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Abstract

We study intertwining relations for n x n matrix non-Hermitian, in general, one-di-
mensional Hamiltonians by n xn matrix linear differential operators with nondegenerate
coefficients at d/dx in the highest degree. Some methods of constructing of nxn matrix
intertwining operator of the first order of general form are proposed and their interrelation
is examined. As example we construct 2x2 matrix Hamiltonian of general form intertwined
by operator of the first order with the Hamiltonian with zero matrix potential. It is
shown that one can add for the final 2x2 matrix Hamiltonian with respect to the initial
matrix Hamiltonian with the help of intertwining operator of the first order either up
to two bound states for different energy values or up to two bound states described by
vector-eigenfunctions for the same energy value or up to two bound states described by
vector-eigenfunction and associated vector-function for the same energy value.

1 Introduction
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There are two main areas of applying of matrix models with supersymmetry in Quantum
Mechanics: multichannel scattering and spectral design in description of motion of spin
particles in external fields. The simplest cases of such models are considered, for example,
in [IHI5] and their systematic studying is contained in [I6H30] (see also the recent reviews
[311132] and references therein). The authors of [16] investigate intertwining of matrix
Hermitian Hamiltonians by n x n first-order and 2 x 2 second-order matrix differential
operators and the corresponding supersymmetric algebras. The main result of [17] is the
formulae that provide us with the opportunity to construct for a given n X n matrix non-
Hermitian, in general, Hamiltonian a new n X n matrix Hamiltonian and an n X n matrix
linear differential operator of arbitrary order with the identity matrix coefficient at d/dx
in the highest degree that intertwines these Hamiltonians.
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There are some shortcomings of the results of [I7]. Firstly, the formulae of [17] are built
in terms of a basis in a subspace that is invariant with respect to the initial Hamiltonian,
i.e. an m X n matrix intertwining operator of the N-th order and the corresponding new
Hamiltonian are constructed in terms of columns of n x n/N matrix-valued solution ¥(z)
of the equation

H, ¥ =TA, (1)

where H, and A are respectively the initial Hamiltonian and nN x nN constant matrix.
It was shown in [23] that one can get any n X n matrix intertwining operator of arbi-
trary order with arbitrary nondegenerate matrix coefficient at d/dx in the highest degree
and the corresponding new Hamiltonian with the help of such matrix-valued solution of
@) that A’ for this solution is a matrix of normal (Jordan) form. The columns of the
solution ¥(z) in this case are obviously a formal vector-eigenfunctions and formal associ-
ated vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H,, where the word “formal” emphasizes that
these vector-functions are not necessarily normalizable. It seems more easy to find for-
mal vector-eigenfunctions and formal associated vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H
and to construct the matrix ¥(z) from these vector-functions than to look for a matrix
solution ¥(z) of general form for (1) as it was proposed in [I7]. Hence, the offered in [23]
method of constructing of a matrix intertwining operator and the corresponding new ma-
trix Hamiltonian in terms of formal vector-eigenfunctions and associated vector-functions
of the initial Hamiltonian H, (see as well the partial case of this method based on the
use of formal vector-eigenfunctions only in [I8]) allows us to simplify without the loss of
generality the procedure proposed in [17].

Secondly, the formulae of [I7] are unnecessarily complicated since they contain quaside-
terminants introduced in [33]. The significantly more simple formulae in terms of usual
determinants for constructing of a matrix intertwining operator with the identity matrix
coefficient at d/dx in the highest degree and the corresponding new Hamiltonian were
derived in a rather sophisticated way in [I8]. But the formulae of [18] were received for
the partial case only where all columns of ¥(z) are a formal vector-eigenfunctions of H
and the intertwined Hamiltonians are Hermitian. It should be emphasized that apply-
ing of formal vector-eigenfunctions only of H, as columns in ¥(x) results in significant
narrowing of the set of received intertwining operators even in the case where Hy is Her-
mitian. The formulae that provide us with the opportunity to build with the help of
usual determinants any n X n matrix intertwining operator of arbitrary order with arbi-
trary constant nondegenerate matrix coefficient at d/dz in the highest degree for a given
n X n matrix non-Hermitian, in general, initial Hamiltonian H and the corresponding
new matrix Hamiltonian were obtained in a simple way in [23]. In the partial case of [18]
the indicated formulae of [23] correspond to the formulae of [I8]. The detailed analysis of
some more shortcomings of [17] and [18] can be found in [23].

The paper [19] contains the formulae that allow us to construct any n X n matrix
differential intertwining operator of the first order with arbitrary nondegenerate matrix
coefficient at d/dx in terms of n X n matrix-valued solution ¥(zx) of the equation () for
the case where the Hamiltonian H, is Hermitian. As well the author of [19] considers
the corresponding supersymmetry algebra for the case where the mentioned coefficient
at d/dz is the identity matrix and both intertwined Hamiltonians are Hermitian, builds
n X n matrix differential intertwining operators of higher orders from chains of first-order
n X n matrix differential intertwining operators and investigates in details n X n matrix
intertwining operators of the second order, obtained in this way.

The generalization of results of the paper [18] to the case of a degenerate matrix



coefficient of an intertwining operator at d/dz in the highest degree is considered in [20].
The author of [21] builds n x n matrix differential intertwining operators of the second
order for Hermitian matrix Hamiltonians with all real-valued elements in their potentials
in terms of two n X n matrix-valued solutions Wy (z) and Wo(z) of the equation (II) for
the matrices A1 and Ay respectively in its right-hand side of the form

A = Eil,, Ay = Esl,, E,E, € C,

where I, is the identity matrix of the n-th order. As well the corresponding polynomial
supersymmetry algebra of the second order is constructed and different applications of
the obtained results are examined in [21].

The author of [22] proposes to study a supersymmetry generated by two n X n matrix
non-Hermitian, in general, Hamiltonians Hy and H_ and two n X n matrix differential
operators QJJ(, and @ of the same order NV with constant coefficients proportional to the
identity matrix at (d/dx)" that intertwine H, and H_ in the opposite directions and such
that the products Q;\F,Q]_V and QX,QE are the same polynomials with matrix coefficients of
H, and H_ respectively. Moreover, the operators Q;(, and () are supposed to be related
one to another by some unnatural operation which is not, in general, neither transposition
nor Hermitian conjugation. Hence, intertwining of Hy and H_ by one of the operators
QE and @ does not lead, in general, to the intertwining of H, and H_ by another of the
operators Qj(, and Q) even if both Hamiltonians H; and H_ are symmetric with respect
to transposition or Hermitian. Thus, the intertwining operators Q;{, and @ generate
independent, in general, restrictions on the system in question. In addition, there are no
in [22] neither proof of existence of the considered system for arbitrary n and N nor any
general method of constructing of this system. Only for the case n = N = 2 the author
finds general form of H,, H_, Qj(, and )y under additional assumption that H , H_
and all coefficients of the operators QE and ()5 are Hermitian.

The paper [23] in addition to the formulae for constructing of arbitrary matrix inter-
twining operator and the corresponding new matrix Hamiltonian (see above) contains the
results on existence for arbitrary n X n matrix intertwining operator of the order N with
arbitrary nondegenerate matrix coefficient at (d/dx)™ an n xn matrix differential operator
of different, in general, order N’ that intertwines the same Hamiltonians in the opposite
direction and on the corresponding polynomial supersymmetry algebra. Earlier the case
of two scalar differential operators of different, in general, orders that intertwine two scalar
differential operators of partial form in the opposite directions was considered in [34]. As
well there are in [23] the criteria of minimizability [35,[36] and of reducibility [37-42] of a
matrix intertwining operator.

Some supersymmetric matrix models with shape invariance are investigated in [24H28)].
Most of the mentioned above papers on the matrix case is devoted in fact to the case
of one spatial variable. The cases of two and three spacial variables are considered in
11,45 25, 29,30

The purpose of this paper is (i) to derive some methods for constructing of arbitrary
n X n matrix first-order intertwining operator with arbitrary constant nondegenerate ma-
trix coefficient at d/dx and the corresponding new matrix Hamiltonian in the case where
both intertwined Hamiltonians are, in general, non-Hermitian, (ii) to investigate interre-
lations of these methods and (iii) to demonstrate the capabilities of these methods for
spectral design of matrix Hamiltonians. The present paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 contains basic definitions and notation. Section 3 is devoted to derivation of some
methods for constructing of any n x n matrix first-order intertwining operator with ar-
bitrary constant nondegenerate matrix coefficient at d/dz and of the corresponding new
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matrix Hamiltonian. Namely, we present the method of matrix superpotential and one
more method in Subsection 3.1, the method of transformation vector-functions in Subsec-
tion 3.2 and the method of transformation matrix in Subsection 3.3. As well we examine
in Section 3 the interrelations of these methods. Section 4 includes brief description of
generalization of the method of transformation vector-functions to the case of matrix
intertwining operator of arbitrary order. In Section 5 we present three examples that
demonstrate capabilities of the methods of Section 3 for spectral design of matrix Hamil-
tonians. It is shown that one can add for the final 2 X 2 matrix Hamiltonian with respect
to initial 2 x 2 matrix Hamiltonian with the help of 2 x 2 first-order matrix intertwining
operator either up to two bound states for different energy values (Subsection 5.1) or up
to two bound states described by vector-eigenfunctions for the same energy value (Sub-
section 5.2) or up to two bound states described by vector-eigenfunction and associated
vector-function for the same energy value (Subsection 5.3). In Conclusions we itemize
some problems which can be considered in future papers.

2 Basic definitions and notation

2.1 Intertwining relation

Let’s consider two defined on the entire axis matrix Hamiltonians of Schrodinger form

d

%7

where I,, is the identity matrix of the n-th order, n € N, and V4 (z) and V_(x) are square
n X n matrices, all elements of which are sufficiently smooth and, in general, complex-
valued functions. These Hamiltonians are supposed to be intertwined by a matrix linear
differential operator @, so that

Hy=-1,0°4+Vy(z), H_=-1,0>+V_(z), 0=

N
OvHy =H_Qy, Qy=_ X;(2), (2)
§=0
where X~ (), 7=0, ..., N are as well square n x n matrices, all elements of which are

sufficiently smooth and, in general, complex-valued functions. The operator Q)3 in this
case is called intertwining operator.
It follows from (2]) (see [23]) that

Xy = Const
and

XyVi(w) = —2X5/, (2) + Vo () Xy, 3)
We shall suppose below that det X # 0. In this case one can find from (3) the matrix
potential V_(z) in terms of V(z) and X,_,(z),

Vo(2) = XyVi(2)(Xy) ™"+ 2X 57 (2)(Xy) 7 (4)

2.2 Structure of intertwining operator kernel and transfor-
mation vector-functions

In view of (2) the kernel of the intertwining operator @ is an invariant subspace for the
Hamiltonian H:
Hy ker Qy C ker Q.
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Therefore, for any basis ®] (x), ..., ®;(x) in the kernel of @, d = dimker @y = nN
there exists a constant square d X d matrix TT = HTZJJFH such that

d
H+<1>;:ZT$<I>;, i=1,...,d. (5)
j=1

Let us note that the Wronskian of all elements of any basis in ker )y does not vanish on
the entire axis.

One can construct from the elements of the basis ®] (z), ..., ®,(z) as from columns
the n x d matrix-valued solution

B(2) = (B (2),.., B (x)

of the equation () and the matrix A from () is interrelated with the matrix T by the

evident equality
A= (TH).

In the what follows, the matriz T of an intertwining operator is defined as a matrix
which is constructed for the operator in the same way as the matrix T™ is constructed
for Q). In this case, we do not specify the basis in the kernel of the intertwining operator
in which the matrix T is chosen if we concern only spectral characteristics of the ma-
trix, or, what is the same, spectral characteristics of the restriction of the corresponding
Hamiltonian to the kernel of the considered intertwining operator (cf. with (H)).

A basis in the kernel of an intertwining operator in which the matrix T of this operator
has a normal (Jordan) form is called a canonical basis. Elements of a canonical basis are
called transformation vector-functions.

