guessed to be of the form

(219) fscatt(x’y) ~ |$|%eiim\/ﬁ as |.’E| — 400.

Indeed, _Aafscatt ~ Efscatt + %fscattv that iSa up to a Vvery small O(|$|_2)'
correction, fseart 1S a generalised eigenfunction of —A, with eigenvalue E. In
fact, this is fully justified on a mathematically rigorous level, once one studies
the scattering of a convenient unitarily equivalent version of —A, on flat space
L?(R, x S?ll, dzdy): we shall introduce such unitary equivalence in Section [3[ and
exploit it throughout the present work, and based on the specific analysis of Section
[5] we shall see that indeed scattering states are constant in y and of the form (2.19).
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We can then examine, as in the standard stationary scattering analysis, the scat-
tering of a flux of particles injected into the Grushin cylinder at large distances and
shot towards the singularity Z with given energy F > 0: by monitoring the spatial
density of the transmitted flux and the reflected flux, normalised with respect to
the density of the incident flux, one quantifies in the usual way the ‘transmission
coefficient’ and ‘reflection coefficient’ for the scattering.

Obviously no scattering across the singularity occurs for Friedrichs, or type-
Ig, or type-I;, quantum protocols. We shall focus on type-II, scattering, as it
includes in particular the bridging protocol; the conclusions for type-III scattering
are qualitatively analogous.

Theorem 2.5 (Scattering). Let o € [0,1), a € C, v € R. The transmission
coefficient Ty .~ (E) and the reflection coefficient Ry q~(E) at given energy E > 0,
as defined above for the transmission protocol governed by the Hamiltonian H([JL,
are given by

Tovu(E) = B (14 ™) D(152)
(2.20) o ET(A52)(1+ [af?) + iy 2 teetfoT(34) |
| < i . 2
R (E) B E1+ 2 )(1 ‘a|2el71'(l)+i,y21+(){el ( = )
o,a,y 1+a ( —a)(1_|_ |a|2)+i,-),21+aei%ar<i)
They satisfy
(2.21) Toar(E) + Roan(E) = 1,

and when v = 0 they are independent of E . The scattering is reflection-less
(Ra,a(E) =0) when

(2.22) E = <21+MF( )Sm2a)2,

I(452)(1 = cosmar)

provided that o € (0,1), |a| =1, and v > 0. In the high energy limit the scattering
is independent of the extension parameter v and one has

2al?(1
lm Ty (E) = lal*( —ﬁ-coswa),

E 1 22
02 =% (L TP
im R (B) 1+ |a|* — 2|a]? cos Tax
1m =
Esdoo 07 (1+ |al?)? ’

whereas in the low energy limit, for v # 0,
li =
érf(l)Tman/(E) 0,
(2:24) lim R (E) =1
lim Roaqy(E) = 1.
Figure |5| displays two representative behaviours of Ty 4 +(E) and Ry g (E).
Specialising the general results of Theorems [[.1and 2.5] for the bridging protocol
(a =1, v =0), one may summarise its distinguished status as follows:

e no spatial filter: the bridging Hamiltonian, as well as all type-1I, proto-
cols with @ = 1, imposes the local continuity of the wave function at Z
(first identity in )7 thus a transmission with no jump in the particle’s
probability density from one side to the other of the singularity;

e 1o energy filter: in the scattering governed by the bridging Hamiltonian,
as well as by all type-11, protocols with v = 0, the fraction of transmitted
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FIGURE 5. Plot of the coefficients T, 4 ~(E) (blue curve) and
Rg.0(E) (orange curve) according to formula (2.20). In the first
case, for a special value of F the scattering is reflection-less.

(and reflected) flux does not depend on the incident energy,
T8 (E) i= Th10(E) = = (1+cosma),
(2.25)

RME(E) = Ry10(E) = = (1 —cosma),

DN = DN =

meaning that the singularity does not act as a filter in the energy.

Scattering-wise, one last observation is surely worthwhile. At the upper edge of
the considered range for the parameter «, based on (2.20) above we find

limTyq~(E) = 0,
2.26) oft
( IimR, . (E) = 1.
atl
Thus, the more singular the metric, the less transmitting the type-II, protocol, up to
the threshold v = 1 corresponding to the regime of geometric quantum confinement,
where indeed the scattering becomes transmission-less (complete reflection).

We should like to make two additional remarks on the previous results. First, it
is worth underlying that the occurrence of the scattering only in the mode k = 0
is inherently connected with the “shape” of the Grushin cylinder as |z| — +oo.
If o € (0,1), the expression of the metric indicates that the larger |z| the
more the cylinder shrinks in the transversal direction, up to closing to a single
point at infinity: this forces the incident particle incoming from infinity to only
have zero angular momentum. When a = 0 the Grushin cylinder is an actual
infinite cylinder in the Euclidean metric: thus, if one were to replace the singular
interaction, supported on the circle {0} x S;, of the models considered here, with
a localised potential around x = 0 and with y dependence, one would then be able
to engineer a flow of incoming particles with non-zero angular momentum, thus
spiraling around the cylinder’s axis and scattering through different sectors. In
the present model, instead, the local boundary conditions at the singularity locus
are y-independent, also when o = 0: this makes the analysis independent in each
sector.

Second, concerning the possible existence of the special energy value at
which the scattering is reflection-less, this is a phenomenon one is familiar with
already from toy models such as the one-dimensional scattering over a finite rect-
angular barrier, and occurs when the incoming wave at that energy can “conspire
in the most efficient way with the boundary conditions at the scattering centre,
so as to have zero reflection. It is worth observing that as o — 17, namely when
the magnitude of the singularity of the metric reaches the threshold beyond which
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there is only geometric quantum confinement, thus no scattering, the reflection-less
energy decreases with a up to vanishing: this means that at the a = 1
threshold the reflection-less scattering disappears, consistently with the fact that
the whole scattering is inhibited.

Theorems and and Proposition [2.4] are proved in Sect. [6.3] after
an amount of preparations, that is: the analysis set-up in a convenient, unitarily
equivalent framework (Section [3) in which the fibred structure of the extension
problem emerges, as a consequence of the compactness of the y-variable of M; the
spectral analysis in each fibre (Section ; the scattering analysis on the zero-mode
fibre (Section ; the reconstruction of the spectral content of the fibred extensions

(Sections and [6.3)).

3. UNITARILY EQUIVALENT PROBLEM

As a matter of fact, the self-adjoint extension problem for H, in L?(M,du,)
is more conveniently dealt with in a suitable unitarily equivalent re-formulation
that exploits the natural fibered structure of the Hilbert space once the Fourier
transform is taken in the compact variable y. In this Section we collect the relevant
properties of this construction required for our subsequent analysis, referring to our
previous works [14], [15] for further details and proofs.

Keeping in mind the left-right orthogonal decomposition (L.8), we switch from
the Hilbert spaces L?(M¥, djua) to the new Hilbert spaces

(3.1) HE = FrUTLA(M™T, dp,)
where U;ﬁ and ]-"2i are unitary transformations defined, respectively, as

UL : L2(R* x S, ||~ *dady) — L*(R* x S', dady)

(3.2) fer 6= 2|75,
and

Fif : L2(RE x S, dedy) — LA(R*, dz) ® (*(Z),
(3.3) ¢ = b = (Yr)kez,

elky 27 N
o) = = o) :=/0 @) d(z,y)dy, ceR

(thus, ¢(x,y) = > ez ¥r(x)ex(y) in the L2-convergent sense).
Up to canonical isomorphisms,
(3.4) H: = LR de) = 4(Z, LX(RY)) = LP(RY) @ 4(Z),
keZ
therefore H+ and H~ display a natural ‘constant-fibre’ orthogonal sum structure
(3.5) HE =t be o= LP(RE da)
kez

with constant fiber h+ and scalar product

(36)  ((Yr)kez (Pr)rez)pe = D /Rin(w){Ek(x) dz = ) (tk, Yr)pe -

kezZ kEZ
In complete analogy one defines F» 1= F, @ Fy, U, := U; © U}, whence
Foly = F, Uy @ FFUF, and
H o= FoUaL*(M,dpo) = (2, L*(R,dz)) = H-oH" = P b,
(3.7) kez
h = L*(R™,dz) ® L*(RT,dz) = L*(R,dz).
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In terms of the transformation (3.1)) we then switch from the operators HE to
their unitarily equivalent counterparts

(3.8) HE = FyUFrHEUS) (FH™

acting on H*. Explicitly,

D) = {¥= Wrez € P LR, o) |4 € FFCF(RE x5}
(39) d keZ ,
iz = (= gy + W+ BT Yy
Completely analogous formulas hold for 77, defined in the obvious way, and acting
on the Hilbert space H (see above).

