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Abstract

We study the Birman-Schwinger operator for a self-adjoint realisation of the one-dimensional
Hamiltonian with the Coulomb potential. We study both the case in which this Hamiltonian
is defined on the whole real line and when it is only defined on the positive semiaxis. In both
cases, the Birman-Schwinger operator is Hilbert-Schmidt, even though it is not trace class.
Then, we have considered some approximations to the Hamiltonian depending on a positive
parameter, under given conditions, and proved the convergence of the Birman-Schwinger
operators of these approximations to the original Hamiltonian as the parameter goes to zero.
Further comments and results have been included.
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1 Introduction

The present paper is intended to be a new contribution of Operator Theory to mathematical
problems and models that take their origin in Quantum Mechanics. In our context, we use
self-adjoint operators to represent quantum observables. In particular, we consider that the
Hamiltonian, which defines the model under study, is always a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert
space of the type L?(A). One dimensional models are those in which A is either the real line
R or a closed subspace thereof. One-dimensional models are used in Quantum Physics to study
properties of the systems due to their greater simplicity than others in higher dimensions and
because they are often solvable.

In the study of Quantum Mechanics, Hamiltonians are usually chosen self-adjoint! for various
reasons that include: i.) the possibility of defining unitary time evolution operators, so that
probabilities are conserved with time; ii.) conservation of probability current, an important
physical property, or; iii.) reality of the spectrum (continuous spectra of symmetric operators
which are not self-adjoint may be complex). We consider Hamiltonians which can be written
as a sum of two terms, the former (resp. the latter) being the kinetic (resp. potential) energy
plus a potential, i.e., H = —V? — V,V > 0, where we have restricted ourselves to the case of
nonpositive potentials due to the attractive nature of the Coulomb potential in the hydrogen
atom.

The current literature on Mathematical Physics as well as on Quantum Mechanics discusses
a great variety of Hamiltonian models for which the potential, or a component of the potential,
is supported on a manifold having a smaller dimension than that of the ambient space. These
potentials mimic forces with great strength placed on a very thin region of the space. Other
models include potentials with other kinds of singularities. In general, such potentials are called
point potentials, localised potentials or even singular potentials. Usually, their Hamiltonians are
the sum of the n-th (n > 1) dimensional Laplacian —V? plus a point or singular interaction,
typically a Dirac delta or a sum of Dirac deltas, and possibly other terms.

The question on how to determine self-adjoint versions of such Hamiltonians is often not
simple. One usual procedure is the following: One starts with a non-perturbed Hamiltonian,
Hy, which is a symmetric operator with equal deficiency indices on a given domain, and then
find its self-adjoint extensions and their domains. These new self-adjoint determinations of
the original symmetric operator may have formal differences with respect to the former, which
may be physically relevant (for instance having a different spectrum), and which may manifest
themselves by the addition of one or more of these “singular” potential terms.

An example extensively studied in the literature is the one-dimensional Laplacian —d?/dx?
defined, say, on the Sobolev space WZ(R/{0}) as a subspace of L?(R). This Laplacian is sym-
metric with deficiency indices (2, 2), so that it admits four one parametric families of self-adjoint
operators. In this case, all self-adjoint extensions and, hence, the families of all perturbing po-
tentials, are fixed through matching conditions at the origin. For instance, one of these families
can be characterised by the upsurge of a potential of the type V(z) = ad(x), where a # 0 is a
real number and 0(z) is the renowned Dirac distribution. This procedure may be extended to a
countably infinite set of points along the real line, without limit points [1].

Although this procedure of finding self-adjoint extensions through matching conditions may
seem rather simple in principle, it is not so in the general case. Some extensions cannot be
obtained in this way and require some more sophisticated and complicated constructions via

'Here we do not wish to discuss the case of Hamiltonians which are not self-adjoint but PT-invariant.



regularisation processes. This is, for instance, the typical situation when one departs from a
Hamiltonian Hy = —V? with dimension d > 1 (on an appropriate domain). However, it may
also be the case where Hy is a one-dimensional pseudo-differential operator [2,3]. These ideas
have often been the source of new mathematics [4].