If a Jordan form of the matrix T of an intertwining operator contains block(s) of
order higher than one, then there are in the corresponding canonical basis not only formal
vector-eigenfunction(s) of the corresponding Hamiltonian but also its formal associated
vector-function(s) which are defined as follows (see [43]).

A vector-function ®,, ;(x) is called a formal associated vector-function of i-th order of
an n x n matrix Hamiltonian H = —1,,0%> + V() for a spectral value \,, if

(H — AmIn)qu)m,i =0 and (H— )‘mIn)iq%%i # 0,

where the term “formal” emphasizes that the vector-function ®,,;(z) is not necessarily
normalizable (not necessarily belongs to L?(R,C")). In particular, a formal associated
vector-function of zero order ®,, o(x) is a formal vector-eigenfunction of H.

A finite or infinite set of vector-functions ®,,;(z), ¢ =0, 1, 2, ... is called a chain of
formal associated vector-functions of an n x n matrix Hamiltonian H = —1I,,0% + V() for
a spectral value A, if

H(I)m,O = )\m(I)m,Oy (I)m,O(x) §é O, (H - )\mIn)(I)m,i = (I)m,i—la 1= 17 2737 cee e

It is evident that ®,, ;(x) in this case is a formal associated vector-function of i-th order
of the Hamiltonian H for the spectral value A\,,, 1 =0, 1,2, ... .

A chain \I';%l(x), 1=0,1,2,... of formal associated vector-functions of the Hamil-
tonian Hy for a spectral value A, in view of the equalities

(H- — Am[n)Q]_V\IIT_n,l = Qn(Hy - )\mI”)\Ilr_n,l = QJ_V\IJr_rL,l—l’



[=0,1,2,..., U, 4(z)=0, (6)

that take place due to (2), is mapped by @} into a chain of formal associated vector-
functions of the Hamiltonian H_ for the same spectral value A, with possible exception
of some number of vector-functions Q]_V\I’;u with lower numbers which can be identical
zeroes. It is clear in view of (@) that if Q]_V\I/;LJO = (0 for some [y then Q]_V\I/:ml = 0 for
any [ < lp and if Q¥ # 0 for some [y then Q]_V\I';u # 0 for any | > lp. Thus, if g
is a minimal number such that Q]_V\I/:mlo # 0 then one can represent the arising chain of
formal associated vector-functions of H_ in the form

m,lo

\Ili—lvl(x) - Q]_V\II;'LJ‘f‘lO(x)’ l = 07 17 27 e

3 Methods of constructing of a first-order matrix
intertwining operator

3.1 Method of matrix superpotential and one more method

Let us consider the case where two n X n matrix Hamiltonians H, and H_ are intertwined
by a first-order n x n matrix differential operator

Qr = Xy 0+ Xg (o),

so that
QrHy=H_Q;. (7)

In view of Section [2Z.T]the matrix coefficient X is a constant nondegenerate matrix. Thus,

we can rewrite the equality (7)) with the help of multiplying it from the left by (X;)~! in

the form
(X)) Qy) Hy = ((X7) T H-X7) (X)) 71Qr).
It follows from the latter equality that two n x n matrix Hamiltonians
Hy=-1,0*+V,(z), H_ =-L+V_ (z), V_(x)=(X]) V. (2)X]
are intertwined by the first-order n x n matrix differential operator
QT = Lo+ X5 (), Xg(x) = (X7)7'Xq (),
so that . o
QrH. =H.Q;. (8)
Now we shall look for general solution of the intertwining relation (8]). This solution
can be found (see below) in the form of parametrization of the potentials Vi (z) and
V_(x) and of the superpotential X () by n? arbitrary scalar functions which are, in

general, complex-valued. After receiving of this solution general solution of intertwining
relation ([7]) can be restored with the help of the following evident relations:

Vi(e)=Vi(e), Vo(a)=X;Vo(@)(X;)™', Xj(@)=X{X5@ (9

with arbitrary nondegenerate n x n matrix X .



Intertwining relation (8)) is equivalent to two equations,

Vi) = 2% @)+ V),
Vi) + Ko (@)Vila) = X5 "(0) + Vo(@) Xy (). (10)

It follows from the first of these equations that Vi (x) and V_(z) can be represented in
the form ) } )
Vi(z) = W(z) — Xy (), V_(z) = Vo(z) + Xy (), (11)

with some unknown n x n matrix-valued function Vj(x). This function by virtue of the
second equation in (0] satisfies the equation

Vo(a) = [Vo(x), Xg ()] + Xg ' (2) Xy (2) + Xg () X5 ().
The latter equation after the change

Vo(z) = Uo(x) + (X; (@) (12)

transforms into

Up(z) = [Uo(x), Xg ()], (13)

where Uy(x) is new unknown n x n matrix-valued function.

General solution of the equation (I3) can be constructed in some ways. One of these
ways is the following. One can consider all n? elements of the matrix superpotential )N(O_ ()
as arbitrary complex-valued, in general, parametrizing functions. Then the equation (I3])
is a system of n? linear first-order ordinary differential equations with respect to elements
of the matrix Up(x). General solution of this system is parametrized by n? arbitrary
functions (elements of Xo_ (7)) and n? arbitrary complex, in general, constants.

Another way to find general solution of the system (I3)) is to take all n? elements of the
matrix Up(x) as arbitrary complex-valued, in general, parametrizing functions. Then the
equation (3] is a system of n? linear algebraic equations (SLAE) with respect to elements
of the matrix superpotential Xo_ (). This SLAE is degenerate, in general, and conditions
of its compatibility lead to restrictions on elements of the matrix Up(z) and, consequently,
to a decrease in the number of independent functions among the elements of the matrix
Up(x). Nevertheless, the total number of independent parametrizing functions is again
equal to n? due to the appearance of free variables and to the evident fact that the number
of compatibility conditions is equal to the number of appearing free variables. Thereby,
general solution of SLAE (I3]) is parametrized by n? arbitrary functions (independent
elements of Uy(z) and free variables).

The latter of two described above ways of parametrization of general solution of (I3])
is more suitable than the former since the latter way in contrast to the former leads to
explicit parametrizing formulae. Two more ways to construct general solution of (I3]) will
be presented in the following two subsections.

Thus, general solution of intertwining relation (8] is given in view of (II) and (I2]) by
the formulae

Vi(w) = Us(2) + (Xg (2))* = X5 (@), Vo(2) = Uo(2) + (Xg (2))* + X5 "(z), (14)

where Up(z) and X (z) are found in one of the described ways. Hence, general solution
of intertwining relation (7)) is given by () together with (I4]).



It is evident that in view of (I4) the Hamiltonians H, and H_ can be represented in
the form

Hy =QiQr +Uo(x), H-=QyQf +Uo(z), Qf =—-L0+Xy(z). (15

Moreover, the intertwining relation (8) for these Hamiltonians is provided by the condition

[Uo(2), Q1] =0 (16)

which is equivalent to the equation (I3)). . .
Intertwining of the Hamiltonians H, and H_ by the operator Qf,

HyQf =QfH- (17)

is equivalent (in the case if this intertwining takes place) to the condition
[Uo(x), Q] = 0. (18)

The latter condition is equivalent, in turn, in view of (I6]) to the equality
[Uo(), 0] =0, (19)

i.e. to independence of all elements of the matrix Up(z) from z.
By virtue of (@) and (I5]) general solution of intertwining relation () can be represented
in the form

Hy=QfQr +Uo(zx), H-=QiQf +U(z), Ulz) =Xy Uo(2)(X7)™",  (20)

Qr = X0+ X, (2) = X Q7 Xy (2) = X7 X (2), (21)
F=Xfo+ X () =Qf (X)), Xf=-&D)"" Xf(2)= X&(sv)(Xf)‘(l- |
22

Intertwining (7)) for the constructed Hamiltonians H; and H_ is valid due to the relation
Q1 Uo(x) = U(2)Q1
which follows from (I6l), (20) and (2I]). It is easy to see that intertwining
H.QF = Qf H_

is equivalent to the relation
Uo(2)Q7 = Q1 U(x)

which is equivalent, in turn, by (20) and 22)) to (I8) and, consequently, to (I9). The
latter is obviously equivalent to independence of Uy(z) and U(z) from z.

3.2 Method of transformation vector-functions

Let us consider H, as known initial n x n matrix Hamiltonian and ®; (z), I =1, ..., n
be a set of formal associated vector-functions of Hy such that

1, @, (x) is not a formal vector-eigenfunction, (23)

H, 9 =X\ + 07Dy, o=
- i 0, @, (z) is a formal vector-eigenfunction,

8



o (@) 0

V(T 0
o, (z) = l2,( ) , 1l=1,...,n, S (@)= .1, (24)
P () 0
where ) is the spectral value of H corresponding to ®, (z), [ =1, ..., n, and
Npr=N if oy=1, I=1,...,n—1 (25)

We shall suppose that the Wronskian of these vector-functions

‘Pil (z) Spiz(l’) e %’in(x)
W(z) = 9021.(@ 9022.(117) 902n'($) (26)
Cr1(T) @a(z) o Ppn(@)

does not vanish on the entire axis. In this case we can consider all n? elements of the
matrix potential Vi (x) of the Hamiltonian H, as functions that implicitly parametrize
vector-functions @, (x), [ =1, ..., n and, consequently, the n x n matrix superpotential
X{ (z) from the intertwining operator Q; = X; 0+ X, (z) and the n x n matrix potential
V_(z) of the final Hamiltonian H_ which will be constructed below in terms of ®; (),
Il=1,...,n.

It is possible as well to suppose that the Hamiltonian H is not known initially and that
the vector-functions (24]) are arbitrary vector-functions with complex-valued, in general,
components such that the Wronskian (26]) does not vanish on the entire axis. In this case
one can choose arbitrarily constants \; € C and o; € {0,1}, I = 1, ..., n, so that the
conditions (25)) are valid, and thereafter to find the only n x n matrix potential

Vi(z) = [lofi(2)]

of the Hamiltonian H such that the relations (23] hold with the help of solving of the
following SLAEs:

vhen Huben o uhen, = o+ Ay + o1ey,
v on + vhen + -+ Uhem oo + Xy + o203,

Vom0 O = O A A Tne s

which are equivalent to (23]). Any of these SLAEs possesses by the only solution due to
the fact that W (x) does not vanish on the entire axis and, thus, elements of V, (z) can
be found with the help of Cramer formulae:

O e P11 901_1::+)\1<,01_l—1—01<,02_l Plit1 - Pin
L (P - P Py FAopy +020g  0pi e Pop )
vlj:W : : : 0, Lg=1, ..., n.
Pr1 o Pt Pal TAC Oy Pt - Pon
(27)
In this case one can consider all n? components of ®, (x), 1 =1, ..., n as parametrizing

functions. Then elements of V, (z) are parametrized by these components explicitly with



the help of (27)) and explicit parametrizations of X (z) and V_(z) in terms of considered
components will be presented below. Thus, the parametrization in terms of components
of ® (x),l =1, ..., n is more suitable than the parametrization in terms of elements of
Vi (x) since the former is explicit and the latter is implicit.

Let us now construct an auxiliary operator Q1 , operators ()] and Q+ and Hamiltonian
H_ and thereafter check that H, and H_ are intertwined by Q7 .