The self-adjoint extensions of H, with respect to L?(M,du,) and their spectral
properties are more conveniently read out through the above unitary equivalence
from the corresponding 7, with respect to the Hilbert spaces H.

In particular, the self-adjoint extension problem was solved in [I5] based on the
crucial circumstance that the adjoint of ), is reduced, with respect to the Hilbert
space orthogonal decomposition , as

(3.10) A = P Aa(k)

keZ

kez

where the auxiliary operators A, (k) = A (k)® Al (k) all act on the ‘bilateral fibre’
Hilbert space h = L2(R~,dx) @ L?(R*,dx) and are defined by

D(Aa(k)) = CZ(R7)BCZ(RY)

(3.11) d2 a2+«
AER) = e 22

(It is worth remarking that instead J%, & @,c; Aa(k).) Tacitly, the symbols for

adjoint have different meaning in the two sides of (3.10): each one refers to the

corresponding Hilbert space.

This observation bridges the self-adjoint extension problem for 7, (which has
infinite deficiency index) to the collection of the self-adjoint extension problems
for the A, (k)’s (each of which has deficiency index equal to two), up to a final
reconstruction of the global extensions by means of the direct sum .

And based on the very structure (3.10) we shall proceed in this work to charac-
terise the spectral properties of self-adjoint extensions of 47, by determining first
the spectral properties of self-adjoint extensions of the A, (k)’s.

For the time being let us continue with listing relevant properties and formulas
from the previous analysis [I5], which are going to be useful in the next Sections.

Let us re-cap first of all the solution to the self-adjoint extension problem for each
A, (k). Each such operator is densely defined, symmetric, and lower semi-bounded
on L?(R), with

3.12 An(k) = (1+ ) (F2) T |k|ws 1.
4
One finds
Aa(k)" = AL (k)" & AL (k)"
€ L?(R*,dz) such that
D(A(k)") = g
(3.13) (Ax (k)7 { Ly 2|z 4 oGt ) g eL2(Ri,dz)}
£kt 2(..12a M +
e R e L
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and proves that a generic g € D(A,(k)*) has the short-range asymptotics

_ g(ﬂf)) 20 (g(?) s (gf) 149 3
3.14 T) = = |72+ |72 +o(|z|?
By e = (4 ) ol + (%) o115 + ool )

for suitable géc, gljE € C given by the limits

g = lim |23 g% (@)
(3.15) L et L.
gf = lim |z|F2) (g (2) — g7lal"?).
z—0*t

In turn, for each fixed k € Z, one demonstrates that the self-adjoint extensions
of A, (k) can be grouped into the following families

Aqr(k) (the Friedrichs extension)
{ADR(k) |7 € R)
(3.16) {ATL(k) |7 € RY
{ADL (k) |y € R} for fixeda € C
{AV(k) |T = (71,72, 73,74) € R*},

where each operator appearing in (3.16) is a restriction of A, (k)* (hence acts as
the differential operator in (3.13]) above) on the corresponding domain, given, in
terms of the boundary values gy, gf[, respectively by

(3.17) D(Aur(k) = {g€D(Au(k)?) g5 =0=g7},
(3.18) DAL (k) = {g€D(Aa(k)) gy =0, g =97},
(3.19) DAL (k) = {g€ D(Aa(k)) g5 =0, g7 =795}
(3200 DALL(k) = { e D(AaR))| % =29 }
' oe -V ° g1 +agl =gy |’
97 =m0 + <o
(3.21) DAL(K)) == { g€ D(Aalk))| gf =Coy +ags

(=72 +iys

This completes the self-adjoint extension problem for A, (k).

Now, the actual family of self-adjoint extensions of ., (self-adjoint restrictions
of J}) is a vast collection of operators identified by suitable boundary conditions
as x — 0 that in general couple different k-modes and in this sense are non-local
(in momentum) and hence physically not relevant (the size of this enormous family,
in fact its full classification, can be inferred from [I5], Eq. (6.16)]).

Yet, a sub-class of physically meaningful self-adjoint extensions can be singled
out, constituted by the operators

(3.22) Hpr = @ Aar(k),
keZ

(3.23) Hn = PATRK),
keZ

(3.24) A = DAL,
kEZ

(3.25) AL = P ALK,
kEZ

(3.26) A = P AT k),

kEZ
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for all possible v € R, T' € R%, a € C, where the above sums are referred to
the Hilbert space orthogonal decomposition (3.7)) for the space H (analogously to
(3.10) above). Each operator of type 1) displays in its domain boundary
conditions of self-adjointness, as * — 0, that have both the same form and the
same ‘magnitude’ (hence the same ~y-parameter, or I'-parameter) irrespective of
the transversal momentum number k. For this feature, we referred to them as
‘uniformly fibred extensions’ of J¢,. In particular, one proves that 7, r is the
Friedrichs extension.

Finally, unfolding back the unitary transformation one demonstrates that
in correspondence to — one obtains, acting on the original physical space
L?(M,du,), precisely the families of extension of Theorem that is,

(3.27) Hor = (Uy) N F) ' Hr FoU,,
(3.28) HIL = (Ua) Y(Fo) ' AL Fa U
(3.29) gl = (L) NF) ) F .,
(3.30) HYL = (Ua) ™ (Fo) AL Fo U,
(3.31) HI = U)M (RN RU,.

This concludes the concise summary of relevant results from the rather laborious
analysis of [15].

There is in fact one last technical piece of information that we need to extract
from [I5], owing to its relevance in the present work. It concerns the family
of self-adjoint extensions of the operator A, (k), for fixed k € Z, with respect to the
bilateral fibre Hilbert space h = L(R).

Formulas - label all such extensions in terms of convenient parameters
(v € Ror I' € R*) that allow in each case for a transparent expression of the
boundary conditions of self-adjointness in terms of the boundary values goi, gli.
This is the final version of a more intrinsic parametrisation of the extension family,
which is provided by the application of the Krein-Visik-Birman extension scheme
(see [15, Eq. (5.14)]). According to such scheme, the self-adjoint extensions of
A, (k) are in one-to-one correspondence with the self-adjoint operators acting on
the one- and two-dimensional spaces C and C?, and hence, respectively, with the
multiplications by a real number and by a hermitian 2 x 2 matrix. Such intrinsic
labelling operators are the ‘ Birman operator parameters’ of the Krein-Visik-Birman
theory [I3] Theorem 5] and their explicit form in the present case is given as follows
when k # 0.

e The Birman parameter for the sub-families {ALZ]R(IC) |y € R} and {A([)Z]L(k) |y e

R} is the C — C multiplication by the real number fj, that is linked to the
parameter v by the formula

l—a 2 2
2% (1 + o) T+e [k|T+e (14«
L (L, )

L(i72) |K|

(332) B = (k # 0),

and the extension A([J]R(k:) (resp., A([J]L(k)) is identified by S.

e The Birman parameter for the sub-family {A([J,]a(k) |y € R}, at fixed a € C,
is the C — C multiplication by the real number 7, that is linked to the
parameter v by the formula

ﬁ@u+aﬁ&wﬁa0 ﬂ+®v)

L(72) (1 + [al*)[K]

(3.33) T = (k #0),

and the extension AE’, ]a(k:) is identified by 7.
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e The Birman parameter for the sub-family {A[arl (k) |T € R*} is the C? — C?
linear map induced by the hermitian matrix

T1,k Tok + 173k
Tok — iT3.k T4k
2t ) FE s (1R HRGeti)) o
I(12) TEE (e —iys) 14 Ly ’

and the extension {Ag ](k) is identified by T.

Observe that the Birman parameters i, 7, T} do depend on the integer k. Their

expressions (3.32)-(3.34) (that are derived directly from [I5, Eq. (3.59), (5,19),
(5.20)]) would certainly make the final formulas for the boundary conditions of self-

adjointness — unessentially cumbersome — the - or I'-parametrisations
are obviously cleaner. However, Birman parameters are relevant because, as a key
feature of the general Krein-Visik-Birman theory, they encode particularly useful
information on the spectral properties of the extensions that they label. We shall
make a crucial use of such information in the following.

Ty

(3.34)

4. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS IN EACH FIBRE

The goal of this Section is the spectral analysis of the self-adjoint operators
(3.16)), all acting on the fibre Hilbert space b, for different values of the transversal
momentum quantum number k € Z.