As mentioned before, another type of non-regular potentials are those exhibiting singularities.
This is the case of the example under our study: the so-called one-dimensional Coulomb poten-
tial. Although the self-adjoint extensions of this Hamiltonian have been studied elsewhere [5-7],
it is certainly worth studying them as they might represent a laboratory of new mathematical
techniques meant to find properties of self-adjoint determinations of symmetric operators, the
spectral ones being the most relevant ones. In the present paper, we use techniques based on
the use of the Birman-Schwinger operator [8], in order to obtain spectral properties of the one-
dimensional Coulomb Hamiltonian and, at the same time, we adopt a rigorous approach to some
of the standard regularisations used for the Coulomb potential.

Then, our point of departure is given by the following formal Hamiltonian:

d? A

H=Hy-V=—-—5—-—
oV dz? x|’

r#0, A>0. (1.1)
Contrary to the three-dimensional case, where the singularity —\/r is balanced by the Jacobian
resulting from the change from Cartesian to spherical coordinates, in one dimension there is
no mechanism to compensate the singularity due to the Coulomb potential?>. Therefore, the
potential term in (1.1) is highly singular.

The issue regarding the self-adjoint realisation of the Hamiltonian (1.1) took centre stage in
a remarkable number of articles such as [5,9-11]. In particular, [5] includes both the functional
analytic and Feynman’s path integral approach in relation to the quest for appropriate realisa-
tions of (1.1). In [6], we find a detailed discussion on the self-adjointness of these realisations.
In the present context we should also mention the relevant contributions by Gesztesy [12] and
Klaus [13]. Nevertheless, the mathematical analysis of the determinations of (1.1) is not yet
over, as attested by two new recent publications [15,16].

Some regularisation attempts of (1.1) have been undertaken. Typically, one replaces the term
—M\/|z| by means of a regular potential symmetric with respect to the origin with a minimum
at * = 0 and then takes the limit as the minimum goes to minus infinity [17,18]. Another
alternative consists in replacing this term —\/|z| by either —\/(|z| + ) or A/vVa? 4+ &2, ¢ > 0,
or a similar one. Then, take the limit as ¢ — 0. In some other cases, it is customary to add a
cut-off to the Coulomb term [18,19].

In this paper, we shall focus our attention on a particular self-adjoint determination of (1.1)
of particular interest in Physics and analyse relevant properties concerning its related Birman-
Schwinger operator.

The Birman-Schwinger principle has been discussed in [8,20]. These works make use of the
Birman-Schwinger operator which has its own interest from the mathematical point of view
and, in addition, gives rise to an approximate determination of the ground state and the lowest
lying excited states for non exactly solvable one-dimensional Hamiltonians which cannot be
easily treated by other means. The main objective of the present contribution is the study of

%Since the potential in (1.1) is not a solution for the one-dimensional Poisson equation with a point source, it
is not the proper Coulomb potential in one dimension. However, we follow the usage in the literature and refer
to it as the one-dimensional Coulomb potential. The term “I-D hydrogen atom is also used in the literature in
order to refer to the system with the Hamiltonian (1.1).



the Birman-Schwinger operator for the present model. It comes directly from the Schrédinger
equation for an operator H = Hy — V like the one in (1.1), where Hy is usually (although not
necessarily) the kinetic term and V' is the potential. This Schrédinger equation can be written
in the form

(Ho— Eyp=Vi, E<O0. (1.2)
Given that V' > 0, so that its square root is well defined, then, after (1.2)

(Hy — E)V Y2012y = y12y 12y, (1.3)
By setting x := V''/24, then (1.3) becomes
x = VY2(Hy — BE)'V1/2x = Bps(E)x . (1.4)

The operator
Bps(E) :=VY2(Hy — E)'V1/2 (1.5)

is the renowned Birman-Schwinger operator. Before moving forward, we wish to remark that, as
attested by a recent contribution to the topic [21], the B-S operator has also become increasingly
relevant in the spectral analysis of a Hamiltonian not related to the Schrodinger equation, namely
the one arising in relation to the linear Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) equation, the crucial
equation in the theory of superconductivity.