There is the only n x n matrix linear differential operator Ql_ of the form

Qy = 1,0+ X (),

kernel of which contains all vector-functions (24]). This operator can be found with the
help of the following evident explicit formula,

er(x) @) ... e (r) Pi(2)
) 1 Pa(T) (@) ... pylr) Py(2)
Q1 :W(:E) _: _: . _: K )
Py P P, 1,0
p1(x)
p2(x
PP =y, vV ®(z) = () , l=1,...,n, (28)
on(x).
where during calculation of the determinant in each of its terms the corresponding of the
operators P, ..., P,, I,,0 must be placed on the last position. It is not hard to see in

view of (28) that I-th column of the matrix X, (z) is equal to

o) o o) i) e @) er,(@)
1 |en(@) o gy (@) D5(x) @y(@) . wa,(@) B
W@ o s T
(@) o o (1) (@) @ (@) e ()

Using the operator 621_ and arbitrary nondegenerate matrix X,  one can construct the
operators @] and Q7 with the help of the formulae @I)) and 22) with Qf = —I1,0 +
Xj (), represent the Hamiltonian H4 in the form

Hy = QfQr +Up(x),  Uo(w) = V() — (X5 (2))* + X' () (30)
(cf. with (I4) and (20)) and build new Hamiltonian of Schrodinger form
H_=-1,0°+V_(2) = Q1 Qf +U(x),  Ulz) = Xy Up(2)(Xy) ™,

Vo(z) = X;[(X5(2)”+ ~0‘( )+ Uo(2))(X7) ™" = X7 [Vie () 42X ()] (X))~
= X V() (X)) 22Xy (o) (X)) (31)

(cf. with (@) and (20))).

We shall check now that the Hamiltonians H and H_ are intertwined by @] in accor-
dance with (7). This intertwining in view of ([B0) and (31]) is equivalent to the condition

Q1 Uo(z) —U(x)Qy =0. (32)
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The left-hand part of (32]) by virtue of (21]), (30]) and (B1) is an nxn matrix-valued function
and the following chain is valid due to the construction of Q] and to (23) and (30,

QT Uo(x) —U)Q7]® = [Q7Hy — Q7 Q7 Q7 —U(x)Qy]®,
= QT H{® = Q7 [N® + 01Pyy]
= 0, l=1,...,n.

Thus, in view of the fact that the Wronskian W (x) of vector-functions ®;(z), I =1, ...,
n does not vanish on the entire axis we have that the condition (32]) takes place and,
consequently, the operator @); intertwines the Hamiltonians H, and H_.

Let us note that the condition that the Wronskian W (x) does not vanish on the entire
axis provides existence and smoothness (absence of pole(s)) for all considered in this
subsection matrix-valued functions V4 (2), V_(z), Xy (2), Up(z) and U(z) and as well for
the coefficients X () and X (z) of the operators Q7 and Q7 (see ZI) and ([22)).

All objects of this subsection coincide with the denoted in the same way objects of the
previous subsection if to choose vector-functions ®, (x), I =1, ..., n in this subsection as
elements of a canonical basis in the kernel of the intertwining operator ¢); from the pre-
vious subsection. This statement is valid in view of the fact that matrix linear first-order
differential operator with fixed nondegenerate matrix coefficient at 0 is specified uniquely
by a basis in its kernel. Thus, any solution of intertwining (7)) with nondegenerate matrix
coefficient X can be constructed as well by the method proposed in this subsection and
general solution of the equation (I3]) can be presented in the form of explicit parametriza-
tion of Up(x) and X (z) by n? components of vector-functions ®; (x), I =1, ..., n and
constants \; and oy, [ = 1, ..., n with the help of the formulae ([27)), (29) and (B0).

3.3 Method of transformation vector-functions vs method
of transformation matrix

Using the transformation vector-functions ®, (x), I =1, ..., n of Subsection 3.2 one can
construct the matrix

e(z) () oo ()

Pra(r)  en(@) ... opa(a)

& (z) = 12‘ 22' ‘ n2 (33)

This matrix, the Hamiltonian H and the matrix Tf, i.e the matrix T of the intertwining
operator @] in the basis ®, (x), [ =1, ..., n are interrelated (see Subsection 2.2) by the
equality

H,® = & (T}), (34)

which is equivalent to equalities (23). With the help of the matrix ®~(z) one can repre-
sent [I7] the intertwining operator (] in the form

Qr = Ld—@7(2)(@ ()" (35)
= Q7 = X[[L0-27()(® ()], (36)
where (B8] holds due to the following chain
[1,0— @7 (2) (@ (2))']® (2) =0
= (1,0 — &~/ (z)(® (x))"']®; (z) =0, I=1,....,n
= ker[I,0 — @' (z)(® (z))7!] = ker Q7 .
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Thus, there is another formula for finding of the matrix X, ():

Xo (@) = —@7"(2)(® (2)) " (37)
The equalities (35]) and ([B@) for the corresponding partial cases were found earlier in
218, 19].

One can represent the Hamiltonians Hy and H_ with the help of the matrix &~ (z)
in the form

Hy = QfQy +@ (a)(Tf
Ho = QrQf +@ (a)(Tf
= Hy = QfQy +@ (2)(T)H)"(2~(2)) 7,

H- = QrQf + X7 @ (a)(TH)(®(x)) (X)),

where ([B8) and (39) take place due to the equalities (I5]), (34]) and
[QFQ + @ (2)(T)) (@™ (2)) 1@~ (2) = @ (2)(T})

and to the facts that the Wronskian W(xz) = det @ (x) does not vanish on the entire
axis and the right-hand part of (38)) is a matrix Hamiltonian of Schrédinger form. The

formulae (38)) and ([B9]) were received earlier for the corresponding partial cases in [I8[19].
It follows from (I&]) and (38]) that

Up(x) = @ (2)(TT) (2~ ()" (40)

Hence, the spectrum of the matrix Uy(z) does not depend on z. Moreover, since the
vector-functions ®; (x), I = 1, ..., n constitute a canonical basis in ker )] and thereby
the matrix T} is of normal (Jordan) form, so a normal (Jordan) form of Up(z) coincides
with T] up to possible permutation of Jordan blocks. In the particular case where all

vector-functions ®; (x), I =1, ..., n are formal vector-eigenfunctions of H, for the same
spectral value \yg = A\; = ... = A, the matrix Uy(z) takes obviously the form
Uo(l‘) = /\OIn'

Thus, in view of the results of Subsection B.2] any solution of the intertwining (7))
with nondegenerate matrix X; can be constructed as well in terms of a matrix of the
form (B3]) and general solution of the equation (I3]) can be presented in the form of explicit
parametrization of Up(x) and X; () by n? components of vector-functions ¢, (x), 1 =1,
..., n and constants A\; and oy, l =1, ..., n with the help of the formulae [B7) and (40).

4 Constructing of a higher-order matrix intertwi-
ning operator: method of transformation vector-
functions

It is possible to build chains of first-order matrix intertwining operators with the help of
the formulae of Section B and as well higher-order matrix intertwining operators in the
form of products of elements of such chains. Results of this type can be found, for example,
in [I8,19] and in the more general form in Remark 1 of [44]. But the indicated way of

12



constructing of higher-order matrix intertwining operators is rather restricted since [23]
for any n > 2 and N > 2 there are n X n matrix intertwining operators of the N-th order
that cannot be represented in the form of products of matrix intertwining operators of
the lower orders. We present below the method that generalizes method of Subsection
and allows to construct any n x n matrix intertwining operator of arbitrary order N with
arbitrary constant nondegenerate matrix coefficient at 0" and the corresponding final
matrix Hamiltonian in terms of transformation vector-functions.

Let us consider H as known initial n X n matrix Hamiltonian and ®; (z), 1 =1, ...,
nN, N € N be a set of formal associated vector-functions of Hy such that the formulae
23) and 24) take place for any I =1, ..., nN, ® ., (z) = 0, the condition (28] is valid

forany I =1, ..., nN — 1 and the Wronskian of these vector-functions
P P P Pl (wfl)g ‘3 . (cpfn)g ‘3
On o O P e P o (o) TTY L (0g,) T
W(z) = _21 ‘ 2” ?1 ‘ 2” ‘ 21 ' 2n .
n n iy - — \N-D) (e N
(pnN,l .. cpnN,n (’DNN,I e (,DnN7n e ((’DNN,l)( ) . ((pnN,n)( )

does not vanish on the entire axis. There is the only nxn matrix linear differential operator
of the N-th order ), with arbitrary nondegenerate constant n x n matrix coefficient X
at 0", kernel of which contains all vector-functions ®, (x),l=1,...,nN, and, moreover,
one can find this operator with help of the following evident formula,

Pr e P o1 e P e ()T ()N (@)
o e o P e oo ()Y (e )Y (9)W)
I e . . .. . . . .
QN:WXN : i : : AR - : . : : )
Pana s Pann Pt Pk (P )N Y (o )T (@)D
P ... P, PO ... PO ... PoNt ... PBoN! 1,0V
(41)
where Py, ..., P, are the same projection operators as in (28)) and during calculation of
the determinant (4I]) in each of its terms the corresponding of the operators Py, ..., P,,
P0, ..., P,o, PNt ..., PN 1,0V must be placed on the last position. It follows
from (4I]) that I-th column of the matrix coefficient X (z) of Qy (see (2)) is equal to
_ - — —
Y11 -+ Pin P11 - Pin
. T 2 ST
_WX;’
OuN1 o PaNa (70;]/\7,1 QD;J/\T,n
(e (@M (er )Y (e)™Y L (eg,) Y
(7)Y (@)W (er )V (e)PTY L (g,) Y
(GDZN,z—l)(]) ((I);N)( ) (SDZN,JH) ! (‘P;NJ)(N_D (SDEN,n)(N_l)
l=1,...,n, j=0,...,N—1 (42)



The operator Q) intertwines [23] the initial Hamiltonian H; with some new n x n matrix
Hamiltonian of Schrédinger form H_ = —1,,0° + V_(z) according to (&) and the potential
V_(x) of H_ can be found with the help of () and (42) with j = N — 1.

It should be emphasized that the condition that the Wronskian W (z) is nonvanishing
on the entire axis guarantees in view of (@), (4I]) and (42)) existence for (), and smoothness
(absence of pole(s)) for the matrix-valued functions X (x), ..., Xy_;(x) and V_(x). The
partial case of the representation of Qy® for arbitrary n-dimensional vector-function ®(x)
with the help of (41]) and of the representation of V_(z) with the help of () and (42]) with
J = N—1when all vector-functions ®, (z), I = 1, ..., nN are formal vector-eigenfunctions
of the Hamiltonian H and X = I,, was found in [I8§].

The fact that any nxn matrix intertwining operator of arbitrary order N with arbitrary
nondegenerate constant matrix coefficient at % can be obtained by the method presented
in this section is a corollary of the facts that (i) for any operator of this type there is a
canonical basis in its kernel, the Wronskian of which does not vanish on the entire axis and
(i) an n x n matrix linear differential operator of the order N with a given nondegenerate
constant matrix coefficient at 0% is uniquely determined by a basis in its kernel.

5 Examples: casen=2, N =1

In this section we present some examples of constructing of 2 x 2 matrix linear differential
intertwining operators of the first order )7 and the corresponding to them new 2 x 2
matrix Hamiltonians H_ of Schrodinger form with the help of the methods of Section Bl
As well, we demonstrate by dint of these examples the capabilities of the methods for
spectral design of matrix Hamiltonians. As initial 2 x 2 matrix Hamiltonian H, we shall
use the Hamiltonian of Schrédinger form with zero 2 x 2 matrix potential V4 (z),

H, = -1 Vi(z) = (8 8) . (43)

Since a vector-eigenfunctions for the continuous spectrum of the new Hamiltonians H_
can be straightforwardly calculated in trivial way,

B einm _ 0
\I’T(l‘Q K,) = Ql < 0 ) ) Wi@%“) = Ql <eimc> >
H_\I’T7¢ = /{2\I’T7¢, Kk E€R,

so we shall seek only normalizable vector-eigenfunctions and associated vector-functions
of these Hamiltonians.

It is not hard to see that for the Hamiltonian (43]) there is the following complete set
of linearly independent formal eigen- and associated of the first order vector-functions for
the spectral value A = —k? # 0:

Vio(z) = <egx> , Wap(z) = <e_0km> , W3o(r) = <62x> , Uyp(x) = <e—0kx> ;
Uy 1(w)= (JL);ZZ) ;o Uoa(w)= <%> , U3a(r)= <_%Zx> ;o Uya(r)= <xeikw> ,

H—l—\I’i,O = /\\Ili,(]y (H+ — )\IQ)\I’Z'J = \I’Lo, 1=1,2,3,4. (44)
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These vector-functions will be used below for constructing of the intertwining operators
and new Hamiltonians.