4.1. Spectral analysis in the fibre k£ = 0.

The mode k& = 0 requires a separate analysis, essentially due to the fact that
for the self-adjoint extensions of A, (0) we do not have explicit expressions for
the Birman extension parameter (that, as said, carries direct information on the
spectra).

There is nothing conceptually deep preventing one to identify the Birman pa-
rameter also when k£ = 0. Simply, unlike the A, (k)’s when k # 0, the non-negative
expectations (g, Ao (0)g)y include zero at their bottom, therefore the Friedrichs ex-
tension of A, (0) does not admit an everywhere defined and bounded inverse on
L?(R). This makes the standard application of the Krein-Vigik-Birman scheme not
applicable to the pivot extension A, r(0). Yet, the analysis of the extensions of
A, (0) can be equally achieved by characterising first the extensions of the shifted
operator A, (0)+1 (see [15] Sect. 4] for details), as well as by direct Green function
methods (as in [§]) and the final result is expressed by formulas (3.16)-(3.21)).

In this Subsection we establish the following picture.

Proposition 4.1. Let a € [0,1).
(i) The essential spectrum of any self-adjoint extension (3.16) of A (0) satisfy

Uess(Aa,F(O)) = Oess (ALZ]R(O)) = Oess (AEY,]L(O))
= Cess (A[Oz]a(())) = Cess (Ag] (O)) = [0,400)
for anyy €R, a € C, T € R. In all cases, the essential spectrum does not
contain embedded eigenvalues.

(ii) The discrete spectrum of any such extension can be therefore only strictly
negative, and moreover it is empty for A, w(0), consists of at most one

(4.1)

negative non-degenerate eigenvalue for AEJ}R(O), AE)Z]L(O), and A[OZ}Q(O), and

consists of at most two negative eigenvalues for Ag] (0), counted with mul-
tiplicity.
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(iii) ALZ]R(O) and AD,]L (0) admit one negative eigenvalue, denoted respectively as
Ey (A[CZ]R(O)) and Ey (A([)Z]L(O)), if and only if v < 0, in which case

r(se
14+

)™

The corresponding (non-normalised) eigenfunctions are, respectively,

(4.2) Eo (AU (0) = Eo(AJL(0) = - (2

(In) 0, z <0,
9o () =

\/ZEKHTa(I\/E), >0,

—r Kito (—2VE), <0,
() = {\/ T %( eVE), =

0, x>0,

where for short E = —Fy (A[OZ]R(O)) =—E (A[OZ]L(O)).
[]

(iv) For givena € C, ALZ]Q(O) admits one negative eigenvalue, denoted as Eq(Ag.a(0)),
if and only if v < 0, in which case

20 (L S
(4.4) Eo(AQL(0) = - ((1+|a|2()F2(—)1§”‘)7) '

The corresponding (non-normalised) eigenfunction is
\/—xKHTa(—x\/E), <0,
a\/EK#(x\/E), x>0,
where for short E = —Ey (A[oz]a (0)).
(v) Al (0) admits at most two negative eigenvalues: exactly two, given by
(4.6)

(4.5 o) = {

Eo(AT(0)) == — (QFQ(E(;;? (71 + 71— \/(71 —7)2 + 4075 +73) )> o
2
By (AN0) = - (m (71 + 74+ \/(71 —7)2 + 403 +73) )> o :

with Ey (Ag] (0)) < By (Ag] (0)), if and only if
(4.7) Y+ <0 and iy > B +93,

only one negative eigenvalue, the quantity Eqy (A[g] (0)) above, if and only if

T"va = 3+

4.8 < A2442 or
(4.8) Y174 Y2 T V3 Mt <0,

or no negative eigenvalue at all, if and only if

(4.9) Y1+ Y4 — \/(71 —71)?+4(v3 +93) = 0.

The lowest negative eigenvalue Ey (ALF] (0)), if existing, is non-degenerate
when additionally v1 # v4 or ya+~2 > 0, in which case its (non-normalised)
eigenfunction is

(== vV(n—n)?+403 +43)) x
(410)  g{"™(x) = xv=2 Kisa (—2VE),
2(72 — i73) VT K120 (2VE) x>0,

x <0,
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where for short E = —Ey (Ag] (0)). Instead, the negative Ey (AL” 0)), if
ezisting, is two-fold degenerate when additionally v1 = v4 and v = 3 =
0, in which case its two-dimensional eigenspace is spanned by the (non-
normalised) eigenfunctions

(111)

. 0, z <0,
ga+()'_ \/EKH—TQ({E\/E), $>07
{MKIT(I\/E), <0,

0, z>0.

(4.11)
g (@) =

As each self-adjoint extension of A, (0) is a restriction of the adjoint (3.13)), the
eigenvalue problem takes in all cases the form

(7 d? N a2+ )

4.12 —
( ) dz? 422

JrE)gjE =0

where —F is the eigenvalue and g = (i +> € b is the corresponding eigenfunction.

This yields two independent ODEs, one on R~ and one on R, yet identical in
form: it then suffices to only solve, say, the one with > 0. Negative eigenvalues
are found by restricting to E > 0.

Upon re-scaling ¢ := 2vE, w(zVE) := x_%g“‘(x), the positive half-line version

of (4.12)) becomes

ey et @0 e,

d¢? dg

namely a modified Bessel equation, the two linearly independent solution of which
are the modified Bessel functions K, and I, [I, Sect. 9.6]. These are smooth
functions over RT satisfying the asymptotics

1 1o
Iia(§) & €5 +0(6°F)
(4.14) : 272 (3e)
Kia () € 25 T(H2) ¢ 42751 (d0) 5 1+ 0(¢%)
(following from [II, Eq. (9.6.19)]) and
Lo (6) 2% (1+0(™)

(4.15) : - \/ﬁ
Kua(6) 2% [ et +06™)
(following from [IJ, Eq. (9.7.1)-(9.7.2)]).

One therefore deduces that the square-integrable solutions to (4.12) when = > 0
form a one-dimensional space spanned by

(4.16) up() = Vo Kie(@VE).

Thus, the general solution to (4.12)) belonging to h = L*(R™) & L?(RT) has the
form

_ Bug(—x)
(4.17) ge(z) = (CuE(m) > B,CeC.
Now, and (4.16) yield
w1 uE<|w\> =02 B R
+ 27T () B 2 E + O(jaf* %),
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By means of such asymptotics, the boundary values (3.15)) for the function (4.17)
are computed as

9po = B “EIr(e) T
_l-o @ _lia
(4.19) 9o = O2 T THHET
9p. = B2 F (-t
(

5°)
951 = C2 77 I'(—119)

Proof of Proposition [{.1}

Part (i) follows from the fact that A, (0) has finite deficiency index (equal to 2)
and therefore all its self-adjoint extension have the same essential spectrum, say,
of the Friedrichs extension. (Recall indeed this fact: self-adjoint extensions of the
same densely defined and symmetric operator, when the deficiency index is finite,
have the respective resolvents that differ by a finite rank operator, owing to the
Krein resolvent formula [I3] Corollary 6]; in turn, two self-adjoint operators with
compact resolvent difference have the same essential spectrum [19, Theorem 8.12].)
For the latter, indeed 0ess(Aq,r(0)) = [0, +00), as is easily seen from the existence
of a singular sequence relative to any spectral point A > 0 (the Schrédinger operator
in behaves like the free operator at large distances). Moreover, being
the eigenvalue problem for a Schrédinger operator with potential V(z) = c|z| 72,
¢ > 0, it has no L%-solution if E > 0, which proves the absence of embedded
eigenvalues.

Concerning part (ii), As, #(0) has the same lower bound zero as the original A, (0)
(the Friedrichs extension preserves the lower bound), and therefore does not have
negative spectrum. As for the other extensions, the largest multiplicity of their
negative spectrum is computed explicitly in the proof of the next claims of the

Proposition. In fact, it can be quantified a priori by observing that the ALZ]R(O)’S,

A([J}L(O)’s, and ALZ]O,(O)’S form one-parameter sub-families of extensions, meaning

that their Birman parameter acts on a one-dimensional space, whereas the Ag ) (0)’s

form a four-parameter sub-family, meaning that their Birman parameter acts on a
two-dimensional space. As the (finite) multiplicity of the negative spectrum of an
extension and of its Birman parameter are the same [13, Corollary 4], the conclusion
then follows.

For the remaining parts (iii)-(v), let us set for convenience

N 14+
po = -2t~
L(-+52)

(observe, indeed, that I'(—1%2) < 0 and I'(1£2) > 0, as a € [0, 1)).