Going back to our context as described so far, we note that, whenever V' is a multiplication
operator V(z), Bps(F) admits, in general, an integral kernel, so that

Bps(E)y)(y) = / Kps(z,y; E) d(a)ds (1.6)

Discrete solutions of the Schrodinger equation (1.2) on E give the point spectrum of the
Hamiltonian H = Hy — V. From (1.4), one immediately sees that these energy levels are
given by those values of F for which the operator Bpgs(FE) has an eigenvalue equal to one. In
general, this does not provide an accurate method in order to solve (1.2), even though the lowest
eigenvalues can be determined within a reasonable approximation. When Bpg(F) is a positive
integral operator of the form (1.6), it is well known (see [22]) that it is trace class if and only if

/KBS(CC,CC;E) dr < oo. (1.7)

In this case, as shown in [20], the energy levels are the solutions of an equation in terms of a
Fredholm determinant involving the B-S operator, namely det[I — Bpg(E)] = 0. In general,
this determinant is written as a series, so that only approximate solutions can be found, in
general in terms of a given parameter [20,23-26]. If instead Bpg were Hilbert-Schmidt, then a
similar result could be obtained by replacing the Fredholm determinant by means of the so-called
modified Fredholm determinant [25-28].

This is exactly what happens in relation to the determinant associated to the operator
Bpg pertaining to H in (1.1), as we shall show in the present paper. With the aid of this
fact we shall revisit the situation that emerges when we replace the Coulomb term in (1.1) by
—A/(|z] + &) or =\/Vx? + 2 or even other similar potentials with given properties and, at a
later stage, take the limit ¢ — 0%. By imposing the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the origin
on the one-dimensional Laplacian —d?/dx?, we see that all the Birman-Schwinger operators



corresponding to all these Hamiltonians converge, in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, to the Birman-
Schwinger operator for (1.1). It is interesting that this convergence implies, in the present case,
the convergence of the Hamiltonians in the norm resolvent sense.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we have obtained the Birman-Schwinger
operator for the given self-adjoint determination of (1.1). We have studied two cases, one in
which (1.1) is defined on the entire real line and the other only on the half-line R* = [0, c0). In
both cases, we have imposed the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the origin. We have proved
that the corresponding Birmann-Schwinger operators in both cases are Hilbert-Schmidt but not
trace class. In Section 3, we have considered a class of approximations to the Hamiltonian (1.1)
and shown the convergence in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the Birman-Schwinger operators
for these approximations to the B-S operator of the chosen self-adjoint determination of (1.1).
Finally, we have added some concluding remarks and an Appendix with some comments referring
to some Birman-Schwinger operators similar to the ones for (1.1).

2 The Birman-Schwinger operator

Let us consider the Laplacian operator —d?/dx? on L*(R"), where Rt = [0,00). A domain of
self-adjointness of this operator is the Sobolev space W2 with f(0) = 0, the latter condition
being the Dirichlet boundary condition at the origin. Henceforth, we denote this self-adjoint

determination as ( ik )D+. Its Green function (the kernel of the resolvent operator) is well

T dx?
known (see, for example, [29,30]) and is given for E < 0 by
d2 -1 e~ |EI"Ple—y| _ o~ |EIV?(aty)
(%) +15l] - r— . (2.)

As pointed out in [13], see also [8,29,31], its counterpart for the self-adjoint realisation of

d2 . . X
<_W>D is given by:

d? 5 B e—1BIV2la—y| _ o—|EIV2(ja|+]y)) .

A result that we do not prove here, since it comes easily from some well-known results
established 3 in [26], the self-adjoint realisation of (—%)D, with the Dirichlet condition f(0) =
0, admits the following split:

(i), (i), @ (i), &

where we define (_%)D* exactly as <—%)D+ just by replacing L?(R*) by L?(R™), where
R™ = [0,00) and R~ = (—00,0]. Thus, we may say that he Dirichlet condition at the origin
decouples (—00,0) and (0, +00).

Next, we consider the restriction to L?(R*) of (1.1) with the same boundary conditions for
the Laplacian. This gives the following operator:

d? A
<_W>D+_E’ 1’>O, (24)

3In particular Theorem 3.1.2 in Section 1.3 and Theorem 3.1.1.




for which the kernel of its Birman-Schwinger operator, BES(E), is given by

1 a2 -1 1
Kig(z,y,|E|) = )\m K_@)zﬁ + \E’] (z,y) 2

1 emBIV2le—yl _ o~ B2 (a+y) |

=5 e 7 (2.5)

We wish to underline the difference between the Hamiltonian in (2.4) and the one in (1.1).
The former, (2.4), is defined on the positive semiaxis, x > 0, in xz-space, while (1.1) is valid for
z € R.