We accept the following notation in this section: Ay and Ag are eigenvalues of the
matrix T of the intertwining operator ) and g; is the geometric multiplicity of the
eigenvalue A\;. As well, we suppose that the matrix coefficient X;  at 0 in the operator
Q7 is equal to the identity matrix, X = I».

5.1 Subcase \; # )\y: adding up to two bound states with
different energy values

In this subcase general form of transformation vector-functions ®; (x) and ®; (z) is the
following in view of (44)),

_ . Cleklm + Cge_klm _ . C5€k2m + Cﬁe_ka
q)l (‘/E) - C3ek1:c + C4e—k1x ’ q>2 (‘/E) - C7ek2:c + C8e—k2x ’

Hi® =\®7, N\ =—k?#0, i=1,2, (45)
where C, ..., Cg are arbitrary complex, in general, constants and we assume without the
loss of generality that C; = 1. The remaining constants Cs, ..., Cs are chosen so that

the Wronskian W (z) of the vector-functions ®; (z) and ®; (),

W(z) = [Cr — 0305]e(k1+k2)m +[Cs — Ogcﬁ]e(kl—kz)w+
+[CoCr — CyCsle™ k)T 4 [0y Cy — CyCgle™Ftha)r, (46)

does not vanish on the real axis. The operators ()] and Qf, the matrix Up(z) and the
new Hamiltonians H_ take the following form,

+ k1C7 — kaC3Cs  —(k1 — k2)C5 \ (k1 4ho)e
@r =Fho K — kp)C3Cy  kyCr — kyCsCs ) ©

Fi1Cs + k2C3Cs  —(ki+k2)Cs ) (k1—ka)e
kl + kg CgCg —(k‘gCg + k103C6)

< k1CQC7 + k‘20405) (kl + k2)02C5 ) e—(kl—kz)w

_|_

—(k1 + k2)C4Cr (k2C2C7 4 k1C4Cs)

k‘lczc's — k2CyC) (k1 — k2)C2Cs e~ (krtka)z | 47y
) )

* k2)CuCs —(ksCaCs — k1CaC

Uop(

k207 — k3C3C5) (kf — k3)Cs (k1 +h2)e
—k3)C3C7;  —(k3C7 — k2C3C5)

208 — k305C5) (kf — k3)Cs o(k1—h2)a
C )05 —(k2Cs — k2C5Cs)

< (k
< k10207 — k2C4C5) (k‘% — k%)CQCE, ) e—(kl—kz)w

_l’_

—K2)CuCr —(k2CyCr — K2C4C)

k@@-ﬁ@%) (2 — k2)C5C e
+ )Gy —(KCHCs — K2CCy) ) © o (48)
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4

_ 2 =
Ho= D~ s
[ ( Cslk1Ag — ka(02 — 2C3C5C5)] —k1Ag + ka(62 — 2C3C5C6) ) fpe2k1
Cg[klAQC;), + k2(5203 — 207C8)] —k1A5C5 — k2(52C3 —2C7Cy)

CrlkaA1Cs — k1(01C5 — 2C2C7)] —Cslk2A1C5 — k1(6:C5 — 2C2C7)] > oy e2k2
07 ko A1C7 + k1(5107 — 2030405)] —C5 [k2A107 + k71(5107 — 2030405)]

I < —Cy k‘gAlCﬁ + k1(5106 — 2C208)] CG[kgAch + k1(51C6 — 202C8)] ) kle_%?w
Cy k‘gAng — Kk (5108 — 2C3C4CG) CG[kgAlcg — k1(51C8 — 203C4C6)]
( )

]
Cy k?lAgCg + k‘2(5202 —2C4C5C5 ] (s [k‘lAQCQ + k72(5202 — 2040506)]> k‘2€_2k1x
Cy k1A2C4 — k2(5204 - 2C207Cg)] Cy [k1A204 — k2(52C4 — 202C7C8)]

k202C7C8 + k203C4C506) (k% — k%)((SlC%CG — 52C2) )

+

+2@¥kﬂ@@@—@@@)m@@&@+ﬁ@@@%)

— (k] + k3)0162 — 2k1 koA Ao I |,

Ay = Cy — CoC3, 01 = Cy + C2C3,
Ay = C5C5 — CsCr, b6y = C5Cs + CsCr, (49)

so that
H, = Qf Q7 + Uo(), H_ =Q7Qf + Up(z), QT Hy =H_Q7. (50)

For the spectral values A1 and Ay of the Hamiltonian H_ one can easily construct
formal vector-eigenfunctions

klm
( ) Ql < )Z% |: — (kl_kQ)Cg <gi> 6(2k1+k2)m—(k1—|—k2)03 <g§> e(2k1—k2)x

n <2k‘10207 — (ky — k‘2)0405> kaw <2k‘10208 — (k1 + k2)0406> —kzx:|
(k1 + k2)C4Cr (k1 — k2)CaCs 7

V3 (z) = Qr _%w——i—@—mc C6) e-Chrtiae y (1 )y (8 ) e hitale
1 _W(x)124C’8 12407

B <2k‘107 — (k1 + k‘2)0305> ko _ <2k‘108 — (k1 — k‘2)0306> —kgx:|
(k1 — k) C5Cy (k1 4 k2)C3Cy ’

_ 1 . C5 (2k1+k2)w CG (le—kz).’ﬂ
Uy (r) = Q1 ( k1x> =W [(’fl k2) <C7> e + (k1 + k2) Ce) €
_ ( (k1 + k2)Ca2Cs > ko _ ( (k1 — k2)C2Cs > e—kzx]
2k1C41Cs — (kl — k2)02C7 2k1C1Cg — (kl + kz)CgCg ’
_ 0 1 Cs\ _ " Cs\ _(2k—ko)
\yi(x) = Q7 (e—k1x> :W [_(kl_k2)02 <02>e (2k1+ks2) — (k1 +k2)Cy <0i>e (2k1—k2)
n ( (k1 — k2)Cs > o ( (k1 + k2)Cs > e—lm}
2k1C3Cs — (kl + k2)07 2k1C3Ce — (kl — kg)Cg ’

0 @) = () = 2= k—myen (L) etz gy i) (€2 etz
o) T T ) R G) ¢

B <2k‘20306 + (k1 — k‘2)08> oz _ <2k‘20406 — (k1 + k‘Q)CQCg) —klx:|
(k1 + k2)C5Cs (k1 — k2)CyCy 7
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\II+ _ e_kzx 1 02 —(k1+2k2)x 1 (k1—2k2)z
6 () =@ 0 )W) (k1—k2)Cs c )€ —(k1+k2)Cs e, )€

<2k20305 — (k1 + k2)07> g <2k20405 + (k1 — k2)0207> e—klm:|
—(k‘l — k2)0307 (kl + k2)0407 ’

_ 0 1 1 . C o .
\I/;_(.Z') = Ql <ek2m> :W |:(k1_k2)05 <Cg> e(k1+2k‘2) _(k1+k2)C5 <Ci> e (k‘l 2k2)

n (k1 4 k2)Cs T —(k1 — k2)CaC R
2koCg + (k‘l — k‘2)0306 2k CoCy — (k‘l + k‘2)0406 ’

- 0 1 )\ . 1 i
Uy(2) = Q; <e—k2w> :W [ — (k1—k2)Cs (Ci> e (ht2k2)T 4 (o) 4 ko) O <C3> e(k1—2k2)

B — (k1 — k2)C5 o (k1 + k2)CoCs —
2koCr — (k‘l + k‘2)0305 2k CoCr + (k‘l — k‘2)0405 ’
H_Ur=)\Ur i=1,234, H U =00, j=567,8, (51)

only six of which are linearly independent in view of the fact that the vector-functions
¢ (x) and ®; (z) (see ([@H)) form a canonical basis in the kernel of 7. The latter leads
to the relations

Ul (z) + Co¥F (z) + C3¥3 (z) + Cy V] (2)
05\11;_(%) + C'G\Pg(x) + C7\IJ;_($) + Cg\IJ;(x)

0,
0.

(52)

It follows from the results of [23] that in the considered subcase A; # Ay there is linear
differential operator of the 3-rd order Q;f with the coefficient I, at 9 that intertwines
the Hamiltonians H; and H_ in the opposite direction, Q;{H _ = H+Q§f, and six linearly
independent vector-functions from the set (5I]) form a canonical basis in the kernel of Q3
providing an opportunity to construct Q;{ explicitly with the help of (4I).
A linearly independent of (EI)) formal vector-eigenfunctions ¥g (z) and Wiy(z) of the
Hamiltonian H_ for the spectral values Ay and A5 respectively can be found in the form
z  kix Tz —kix
v (0) = Q1 (7% g o )
— 3m6 + C4me 1

1 1 1
- - _ (2k1+k2)x _ (2k1—k2)x

ko A1C5 — k’l(5105 — 20207) CYIEN Cs oz
k2A107+k71(5107—2030405) ! Cy

_ Cﬁ —kox k2A106 + kl ((5106 — 2CQC8) ko
- ( > ‘ 2 </<:2A108—k1(5108—2030406) e

_ (0207 _ 0405) 02 e—(2k1—k‘2)x _ (0208 o 0406) 02 e—(2k1+k2)x :
C4 C4

—ChpE ek 4 oo

—Crgi-eh?™ 4 Cg5i-e k2"

= _é — C5 (k1+2k2)$ _ C5 —(k1—2k2)w
- ZkQW(x) |:(C7 0305) <O7> € + (0207 0405) 07 e

o [ kD2 = k(02 — 2C3C5C6) \  kya LY ke
2 </€1A2C3+]€2((5203—2C7C8) re + A2 Cs €

Uy(z) = Q7 (
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Co —kyix k1A202+k2(5202—2040506) ki
Az ((14) et </<;1A2C4—k2(6204—202(}708) ve

— (Cs — C3C) C6) et —2ka)e _ (C2Cs — C4Cs) ) o-thrtak)e ;
08 Cg

H Uy =MV,  H_Uf =T, (53)

since N .
__z Jkix x —kiz
(Hy — M 1o) 2k € +C22k16 —<I>+( )
+ 142 T ki z o~k | = ®1 )
—Cgme +C4m€

—COsZek2® 4 Oy L e=her
H. — M1 2ko 2ko — (I>+
( + 2 2) <_C7;Tzek2x+08ﬁ€_k2x 2 (x)v

the vector-functions @ (z) and ®F (z) belong to the kernel of Q7 and a chain of associated

vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H is mapped (see Subsection [2.2]) by the intertwining

operator ()7 into a chain of associated vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H_ for the

same spectral value (some first terms of the chain can be mapped by Q7 into zeroes).
Analysis of the vector-functions (5I]) and (53) leads to the following results:

(1) if
RekiReky > 0, (C7 — CgCg,)(CQCg — C4CG) 75 0

then for each of the eigenvalues A\; and Ao there is the only (up to a constant factor)
normalizable vector-eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian H_:

1

Ut (2) = U (2) + C3¥5 (2) = —Co¥F (x) — Cy V] (2) = W (z)

K koA Cs — k1(61C5 — 2C2C7) > okaw_ < ko A1Cg + k1 (6:Cs — 2C2C5) > e‘k”}
kaA1Cr+k1(61C7—2C3C,Cs) koA Cy— k1 (61 Cs—2C3C4Cs) )
1

W (x)

X [_ ( k19 — k(62 — 2C3C5C6) > o <k1A202+k2(5202—2040506)> e_,m}

k1 AoCs+ ko (02C5—2C7C5) k1 Ao Cy— k(6504 —2C2CCR) )

Uih(x) = G505 (x) + Cr¥7 (z) = —Ce¥{ (z) — Gy ¥ (x) =

H—\Ilil—l = Al‘I’flv H—‘I’E = )‘2‘1’157 \Ilfl(x), ‘I’E(l’) € ker Q:;,F% (54)
(2) if