The general square-integrable eigenfunction (4.17) belongs to the domain of
ALZ}R(O) if and only if its boundary values (4.19) satisfy the conditions (3.18]), that
in this case read B = 0, as expected, and

1+a

B2 = —poy

irrespective of C € C. F being strictly positive, this only makes sense when v < 0,
in which case the expression for the only negative eigenvalue Ej (A[OZ]R(O)) =—-F=

f(fuofy)l%a of A[J]R(O) takes the form (4.2). Owing to (4.17)), the corresponding
(non-normalised) eigenfunction has the form (4.3). The reasoning for AD}L (0) is
completely analogous. Part (iii) is thus proved.
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Along the same line, the eigenfunction (4.17)) belongs to D(A[OZ ]a(O)) if and only
if its boundary values (4.19) satisfy the conditions (3.20)), that in this case read
C = aB,
He _ __Ho
1+ |a
As E > 0, one must have v < 0, in which case the expression for the only negative
eigenvalue Ej (A([)Z]Q(O)) = —F of A([J,]a(O) takes the form (4.4]). Owing to (4.17)), the
corresponding (non-normalised) eigenfunction has the form (4.5). This proves part
(iv).
Last, the eigenfunction (4.17) belongs to D(Ag ] (0)) if and only if (4.19) matches

B21), iec.,
(954) _ ( M 72+173> (915,0)
951 Y2—ivs  a 950

The latter is equivalent to

Jiva TC52) < ” 72+173> (B) e (B)
L(—42) \2—is  m C c)’

. Ita . .
meaning that £~z is an eigenvalue of

" Y2 +ivs
T .= — . .
po (’72 — 173 Y4 )

Thus, —F (with E > 0) is a negative eigenvalue of Al (0) if and only of E"
is a positive eigenvalue of the matrix T', and equating the the eigenvector of T" to

(g) yields the condition on the constants B and C in (4.17)) for the corresponding

ERE

eigenfunction of Al (0).
Elementary arguments show that the eigenvalues of T are two and real (due to
hermiticity) and
e both positive if and only if Tr(T') > 0 and det(7T") > 0,
e only one positive if and only if one of the following two possibilities occurs:
det(T) < 0 (corresponding to two distinct eigenvalues of opposite sign),
or det(T) = 0 and Tr(7) > 0 (corresponding to a positive and a zero

eigenvalue).
Computing
To(T) = —po(m+7),  det(T) = —pg(73 +73 — M)
one then concludes that the conditions for T' to have, respectively, exactly one, or

two positive eigenvalues, and hence for Ag ] (0) to have, respectively, exactly one,

or two negative eigenvalues, take respectively the form (4.8)) and (4.7)).
Explicitly, the eigenvalues of T are

A= —%(71 +yax \/(71 — 1)+ 4(3 +’Y§))v
with A= > A1, and the quantities
Bo(4f10) = —B~ = -(\7)w=
E (A1) == —BY = —(\)Te

(hence, the expressions (4.6))), defined when applicable depending on the conditions

(4.7)-(4.8), are the corresponding negative eigenvalues of Al (0) (only the first, or
both, when applicable). The condition A~ < 0, hence (4.9)), clearly identifies the

case when Ag ] (0) does not have negative eigenvalues at all.
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The eigenvalues of T are distinct (A~ > AT) when v # 4 or when at least
one among 9, y3 is non-zero: with distinct eigenvalues, the largest has eigenvector
(proportional to)

(g) _ (’h —— V(=) +403 + 7:3?’)) ,

2(7y2 — iy3)

implying that the ground state eigenfunction (4.17) of Al (0) relative to the non-

degenerate lowest negative eigenvalue Ey (A[OF ] (0)) has the form (4.10). Instead, T’
has coincident eigenvalues (A~ = AT) when 71 = 4 and 75 = 73 = 0, i.e., when

T is a multiple of the identity. In this case any vector ( C) € C? is eigenvec-

tor for T, implying that the ALF ] (0) has a two-dimensional eigenspace relative to
the two-fold degenerate negative eigenvalue Ej (AL[F ] (0)) = —pov1, spanned by the
eigenfunctions (4.11]).

The proof of part (v) is thus completed. O

4.2. Spectral analysis in the fibre & € Z\ {0}.
Next, we shall establish the following counterpart to Proposition [I.1] for the
generic, non-zero mode k.

Proposition 4.2. Let o € [0,1), k € Z\ {0}, a € C.

(i) The spectrum of any self-adjoint extension (3.16) of Ay (k) is purely dis-
crete. Ay r(k) has no negative eigenvalue, all other extensions have at most
finitely many.

(ii) A([)Z]R(k) and AD}L (k) have at most one negative eigenvalue, denoted, respec-
tively, by Ey (A([Z]R(k)) and Ey (A[OZ]L(k))' Such negative eigenvalue exists
if and only if v < —|k|/(1 + «), in which case it is non-degenerate with

B (AD) (k) 277 (1 + ) s |k He | B
4.20 a, < lra, 4 g < kLY,
( ) EO(A[’Y]L(k)) F(l a ( || Y ) (’7 1+a)

a, Fa
(iii) AQL (k) has at most one negative eigenvalue, denoted by Fy (Ag]a(k)). Such
negative eigenvalue exists if and only if v < —|k|(1+|a|?)/(1+«), in which
case

9174 (1 + a) 7= |k| =
P(i52)

al?)|k
(< -t

1+«
(4.21) 7 (FrepmY + 1)

(iv) Ag](kz) has at most two negative eigenvalues: exactly two if and only if

(4.22) k| < —Q+a)(m+7a+ vV — 702 +402 +13)),

only one if and only if

—(l+a)(n+rut vV —7)?+403+13)) <

(4.23) I
<kl < —Q+a)(m+ru—vVin—)?+403+43)),

and none if and only if

(4.24) Kl > =1+ a)(n+7a— V(1 — )2 +402 +932)).
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In the first two cases the lowest negative eigenvalue Ey (A[am (k;)) satisfies
l-a _2
Bo(Al() < 20 QT
(4.25) (“‘O‘)

<1+ |Z\ (71+74 \/(71—74)2+4(72+7§))>.

We shall also need the following additional information on the fibre operators.

Lemma 4.3. Let J, = Drez Ay (k) be any one of the operators (3.22)-(3.26). If
k| > |K'|, then D(Aa(k)) C D(Aa(K)) and (h, Aa(k)h)L2m) > (b Aa(K')h) L2(R)
Vh € D(Ay(K)) \ {0}.

Proof of Proposition[{.2 (i) Any self-adjoint extension of A, (k) is a suitable re-
striction of the adjoint ED, and therefore acts as the differential operator

d? 2 20, 2+0a)

dx? R+ 422
on L?(R*). On each half-line this is a Schrédinger operator of the form — % +V(x)
with V(z) — 400 as |z| — +oo and therefore (see, e.g., [20, Sect. 5.5]) has purely
discrete spectrum. In turn, the spectrum of each extension on the direct sum
L?(R™)@ L?(R™) is the union of the spectra relative to each half-line, hence is itself
purely discrete. In particular, A, r(k) is strictly positive, as the Friedrichs extension
preserves the lower bound ([3.12): thus, A, r(k) has no negative spectrum. All other
extensions may produce negative bound states: their number is finite because the
original operator A, (k) has finite deficiency index (see, e.g., [I3], Corollary 5]). More
precisely (see, e.g., [I3l Corollary 4]), the number of negative eigenvalue of each
extension is the same as the number of negative bound states of the corresponding
Birman extension parameter — the operators listed in — — and therefore

amounts up to one for AM r(K), A([J]L(k), and Ag]a(k), and up to two for Ag](k‘).

(i) A[OZ]R( ) and Aa,L( ) are associated to the one-dimensional Birman parameter
, which admits negative spectrum, in the precise number of one negative
eigenvalue, if and only if 85 < 0. Such condition is equivalent to v < —|k|/(1 + «).
A further general feature of the extension theory (see, e.g., [I3, Theorem 11]) is
that the lowest negative eigenvalue of the Birman parameter is an upper bound
of the lowest negative eigenvalue of the corresponding extension. The conditions
Eo (Al (k) < Br < 0 and Eo(A7) (k) < Bi < 0 thus yield (£:20).

(iii) The reasoning is precisely the same as for part (ii), now with respect to the
Birman parameter . The condition Ej (AM (k)) < 7 < 0 yields .