As proved in [6, 7], the operator (1.1) with the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the origin
is well defined. The kernel of its Birman-Schwinger operator takes the following form:

Kost B = — [(—2) 115 ) -
BS\Z,Y; - ‘.%"1/2 d.%'Q b Y ’y‘l/Q

! o~ 2le—y| _ ~[EP2(al+ly) 20
IRETE 2|E|1/2 ly[/2’ '

where we have omitted the superindex +, whenever it appears in (2.6), in order to properly
distinguish between both kernels.

Neither Birman-Schwinger operator represented by the kernels (2.5) and (2.6) is trace class.
For instance, as a direct consequence of (2.5), we have that

00 N A 0 _ 6—2|E|1/2J1
/0 Kgg(x,x; |E]) de = GRE /0 . dx = 00, (2.7)

the integral being clearly divergent since the integrand behaves at infinity like 1/z. Note that
the function under the integral sign has a finite limit at the origin. The same obviously holds for
(2.6). Observe that, in both cases, the divergence of the integral is logarithmic, so that one may
well conjecture that both Birman-Schwinger operators are Hilbert-Schmidt. In order to prove
this statement, let us write the kernel (2.5) as follows:

e_‘E‘l/Qx 6|E|1/2[$+y_‘x_yu — 1 6_|E|1/2y

21/2 2|E[1/2 yl/2

Khg(z,y: |E]) = A

o~ EIV22 2|B]V2 min(ay) _ | o~ IE[V%y

- 2172 2|E|1/2 y1/2 (2.8)
Analogously, we may write the kernel (2.6) as follows:
—|E[" 22| S EIMA(lzl+Hyl~lz—yl) _ 1 o—IEI"?Iyl
e e e
KBS(Z',y,’E‘) = A ‘.%"1/2 2‘E’1/2 ‘y’1/2
e | BNz g2|E1Y2 min(lzl|y) _ 1 o—IEI'|yl )
A 2B W %)



Next, we wish to prove that (2.5) is the kernel of a positive Hilbert-Schmidt operator, so
that we need simply show that the following integral converges:

0o o0 2|E|Y2 min(z,y) _ 1 2
K+ 2 _ —2|E|Y/2z | € —2|E|1/2

emintza) 11" e Y dad —A2A 2.10
_4\E]/ / T2yl vy = g4 (210)

We can rewrite the last identity in (2.10) as follows:

A= / I(2)S— dz, (2.11)
0 X
with
T -y T 3 h2 9 /2 o h2
I(z) :/ C (e -1 dy = / S (/2) 4/ S Yy (2.12)
o Y 0 Y 0 Y
By using the expansion
) o 22[—1 o
sinh” y = 2.1
sinh” y ; (%)!y ; (2.13)

x/2 1 > 92t-1 o0 > 92t-1 x/2 001
I(x) = 4/ — dy =4 / —d
@=a) y\EEm )i

(2.14)
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Hence, we can replace I(z) in (2.11) by means of the last series in (2.14), so that we get

A—Z/Oof(x)ﬁd:ﬂ—Q/oo i ﬁal:r:—2i ! /OO:UM_le_xdx

=1 =1
— 1 I o 1 1 2
=2 I'(20) = 201(20) = — =((2) = — 2.1
2 a0 = 1 L Eay X = g =@ =7 (2.15)
/=1 (=1 /=1
where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function [32]. Therefore,
00 0O )\2 7T2
K E|)*dzdy = 2.1
| [ st B asdy = S (216)

After inspecting (2.9), we note that the integral kernel Kpg(z,y;|E|) is symmetric with
respect to the origin in both variables x and y, so that:

e’} o] )\2((2) )\271'2
T,; 2dedy = bz, y: 2dedy = = . .
[ st lmRardy =4 [ [T )P ey = S = S @)

7



This confirms that both Birman-Schwinger operators, Bgs(E) and Bj¢(E) are Hilbert-Schmidt.
In addition, we have calculated their Hilbert-Schmidt norms, || — ||z, given by, respectively,

1 1 s
||BBs||r2 = m)\ﬂa IBfgllre = \/ m)\E' (2.18)

Now, let us go back to (1.2) and write it in the following manner [33]:

(Ho — E)'/*¢ = (Ho — BE) YV (Hy — E)"*(Hy — E)"/%. (2.19)
Then if x := (Hy — E)'/?1, equation (2.19) becomes
X = (Ho— E)""?V(Hy— E)"'/?x. (2.20)