Rek; > Reky >0, Cr—C3C5 = C5(Cy—CaC3) =0, (Cs— C3C5)(C2Cs — CuC) # 0,
or

Rek; > 2Reks >0, Cr—C3C5=0, (Cs— C3C5)(C2Cs — C4Cg) # 0
or
Rek; > Reky >0, CyCs— CuCs=Cy— CoCs =0, (Cy— CsC5)(CoCy— CyCs) # 0,
or

Reky > 2Reky > 0, CyCs — C1Cq = 0, (C7 — 0305)(0207 — C4C5) 75 0

18



or
Reky > 2Reky > 0, Cr—C3C5 = C4,Cs—CyCg = 0, (Cg—CgCG)(CQC7—C4C5) 75 0

then for the eigenvalue A\; there is the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-
eigenfunction Wi, (x) of the Hamiltonian H_ and for the spectral value Ag there is no a
normalizable vector-eigenfunction of H_;

(3) if

Rek; > Reky >0, C7— C3C5 = Cs— C3Cs =0, (CoCy— C4Cs)(CaCs — C4Cg) # 0
or

Rek; > Reky >0, 307 — CyCs = CyCs — C4Cs =0, (Cy — C3C5)(Cs — C5Cg) # 0

then for the eigenvalue Ay there is the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-
eigenfunction Wi,(x) of the Hamiltonian H_ and for the spectral value A; there is no a
normalizable vector-eigenfunction of H_;

(4) if
2Rek‘2 > Rek‘1 > Rek’g > 0,
Cr —C3Cs5 =0,  C5(Ci— C2C5)(Cs — C3C6)(CoCs — CuCg) % 0
or
2Reks > Reky > Reky > 0,
CyCs — CyCg =0, (Cy — C3C3)(Cr — C3C5)(CoCr — C4Cs) # 0
or
2Rek‘2 > Rek‘1 > Rekig > 0,
Cr— 0305 = CoCs — C4Cs =0,  (Cs — C3C5)(CoCy — C4C5) # 0
or
Cr — C3C5 = Cg — C3Cs = CyC7 — C4Cs5 = 0, CyCs — CyCg # 0
or
Cr — C3C5 = Cg — C3Cs = CyCs — C4Cg = 0, CoC7 — CyCs5 #0
or
Cr — C3C5 = CyC7 — CyCs = CoCg — CyCg = 0, Cs —C3Cs #0
or

Cy — C3Cs = CC7 — C4C5 = C2Cg — C4Cp = 0, C7 —C3C5 #0

then there is no a normalizable vector-eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian H_ for the spec-
tral values \; and 5.

Let us now present some partial situations where the received formulae become signif-
icantly more simple.

(1) For

1 1
Cr=1, C3=Ci=C3=Ce=0, Cr=e ™™ Cy= e,
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Re k1 Reks 75 0, zo € R

the Wronskian
W(x) = chkyz chke(x — )

does not have real zeroes, the operators Qf and @7, the matrix Up(z) and the new
Hamiltonian H_ take the form,

+ B kithkix 0
Ql - :F[28 < 0 k’g th ]{72(3} — l‘o) ’

-k 0
UO(:E) = ( 01 _k%> ’

_kE 0
H_:_[282_2<Ch2]€1x k% >7
ch2kg(z—x0)
and there are only two linearly independent vector-eigenfunctions for H_,

k1
i =it - (W), e -cmio-3 ()

chka(z—1x0)
(2) If
1 1
Cy = 003 — —, Cs = —(C2C5, C7 = = — (2030, Cs = C3C,
2Cs 2
Re (k‘l + k‘g) 75 0, Cg,Cg,Cﬁ € (C, Cs 75 0,
then the Wronskian
W(z) = ch (k1 + k2)x

is nonvanishing on the real axis,

Qit _ 1o k1 + ko [C’G (Cg -1 > U —ka)z _ 1 <C2CGC7 C3C? > o—(k1—k2)z

W(:E) Cg —03 06 —C% _020607
1 B B Cr7 — CyC3C 2C5C5
+ 2Sh (kl +k2)x I2:| (kl kg) < 205C _(07_020306)
C P 1 kle(k1+k2)x—]€2€_(kl+k2)x —Cﬁ(k‘1 + k’z)e(kl_kz)x o1
= F _W < Cits(k:l + kz)e—(kl—k‘g)x _k,le—(k‘l-i-k:z)l‘+k2e(k‘1+k2)x> )
_ Kk Cs =1\ (hy-ho)e . L (C2C6Cr CICE N\ _(hy—ha)e
U(](:E)—— W(l‘) 06 032 _03 e +?6 —C% _020607 e
C7 — CyC3C 2C5C5 _ k‘% + k‘%
< 2050, —(Cr - 020306)> sh (ky + k2)4 b
_ 1.2 (kl—l—kz)w_ 2 —(k‘1+k2)m 2 1.2 (kl—kz)w
=C ! ( k11€ 2 2 kz(ekl—kg):c gﬁ—((ilﬁkzk):i)e 2 (k1+k2)x> c,
2W(z) \ (ki — k3)e —kje —kie

H = —I282 _ 2(]{71 + k2) |:C'6 <CS -1 > (kle—2k2x . k2e2k1m)

W2(x) 3 —Cs
L CyCsCr 0220(? 2kox —2k1z M
Cs ( —C7  —CyCsC (ke ae )+ 2 =
ky+k ky + k Co(kre 2% —kae?12)\ |
_cl e Rtk 1+ o2 6L ? '
N C{ b0 W?2(x) <Ci6(k1€2k2x—k2€_2klx) k1 + k2 ©
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_ ek1z _ Chekaz
v =c(_{ ) e -c(),
Cs
(1 G L (1-205C5Cs 205Ce 1
€= (03 - 020306> O = < a0, y ) detC=3

and for the Hamiltonian H_ there are only two linearly independent normalizable vector-
eigenfunctions,

e*kQCL‘
ki+ke| 1 (CoCg\ g LY & ki 4 ko ch (k1 +k2)z
Ut (z) = [— < e + e =Cq——— T ;
SW (z) | Co \ —Cr Cs 2 \&arame

eklx
\Ijii-z("n) = [06 < > et — < e M| =C{ —= Ceﬁklj 2)® ’
2W () Cs —Cr 2 - (klik&)w

Reki Reks > 0,
or the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-eigenfunction Wy, (z) for
Reki Reks <0, |Re k1| > 2|Re ks
or the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-eigenfunction W, (z) for
Reki Reks <0, |Re k2| > 2|Re k1 |
or there is no a normalizable vector-eigenfunction for
Reki Reks <0, 4|Re k2| = 2|Reky| > |Re k2.

It is evident here and in the what follows below in this Subsection B.J] that the repre-
sentations and the intertwining (B0) transform trivially into the analogous formulae for
the Hamiltonians C™'H,C = H, = —9% and C™'H_C, for the matrix C~'Uy(x)C and
for the operators C™'Q{C and C~!'Q; C, that C71U{,(x) and C™1¥,(x) are vector-
eigenfunctions (formal sometimes) of the Hamiltonian C™'H_C for the same eigenvalues
A1 = —k? and Ay = —k3 respectively and that C~1®] (z) and C~1®; (z) are transforma-
tion vector-functions corresponding to conversion of the Hamiltonian C™'H,C = H, to
the Hamiltonian C~'H_C with the help of the intertwining operator C_lQl_C.

(3) For
1 1 1
Cy = aCs, 04204(54-0305), Ce=0C5, Cr= §+C'3C'5, Cs = §+C'3C'5,

Re ks # 0, a,Cs,C5 € C,

the Wronskian
W(z) = % ch kyx:

does not vanish on the real axis as well, we have

+ C3C5 —Cj C5C7; —C?2 ke Cr  —Cs
Ql =F10+2ks <CgC7 _C, th ke x+2a C? —CsC- |:k1+k2 th kgx} e 2kq CsCr —CsCs

— __kl 0 -1
=C { Fho+ (Oé [kl + ko th kgx] e 2k —ko th kgﬂ:) } c

21



2

CsC; —C2 > e—2k1:c+<07+0305 —2C5 ﬂ Ktk I

Uo(z) = —(k? —k3 [2 (
0(:17) (1 2) o C? _0507

_ —ki 0\ et
—C<_a(k§_k§>e—%w —k;%)c :

— 2 2 2
H_:_I282+4{<C’3C’5 05> k3 +a<0507 05){&—%f—%mgthm}e—%w}

X

0 —1
. 2/6% C ’
ch2kox

0307 —C7 Ch2k2$ C? —CsC? Ch2k2

0
=C{ — o
{ 20 <a[ 25 _ 4k — dkyky th k] e~

ch2kox

2C5C —(C7+0305)

_ ek _ 0
(I)I (33‘) =C <ae—k1x> ) q>2 ($) =C (20h ]{7233‘) )

Cs

0
+ _ —kiz _
Ul(z) =« <C’7> (k1 + kg th kox]e =C <a[k1 ko th k‘g:z:]e_klx)

Cs ko 0
vt — —
12(7) <C7> ik~ C <Chk1§2x> ’

C— 1 Cs c-1— 14+2C5C5 —2C5
- \Cs % + C3C5 )’ N —2C4 2

1
det C = =
) € 2

)

and for the new Hamiltonian H_ there is the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable

vector-eigenfunction \I/f'2 ().
(4) If
Cy =0, Cy =0, C7 =1+ C3C5, Cs = C3C%,

then the Wronskian
W(x) = elkitha)z

is without real zeroes again,

+ B C; -1 —2k2x_k1_k2 C74+C3C5
Ql _:':128 (k1+k72)06<032 _03 € 9 20307

_ —2kox
_C { Lot < éﬁ (k1 +k‘2)l§66 2 ) }0—17
—ko

Cs =1\ _op. Kk—k3 (Ci+CsC
Ua) =030 (G ) - B (G

=C —kj (k%—k‘%)C’zﬁe—%” c,
0 “k2

Cs -1\ ok
H_ = —1282 _|_ 4k2(l€1 —|— ]{32)06 <C§ —C3> e 2ko

_C { Lo+ (8 —4ks(kq +§2)C6€_2k2x> }0—17

22

C37 C57 Cﬁ S (c7
—2C% kit
—(C7+C3Cs) 2

—2C5 Kk
20307 —(C7+C30s5)

I

nrtmy,
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e

U (2) = (8) _C <8> . Wh(2) = (k1 +k2)Cs (Cl’3> okt _ ((/ﬁl—i—kz)OCﬁe—km) |

— 1 05 -1 _ 1+C3C5 —05 B
C—<Cg 1+03C5>7 C —< _Cy 1 > detC =1

and for the Hamiltonian H_ there is no a normalizable vector-eigenfunction.

_ ek _ Cge k2
vw=c(%).  m@-c(D.T).