(iv) Now the Birman parameter is the two-dimensional hermitian matrix Tj
given by . We can drop out the positive multiplicative pre-factor

97%a (1 + o) T |k| e

I(132)

W = > 0,

and the number of negative eigenvalues for T} is equivalent to the number of neg-
ative eigenvalues for

fo (LR HEe i
. |k| 2 (2 —iv3) 1+ 1|;|a'74 -

The latter has indeed two real eigenvalues (due to hermiticity), explicitly,

14+«
\k| (71+’Y4i\/71 V4)? +4(72+73))

)\f =14 —
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Three possibilities can occur: A, < )\z <0, A, <0< )\;r, or 0 < A\, < )\:.
The first corresponds to the condition

k| < —(1+a)(n+r+ V(1 —7)?+4(% +13))
in which case T} has two negative eigenvalues (namely Mk)\%)’ and so too does
Ag](k‘) with the upper bound piA, > Ey (Ag](k))
The second possibility corresponds to the condition
—(I+a)(n+ya+Vn =702 +4(3 +13)) <
<kl < —(I+a)(m+7—vVn—1)?+403+43)),

in which case T}, has only one negative eigenvalue (namely 4, ), and so too does
Al(k), again with upA;, > Eo(AL (k).
The third possibility is

k> —Q+a)(n+v— vV —n)?+402+143)),

for an infinite number of k’s it is never empty, and corresponds to the fact that T

has no negative eigenvalues, hence Al (k) has neither.
Part (iv) is thus proved. O

Proof of Lemmal4.3 For each non-zero h the inequality among expectations is an
obvious computation:

(hy Aa(k)) L2r) = (hy Aa (KR 2@y = (Bl (k2 = [K/[*)h) 2y > 0.
So one has to prove the inclusion of domains. The actual identity D(Aq(k)) =
D(An(K")) for k, k' € Z \ {0} is a consequence of the explicit characterisation of
the spaces D(Aq(k)) and D(Ay(k)) we made in [I5, Theorem 5.5 and Proposition

3.8], which is independent of k. When instead |k| > 0 the inclusion D(A,(k)) C
D(A,(0)) follows again from [I5, Theorem 5.5] that provides a representation of
D(A,(0)) and D(A4(k)) in terms of D(A,(0)) and D(A, (k)), and from the inclusion
D(A4(0)) C D(Ay(k)), the latter space being characterised in [15, Proposition 3.8],
the former in [8, Prop. 4.11(i)]. (In the notation of [8 Prop. 4.11(i)], A,(0) is
the operator L™ with m = 1"’7"‘: the validity condition m € (0,1) required in [8]
Prop. 4.11(i)] is therefore satisfied.) O

5. SCATTERING ON FIBRE

We continue the analysis on fibre by discussing the scattering. Owing to Propo-
sitions and this is a meaningful question only for the mode k = 0, where
indeed the self-adjoint realisations of the fibre operator have all essential spectrum
[0, +00) with no embedded eigenvalues — in particular, absolutely continuous.

As all the zero-mode self-adjoint operators act with the differential action
, we are concerned in each case with the one-dimensional scattering on the
potential

a2+ «)

(5.1) V@) = S

and with the additional “internal” interaction governed by one of the boundary
conditions (3.17)-(3.21)) at # = 0 — understanding the cases Iz and Iy, as interaction
with the potential V' and with the barrier at x = 0 only on the corresponding
half-line.
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In all cases the quest for scattering states leads to determining the generalised

g
to the
9+>

eigenfunctions relative to an energy F > 0 as suitable solutions g =
ordinary differential equation
(5.2) -¢'"+Vg = Eg

on each half-line when applicable.
In complete analogy to the reasoning for (4.12)-(4.17)) we solve the problem

(5.3) u"(2) + (B - 22V y(z) = 0, 2>0,

4|z|?

in terms of modified Bessel function, switching now for convenience to the Hankel

functions (Bessel functions of third kind) HSY and Hl(,z), where
H(l) — i —iTI'I/JV o Jfl,

- D) = (™)~ Tu(2).
HP(2) = ——— (8™ J,(2) — J-u(2)) .

sin vm

and J, is the ordinary Bessel function of first kind [I, Eq (9.1. 3) (9.1.4)]. We thus

write the two linearly independent solutions '} and u'? to as

up(2) = Vo H (eVE),

In turn, the general solution to ((5.2)) on R has the form
- ey — (2
(5.6) gr(x) = (gE(x)> = (A ( z) + Az ug (= x)) ; AT, Ay eC.

(5.5)

9i(7) Atul ) + AT (@)
From (5.5) and from the asymptotics at short [I, Eq. (9.1.10)] and large [1l
Eq. (9.2.3)-(9.2.4)] distances for the Hankel functions we compute

21+a
1 )0 i %
ul (@) :

- EEET(59) sin(1xe )

+ 40,
(5.7) 27D (552 sin(H52 )
° 1+
€T '27 a
u(EQ‘)(x) = 1+o : i xr 2
ETT(359) sin(H2n
.E1+a i_ﬂ_1+o< N
_ H»ial 34a€ 21 ~ .’L'1+E +O(.”L'2_E),
272 T(55%)sin(=5%)
and
x o0 2 —_= —
) 2 |2t e iee 4 o),
(5.8)

xT o0 2 N —1 . Y —
WD () TTH \/;E i e i @VE=§ 4 (1 4 O(27Y)).

Incidentally, (5.8) explains the convenience of choosing H &,H ﬁ to express a
2 2

pair of linearly independent solutions to (5.3): at large distances, ug) and ug)

behave as plane waves, with an evident advantage for their interpretation in the
scattering arguments that follow.
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The local behaviour of the general solution (5.6)) around x = 0, and concretely
speaking the boundary values (3.15]), are given by

. 14+
+ 127 + 4t
g = o A _A ’
E.0 E1+ F(PTQ)SIH(HTO‘T(')( 2 1)

(59) i

e 2 + ita 4+
g = « A +e A )
E,1 21-5 F(B_ga)sln<l ar ( 1 2)

as is easy to compute from and -

Let us focus, in partlcular on the II,-type scattering.

Proposition 5.1. Let a € [0,1), a € C, and v € R.

(i) The one-dimensional Schrédinger scattering governed by the Hamiltonian

A([)Z ]a (0) has transmission and reflection coefficients equal respectively to

2

T (E) - E% (14 ™) T(52)g
@ay B B (e 2 i~ 9ltagifap(3ta ’
(5.10) L(35%)(1 + [a]?) +iy2+oels ( )
’ lta iTa a 2
Ruuo(B) = | EETUE) ol o) 920 Tor e
BT (15)(1 + Jaf? >+w21+aewr<i> |
and
(5.11) Toa~r(E)+ Raar(E) = 1.

(ii) Reflection and transmission coefficients are independent of energy E for all
extensions with v = 0.
(i) The scattering is reflection-less (Ro,q~(E) = 0) when

(2D (3% sin Sa e
(5:.12) B = ( r(se O‘)(l—coswoz) ) ’

provided that « € (0,1), |a| =1, and v > 0.
(iv) In the high energy limit the scattering is independent of the extension pa-
rameter vy and one has
. 2|al?(1 + cos mar)
1 T, E) =
it Toan(B) A+ aP?
1+ |a|* — 2|al? cos max
| E) =
php e (B) 1+ [aP)?

(v) In the low energy limit, for v # 0,

lim T, (E) = 0.,
(5.14) I . Rear(E) = 1
El'il(l) a,a,y = 1.

Proof The generalised elgenfunctlons g for Aa o at energy E > 0 have the form
with parameters A ,A;t such that the corresponding boundary values ([5.9)
satisfy

Jr _ —_
9eo = @9g0
9p1 95, = Y950
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(see (3.20) above), whence
Ay — AT = a(A; — A7)
Ei ki ( 2 ) — | = A+ ima i A— | = A+
@ Jrrer(EEsy (A TTAT ™47 +aAf) =
= iv(4y — A7),

By standard scattering arguments, and in view of the large distance asymptotics
, the occurrence of an incident plane wave e VE from +00 towards the ori-
gin (with “momentum” \/E)7 producing after the scattering a transmitted plane
wave e @VE towards —oo and a reflected plane wave ¢®VE hack towards 400,
corresponds to the choice
(b) Ay =1, Ay =0.