After (2.20) and in full analogy with what happens in the case of the Birman-Schwinger operator,
the energy values for the bound states of (1.2) are those values of E for which the operator

R(E) := (Hy — E)"'?V(Hy — E)~/? (2.21)

has an eigenvalue equal to one. As is well known [8, 34, 35], the operators Bpg(FE) defined in
(1.5) and R(E) are isospectral. The latter is also a positive integral operator which in our case
has the following kernel:

e~ 7)) e (), ]

for which its restriction to L?(R*) has its integral kernel given by

womma[*[(-£), 9] o (),

as becomes obvious after (2.22). If we call Rt (E) the operator on L?(R™) with the latter integral
kernel, we conclude that the Hilbert-Schmidt norms of both, R(F) and R*(FE) coincide with
those of Bgg(E) and Bj¢(E) as in (2.18), respectively, due to the isospectrality of Bgg(E) and
R(E) on one side and of Bf¢(E) and RT(E) on the other. It is worth pointing out that, due to
the aforementioned isospectrality, operators like R(E) and R*(F) can be used in place of their
respective B-S operators inside the Fredholm determinant whenever the trace class condition
is met, that is to say the eigenenergies are also given by the solutions of det[I — R(E)] = 0
[33,36-38]. As a consequence, we have the following result:

— W=

z,y) dz, (2.22)

—~ NI

z,y) dz, (2.23)

Theorem 1 For any A > 0, E < 0, the isospectral positive operators BES(E) and RT(E) acting
on L2(RY), with integral kernels given respectively by (2.8) and (2.23), belong to the Hilbert-
Schmidt class and their Hilbert-Schmidt norms are given by:

1 s
1BEs(B)llrz = [|RT (E)|lr= = VaE e (2.24)

Similarly, for any X > 0, E < 0, the isospectral positive operators Bps(E) and R(E) acting on
L2(R), with integral kernels given respectively by (2.9) and (2.22), belong to the Hilbert-Schmidt
class and their Hilbert-Schmidt norms are given by:

1Bps(E)llz2 = |R(E)||r= = ,/@ AT, (2.25)

8



In the Appendix, we shall introduce two new operators with similar mathematical properties to
those studied in the present Section.

2.1 On the number of bound states

At this stage we wish to determine an upper limit for the number of bound states, Ng(H),
for the Hamiltonian Hp+ := ( & )D+ - % within the interval (—oo, E] with £ < 0. This

dax?

estimation is based on the proof of Theorem XIII.10 in [20], which gives an upper bound (the
Birman-Schwinger bound) for the number of bound states for a Hamiltonian of the form H =
Hy—V = —V? — V(x), where V(x) > 0 belongs to the Rollnik class [20]. The proof provided
in [20] is based on the fact that, being V' (x) a Rollnik potential, its Birman-Schwinger operator is
Hilbert-Schmidt and this proves the Birman-Schwinger bound (and in fact, the Rollnik property
is just a condition needed to get the Hilbert-Schmidt property of the relevant B-S operator,
which is crucial for the existence of the bound in that context, and is irrelevant for our case).
The result in [20] shows that Ng(H) < || B||3,.

The proof of this result can be mimicked for the case under our study, obtaining the same
result. Thus, after (2.23), we have the following bound

A2 2
Ng(Hp+) < TR (2.26)
In particular for E = —1/n?, we have
Nyl < 20 (221
If instead of Hp+, we have Hp := <—%>D - %, so that, by using (2.24), we obtain the
following bounds:
Ngp(Hp) < ?;IEIZ . N_ym(Hp) < X 7;2”2 . (2.28)

3 On the approximation of the one-dimensional Coulomb po-
tential by a smeared potential

Throughout the present Section, we intend to revisit an issue that has been rather controversial,
that is to say the connection between the one-dimensional Hamiltonian

d? A
HpA\) = —= - — 3.1
o= (~7), = oy
and a family of Hamiltonians of the type
‘ d> A
H(e,A) = |~ o AVe(lzl),  0< Ve(lz]) < Tl (32)

Here, V-(|z|) denotes a family of potentials in L?(R), dependent on the positive parameter & > 0,
such that in a given sense (usually pointwise),

A
li = —. .
Jim Ve(ja]) = (33)

9



There are several choices in the literature for the family of potentials V;(|z|). Among the most

. A A
usual ones, we may cite e and T

In the sequel, we consider F < 0 and € > 0. Let B.(F) and R.(FE) two families of integral
operators depending on the parameter e. We define these operators by means of their kernels,
which are, respectively,

-1

o B = VRN [ (=455 ) +11] (o) VD, 3.4)

for B, and for R.