In general, the formulae (45)—(9) and (54]) can be simplified with the help of similarity
transformation for Ay # 0 < Cy # C3C5 as follows,

kiz ~_ _kox N —kox
15— . (& 15— . 056 +06€
o= (G). et = (G TR0,

W (x) = Crefrthale o Gpelhi=hka)e _ Spe=(ki=ks)e _ Gy o= (hitha)e ALW(x),
1
C‘Ge—(kl +k2).’E _C‘Ge(kl—kg).’ﬂ

e B0 1
C Qﬂ3—$ba—<o k1) T [ TR Cpetatan ottt

Cse—(ki—ka)z G o(katho)z
+ (k1 — k2) (_086—(k1+k2)x nge(kl—kz)w ’

(k‘% _ k’%) <C’56—(k1—k2)w_|_ C'Ge—(k1+k2)w _C’se(kl‘HW)m_ C’Ge(kl—kﬂm)

—1 _ 2
C 'Uy(x)C = —kilr— W) Croe(krka)ay Gy (ktka)z _ G plhitha)e_ G hi-ha)e

4 CsCge2k1z (. C,
A C— o — g2 (C5Cee” 1 —C5C6
C e 20 W2($)|: k2 —C:Cy  CrCgekrz

o o 1 _e2k1$
+ k’g[(k‘l — k‘2)0508 — (kfl + k72)0607] (_6—2191:0 >

1
+ kik [Cser2t—Cgeh2)[Crekamy Cye 2] —[Crel>+ Cie*22][Cre2r— Cper27)
1R2 [C7ek2x_ CSe_kzx] [C’7ek2x_|_ C8e—k2x] _ [C5ek2x_|_06e—k2x] [C7ek2x_ Cge_kzx]
_ k72 [6'56/?2%4-?66_16290] [(;’7ek2x+6«8€—k2m] ) —[?5€k2x +?66—k2m]~2
1 —[Crek2® 4 CgeF27)? [Csek2q Cge*22][Crekay Cge*2e] ) |

C0H (2) = ;x)[_ ( (k1 — k2)Cs >ek2x _ ( (k1 + k2)Cé )e—kzm:|7

W( — (k1 + k2)Cr —(ky — k2)Cs
Cuh (2) = 1 [((/ﬁ1+/€2)6'6@7j(731—k2)ésés>ek1z_ < 2kyC5C o )e—klm:|
12 W (z) 2k2C7Cs (k1+k2)CeCr— (k1 —k2)C5Cy ’
(1 -1 _ i Cy -0y _
C—<03 C4>, cl=4 <—03 1 > det C = A,
GO —CiCs . ChCs—CiCs A Cr—C5Cs = Cs—CsC
Cs = T A, Ce = A ;o Cr= A Cs = —Qa
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and for A1 = 0 & Cy = C5,C5 as follows,

kiz —kiz kox —kox
ey (€T + Cre 1y [C5e™T 4 Cee
car = (T eten = (Gl TE ).

W () = [17 + O] [Creb 4 Cye™7] = ~ 210 (2),

leklz—CQ(iiklz 2056k21_066—k21 —ky [eklz_c267klz][056k21w6e—k2z}
1+ . eF124CreF12 Crek2m4Cge—k2m [ekF124Che—k12][Crek2i4Cge k22
CQTC =50 0 CrebasGgeas )
2C7ek21+0867k21
kox C, 671621
k2 (k2 — L2 Cse™2%+Cg
C_lUO(ﬂf)C = — < 1 ( 1 2)%726k2””+086k2m )
0
2
8k3Co _ 8k{Ca[Csek2” +Cge k7]
C_IH C _ —I 82 _ [ek1z+0267k1:c]2 [eklw—kC’ge*klx}%[Czeka+Cgeik2“‘"]
- 2 0 8k2C+Cy

[C‘76k21+c~'867k21}2

4k1 ko (C5Cs—CCr)[eF17 —Cae~*17]  4k3(C5Cs+C6Chr)
_|_
0

[eklz+0267klz][é76k21+6867k21]2 [é7ek2:c+éseszz}2

2% Ca 1?2(Csés+066~'7) _ k1(C5Cs—CsCr)[eF17—Che—F17]

_ Tz —kix _ kor  V, o—kox kix. —k12) [ ekor i, o—kox
C 1\:[/4_ ) = eF171Che—F1@ C 1\I’+ )= Cre2%4Cge™ 72 [eF1 +Q2§ 1%][Crer2%4Cge*2%]
11( ) O ? 12( ) _ 2k2CZCS ?
C7ek21+0867k21

C:<013 O), C_1:<i 01>7 detC:_a, CYG(C, 04#07

—

- 1 ~ 1
Cr = —5(07 — C3C5), Cy = _E(CS — C3C%),

where W (z) is the Wronskian of C~'® (z) and C~'®; ().

5.2 Subcase \; =)\, g, =2: adding up to two bound states
described by vector-eigenfunctions with the same energy value

In this subcase the formulae ([40) — (B4) are still valid with k1 = k2 and we additionally to

the condition C7 = 1 assume without the loss of generality that Cs = 0, since the latter

condition can be achieved in any case by the change of a canonical basis in the kernel of

Q7 : ®] (z) and @, (z) — C5P; (x) instead of @ (z) and P, (). Thus, the formulae (45])
— (B4) take in the considered subcase the following more simple form:

_ o (CrekT 4 Cyehe _ oy _ (Csekr + Cgehe _ _
01w = (G To) me = (G Tan). a-1 G-
H ;7 =\0;, i=1,2, A=A =X =—k2#£0, k=k =ky,  (55)
W(JL') = 076%90 + [08 — (C3Cq + 0207] + [0208 — 0406]6_2]”, (56)

k
Qit = :F[ga—m{ |:C7€2kx — (CQCg — C406)€_2km} I

n ((08 + C3Cs — 0207) —2C% > } (57)
2(C3C8 — C4C7) —(Cg + C3Cs — 0207) ’
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Up(x) = —k?15, (58)

8k? CyCr — C3Cs O
H = —T 2 2kx
20 W2(z) [07 <—(0308 — C4Cr) 08> €

- CS —Cﬁ —2kx
+(C2Cs — C4C) (C'?,Cs — CyC7 CyCr — C3CG> ‘

+2C7(CQC8 — C4C6)I2:| , (59)

() v | (e -cidy ) rveenceeco )]
i) = vie) =Qr <e_ok> - [_ e <(1)> - (Cgcgc}@&) e_ﬂ |
(o) = wea () & reexes —con (3) )

Vi) =@ =0 <€_0km> :% [_ cr <(1)> - (C’zC?_f%:aCﬁ) e—kx} (60)

z kx z —kx
oy~ o- [ "ae .+ Coagge _ L'\ 3k C2\  ka
n ( Cy — C3C5 > ke _ < C3C7 + Cs(Cy — CaCl) > ke
C3(Cs — C3C5) — C7(Cy — CoC3) CyC4C7 + C3(Cy — CoCs)

1
+ 4k(C2Cs — C4Cs) <03> ze M — (CyCy — C4Cp) (gi) e—3kx:|’

Ok L o~k 1 0 C
n P 6 5% R 3kx 6 kx
Vio(r) = @ <—C7%ekx + Cg%e_km> 2kW (2) [C7 <C7> oA <C8> e

_C Co ko _ [C6(Cs = C3C6) + CoCCr o
"\ C3Cs — CoCr Cs(Cs — C3C%) + C1C6Cr

+ 4/€(CQC8 — C4C6) <((;,)7> re kT _ (CQCS — C406) <g§> e—3kw:| 7 (61)

Ui (x) = U (2) + Cs 05 (2) = —Co¥3 (x) — Ca¥ (x)

o () oo (4) ]

V() = Cs0 7 () + Cr 0T (2) = —Ce ¥ () — Cs Vg (2)

o] (6) e ()]

H_Uf=X¥f, i=1,...,12, (62)

U () + CoWy (z) + C3 0y (2) + Ca ¥y (x)
CG\I’;(QZ) + C7\I’§f(a:) + Cg\I’I(a:)

9

0
0, (63)
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where the constants Co, C3, Cy, Cg, C7 and Cg are chosen so that the Wronskian (50
does not have real zeroes. Moreover, the relations (50]) in accordance with the results of

Section Bl can be supplemented by the additional intertwining relation with the operator
Qf as follows,

Hy = QfQy +Uo(x), H-=QyQf +Uo(z), QrHy=H_Qy, QFH-=H.Qf. (64)

There are two only linearly independent vector-functions in the set Wy (z), 5 (z),
Ud(z) and ¥ (z) in view of the fact that the vector-functions ®; (z) and @, (x) (see
(G5) form a canonical basis in the kernel of Q7. The corresponding relations between
the vector-functions ¥y (z), V5 (z), ¥5 (z) and U] (x) are expressed by the formulae (63)).
It is nod hard to check that two linearly independent of these vector-functions form a
canonical basis in the kernel of the intertwining operator Qf and that these two vector-
functions draw up together with the vector-functions ¥¢ (z) and ¥{,(z) a complete set of
linearly independent formal vector-eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian H_ for the spectral
value A. In addition, the vector-functions ¥, (z) and ¥},(z) as a linear combinations of
Ul (z), U5 (x), U (z) and U] (z) belong to the kernel of Q7.

Analysis of the vector-functions (60), (6I) and (62]) leads to the following results:

(1) if
Rek # 0, C7(CaCs — C4Cg) #0

then for the eigenvalue A there are only two linearly independent normalizable vector-
eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian H_:

U(z), Vi(x) or Ui (z), Vi(z) or Ui(z), ¥ih(z);

(2) if
Rek # 0, C7 =0, (Cg — C3Cs + C2C7)(C2Cs — CyCp) £ 0

or
Rek # 0, CyCs — C4Cg = 0, (‘CQ‘ + ‘C4‘)C7(Cg — C3Cs + CQC?) #0

then for the eigenvalue A there is the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-
eigenfunction V7, (z) of the Hamiltonian H_;

(3) if
Rek # 0, Cy =C4 =0, C7(Cs — C3C6) #0

then for the eigenvalue \ there is the only (up to a constant factor) normalizable vector-
eigenfunction ¥, (z) of the Hamiltonian H_;

(4) if

C7 = CyCg — CyCy =0, Cs —C3Cs+ CyC7 #£0
or

C7 =Cg — C3Cs + CoC7 = 0, CoCs — CyCs # 0
or

Cs — O3C + CoC7 = CoCs — C4Cg = 0, C7#0

then for the spectral value A there is no a normalizable vector-eigenfunction of the Hamil-
tonian H_.
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It follows from (&7 in view of () that the potential of the new Hamiltonian H_ can be
reduced with the help of a similarity transformation produced by a constant nondegenerate
2 x 2 matrix either to a diagonal form or to a upper triangular form with equal diagonal
elements. Let us consider these situations more detailedly.

If the determinant of the matrix from the last term of (57)) is nonzero,

406(0308 — 0407) — (Cg + C3Cs — 0207)2 75 0, (65)
then the formulae (B5) — (59) and (62]) for Cs # 0 can be simplified as follows,

P — -1 & 1 2(CeCs —CuCs) - [T Coeke
(@) =C {¢1@ﬁ+ck Cot CaCr—CaCo—A 2| P2 (@) = 0 ’

~ A—Cs+CyC7+C3C CeC 0
NP 8+CoC7+C3C6 o« CeCro— | _ )
by (0) = 0| ARG () - Dy )] = (4 ke i)

W(z) = [e'mc + C’ge_kx} [0761”0 + C’ge_kx} = W(x),

ekcv_Cbesz O
-1t _ o ekcv_;’_ébesz -
C Ql C - :FI28 k O C76kz_c~v867kcv )
C7€k1+0867k1

ClUy(x)C = -k,

8k~26~'2 0
—1 _ 2 [ek@+Coe—kz]2
C'H.C=-10 ; G : (66)
[C7ekcv+c~'867kcv}2

. 1 1 [ 2(CoCs — CuCs) =
\I’+ = — 1 \II+ — _ \If+ — | ekr-Coe k=
1 () 21<:C’2C { 11(513)"’06 [08+CQC7—C306—A 02] 12(37)} ( 02 )

— 0
) =— c-{A 0“0207”3%@5(:@—CGC?\W:U)}= 0 ),
2k0708 2A A C7ekz+ésefk:v

1 0 - 1 0
C:<M 1>7 C 12(_% 1>, det C =1,
08_0207 08—0207

b 2AC:Cy—CiCy)
2 C8+CQC7—0306—A’

.1
Cy = 5[08 + CyC7 — C3Cs — A,

A = \/(Cg + C3Cq — C2C7)2 — 406(03C8 — C4C7), (67)
and for Cg = 0 as follows,

- _ kx —kx
b (2) = C_l[CI)l_(x) Cy 0203@2_(33} _ <e + Che )7

Oy — CoC 0

= 1 0
5 (0) = €05 0) = (gt et

W(x) = [ekx + C’ge_km] [C7ek”” + C’ge_km] =W(x),
ei”—Cge*z” 0
-1+ ox —kxz
C Ql C = :':126 - k (6 +0026 C7ek:v_086kcv) Y
C?Ek1+0867k1