Indeed, in this case (5.6]) takes the asymptotic form

A e~ 2+a) e—lz\/i
~ 1 /2 1(2+a)
gE(.'E) \/;E 46 N (Aii’ —iZ%(2+a) elm\/> + e—w\/E as |$| — 100,

with conventionally unit amplitude for the source incident plane wave from +oo (up

to the overall multiplicative pre-factor \/g E~7¢i5 () and clearly no incident
plane wave from —oo. The transmission and reflection coefficients for the scattering
are then equal respectively to

TSL(E) = |ALP, RED(B) = |Af]P.

a,a,y a,a,y

Solving @ with the condition (]ED yields

B E (14 ™) (%) g
A7 = —

ESST(552)(1 + |af2) + i 21+eei3or(35e)
1+o
L EETCEY) (L JaPe™) i 2tteeifor(Se)
' E“”P<T><1+\a| ) iy 2itaciFoT(34e)

Mimicking the reasoning above, the occurrence of an incident plane wave cieVE
from —oo towards the origin, producing after the scattering a transmitted plane
wave ei*VE towards 400 and a reflected plane wave e~12VE hack towards —00,

corresponds to the choice
(c) Ay =1, AT =0,
in which case ([5.6) becomes

1 ym a AT e_i%(2+0‘) e—iI\/E + eim\/ﬁ
) ~ \/%E 1ol (2 )( 1 Afe*i%(2+a)ei$\/ﬁ as |z| = +o0.

The transmission and reflection coefficients for the scattering are now, respectively,

TE) = AT, RED(E) = |47

a,a,y o,a,y

Solving @ with the new condition yields

4 EETCS) (0 — o) piyatecier(te)
1 = 1ta : iZa e} ’
B T(152)(1 + |af?) + iy 2i+aeizoT(34e)

lto iTa —
AF _ - B (14 ™) T(15%) a
it

ETET(152)(1 + |af?) + iy 21 teeifoT(3452) |
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An easy computation shows that

Ta(B) = T () = Toun(E)

a,a,y
Rz()::z)'y(E) = R((;,_(z),"/(E) = Ra’a”Y(E)7

whence the final expressions (5.10)), as well as the validity of (see also Remark
below). This proves part (i).

All the claims of part (ii), (iv), and (v) then follow straightforwardly from (5.10).
Concerning part (iii), one sees from that the scattering is reflection-less when

R i St

(laf?eime — 1) (52)

(d)

provided that

0 < iyelze® _ (la|* + 1)ysin For+i(|al® — 1)y cos S
la|?eim> — 1 (|a|? cos T — 1)2 + |a| sin® T

a condition that is only satisfied when « € (0,1), and |a| =1, and v > 0. If this is
the case, the quantity computed above becomes
ysin S
1 —cosma

and the expression @ takes finally the form ([5.12)). O

Remark 5.2. The identity Ty 4 ~(E) + Ra,a,~(E) = 1 was checked directly in the
proof above. In fact, it could have been claimed a priori, as one does with the
scattering governed by a Schrodinger operator Hgepy = —dd—:? + V with smooth and
fast decaying real potential V', but with a noticeable difference in the reasoning. For
Hgcpy, the problem Hgen,g = Eg with E > 0 is an ODE on R whose (two linearly
independent) solutions are continuous, and with continuous derivative, over the
whole R. For any such g, the probability current

(5.15) Jy(x) = —i(g(z)g'(x) — g(2)g'(x)) = 2Tm(g(x)g'(x))
is actually conserved Vz € R because
Jo(w) = 20m(g(z)g"(x)) = 2Im((V(z) — E)lg(x)]*) = 0

(having used the identity —¢”’ + Vg = Eg and the reality of V). Mimicking the
present setting, one could also reason by saying that on each open half line R* the
ODE Hgsenrg = Eg gives rise to a conserved current, and the left and right currents
do coincide because, taking the limit  — 0% in , one exploits the continuity
of g and ¢’ at x = 0. In turn, the conserved current allows one to conclude the
following: for a solution g to Hschyg = Fg with asymptotics
eieVE + re i wVE a5 1 5 0o
g(x) ~ {

5.16 .
( ) teieVE as * — +00

(such g does exists, as V has fast decrease) a simple calculation yields

(5.17) lim_Jy(x) = WE 1 - |r)?), lim J(x) = WE|?,

whence |2 + |r|?> = 1 because J,(x) is constant. This gives the conservation of the
incident flux into the sum of reflected and transmitted flux. In the present case,
is a differential problem consisting of two separate ODEs on each half line,
to which one superimposes the boundary condition at x = 0 characteristic for the
operator AQ ]a. Precisely as in the ordinary Schrodinger case, one has probability
currents

(5.18) Jgi(x) = 23m(gi(1:)(gi)'(m))
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on R*, each of which is conserved, and such that for a solution of type (5.16)

. — _ 2 : + _ 2
(5.19) im_Jj(2) = 2WE (1 —|r?), Jim 7 () = 2WE |t|?.
However, the overall conservation J~ = J*, which would lead again to |t|? + |r|? =

1, cannot follow from the continuity of g and ¢’ at = 0 as for the ordinary
Schrodinger case: such functions actually diverge as |x| — 0, more precisely

g5 (—2)"% + g7 (—2)'T% +o(z?) asz 10~
9<w>={gi ) 7% +g; (~a) (a?)
0

(5.20) 7% 4 gFaltE 4 o(x?) as x| 0T
5.20
g'(x) = § 90 ()" — (14 §) gy (—2)% +o(e?) asx 10"
_%goﬂf(H%)‘F(l‘F%)gff%+0($%) asz | 01,
with
+ —
Jgo = ayg
(5.21) IR
91 +agi =790
A new check is therefore needed: from (5.18) and (5.20)) one computes
(5.22) JE = lim, JE@) = +£2(1+ @) Im(g5 gF)
and using (5.21]) one finds
1— 1
I = =20+ a)Im(=gf - (vt —ag))
(5.23) (1+a)Jm(-go (7 L% — 491

=21+ a) ﬁm(fgf) = J".
This finally establishes the a priori information that Ty ¢ ~(E) + Ra a4 (E) = 1.

6. RECONSTRUCTION OF THE SPECTRAL CONTENT OF THE FIBRED EXTENSIONS

The previous results on each fibre from Section [f can be now assembled together
to produce the spectral analysis of the fibred operators (3.22)-(3.26]).

6.1. Spectrum of the direct sum.
We shall establish here the following auxiliary result.

Proposition 6.1. Consider the Hilbert space orthogonal direct sum H = @, .-
Let (Sk)kez be a collection of self-adjoint operators, the k-th of which acts in by,
and let S be the self-adjoint operator direct sum S = @, Sk acting in H. Then:

(6.1) o(8) = |Jo(se).

keZ

(62) Uess(S) D U Uess(Sk),
keZ

(6.3) Udisc(S) C Uadisc(sk)~
keZ

Remark 6.2. Inclusions and may well be strict. Indeed, oess(S) may
contain accumulation points of eigenvalues, or eigenvalues with infinite multiplicity
that are not contained in any oess(Sk), and ogisc(Sx) may contain eigenvalues that
are contained in oess(Sks) for k' # k.

Remark 6.3. In the direct sum operator structure S = €, ., Sk, the self-adjointness
of S is equivalent to the self-adjointness of all the Sy’s (see, e.g., [I5, Lemma 2.2]).
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Prior to demonstrating Proposition let us recall a few standard properties
of the operator direct sum, for which we skip the simple proof. If S and the
Si’s are closed operators with respect to the corresponding Hilbert spaces, so that
the notion of resolvents p(S) and p(Sk) is non-trivial, then the invertibility of S
implies the invertibility of all the Si’s (each one in the respective space), with
Sl = Dicz S,;l. As a consequence,

(6.4) p(S) < () p(Sk)-

kEZ

Proof of Proposition[6.1} In order to establish (6.1), let us first show that

) o) = ine( [ 0(0)).

kEZ

where ‘int’ here denotes the interior of the set (in the ordinary topology of C). The
‘C’-inclusion follows from upon taking the interior on both sides, and using
the fact that p(S) = int(p(S)) (the resolvent set is open in C). For the ‘D’-inclusion,
pick A € int((V,ez P(Sk)). Each operator Sy, — A1 has then everywhere defined and
bounded inverse in h;. Moreover, because of the status of interior point,

e = dist ()\, U a(sk)) = dist (MC\ N p(Sk)) > 0.
kEZ kEZ
On the subspace D, dense in H, defined as
D = {(Yr)rez € H ’ Y, # 0 only for finitely many &},

the operator @, ., (Sk — Alx)~! is well defined because the k-th summand is
bounded in by and when applied to an element of D the sum is only finite. Such
operator is also bounded (in #) because, by a standard resolvent estimate,

@(Sk — )\]lk)_l

keZ

< e L.