Rt 8D =3 [~ [(=i5) +12] e v (1) +12]] Tt 65)

Theorem 2 We have the following operator limits on the Hilbert-Schmidt norm:

lim B. = Bpg, lim R. = R, (3.6)

e—0t e—0t

where Bpg and R have been defined in (1.5) and in (2.20), respectively.

Proof.- We first show that B. is Hilbert-Schmidt for any ¢ > 0. To accomplish this goal, we
need only prove that its kernel is square integrable. In fact,

2 2
/ Be g | ED dwdy = S / Vellal) |e7 11l — o B0 |7 v () de dy
R2 4|E| Jg2

A2 1/2 1/2
<2 | v [ 2| B[ |z—y| 4 2B (Irlﬂyl)] V. dr d
< g L Vellab [e te (1) e dy
A2 1/2 A2 > 1/2 2
= — | Villa) e ?FI V() do dy + [ / e 2151 lel Ve<|:c|>d:c] . (37)
AE| Jre AIE[ |-
Now, let us use the notation || — ||, for the norm in LP(R), with p = 1,2 and the star * to

denote convolution. Then the sum in the last row in (3.7) is nothing else but

1 om(1/2]. 1 om(1/2]. 2
v ( 2| E|V/2| v)‘ _H 2| E| HVH
A|E| H ‘ YOl aE e “lly
1 _olE[1/2]. 1 _o1E1/2) |12
< 1 |B| HH Vo II2 _H 2/ ||H AL
< g I Vel + g e NIATE
O Ivels L _ 3 IVell (3.9)
AE| \|E[M?  2|E]/? 8|E[3/2 '

where the inequality in (3.8) is a consequence of Young’s inequality [39] for the convolution in
addition to the well-known one due to Schwartz. This shows that B, is Hilbert-Schmidt for all
e > 0. A similar proof can be produced in order to establish the analogous property for the
family R..

10



Next, we prove that the limit (3.6) holds in the weak operator sense. Let ¢(z), p(z) € So,
where & is the space of all Schwartz functions that vanish at the origin. The space &y is dense
in L?(R). Let us consider the following expression, where we omit the factor \/(2|E|'/?) and
denote by [—] the central factor in (2.6) or (3.7) and V (|z|) := 1/|z|:

(01(B — Bas)e) = [ VM2(al)u" @)=V lyply) dady

= [ VYR @V ) (o) do dy
+ [ Vel @)V (0) do dy
= [ VA @IVl (o) do dy

= /R2 VA2 (|2 (@) -1V (D) = V2 (lyDle(y) da dy

—/RQ[VC-I/?(WD = V()" (@) =]V 2 (lyD]e(y) dr dy . (3.9)
Since [—] < 2, the modulus of the fifth row in (3.9) is bounded by (omitting the 2)
[ v enis@de] | [TV = v el do] (3.10)

As ‘/;1/2(|3:|) < V2(|z]) for all ¢ > 0, we may apply the dominated convergence theorem to
both factors in (3.10) so that this product vanishes as ¢ — 0. The same argument goes for the
last term in (3.9). Now, both operators B. and Bpg(F) are bounded and Sy is dense, which
proves that B. — Bpg(E) in the weak operator sense.

Given that Be(z,y;|E|) < Kps(z,y;|E|) and lim._0 Be(z,y; |E|) = Kps(z,y; |E|) point-
wise, we may also apply the dominated convergence theorem in order to obtain:

o0 o0
lim ||B.||7, = lim / [Be(w, y; |1 EN? da dy =/ [Kps(,y; |E|)]® dvdy = ||Bgsl|t,
e—0t e—0t JR2 oo
(3.11)
so that lim. o+ ||B:||1, = ||BBs||r,- Then, by invoking Theorem 2.21 in [40], we conclude that
lim ||B; — Bgsl||n, =0, (3.12)
e—07*

which proves the first assertion in (3.6). The second one is a consequence of the isospectrality
of B. and R, on one side and Bpg and R on the other. |