CUy(z)C = —K’L,,

Cezraray 0
(TWLC:—5¥—<F+@6] 842 Co s >, (68)

0 [C76km+0867kx}2
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1 Cy — C5C i
+ — -1 —+ . 4 203 4+ — ekt 4 Coe— ke
1 (‘T) 21{3020 |:\I/11(‘T) CS B 0207\1112('%)] ( 02 > )

1 0
3 (x) = C U, (z) =
2 (‘T) 2kC7C8 12(:1;) <C7ekx+lcsekz> ’

1 0 B 1 0
C:<M 1>7 C 1:<_M 1>7 det C =1,
U=l Cs—C2C7

=N

=N

where W (z) is the Wronskian of ®] (z) and ®; (z) and the root (7)) has arbitrary value
such that Cs+CyC7—C3Cs—A # 0 (this condition can be satisfied due to ([65)). It is
evident here and in the what follows below in this Subsection that the representa-
tions and the intertwinings (64)) transform trivially into the analogous formulae for the
Hamiltonians C™'H,C = H, = —0? and C~'H_C, for the matrix C~'Uy(x)C and for
the intertwining operators C~'Q7 C and C~'Q; C, that ¥ (z) and ¥J (z) are vector-
eigenfunctions (formal sometimes) of the Hamiltonian C~'H_C for the same eigenvalue
A = —k? and that ® (z) and ®; (z) are transformation vector-functions corresponding
to conversion of the Hamiltonian C™'H,C = H, to the Hamiltonian C~'H_C with the
help of the intertwining operator C™1Q7 C. It follows from (66) and (68) that any of two
diagonal elements of the potential of the reduced Hamiltonian (G0 or (68]) is ether zero
or the potential of Poschl — Teller.
For

4CG(CSC8 — C4C7) - (Cg + C3Cs — CQC7)2 =0, ’CG’ + ’CgCg - 0407’ #0 (69)
the formulae ([B3) — (B9) and ([62]) convert into the following,

s _ VC7y/CoCs — CyCs/C3Cs — CuCr . _
P =C! b
(@) [( Cot |Cs| + |C3Cg — C1Cr| 1 (@)

_ GGy + Ca/CsCs — CiCr’ cp‘(x)] Y -
|Cs| + |C3Cs — CsCr| 2 =V =Cu/Crek 4 Cue k)’

VG +C3V/CiCs — CuCr () - CrVTiCs — CiC7™ (:C)}
’06’ + ’C?,Cg — 0407’ 2 ’CG’ + ’CgCg — C4C7’ 1

o5 () = C‘l[

o~z
N (@ek“"’ +V-CV/Cr 6"“> ’
W(z) = [\/aekx + \/—7@46_1“]2 = éW(x),

\/aek:ac_q /_C:v4 e—kz B 9 2
CIQEC = 31,0 — k | VOV =Ciets [k Caete]

0 \/Eekx_\/_—dleka ’
\/Eekx_i_‘ /_6‘4 e—kx
CUy(z)C = KLy,
V7= i V/Crebr—\/—Cyehe .
CUH_C = —L? —si2 | VO sv=aieie ]| [Veer i/ 20i ]

0 \/CTM/ —Cy , ’
[\/Eekz+\/_—dl efkrac]
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i B Ja - - i

1
= (\/ C~'7ek“"”+\/ —C~'4ekz> ,
0

B () = va
2 2k\/C7r/CoCs — C1Cy

CQ\/ —|— Cy\/C3Cs — CyCy > +
\/ 2/ C U
K GG Cat \Cﬁ\ +|C3Cs — CyCr| 12(7)

% \/Ee —V —0467’“”2
_< /Cot+2+/C V23— CyCs/C3Cs— CyCr >\I/f1(x)}: [Grehin/—Cae ]

= = M
’06‘ + ’CSCS — 0407’ 2V C7v —Cy
A /é7ekx+‘ /_C‘4efkr;c
\/0_6 o Cng C4C \/Cﬁ* vV 0308—0407*
— |C6\+|?/3‘Cgs (e C- |C6]+]C3Cs—CaCr] \06|+\C&§—C’4C7| ,
— a v/ C3Cs—C41Cr Ce
v0sCs—Cilr  omic,ce—oon] " a a

det C = q, aeC, a#0,
- 1 ~ 1
Cy = ——(CyCs — C4Cs), Cr = —(r,
a a

where * denotes complex conjugation, the roots v/Cg, v/C7, \/CoCs—C4Cg, v/C3Cs—C4C7,
VC2C5 — Cy, VO, V/—Cy and \/a have arbitrary values satisfying the following condi-

tions,
1
VCsy/ C3Cs — CyC7 = 5 [Cs + C5Cs — C2Cr],

1
V07 20y — CyCp = 3 [Cs — C5C6 + C2Cr],
= V07 = V003 — CyCh
\ 07—%, \—Cs= Ja )
Cs = CyC7 + C3C¢ + 21/ Cgr/ Cr+/ CoC3 — Cy, (70)
the roots /C3Cs — C4Cs and /C3Cs — C4C7 as well as Cs (see (0))) can be expressed
through the constants Cs, C3, C4, Cg and Cf,

VCoCs — C4C = C21/Cr7 + /Cs1/C2C5 — C,
v/ C3Cs — C1C7 = C3+/Cg + \/67\/ CyC3 — Oy

and W (z) is the Wronskian of ®] (x) and ®; (z). The possibility to define the roots v/Cg,

VC7, VC,Cs — CyC, /C3Cs — C4C7 and /C3C5 — Cy so that the relations (70) hold is
provided by the first of the conditions (69)).
At last, if

4Cs(C3Cs — C4Cr) — (Csg + C3Cq — 0207)2 =0, Ce =C3Cs — C4C7 =0
then

W(z) = Cr[eF* + Cze-’“‘]? = C7#£0,
C2e—kgc

= F1I k‘—
Qi = Fho - ke + Cpe—he

7
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Up(z) = =K1,
8k2Cy

H_ = —-1,0°> -
28 [ek:c + C2e—k:c]2 25

o7 (x) = ( c1*3> e+ Coe 7], @5 (2) = Cr (?) ek 4 Cheh),

1 1 0 1
+ — _ + = _ -
‘1’11(33) = 2kCh <C’3> ekr 4 Che—ka’ ‘Ijlz(x) 2kCyCr <1> ekr 4 Che—ka

and it is possible to use the vector-functions

. _ Cs M +Coe™h" . 1 0
b= 0)- oz o= (") a0 500 = (e )

as transformation vector-functions instead of ®; (x) and ®; (=) and the vector-functions

~ 1 03 % ~ 1 0
U} (2)= —— | U, (z) — =20, }Zem“bem Uf (2)=——U)(z)=

1 () 2%C, () C- 12(2) 0 , U5 () 2%CyC 12(7) W
as vector-eigenfunctions (formal for Co = 0 and normalizable for Cy # 0) instead of
U (z) and ¥,(x). One can see that both diagonal elements of the potential of the new
Hamiltonian (7)) are either zeroes for Cy = 0 or the identical potentials of Poschl — Teller
for Cy # 0.

5.3 Subcase A\ = )\, g; = 1: adding up to two bound states
described by eigen- and associated vector-functions with the
same energy value

In this subcase general form of transformation vector-functions ®; (z) and ®; () is the
following in view of (44,

& (z)= —C1 &b+ Cy e k4 Creh™ + Cge ™ &3 ()= CreFr 4 Che ke
1 - —032—mk€kx+C4%€_kx+07€kx+08€_kx ’ 2 - C3ekx_|_04e—k:c )

Hy@T = A7 + @5, Hi®y =Dy,  A=—k*#0, (72)

where C1, ..., Cg are arbitrary complex, in general, constants and we assume without
the loss of generality that C; = 1 and C5 = 0 (the latter condition can be achieved in any
case by the change of a canonical basis in the kernel of Q7 : ®] (z) — C5®; (x) and @5 ()
instead of ®; (x) and ®; (z)). The remaining constants Cs, C3, C4, Cs, C7 and Cg are
chosen so that the Wronskian W (x) of the vector-functions ®; (z) and ®; (),
1

wwprcﬁmqa@—@%am—#@—@@u4@+@&—@%LWm
does not vanish on the real axis. The operators ()] and Qf’, the matrix Up(z) and the
new Hamiltonian H_ take the following form,

1 1
Qit = F10 + —{ |:/€C7€2kx — kA28€_2kx + —Aq| 1

W (x) 2k
1 1

— My — — Mpe " + M. M 4

+2k 1€ 5% %€ + Msx + kMy ¢, (7)
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Uo(x) = 2Ly + ([ +Cac M [Cse + Che™] —[eke + Chehe2
0 W (x) [C3er® + Cye=k2)? — ek + Coe k] [C3er* +Cye k)
1
= _ 2[ M 2kx M- —2kx M
k 2+—W(x)[ 167" + Mae + 3], (75)
2 —2kx
H_ = —1262 + W2(x) { |: - Qk[All‘ + k‘(Cg + A27)][C7€2kx + Agge 2k ]

ok 1
+ 2A1[C7€2kx — Agge 2k ] — 8]{7207A28 + @Ag] Ig

rl 1
- _Eﬁliﬂe%m + [Cs + Ag7 — @Aﬂe%x + 4A28} M,y
rl 1
- _EAla:e_%x + [Cs + Ag7 + WAl]e_M + 4(17} Mo
+ —Qkx[C7e2kx—A28€_2kx] — [C7€2kx+ Agge_%x]] M3+2k2 [0762]“6— Agge_%x} M4},

(76)

M, = <g§ :ég) . M= (Cég”‘ __(/%4) ,
2y <c4+0203 20y > s (cg SN 20 >
203Cy —Cy—C2C3) 7 2038 —[Cs — Agr])
Ay =Cy — CaC3, Agy = CoC7 — C3Cs, Agg = (2Cs — C4Cg,  Aszg = C3Cs — CyCr,
9Aog My + 20 My — (Cs + Agr) My + Ay My = 0,
so that

Hy = Qf Q7 + Uo(x), H_ =Q7Qf +Uy(x), QT Hy=H_ Q7. (77)

For the spectral value A of the Hamiltonian H_ one can easily construct formal vector-
eigenfunctions and formal associated vector-functions of the first order

kx 2
Ty A LY ke Co\ ke (4h"Do7 — A1\ e
Vi@ =@ < 0 > " 2kW (x) {03 <03> e+ 4kCs <C4> e ( —4k?Ags )€

4k*Nog + CoCx\ s
_ oo . ,
—ze” 1 Csa—2kC (4k2 Agg+CoCy)x+2kA
+ =0 % = = | _ ("3 7\ 3kz 28+ 020y 28\ _kx
\PLI(;U) Ql < 0 > 4]{72W($)|: < O??LE >e +< CZIE >e

_ 4k70203$2 — (Al + 4k2A27)l‘ — 2k(08 + A27) kx
4/€C3C4$2 + 4k2A38x S

—kx 2
+ N (e 1 B Co\ _3ka 1 —ka, (A°Cs+A1\ iy
Uy o(z) = Q) < 0 > = WD) [ Cy <C’4> e " +4kCy <03> xe —l—( FTETNT

4K*C7 + O3\ ks
+ < CE% (& s
kx

(e 1 CoCuz+2kAsg\ (4k2Cr+C3)z — 2kC
+ — ok — . 244 28 3z 7 3 7\ kx
2a) Ql( 0 > 4k2W<x>[ ( Cia ) +< Cia ‘

N 4kCyx?® — (A1 — 4k2Cg)x — 2k(Cs + Agy) ok
4]€C3C4l‘2 + 4]{72A38l‘ ’
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0 1 1 C 4k2C,
+ N R R 3kx 2 kx 6 kx
\11370(33) =@ <ekx> ©2kW (x) [ <C3> ¢ 4k <C4> ve <4/<;2C8 — Al) c
+ Cg —km
—4Kk%Agg + CoCy ’