Thus, it extends uniquely to an everywhere defined and bounded operator on the
whole H which is easily seen to invert S — A1. This proves that A € p(S5).
Now that @ is established, we have

73 = Chine( (o(s) = S\ oS0

keZ keZ

o(S)

U @©\osk) = oSk

keZ kEZ

In the first identity above we exploited the closedness of the spectrum; in the second
we applied (¥); in the third we used the property C\ X = C\ int(X). Thus, (6.1]
is proved.

Concerning , if A € 00ss(Sk), then there exists a singular sequence in by
relative to A. Since h C H, such a sequence is also a singular sequence relative
to A considered as a spectral point of S. Therefore, gess(Sk) C Tess(S). As k was
arbitrary, follows.

Last, concerning , pick A € 04isc(9), i.e., A is an isolated eigenvalue of S
with finite multiplicity. Denoting by ¢ = (Y )rez € H one of the corresponding
eigenvectors, one has SY = Ay, whence Sy, = M)y Vk € Z with only finitely
many non-vanishing v, (otherwise the finite multiplicity would be violated). For
the finitely many k’s for which that happens, A is therefore an eigenvalue of Sy,
it has necessarily finite multiplicity (again because otherwise as an eigenvalue of
S it would have infinite multiplicity), and it is isolated, because by assumption
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there is a sufficiently small neighbourhood of A containing, apart from A itself, only

points of p(S), and hence, owing to (6.4), only points of p(Sg). This proves that
A € 04isc(Sk) and finally establishes (6.3]). O

6.2. Spectrum of the fibred extensions of J7,.

Theorem 6.4. Let a € [0,1), vy €R, a € C, T = (y1,72,73,74) € R*. The spectra

of the self-adjoint extensions of type (3.22))-(3.26) of the operator 2, defined in
(13-8)-(3.9) have the following properties.

(i) Essential spectrum:
Uess(%,F) = Uess(%?}l\) = Uess(%?ﬂ)
= Uess(ji%[:g) = Uess(%[r]) = [0,400).

[e%

(6.5)

(ii) Discrete spectrum: the discrete spectrum of each such operator is only neg-
ative and consists of finitely many eigenvalues. In particular, any such
operator is lower semi-bounded.

(iil) For each considered extension, the essential spectrum [0,400) contains
(countably) infinite embedded eigenvalues, each of finite multiplicity. There
s no accumulation of embedded eigenvalues.

(iv) £, F has no negative eigenvalue, thus no discrete spectrum.

(v) Both L%”ahf]{ and ,%{JVL] have negative spectrum if and only if v < 0, in which
case their negative spectrum is finite, discrete, and consists respectively of
N_ (f%ﬂwl}{) and N_ (L%Zhg) negative etgenvalues, counted with multiplicity,
with

(66)  N_(A0) = No(D) =200+ a)hl]+1 (<0).

(vi) L%%m has negative spectrum if and only if v < 0, in which case its negative

spectrum is finite, discrete, and consists of N_ (j‘fah(l) negative eigenvalues,
counted with multiplicity, with

1+«

(67 N = 2| e

M+1 (r<0).

(vii) A has negative spectrum if and only if yi+va—/ (11 —72)2 + 4(72 +13) <
0, in which case its negative spectrum is finite, discrete, and consists of
N_ (f%@m) negative eigenvalues, counted with multiplicity, with

N_(ZT) = 2| ~(1+ ) (m + v+ — )2 +4(73 +2))]

(6.8) +2l-(1+a) v+ =V —7)?+403 +13))]
+ no(I')
with
2 if myu>B+ and 471 <0

71742722-%73%
Y1 +71 <0
0 if Mmyu=1+9 and 747 >0.

(6.9) no(l) == 9 1 if mu<ys+3 or {

Corollary 6.5. The operator 74, is non-negative. The operators jfa[}]{, Jfahg,

and %ﬂaha] are non-negative if and only if v > 0. The operator %ﬁm 18 non-negative
if and only if yiva =73 + 73 and y1 474 > 0.
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Proof of Theorem[6.]} Let us write A, = Dz A, (k) for any of the operators
E2)-629).

Obviously, A € R is an eigenvalue of j,i’z, and hence 3,2’21/1 = A\ for some non-zero
Y = (Vi )kez € H (the fibred Hilbert space )7 if and only if Ea(k)wk = My, for
all the k’s in Z for which 1y is non-zero in the fibre Hilbert space b.

Let us focus first on the negative eigenvalues A of j?; . They necessarily come
as negative eigenvalues of some of the /Ta(k)’s. Owing to Propositions and
each ﬁa(k) contributes with a finite number of negative eigenvalues (counting
multiplicity). Moreover, and most importantly, only a finite number of ga(k)’s
have negative eigenvalues.

Let us demonstrate this claim first for f?; = jfa["}]{ and postpone the same

control of the other extensions to the second part of the proof. Thus, when ﬁa(k) =
A([)Z]R(k) and k € Z\ {0}, Proposition ii) states that this operator admits exactly
one negative, non-degenerate eigenvalue if and only if |k| < —(14+«)y. This is never
the case when v > 0, whereas when 7 < 0 the number of k-modes with negative
eigenvalue is precisely 2| (1 4+ a)|y|] + 1, having now added to the counting also
the negative eigenvalue of A‘[;]R(O) when v < 0 (Proposition iii)). Therefore,
t%”ahf]{ with v < 0 has exactly 2| (1 + a)|v|] + 1 negative eigenvalues, counted with
multiplicity, namely a finite number of them. As said, we defer to the second part
of the proof the analogous quantification for the other types of extensions.

The conclusion so far is that %A”; has only a finite number of negative eigenval-
ues, counted with multiplicity, which therefore all belong to ogisc (j%;) All other

eigenvalues of J7, are non-negative, hence embedded in

[0,400) = Tess(Aa(0)) = erss(Aa(k)) C Oess(H2)
kEZ

(having used from Proposition for the first identity, Proposition i) for
the second, and from Proposition for the third), and therefore do not
belong to ogjse (f?;) The latter set is therefore only negative and finite. This
proves part (ii).

As argued above, [0,400) C 0ess (j%;) Should there be A < 0 in 0egs (%)’
such A would either be an eigenvalue of infinite multiplicity or an accumulation
point of o’(j‘?;). The first option is excluded, because as observed already negative
eigenvalues of 3‘?; can only be negative eigenvalues of a finite number of the A, (k)’s,
hence all with finite multiplicity. The second option is excluded as well, owing to
of Proposition that implies that a negative accumulation point of a(f%f’Z)
must be the limit of negative points in the J(/Ta (k)) ’s, whereas the negative spectra
of the ga(k)’s are actually non-empty only for finitely many k’s, and each such
negative spectrum is finite. Then, necessarily oegs (}/Z) = [0,+00). This proves
part (i).

Concerning the non-ogisc (j‘?;) eigenvalues embedded in [0, +00), once again each
of them must be an eigenvalue for some of the Aq(k)’s. As each A (k) with k # 0
has infinitely many positive eigenvalues (Proposition [4.2{i)), the number of embed-
ded eigenvalues for ,9%; , counting multiplicity, is (countably) infinite as well. Now,
the only possibility for any such eigenvalue A > 0 to have itself infinite multiplicity
is that A is simultaneously an eigenvalue for infinitely many distinct Zla (k). This
cannot be the case, though. Indeed, each Za(k) is lower semi-bounded and the
Krein-Visik-Birman extension scheme provides the following estimate from below
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of the bottom m(ga(k:)) of its spectrum [13, Theorem 6):

~ m(Aq (k) - m(B)
) 2 ) + B

In the last formula Bj, indicates the Birman extension parameter of Z (k), namely
one of the operators (3.32)-(3.34), m(Bj) denotes the bottom of its spectrum, and
m(Aq(k)) is the lower bound (3.12). For sufficiently large |k,

m(Ag (k) ~ [k, m(By) ~ [k[TFe

whence m(ga (k) 2 |k|ﬁ*z This shows that the lowest cigenvalue of A (k) grows
with |k|, thus making impossible for a fixed A > 0 to be simultaneous eigenvalue
of infinitely many ﬁa(k)’s. The conclusion is that A has finite multiplicity. The
same reasoning excludes that the embedded eigenvalues accumulate to some limit
points. This completes the proof of part (iii).

What remains to prove now is the precise quantification of the multiplicity of
the finite negative discrete spectrum of the operator %/’Z for each possible type
S s e%ﬁa[}]i, %{yﬂ, jﬁ.m, /e mimicking the same reasoning made above for j‘fahl;]{
Clearly C%’g,p has no negative spectrum because the A,Lp(k)’s have neither (Propo-
sitions [4.1[ii) and [.2[i)). And the multiplicity (6.6) of the negative bpectrum of
I, [7] hae been already computed above — the same clearly applies to ,%” . Thus,
partb (iv) and (v) are proved.