Corollary 1 The resolvent of the operator

d2
Hp(e,\) = <—@> - AV(|z]), (3.13)
D
converges in the norm topology of bounded operators to the resolvent of the operator
d? A
Hp(\) = ———= - —. 3.14
o= (i), 4
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Proof.- The fact that lim,_,y+ R. = R in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm shows that

lim (Hy — E)"Y2 (Hp(e,\) — Hp(\)) (Ho — E)Y/? =

e—0t
A
= lim (Hy— BE)"Y2 [ = —AV.(|z]) ) (Ho — E)Y/2, (3.15)
e—07t ’1“
in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Since for any H-S operator A, ||A|| < ||A||72, where || — || is the

norm for bounded operators, then, the above limit holds for this norm as well. Then, we use the
proof of part (c) of Theorem VIIL.25 in [14] to conclude that Hp(e,\) — Hp(A) in the norm
resolvent sense?. [}

This result may be regarded as a small modification of the remarkable functional analytic
result due to Klaus in [13] (see [12] as well). Here a proof is given of the convergence of the

operator H (e, \) = —% — AVe(|z]) to —% o ﬁ in the norm resolvent sense. Note that in
the former Hamiltonian we do not use the Dirichlet boundary conditions. However, due to the
condition on the potential, this Hamiltonian is self-adjoint on its maximal domain. The proof

is based on the fact that for £ < 0, we have that

d? -1 d? -1 1 1/2 1/2
_Z N Y . — —|E[ =] =BV =
( 12 + |E|> [( dm2>D + |E|} SE le ) (e | Pgl, (3.16)

which means that the difference between these two resolvents is a rank one operator. Then, the
author in [13] uses the expansion of (H (e, \) + |E|)~! together with the explicit formula for the
resolvent of the positive rank one operator P, which is given by

1 1 1 1 1
Pp +|EB|) =1 — Pp =1 — Py, (
( [E| ) E| B [H6|E|1/2' H2+ |E|} |E] E|  |E|\/2 [1+ |E|3/2] |E]

2

3.17)

to achieve the above-mentioned result, stated as a formal theorem in the following form which
is consistent with the notation adopted throughout this article:

Theorem 3 Let 0 < V(|z]) < |71| be a square summable potential such that V.(|z|) — % as

z|
€ — 0T. Then, for any X\ > 0, the self-adjoint Hamiltonian H (e, \) = —% — AVe(|x]) converges

d? A

in the norm resolvent sense to the self-adjoint Hamiltonian Hp(\) = |— 1= b Tl

4 Concluding Remarks

The one-dimensional Schrodinger equation with Coulomb potential has been the object of various
studies. Differently from its three-dimensional version, no unique self-adjoint realisation of the
Hamiltonian pertaining to this equation exists. In the present study, we have chosen one of
such realisations which fixes the Hamiltonian, Hp(\), characterised by the Dirichlet boundary
conditions at the origin. The parameter A is just a multiplicative constant that appears in the
potential. Once we have made this choice, there are still some open problems concerning this
potential. We have discussed two of them.

4This result provides a sufficient condition for a sequence of positive self-adjoint operators with a common
form domain, converging in norm to a given operator A, to converge in the norm resolvent sense to A.
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In the first place, we have obtained the Birman-Schwinger operator for the given Hamilto-
nian. The Birman-Schwinger operator is intrinsically related with the Hamiltonian and, under
some conditions, provides a tool to obtain bound states and scattering resonances. A sufficient
condition thereof is that the Birman-Schwinger operator be Hilbert-Schmidt. We have rigorously
shown that, in fact, this operator is Hilbert-Schmidt.

It is interesting to remark that in the process of our proof, we have obtained an integral
expression for ((2), where ((s) represents the Riemann zeta function, which, at least to the best
of our knowledge, seems to be new. This is

mm 7y)_l oo 1 2
// [ e ]eydxdyzzﬁzg(Q):%. (4.1)
=1

The second issue analysed here deals with possible regularisations of the Hamiltonian based
on approximations of the one-dimensional Coulomb potential by another potential which de-
pends on a certain parameter. As this parameter goes to zero, the approximating potential
approaches the Coulomb one. We have shown that such approximations make sense since
the Birman-Schwinger operator of the approximating Hamiltonian converges to the Birman-
Schwinger operator of the exact Hamiltonian in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Furthermore, this
implies the approximation of these Hamiltonians in the norm resolvent sense.