0 1 T C3z
+ —_ N _ 3kx__ 2 —kx
V() =@ <—%> 4k2W () [<C3x+2k07> ¢ < (4k? Agg — CoCy )z — 2kA28>
4k702$ + 4k206$ ekx
4/<:C433 + (A1 + 4/€2C8)$ + 2k(Cs + Agr) ’

0 1 C 4k%C,
+ = . 2 —3kx —kx__ 6 —kx
\P4,0($) - Ql <e—kx> - ZkW(LU) |:C2 <C4> 4k02 <03> zre <_4k2A27_A1> €
o 1 kx
—4k207 + Cs € ’

Ul (z) = Q7 Ok :é Ciz e 3kr _ €T ok
bl P\ze =) 4k2W (z) | \CaCaz —2kAsg —(4k2C7 —C3)z+2kCr
o 41{302.’1'2 + 4]€2C6.Z' —kx
4]{702032172 + (Al — 4k2A27)l‘ + 2k(08 + A27) € ’

H_Uf = U}, (H- - L)V, =¥}, i=1,2,3,4, (78)

only six of which are linearly independent in view of the fact that the vector-functions
¢ (x) and ®; (z) (see (72))) form a canonical basis in the kernel of Q7. The latter leads
to the relations

\Ilfo(a:) + CQ\I/;:O(-Z') + 03\115{0(95) + C4\I/4 o(z) =0,
\Iffl(:n) + CQ\P;_J(SU) + 03\1’;’1(33) + 04‘PZ1($) + C’G\I’;O(x) + C’7\If§0(x) + C’8\If470(:17) =0.
(79)

It follows from the results of [23] that in the considered subcase A\; = A2, g; = 1 there
is linear differential operator of the 3-rd order Q; with the coefficient I, at 9° that
intertwines the Hamiltonians Hy and H_ in the opposite direction, Q;H _ = H+Q§', and
six linearly independent vector-functions from the set (8) form a canonical basis in the
kernel of Q:}f providing an opportunity to construct Q:}f explicitly with the help of (41).

A linearly independent of (8] formal vector-eigenfunction \IJ;:O(:U) of the Hamiltonian
H_ for the spectral value A can be found in the form

L 2 z kx —kz 1y, —kx
_ L2z Yo ( e
\IJ"‘ xT) = Q < 81;2(1; k) 8k2(_ N ) 5% ) m)
o= G2 )k + G + e = Gla— e + Gl + et
1 0\ 3k 205,07 — 2k2 9 ke 4kCyCy — CsJ?CAm o
N Qk’W(ﬂj) “ <C7> o <2C4C7 CSW et 4/€C7Cg—037084;f27 re

_C C'6 Cs +827)\ ke + —CyGethar ok
’ A27 — CsAsg 4kC7Agg — C'4 CS+A27

2095 + Co 5% ka 2—kr _ C6\ ~3ha
Cy ’

203008 + Ci5h
H Wty =\, (80)
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since

B 2(x2 )km C_( )—km+ (x+ )—kx _o-(x
(H—i- >\I2) <861;2($ 8ﬁ_) kSkQ( _Sk%) kx g;($_ﬁ) kx_|_ 2k($+2k) —kx>_(1)1( )v

the vector-function ®; (x) belongs to the kernel of ()7 and a chain of formal associated
vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H, is mapped (see Subsection 2.2]) by the operator
()7 into a chain of formal associated vector-functions of the Hamiltonian H_ (some first
terms of the chain can be mapped by () into zeroes).

Analysis of the vector-functions (78]) and (80) leads to the following results:

(1) if
Rek # 0, C7(CaCs — C4Cs) #0

then for the eigenvalue A of the Hamiltonian H_ there is the only (up to a constant factor)
normalizable vector-eigenfunction \I’g"o(x) and the only (up to a constant factor and up

to adding of a vector-function proportional to W (x)) associated vector-function of the
first order ¢, (2):

Uio(z) = Uio(x) + C3lyo(z) = —CaW(x) — Calyy(z)

_|_
( iy — CoCr > e ( Cagt + Do ) e_ﬂ
C30% — CyCq Cisb + C3log ’
+ 03‘1’3,1(@ + 07‘113_,0( )

( — C4‘IJI1(:E) — Cﬁqfio(iﬂ) — Cg\I’ZO(l‘)

)
- < ‘lAle By > zel” 4 CB;’“AW 2 2kCoCr ek
W(f]}') 034A_12 _ C4C7 03084‘0;57_0306 _ 2k0708
Agg+C2C
+ A % e—k:c + < C24k2 + Aog >xe—kx 7
Cs 28-12-]?20407 — 2kC7Aog C44k2 + C3A9g
H W, = AU, (H- — A2)¥g, = U, Udo(x), U, (2) e kerQf;  (81)

Rek # 0, C7 =Cy — 0303 =0, (Cg 4 C2C7 — O3C6)(C2Cs — C4C) # 0
or
Rek # 0, Cy— CyC3 = CyCs — CyCg = 0, CyC7(Cs + CyC7 — C5C) # 0

or

Rek =0, Cy— CC3#0

then for the eigenvalue X\ of the Hamiltonian H_ there is the only (up to a constant fac-
tor) normalizable vector-eigenfunction Wg o(z) and there is no a normalizable associated
vector-function of the first order;

(3) if
Rek # 0, Cy =C4 =0, C7(Cs — C3C6) #0
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then for the eigenvalue \ of the Hamiltonian H_ there is the only (up to a constant factor)
normalizable vector-eigenfunction

T (2) 2kCeCy — a6 1
G cy=cu= 2kCrCy — C3E8=£8C8 | Crekr 4 (Cy—C3Cg)e ke’
H_ V¢ = U
6,1 Co=Cy=0 6,1 Co=Cy4=0

(cf. with (8T])) and there is no a normalizable associated vector-function of the first order;

(4) if
Rek 75 0, 07 = 0, (04 — 0203)(0208 — 0406) 75 0
or
Rek 75 0, 0208 — 0406 = 0, 07(04 — 0203) 75 0
or
Rek’#o, 0720208_0406:0
or

Rek =0, Cy—CC3=0

then for the eigenvalue A of the Hamiltonian H_ there is no a normalizable vector-
eigenfunction.

For Ay # 0 & C4 # CyC5 the formulae (72) — (76) and (8I) can be simplified with
the help of similarity transformation as follows,

N e Gl — 5 et + Coe™*
R 207 _ 2k 6
B (2) = CH o () + a2 o) (% K Cret o+ Cge " “’>

by (o) = ey 0 = ().

1 ~
E[ZE + kCg] Al

_ ko [r- _— 1 [z +kCs] —[2m+Cg)
1Ht+ 2kx 2k:c 8 6

C=FL0+=—<|C +C I, +2( 2+ > 4k 2 ,
Ql +12 ($){|: 7€ 6€ 2]€2:| < [07 4]2: ] _21k [x+kC8]

W (z) = —Cre?*® - Cge™2k* — W( ),

- 1 1 e
C'Uy(z)C = —K’I + —— (e_m f > ;

W (x) 1
8k ~ (Crneg2k= g2k 1A
C 1]{_Cj =] 82 +kC o %2 —kIC 2kx C, —2kx <4k~2 6)
O ) e cur (T, G
+ 9%k [C7€km+ 12 ][4k2 + CGe_km] —[Z:; + Cge—kxp
(Crete + S )? [Crek ¢ pizh He/@ + Cge™ "]

~ 2k Lkt 4 Cyeke
bt (2) = CIUF (2) = — 152 o
10(®) 6.0() (_[C7ekx+ﬁ2_e—kx] )

Cs — CyCn — CsCl
2A1 \Pg_(]( )]
2% (wg'fs[%; Coe 7] — C’[C’7ekx+4—,:;]>

(x) \Cr[e5 + Coe ko] — athCa[Crebr _ e 1]

Uiy (@) = 7w (@) -
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(1 G Ll (G G B
o (b 9) o=l (9 B). we-s,

= ADH = O =~ Cg+ Aoy
06__A—17 07_A_17 08_ Al )

and if Ay = 0 < C4 = C5C5 then the formulae (72)) — (76) and (8I]) can be simplified as
well,

~_ e —Zekr 4 Cgle_km + CGQ_IW
by () = C o (o) = (L e T,

- L ekm+ce—km
;) = €y @) = ().

W(zx) =— {ekw + Cge_kx} [6761“ + ége_kx} = —éW(x),

kT _Che=ke 1 er‘r—CQ2672kxj—4k(02$~+k06)
ClQEC = Fho — | 70T T R F G FCrer i Cse ]
0 kQ7e —Cse

Creke +C~'867’”

—k’2 ~e’““+02~e*’1“”
C_1U0($)C — 0 Creke 4 Cge—ka ,

)
8k2Cy Sk [021"‘1‘]4306}[é7€2fx—026:'8672kx]
CUH_C = —[o? — | FFHCe T ik O B G Cae o
0 7Cs

[é7ek:v +C~'8€7kz}2

0 ~2(C~'s-i-026~'7) + 4Co _
+ [C7ekx+c~'867k:z]2 [ekx_i_czefk:x][é’,rekx_i_cseka} ,
0 0

I __2kCy
\Ilil—,o(x) = C_I\PE:O(LE) = <ekx+026kx> ,

0
[Czl"f‘kCGHCw?ekx_és@ikm] _ ég+0267 + kCg

~ — k —kz)[Crek® 1 Cge—Fk ek L Oce—k 3 —k
Bty (x) = G (a) = | P oo PTG oo™~ B Goe®] T 0o |
; ; _ CqC8

Crekr 4 Cge—kz

4k2066~'7—c~'s
= _ AV okx C’esz]
\I’+ T —C 1\1,—1— T — 2k[Creke+Cy
ral )C2=C4=0 6.1 )02=c4=0 ok CiCs |7

Crekr4Cge—h

1 0 _ 1 0
C:<Cg _a>7 (31:<Q _l>’ detC:_(L OZG(C,OZ#O’

e «

Cr=—1C;  Cs=—1(Cs— CsC0),
a a
where W (z) is the Wronskian of ®] (z) and ®; (). Tt is evident that the representa-
tions and the intertwining (77]) transform trivially into the analogous formulae for the
Hamiltonians C™1H,C = H, = —9% and C"'H_C, for the matrix C™'Uy(x)C and
for the operators C™1Qf C and C~!Q; C, that \Iffo(:n) and \Iffl(:n) for |Co| + |Cy| # 0
are vector-eigenfunction and associated vector-function of the first order (formal some-
times) respectively of the Hamiltonian C™'H_C for the same eigenvalue A = —k?, that
\i/fl(a:) for Cy = C4 = 0 is a vector-eigenfunction (formal sometimes) of the Hamiltonian
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C~'H_C for the same eigenvalue A\ = —k? and that ®] (x) and ®; (2) are transformation
vector-functions corresponding to conversion of the Hamiltonian C™'H,C = H, to the
Hamiltonian C~'H_C with the help of the intertwining operator C_lQl_C.

6 Conclusions

In conclusion we itemize some problems which could be solved in future papers.

(1) To work out methods of spectral design for matrix Hamiltonians with the help of
matrix intertwining operators of arbitrary order and, in particular, to find a criterion
for transformation vector-functions that provides a desired changes for the spectrum
of the corresponding final matrix Hamiltonian with respect to the spectrum of an
initial matrix Hamiltonian. It is possible to try for this purpose to generalize Index
Theorem and Lemma 4 of [36L45] to the matrix case.

(2) To investigate (in)dependence of matrix differential intertwining operators in the
way analogous to one of [35] and, in particular, to define the notions of dependence
and independence for these operators, to find a criterion of dependence for them
and to solve the questions on maximal number of independent matrix differential
intertwining operators and on a basis of such operators.

(3) By analogy with [35,146] to investigate in the matrix case properties of a minimal
matrix differential hidden symmetry operator.

(4) To investigate (ir)reducibility of matrix differential intertwining operators and, in
particular, to classify irreducible and absolutely irreducible [23] matrix differential
intertwining operators in the way analogous to one of [37H4247-54].
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