Concerning #.1, Proposition iii) states that A, with k € Z\ {0} admits
exactly one negative, non-degenerate eigenvalue if and only if |k| < — 1}~_T[f|2 ~. This
is never the case when v > 0, Whereas when v < 0 the number of k-modes with
negative eigenvalue is precisely 2| ++5%5 Halg |v]] 4+ 1, having now added to the counting

also the negative eigenvalue of A([;’ ]a( ) when v < 0 (Proposition iv)). Therefore,
L%%[VJ with 7 < 0 has exactly 2| T57% +| |2 |v]] + 1 negative eigenvalues, counted with
multiplicity. Part (vi) is proved.

Last, concerning %F], the counting goes as follows. In the non-zero modes, the
Al (k)’s with ezactly two negative eigenvalues are those for which (see from

Proposition
k| < —(1+a)(m+7+ vV -2 +40Z+13)),

therefore their number amounts to

Ny = 2[—(1+a)(m +ya+ /(1 =722 +403 +93))] -

The AY ](k)’s instead with only one negative eigenvalue are those for which (see

above)
—(l+a)(m+r+ V0 —1)?+405 +13)) <
< < =+ a)(m+ 9 =V =72 +405 +95))
therefore their number amounts to
Ny = 2=+ ) (n+7—Vn—n)?+403 +13))]
=2[-(1+a)(n +ya+ V(=) +405 +93))]

All other Ag ) (k)’s do not have negative eigenvalues. Thus, the contribution in terms
of number of negative eigenvalues of f%%m from its non-zero modes is 2Ny + Ny,
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counting multiplicity. To this quantity we have to add the number ny of negative
i(

V),

eigenvalues from the zero-mode, namely from Al (0): owing to Proposition
2 if e > 'y§ +’y§ and v +7v <0
MY =7 +7
Y1 +71 <0
0 otherwise, i.e., if 71 +7v1— /(71 —72)2 +4(v3 +73) > 0.

ny = 1 if 7174<'y§+’y§ or {

The conclusion is that the number N_ (%%[F]) of negative eigenvalues of %ﬁm,
counting multiplicity, is precisely 2N5 + N7 + ng, which yields the expression .
Moreover, none of the fibre operators A[F] (k), k € Z, admits negative eigenvalues

if and only if (see (4.9) and ({ above)
M +74*\/(71*74) +4(’72 +73) > 0 and
Bl > —(Q+a)(m+y— vV —nu)?2+407+13)) ke Z\{0},

which is equivalent to just v1 + 4 — /(71 — 72)2 +4(72 +93) > 0. The latter

condition characterises the absence of negative spectrum for jfa['g, can be also
interpreted as the non-negativity of the lowest eigenvalue of the hermitian matrix

P (0, .

Y2 173 V4
and is therefore equivalent to Tr(I') > 0 and det(I') > 0, i.e., to 71 4+ 74 > 0 and
Y171 = 73 + 3. Part (vii) is thus proved. O

6.3. Inverse unitary transformations.

By inverting the unitary transformation of , thus exploiting the identities
-, we are now able to translate the information obtained so far on the
uniformly fibred self-adjoint extensions of 7, to the corresponding self-adjoint
extensions of H,.

Proof of Theorem[2.1 The non-negativity is preserved between the pairs of unitar-
ily equivalent operators in (3.27)-(3.31]), therefore the theorem follows at once from
Corollary O

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Discrete and essential spectrum are preserved between the
pairs of unitarily equivalent operators in (3.27)-(3.31]), as well as the multiplicity
and degeneracy of eigenvalues, therefore the theorem follows at once from Theorem
6.4 ([

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Consider the regime when an operator of the type (3.23)-
(3.26)), collectively denoted as 7, = @, Aa(k), has negative spectrum (Theo-

rem [6.4). Build ¢ = (¢x)rez € H whose components are all zero but for v, taken
to be the eigenfunction in h relative to the zero-mode lowest negative eigenvalue
Eo(A4(0)) (Proposition . Then J, ) = Eo(Aq, 0 ¥. Moreover, as a conse-
quence of the strict ordermg established in Lemma [4.3] Ey(A4(0)) is the ground
state energy of %” with ground state vector ¢. The degeneracy of EO(A (0))
as lowest eigenvalue of %” is the same as the degeneracy as lowest eigenvalue of
ZQ(O). With this reasoning and Proposition one characterises the ground state
of 4, for each of the > types (3.23)-(3.26). Let now H, be the unitarily equiv-
alent counterpart of %” through the transformations in -, hence one
of the self-adjoint operators acting on L?(M, ) and classn‘ied in Theorem [1.1] - —
apart from the Friedrichs extension that clearly has no negative spectrum. The
lowest negative eigenvalue and its degeneracy are preserved by unitary equivalence,
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hence can be immediately read out from Proposition through the above rea-
soning. The corresponding eigenfunction is transformed from H to L?(M,dpu,) by

inverting (3.1). Thus, in view of (3.3) (F; '¢)(z,y) = \/%7 Yo(x), and in view of
B2) U Fy ) (x,y) = \/%7 |z| 2 1o(x). As the original ¥ has only zero-mode,

the transformed ground state function U, ' F, L4 is constant in y. Applying such

scheme to the explicit eigenfunctions gg R), gg L), g,g I“), g,(lm), gg)l}r), ggE) identified
in Proposition yields at once the corresponding ground state functions for H «EZ]R’

HYY, HEL, Hy 0

Proof of Proposition[2.]} Clearly, due to unitary equivalence, it suffices to reason
in terms of J&, r. As argued already for the proof of Theorem the lowest
eigenvalue of J#, r must be an eigenvalue for some of the fibre operators A, r(k).
Aa,r(0) has no eigenvalues (Proposition ii)). The A, r(k)’s with k # 0 have
indeed purely discrete positive spectrum (Proposition i)), and the lowest con-
tribution to the eigenvalues of J7, r only comes from the lowest, non-degenerate
eigenvalue of A, rp(1) and the lowest, non-degenerate eigenvalue of A, r(—1), ow-
ing to the operator ordering established in Lemma[4:3] Such eigenvalues are equal
(because the two fibre operators are unitarily equivalent through the left«sright
symmetry), but of course the two eigenfunctions in the fibre correspond to two
linearly independent eigenfunctions for s, p. Therefore Ey(H, ) is two-fold de-
generate. Next, as the Friedrichs extension preserves the lower bound, the bottom
m(Aq r(1)) of the spectrum of A, (1) satisfies the same estimate (3.12]) namely

m(Aap(1)) > (1+a)(22) T

Then the inequality Eo(Hq r) = m(Aq,r(1)) yields the lower bound in (2.17). For
the upper bound we perform a variational argument. Let us consider the family
(hp)p>0 of trial functions in h = L?(R) defined by

hy(z) = |x|1+%e—blw\”" 1g+ (2),

where 1g+ is the characteristic function of (0, +00). Owing to (3.17)), hy, € D(Aq,r(1))
Vb > 0. A direct computation yields

(b, Aa,p(L)he) L2y 2176 1+ b2(1 + a)?

(ho, ho) L2 (w) r(3te) pics ’
whence
1-a 143a
Ey(H,r) < min (s Ao, (1)) 12 R) _ 20 (1+a)re
@ b>0 <hb, hb>L2(R) aﬁ%r(ﬁ%)
This provides the upper bound in (2.17]). O

Proof of Theorem[2.5. We exploit once again the unitary equivalence and study
the scattering governed by the Hamiltonian jiﬁ["g Based on the fibred structure
(3.25]) of the latter operator, it is clear that the scattering takes place independently
in each k-channel. And owing to the analysis of Propositions and we see
that the £ = 0 channel is the only meaningful one. In this case the scattering was
studied in Proposition In particular, the free incident flux on the k = 0 fibre
at energy E > 0 is described by the plane wave gg(z) ~ e*#VE as |2| — +oo: this
corresponds to a scattering state ¥ = (g )gez for jﬁm where ¢y = gg and Y, =0
if £ # 0. We thus see, by inverting the transformations —7 that the large

distance behaviour of the incident flux for the scattering governed by HEYL on the
Grushin manifold M, has precisely the form (2.19). All the claimed properties are
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invariant under unitary transformations and then follows at once from Proposition

511 O
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