A thorough analysis of the discrete spectrum of Hp(A) will be carried out in a forthcoming
paper.

A Appendix

Intimately linked and with a similar shape to the Birman-Schwinger operators Bpg(F) and
B} (E) are the integral operators b(E) and b™(E) also defined on L*(R) and L?(R™), respec-
tively. In principle, these operators have a purely mathematical interest: the traces of the
operators given by the kernels Bpg(E) and b(E) coincide on given subspaces of L?(R) and the
same happens with B ¢(F) and b (E) on L*(RT). These operators are defined through their
respective kernels as follows:

o P P g ol
(2,43 1B1) = = ERE 2

(A1)

and
—‘E‘I/Qx GQ‘E‘I/Q z1/2 y1/2 1 6_‘E‘1/2y

21/2 2|E[1/2 ylz

b (2, |E]) = (A.2)

where > 0 and y > 0 in (A.2). It is noteworthy to compare (A.1) with (2.7) and (A.2) with
(2.6).

The comparison between these operators is simple. In fact, taking account of min(z,y) <
x/2 y/2 for any x,y > 0, one has that for any 1(x) € L>(R*):

0< (¥, Bpst) < (¥,07¢), (A.3)

where (—, —) denotes the scalar product between two vectors in the given Hilbert space. This
means that 0 < BES < b*. Similarly, 0 < Bgg < b.
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The reason behind our interest in these new operators is that their trace coincides with that
of their counterparts, when we consider the restriction of all these operators on given subspaces
of L(R"), for b and B, or L*(R) for b and Bgg. We have already commented on the reason
to consider these two new operators. In fact, take L?[0, N] considered as a subspace of L*(RT).
On the interval [0, N], we have

N N 1 N _ 20BY?z
Bt (z,2;|E|) dr = b (x,2;|E|) de = dx . (A.4)
0 0 2‘E’1/2 0 T

The last integral is obviously convergent, as the integrand has a removable singularity at the
origin. Thus, the traces of both restrictions coincide and diverge in the limit N — oo. This
is a manifestation of the well-known infrared divergence, i.e., divergence for large distances or,
equivalently, short momenta, of the one-dimensional Coulomb potential. The same can be said
about the restrictions of b and Bpgg to the spaces L?[—N, N].

It is interesting to show that, although they are not trace class, both b and b are Hilbert-
Schmidt operators on L?(RT) and L?(R). Both are, rather obviously, positive operators. We
just give the proof for b™, the proof for b being similar. We need only compute the following

integral:
1/2..1/2,1/2 2
L% % —appee ATy 2By g0
A1El Jo  Jo wl/2yl/2 Y

| [ sl deay
0 0
21/2 y1/2 1 2
= 4\E]/ / [ YEIRTE ] e Ydxdy. (A.5)

Now, let us use the well-known expansion of exT*l in the last integral in (A.5). Then, this
integral is equal to:

00 wt/2 b/
4IEI// €+1)

e Ydxdy = Li

Expressions (A.5) and (A.6) give the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of b", which is

13 =
+ — e A
01 =\ o5 5 (A7)

Similar manipulations give the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of b, which is given by

13 =
=, — _. A.

All operators considered here are positive and Hilbert-Schmidt, so that the squares of their
Hilbert-Schmidt trace norms is the sum of the squares of their respective eigenvalues. Let us

14



denote the eigenvalues of b* and B by {\!(|E|)} and by {A;}(|E|)}, respectively. We obtain
the following results:

Y ATIED =Y AL(E]) = oo, (A.9)
n=1 n=1

and
() 2 0
S IAT(ED = E % S IAT(ED. (A.10)
n=1 n=1

Then, let us denote the eigenvalues of b and Bgg by {\,(|E|)} and by {A,,(|E|)}, respectively.
Now, we have that

D Ma(E) =) M(E]) = o0, (A.11)
n=1 n=1

and
S (B = 57 = 35 S PED (A12

Observe that the relations are identical in both cases. On the basis of the considerations in
this Appendix, we wonder whether it might be worth investigating further such pairs of posi-
tive compact operators along the lines of previous research on diagonals of positive trace class
operators (see [41]).
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